
 

The War against Ethiopia’s Policy 
Independence 

 

Part Two 

 

Amen Teferi 11-21-14  

 

The goal of any human right groups or social activists, I think, is to reduce the 

likelihood of atrocities as well as to advance hopes for freedom, human rights, 

and democracy. If this can be taken as the legitimate objective of all human 

right activists; then the track-record of the self-styled international human 

right advocate groups would clearly indicate an absolute failure in perusing 

these objectives.  

 

We have also repeatedly witnessed dismaying flaws on the part of governments 

who professed to be the torch-bearer of democracy and freedom. Those who 

routinely admonish the Ethiopian government for the alleged violation of 

freedoms and rights of its citizens should change their attitude and deportment 

so as to encourage positive engagement with ruling party of Ethiopia who 

fought for freedom and is enthusiastic to see a democratic Ethiopia where all 

human rights and freedoms are fully respected.   

 

From the word go, international human rights advocates should adopt reflexive 

self-scrutiny and must intensify efforts to inquire into the background factors 

that lie behind allegations. They should devote themselves with even more 

energy to the just causes and principles which they vowed to be committed to.  

 



I think the Ethiopian government cannot legitimately be included in the list of 

those who have minimal concern for freedom and human rights. The “first 

glance – closer look” test shows that the liberating uprisings that has shattered 

and brought the collapse of that fascist Derg regime in 1991. No doubt that the 

current leaders of Ethiopia who had seen their share of misery and oppression 

under the Derg regime had fought and effectively dispelled the oppression of 

nations, nationalities and peoples of Ethiopia that had haunted them for 

generations cannot be anything but democrat.  

 

After the shockingly unexpected eviction of President Mengistu Hailemariam 

and the determined demolishment of that oppressive regime, EPRDF has 

radically redrawn the geopolitical map of Ethiopia. It has definitely stimulated a 

spectacular wave of democratization process that has encompassed all regions 

of the former Ethiopia.  

 

However, as it appears in the reports issued by international human rights 

advocates such as the Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch; there is 

no regime on earth more barbaric and bloody than EPRDF. There is no regime 

that violates human rights in a manner more constant and permanent than the 

Ethiopian regime. And of course similar sentiments have been voiced in the 

reports published last month.  

 

Outrageous 

 

It would be an outrageous act and sheer pretence to accuse the ruling party for 

lacking interest and working against the tendency of members of ethnic groups 

to publicly express their cultural values and interpreting this as manifestations 

of dissent. After all, this is not only the quintessential political agenda of the 

ruling party, but also the foundational principle of the federal dispensation. It 

would be weird to loge accusation against EPRDF by alleging that it 



“interpreted expressions of Oromo culture and heritage as manifestations of 

dissent, and as a potential catalyst for opposition to the government.”  

 

In response to this allegation I would never try to examine its veracity, but 

simply refer to some provisions of our constitution. Article 46, sub-article 2 

says: “States shall be delimited on the basis of the settlement patterns, 

language, identity, and consent the people concerned.” The whole arrangement 

of the Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia reflects the cultures of the 

nations, nationalities and people of Ethiopia.  

 

As a matter of fact, “expressions of Oromo culture and heritage” can never 

serve as manifestation of dissent in the current Ethiopia. It is the rule, and can 

never serve as an exception. The constitution provided (39/1-5) “an 

unconditional right to self determination, including the right to secession” to 

every nation, nationality and people in Ethiopia. Under this political condition 

it would difficult to imagine the deprivation rights in matters of culture. The 

constitution has guaranteed every nation, nationality and people of Ethiopia  

the right to speak, to write and develop its own language to express, develop 

and promote its culture; and to preserve its history” (39/2).       

 

But in its recent report Amnesty International said: “ ‘If you talk about your 

rights, culture and identity as an Oromo, you must be a supporter of the 

OLF....Oromo singers, writers and poets have been arrested for allegedly 

criticising the government and/or inciting people through their work’ and 

‘People wearing traditional Oromo clothing have been arrested on the 

accusation that this demonstrated a political agenda, and hundreds of people 

have been arrested at Oromo traditional festivals.” 

 

The report also tried to communicate that members of the Oromo cultural 

association or adherents of waqaafanna [traditional Oromo religion] are being 



harassed and also tried to impart that involvement in Oromo cultural and 

religious activities such as the Irreechaa could be construed as offence and 

political dissention that could warrant the arrest and interrogation and even 

torture by the federal security agents. Here is an excerpt:  

 

“NEGUSA WAS HELD FOR AROUND THREE MONTHS IN MAIKELAWI. WHEN HE WAS RELEASED, STRICT 

CONDITIONS WERE IMPOSED: NOT TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY OROMO ACTIVITIES, NOT TO MOVE OUTSIDE OF 

HIS TOWN AND TO REPORT DAILY TO THE POLICE STATION. “AFTER I WAS RELEASED, WITHIN A WEEK THEY 

ARRESTED ME AGAIN. I WAS ATTENDING A CELEBRATION OF WAQAAFANNA RELIGION. WE WERE MORE 

THAN 1,000 PEOPLE PRAYING WHEN THE POLICE SURROUNDED US. THEY SAID, WE RELEASED YOU FOR A 

WEEK AND YOU DO THIS. I SAID I WILL NOT STOP THIS, THIS IS MY RELIGION.” A FEW MONTHS LATER, 

NEGUSA FLED THE COUNTRY.” 

 

This and other allegations rendered the reports published by the international 

human rights groups such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch 

to be nonsense that could not be taken seriously, but rather abhorred and 

demonized and repulsed not only by the Ethiopian government but by key 

international donors.  

Unfortunately, Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch saw no 

shortcomings in their activities. They rather attributed the indifference shown 

by key international actors to the warm relations Ethiopia enjoys with these 

foreign donors.” According to these groups, the cordial relationship Ethiopia 

“enjoys with foreign donors and the strong ties with most of its regional 

neighbours is forged based on its role as the seat of the African Union (AU), its 

contribution to United Nations peacekeeping, security partnerships with 

Western nations, and its progress on some of the Millennium Development 

Goals (MDGs). These strong relationships have contributed to the international 

community’s silence on Ethiopia’s dismal human rights record.” 

 

It further noted: “Ethiopia also continues to receive significant amounts of 

donor assistance—almost US$4 billion in 2013. As partners in Ethiopia’s 



development, donor nations remain muted in their criticism of Ethiopia’s 

appalling human rights record and are taking little meaningful action to 

investigate allegations of abuses associated with development programs.”  

“In addition to Western donors, China, India, and Brazil are increasingly 

financing a variety of large-scale development initiatives. Foreign private 

investment into Ethiopia is increasing with agro-business, hydroelectric, 

mining, and oil exploration all gaining prominence in 2013. 

“Agro-business investment is coming mainly from India, the Gulf, and the 

Ethiopian Diaspora, attracted to very low land prices and labour costs. As seen 

in several of Ethiopia’s other large-scale development projects, there is a 

serious risk of forced displacement of people from their land when some of 

these programs are implemented.”  

We know that international human rights groups are always putting pressure 

on international donors to hold back their assistance to Ethiopia. And here 

they are expressing their disappointment over the continued engagement of the 

key international actors with the Ethiopian government.  

 

Al-Jazeera 

 

When we properly consider the humanitarian interventions of western states 

and the actions of human rights groups, there are issues that would deeply 

puzzled us. Sometimes humanitarian interventions would result in more sever 

human rights violations and damage than the offenses that has prompted their 

reaction or intervention. Hence, our assessment of human rights violations 

should include the impact caused by a given intervention.  

 

If western states and the actions of human rights groups wish to pretend to be 

serious about their reactions and interventions, they must always apply the 

same standards at home in their fight against any injustice and violations. 



However, the measures of western states and many human rights groups 

routinely disregard this fact, which would give them hypocritical stance in their 

advocacy and interventions. With these truisms in mind, let us have a look at 

some cases that were published in the mainstream presses.  

 

Though one may argue that it is a very marginal factor in the United States, 

there are cases that support Washington's disregard for human rights and 

freedom of expression. We have practices that had caused barriers to the free 

flow of information due to government pressures.  

 

BBC had once reported that the emir of Qatar confirmed that Washington has 

asked Qatar to rein in the influential and editorially independent Arabic Al-

Jazeera television station. According to the reports filed by Al-Jazeera, the 

Emir, who also chairs the Organization of Islamic Conference that includes 56 

countries, informed a press in Washington that Secretary of State Collin Powell 

had pressured him to rein in Al-Jazeera: to "persuade Al-Jazeera to tone down 

its coverage. Asked about the reports of censorship, the emir said: "This is true. 

We heard from the U.S. administration, and also from the previous U.S. 

administration" (BBC citing Reuters).  

 

There has been remarkably little use of the bin Laden interviews and other 

material coming from Afghanistan and available at Al-Jazeera by the western 

media. However, after Al-Jazeera broadcast a tape of bin Laden that was 

highly useful to Western propaganda, and instantly received a front-page 

coverage and the channel quickly became famous. The New York Times ran a 

story headlined "An Arab Station Offers Ground-Breaking Coverage." That report 

had lauded the channel as "the Arab world's CNN, with round-the-clock, all 

news and public affairs programs that reach millions of viewers."  

 

"The network has built a reputation for independent groundbreaking reporting 

that contrasts sharply with other Arab language television stations," and "has 



focused on subjects considered subversive in most parts of the Arab world: the 

absence of democratic institutions, the persecution of political dissidents and 

the inequality of women."  

 

The story also notes that "American policy makers have been troubled by Al-

Jazeera’s” broadcasts of bin Laden interviews and the "anti-American oratory" 

of analysts, guests, and "callers on freewheeling phone-in shows." In this 

regard, I would like to take your attention to what the US government - the 

icon of western democracy- has done in 1970s.  

 

Al-Shifa 

 

There are accounts written by some respected journalists working at leading 

journals and who wrote on the basis of field experience on what happened 

when the US in 1970s bombed a pharmaceutical facility in Sudan. As an 

immediate consequence of that bombing all UN agencies based in Khartoum 

and many other relief organizations have evacuated their staff.  

 

Though it would be bad enterprise to measure the "relative cost" of any 

criminal acts, Dr. Idris Eltayeb board chairman of the pharmaceutical facility 

called Al-Shifa may be right in comparing "the loss of life in terms of numbers." 

It goes without saying that ranking crimes on some scale is generally 

ridiculous. But, if one may prefer to evaluate the "relative cost," then the 

comparison of the toll is perfectly reasonable and indeed standard in 

scholarship. 

 

One of Sudan's handful of pharmacologists and chairman of the board of Al-

Shifa Dr. Idris Eltayeb said: “the crime is just as much an act of terrorism as at 

the Twin Towers the only difference is we know who did it. I feel very sad about 



the loss of life [in New York and Washington], but in terms of numbers, and the 

relative cost to a poor country, the bombing in Sudan was worse."  

 

A year after the attack that has destroyed facilities in Sudan "without the 

lifesaving medicine produced, Sudan's death toll from the bombing has 

continued, quietly, to rise... Thus, tens of thousands of people -many of them 

children- have suffered and died from malaria, tuberculosis, and other 

treatable diseases... [Al-Shifa] provided affordable medicine for humans and all 

the locally available veterinary medicine in Sudan.  

 

It produced 90 percent of Sudan's major pharmaceutical products... [Also] 

Sanctions against Sudan make it impossible to import adequate amounts of 

medicines required to cover the serious gap left by the plant's destruction... 

[T]he action taken by Washington on August 20, 1998, continues to deprive the 

people of Sudan of needed medicine and thus the death toll continued to 

mount. 

 

In this regard, Germany's Ambassador to Sudan in 2001 writes that "It is 

difficult to assess how many people in this poor African country died as a 

consequence of the destruction of the Al-Shifa factory, but several tens of 

thousands seems a reasonable guess.”  

 

The loss of this factory is a tragedy for the rural communities who need these 

medicines. Al-Shifa provided 50 percent of Sudan's medicines, and its 

destruction has left the country with no supplies of Chloroquine, the standard 

treatment for malaria. But months later, the British Labour government 

refused requests "to resupply Chloroquine in emergency relief until such time 

as the Sudanese can rebuild their pharmaceutical production" (Observer, 

December 20, 1998). 

 

Noam Chomsky 



 

Noam Chomsky who is often puzzled by the US government commitment for 

human rights protection had tried to illustrate his argument by producing “a 

major State Department study on the international order in the wake of World 

War II which explains that the "exploitation of the colonial and dependent areas 

of the African Continent should be undertaken to aid in the reconstruction of 

Western Europe.”  

 

The study had also added that "the idea . . . has much to recommend it" and 

noting that the opportunity to exploit Africa will provide a psychological lift for 

the European powers, affording them that tangible objective for which everyone 

has been rather unsuccessfully groping."   

 

Another “report from the head of the State Department Planning Staff 

articulates the general problem: ‘[W]e have about 50% of the world's wealth but 

only 6.3% of its population. This disparity is particularly great as between 

ourselves and the peoples of Asia.  In this situation, we cannot fail to be the 

object of envy and resentment.  Our real task in the coming period is to devise 

a pattern of relationships which will permit us to maintain this position of 

disparity without positive detriment to our national security.  

 

“To do so, we will have to dispense with all sentimentality and day-dreaming; 

and our attention will have to be concentrated everywhere on our immediate 

national objectives. We need not deceive ourselves that we can afford today the 

luxury of altruism and world- benefaction. . . . We should cease to talk about 

vague and -- for the Far East -- unreal objectives such as human rights, the 

raising of the living standards, and democratization.  The day is not far off 

when we are going to have to deal in straight power concepts.  The less we are 

then hampered by idealistic slogans, the better.” We find this ruthless truth 

when we striped off the concealing outfit of their altruistic rhetoric. This is true 

and undisguised conviction of the powerful west.”     



 

Another Case 

 Usually Black unemployment was higher than white unemployment. But the 

early 1950s was a golden age for blacks compared to today. Now, things have 

gotten even worse for black youths. The unemployment rate among young men 

and women 16 to 19 years of age in 1995 was 37.1 percent, compared to 16 

percent in the early 1950s. These figures do not exactly reflect the magnitude 

of Black unemployment, because they do not include those who are imprisoned 

and those who have stopped searching for jobs after trying many times. Despite 

the fact that the Black population is only about 13 percent of the total 

American population, about half of murder victims are Black, and the main 

cause of death for young Black males is homicide.  

 

Out of two million men in American prisons in 1998, 51 percent were Black 

men, and one out of three black men between the ages of 20 and 29 were 

under some form of criminal justice supervision in 1994. All these crises and 

problems show that the objective of fundamentally transforming Black America 

has not been reached. With the intensification of globalization, Black people 

face more challenges and manifest the characteristics of the peripheral nations.  

 

Noam Chomsky captures this reality by asserting, “A corollary to the 

globalization of the economy is the entrenchment of Third World features at 

home: the steady drift toward a two-tiered society in which large sectors are 

superfluous for wealth-enhancement for the privileged. Even more than before, 

the rabble must be ideologically and physically controlled, deprived of 

organization and interchange, the prerequisite for constructive thinking and 

social action.” Racial and class contradictions and institutional racism, which 

have evolved through change and continuity for centuries, have hindered the 

transformation of inner cities, where mainly Black people live. 

 



Just when the African American community is again facing serious crises, 

“scientific racism” is re-emerging to explain why the problems of this 

community are not yet solved. Richard J. Herrnsten and Charles Murray wrote 

an infamous book, “The Bell Curve: Intelligence and Class Structure in 

American Life”, in 1994, claiming that unemployment, crime, unwed 

motherhood, school failure, workplace accidents, welfare dependency, and 

broken families are caused by low intelligence and heredity.  

 

The central theme of the book is that the United States is a polarized society in 

which a “cognitive elite,” made up mainly of Whites, are at the helm of society, 

and a sociopathic “cognitive underclass,” made up mainly of Blacks, are at the 

bottom. The authors of the book advocate that it is useless to attempt to 

provide opportunities for the Black masses and other poor since they are 

genetically disabled.  

 

This book reinvents old racial theories to prove the “mental inferiority” of 

Blacks and other colonized peoples and to rationalize their underdevelopment 

and denial of opportunities. The popular acceptance of this publication 

indicates that the Black movement of the mid-twentieth century has not 

uprooted White racism and institutional discrimination.  

 

Robert Allen comments that without providing an alternative public policy, 

White conservatives and their Black clients have recently begun to attack the 

limited rights that Black people obtained through the struggle: 

 

“Reactionary forces in the mass media and academia launched a propaganda 

campaign to convince middle-class and working class whites that their 

economic troubles were being caused by the alleged massive gains the black 

people had made in the public sector, such as government employment, public 

educational institutions and social welfare programs.  

 



The new racism asserts that racial discrimination is no longer a serious 

problem in American society. That is, those blacks who are “qualified” are 

succeeding in climbing the economic ladder and making it into the middle-

class; and it is only those blacks who are “unqualified” who are falling behind.  

 

The purpose of this ideology was to convince whites (and middle-class blacks) 

that the black masses were being held down, not by racism and capitalist 

exploitation, but by their own individual cultural deficiencies: lack of 

thriftiness, lack of work ethic, lack of respect for education, and broken 

families. 

 

I think, international human right groups and their allies are and harbouring 

such kind of racism towards African states and driven by ideological motives. 

Considering this facts one can legitimately deduce that they are waging 

ideological war against Ethiopia’s policy independence. 
 


