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Poverty is ceaselessly hovering over the society with crippling effect on its motivation, on its physical
activities, on its mental creativeness and dashing its hope. The intention of this article is to bring to the
attention of the Ethiopian Diaspora the poverty situation of the Ethiopian society, particularly of the 85% of
the population. It is to call upon the Ethiopian Diaspora to be one of the determining factors in eradicating
poverty once for all. I have already touched upon the opposition political organizations in the Diaspora
mostly in my last three articles. This time, the specific focus would be: a) on the Ethiopian community at
large, democratic and progressive activists, that is, the elite and the intellectual individuals included, b) on
the social media, that is, the radio and television programs, and the Ethiopian websites included.
Hereafter, unless specified, Diaspora refers to these two sectors of the community combined. However, I
intend to revisit “Working from Inside,” which was one of the sub-topics in my latest article, “Meles Zenawi
was the System.” “Working from inside,” is the binding thread by linking all my four articles including this
one. The core of my argument is, since the absence of Meles Zenawi from the leadership, for good,
created chaos and crisis, then, it is incumbent upon the opposition forces, that is, the Ethiopian
community itemized “a” to “c” above, to take advantage of this Mother Nature given opportunity.
1. The Poverty Situation
We owe the people of Ethiopia to make poverty the driving force and the focus of the present and the
future political struggle. I call upon the Diaspora to make a pledge, no matter what, always, to live and
breath the 85% of the population who is miserably suffering from this abject poverty. Specifically targeting
this sector of the society, with the intention of eradicating the poverty that is killing its spirit and motivation,
will have a reverberating economic effect on the rest of the society.
In case our organic linkage is getting loose and unattached from Ethiopian society, due to our physical
absence from the day to day living conditions we have been witnessing first hand, while we were in
Ethiopia, the overwhelming majority of the Ethiopian society are still walking bare-footed; are still wearing
clothes with multiple patches, factor in the misery that would be brought about by cold weather with this
kind of existence; doing daily chores literally hungry, a routine phenomenon in Ethiopia, a situation that
will expose them to a variety of health hazards. Imagine a farming family with 3, 4, or 5 or more children
not knowing what their source of food to be the next day; are still using donkeys for transportation means;
are still using primitive farming tools (digir, mofur, qenber); add to these the lack of descent shelter that
has become a hopelessly given up, common, living phenomenon. Here, one can imagine the sufferings
they go through when cold and rainy season come. Mind you, all these are taking place in Ethiopia in the
midst of un-topped and plenty human and natural resources. Mother Nature will not forgive us, particularly
those generations by whose sweat and blood we have reached the level we are in today.

So, friends, putting aside even the contemplation of science and technology, engineering and math, this
is the down to earth situation of Ethiopian people. Addis Ababa is not Ethiopia. Addis Ababa, the center
where meticulously orchestrated conspiracies to assert ones political and economic interests are planned
and implemented, does not represent the 85% of the population. Addis Ababa is the seat of killer, robber
and corrupt regime. Addis Ababa, with its glittery skyscrapers, ring roads, and cars of different makes and
models, is a foreign city to the 85% briefly described above. This rationalization can be generalized to the
people of Tigry whose capital city is Mekele. According to BBC News, there are about 100,000 street
children living both above the street and underground, that is, living in tunnels, sewers, and drainage
holes in Addis Ababa. The BBC News further confirms that one of the reasons for such high number of
street children are poverty and hunger mainly that affected the 85% of the population.
Therefore, this entrenched poverty is not an abstract phenomenon. It is real and measurable. It is living
and breathing all over Ethiopia. It is like a thick fog hovering over Ethiopia, that one can cut it with a knife,
if you will. Poverty in Ethiopia, perhaps we don’t feel it, is increasing in size almost day by day. A baby

born today is destined to be poor and is born in the midst of poverty. Therefore, as the babies born
increases population increases. As population increases the intensity of the poverty increases. In Ethiopia
the intensity of poverty is directly proportional to the size of population increase. Because, there will be
more to feed, for there is less food products to share, and there will be more to cloth and more to shelter.
When the size of the family of farmers increase the already nutrient depleted land will be incapable of
feeding what it used to feed long time a go. In addition, when family size increases the size of the land to
be shared by those who would get married and move out to established their own families decreases.
The land gets fractionalized. To observe this stark reality picture of poverty is to go to country side and
observe the living conditions of the farmers. Incase we have lost the sense of the reality in Ethiopia,
today, this is the living conditions of Ethiopian people. So, think about it deeply.
Here is a very fundamental yet could be controversial argument. I will go ahead and state it anyway. For a
society overwhelmed by abject poverty with the lack of basic necessities such as food, shelter and
clothing, democracy, the rule of law, do not mean anything. It becomes an abstract phenomenon to those
who are in the midst of such misery. If one is hungry one would be required to provide one with food not
democracy or the rule of law. If one needs shelter one would be required to provide one with shelter not
democracy or the rule of law. If one needs clothing one would be required to provide one with clothing not
democracy or the rule of law. It is as simple and as true as that. In my opinion, well identified and well
articulated objective, that is, with the poverty of the 85% as the guideline and well in sight, will enable one
to determine the speed and the means, that is, the strategies and the tactics of the struggle. The time is
not there for sophisticated political rationalization. It is luxury to seat in a warm chair and indulge oneself
in a sophisticated political rationalization while people are starving to death with no end
insight. So, think about it deeply.
Therefore, I argue that, this time, the primary and the total focus must be poverty and how to eradicate it.
For practical and strategic purposes make democracy and the rule of law secondary issues. If one
declared eradication of poverty the primary objective, then, logically, obstacles that hinder to arrive to that
objective should be dealt with mercilessly. Why? Because the poverty situation I tried to show the picture
does not give time.
One more time, for the sake of emphasis, for the 85% of the population democracy and the rule of law are
secondary issues. Their primary concerns are food, shelter, and clothing, hence the eradication of
poverty. I argue that if the primary focus of the struggle is to eradicate poverty, and if the absence of
democracy and the absence of the rule of law became hindrance to achieve that objective, then, logically,
one would be forced to make these, temporarily, the primary objectives and deal with them immediately
and decisively. In this case, human rights, democratic rights, and the rule of law become the instruments
for fighting to eradicate poverty. Here, it should be clear that the primary objective of the struggle is not for
human rights, democratic rights or the rule of law. The primary objective of the struggle is to eradicate
poverty. Period. The rest follows. I argue that there is a difference between the two arguments.
2. The Role of the Ethiopian Community at Large
This time around, the role of the Ethiopian community at large aught to be to specifically focus on the
eradication of poverty to alleviate the sufferings of Ethiopian people. Take it as a project, gang up, and
make it happen at any cost.
To start with, to make the record straight, so far, the Ethiopian community, democratic and progressive
activist individuals included, in their own specific ways, did try their level best, in fact, for a long time, the
period that included Mengistu Hailemariam’s and Meles Zenawi’s era, to change the system and
empower the Ethiopian people. Therefore, the participation of the Diaspora intellectuals in the political
struggle is absolutely unquestionable, particularly by those who were enjoying their life during the
Mengistu and Meles‘s rule and by those late comers to the field of the struggle. They have no creditable
eminence to criticize the Diaspora intellectuals. Who are the Diaspora intellectuals? Unless one comes up
with a different specifically Ethiopianzed definition, they are the intellectuals in the political parties, they
are political party sympathizers and supporters who enthusiastically participate in the struggle, they are
those who formed and built civic organizations, such as Ethiopian National Congress (ENC). They are
those who participated in public meetings and in demonstrations including organizing it. Through these,
one can clearly see the depth and the width of the Diaspora intellectuals’ heartfelt political participation.
Therefore, one has to be careful when one is criticizing the Diaspora intellectuals.

Unfortunately, of late though, through time, as fatigue kicked in, perhaps mainly due to the length of the
struggle, one can clearly see when the community’s focus is being watered down and compromised. Its
emotional attachment to the unity and the well being of the Ethiopian people is being taken advantage of
by certain slick and fake political leaders. Through time, as confusing propaganda was being thrown at
them their deficiency to focus, to be a critical observer became deeper and more obvious. This lack of
focus and at the same time being emotional are well manifested particularly in public meetings where
they were being manipulated very easily by certain political leaders.
It is time for the Ethiopian community, democratic and progressive activist individuals included to assume
the leadership in the struggle. Where can, and how does, it assert its leadership? The general public can
assert its leadership in public meetings and in public demonstrations as well as by being aggressively
involving and by being aggressively critical during the participations in the social media; those who write
in their articles; and those who speak through their mouth. Political leaders as well as those organized or
being organized for political power must be fiercely challenged this time to articulate their objectives in
line with the poverty that the Ethiopian society are going through. Remember, our main and specific
objective is to eradicate poverty. Here, we are not talking about democracy or human rights, or the rule of
law. The general public has to wake up and stop to be easily manipulated and easily deceived. It has the
responsibility to control its destiny by controlling its emotions.
Particularly at this political juncture, the Diaspora’s depth of political consciousness can be measured by
the influence of two political leaders namely by Dr. Birhanu Nega and Dr. Feseha Eshete, individuals who
frequently use podiums and public discussion forums. It is long over due to question the political integrity
of these political leaders before it is too late. The influence of these individuals on the Diaspora tells the
depth of the Diasporas emotional attachment to the political and economic miseries of the Ethiopian
society. As a result it takes in whatever are thrown at it without questioning or without critically looking into
it. As a result a culture of submissiveness is being reintroduced in a society that is coming out from this
submissive behavior that it inherited from the society that it came from. A culture that must be uprooted,
some how, from the Ethiopian society, for it is hurting it.
The Diaspora did not question why these two individuals left Ethiopia in the first place. If these two
individuals had the well being of the Ethiopian society at heart, they would have remained inside Ethiopia
and fight to the extent of self sacrifice, for the interests and aspirations of the Ethiopian people. Both of
them had the potential to do just that. They were not in danger of imprisonment or harassment by the
regime because they had favorable relationships with Meles and his regime. For example, Berhanu Nega
was one of the leaders, if not the leader, of Kestedamena, a political organization. He could have gone
back to it and make it a viable political organization. Where is Kestedamena today? What more would one
wants? Kestedamena was a political organization germinated and grown by feeding from the soil, the
society, it was planted in. What could have made sense could have been to remain there in the midst of
the people and revive Kestedamena. If he had a genuine interest to make a difference by being right
there in the midst of Ethiopian people, he could have easily attracted part of the students, part of the labor
force, and part of the democratic and progressive individuals as well as part of the bureaucracy, and
perhaps built an effective and formidable political organization. Unfortunately for him, after forming a
coalision called Kinjit he became the instrument of Meles Zenawi, particularly through Bereket Simon,
which was known and openly was told by the leaders of Kinijit. He became the proxy of TPLF. For
example, on May 9, 2005 when about 3 million Addis Ababa community came out in support of Kinijit he
was no where to be found when wanted to be on the platform facing the demonstrators. This point looks
simple but it tells a lot about his deceptive behavior and his mode of activities. Due to his subversive
activities, Berhanu Nega came to realize that he would not be trusted by his ex-colleagues any more
therefore he had to leave Ethiopia and stay in the United States and promote himself, among the Ethiopia
Diaspora whose characteristics I described above. Because of his subversive activities he had while
among the Kinijit coalition, a lot of questions are awaiting him to be answered when he goes back to
Ethiopia. To dip into the leadership qualities of this individual and get a sample of it, get the Oct. 20, 2012
interview of the two Ginbot 7-Democracy group leaders. Without going into detail, these two individuals
did expose his leadership qualities hence the quality of Ginbot 7.
The other slick politician is Dr. Feseha Eshete. I am pointing out these two individuals because: a) they
are having extremely bad influence, deception and fakeness, on the Diaspora, particularly on the young
generation, to the extent of playing on its emotional attachment to the Ethiopian society at home, b) to let
them know that they did not get away with it, c) it is becoming very clearer that the acceptance of what
they talk about and what they do, reflects the behavior of the Ethiopian Diaspora which tends to swallow

what ever these individuals pushed down its throat even after knowing what and where these individuals
were before they came to the United States of America. The Diaspora has to control its emotion.
Coming back to Dr. Feseha, imagine, this individual was inside Ethiopia for about seventeen (17) years,
into Meles Zenawi’s rule. This guy who appears to be hyper political activist and a very concerned
individual for those inside Ethiopia, what a contradiction, from here in the United States of America, and a
seemingly dedicated political leader, what was he doing then, when he was inside Ethiopia? He was in
cahoots with Meles and his regime and making money. He cannot deny this fact. If he had burning
desire and the honesty, which he superficially is trying to show it here in the United States of America, to
change the political system and improve the living conditions of Ethiopian people, he would have done it
or have started to do it while he was there in Ethiopia among the Ethiopian people as the other opposition
political organizations were doing it then and still doing it now.
This individual who did not show any concern regarding the political and economic misery of Ethiopia
society while he was inside Ethiopia, now, here in America, he had the audacity to mercilessly vilify this
emotionally submissive, perhaps an inherent culture of Ethiopian society, Diaspora in one of his latest
article, “kedar qomo lewTin meTebeq yehillm injera,”
roughly translated, “It is a Dream to Expect Change by Standing on the Side Line.” He completely ignored
how the Diaspora was trying its level best, by applying different tactics to expose the regime, while he
was enjoying his life in Addis Ababa. He became arrogant and disrespectful because no body amongst
the Diaspora questioned his track record. As usual this docile community, as the same docile community
accepted Dr. Berhanu Nega knowing well his track record, accepted Dr. Feseha without questioning his
track record. This is a brutal individual who bought and literally killed the Ethiopian Youth National
Movement. He did not stop there. He then built his Ethiopian National Transitional Council on its
grave.
As long as the Diaspora does not change its easily maneuverable emotional behavior and become agile
in listening, and, be critical when reading articles and commentaries, its needed supportive effort will have
no measurable and long lasting impact. Unintentionally, all of what it is doing unintentionally, become
hypocritical actions. Therefore, it is time for the Diaspora community at large, the democratic and
progressive activist individuals included to wake up and assume the leadership collectively in the manner
I discussed above. It is possible.
3. The Role of Social Media
If I am not mistaken, from the outset, one can boldly say, that, the formation of social media, particularly
the television programs, the radio programs, and the Ethiopian websites, is to directly or indirectly
participate in the political activities, thereby, to shoulder the burden of the political and economic struggle
being fought inside Ethiopia against the regime. In the process, it is also incumbent upon them, this is
critically important, that, they operate their programs not only to vent their heartfelt concerns, it is also to
arm their constituencies with solid, well researched and well articulated information so that their
constituencies in turn would have confidence in themselves to take bold actions when and if necessary.
Well armed community with solid, well researched and well articulated information will participate in public
meetings, demonstrations, and other required political activities enthusiastically. So, the Ethiopian social
media has this very important life line role to play.
But, unfortunately, through time, perhaps due to the influence of money, hence the propensity to fulfill the
demand of the sources of the money, the sharing of the burden by being on the side of the people is no
more 100%. Issues and concerns are not critically articulated. Issues and concerns under discussion
were not well researched. The lack of the research on the part of the media clearly shows when follow up
question were asked, or, even by the lack of the follow up question itself. I will provide specific cases from
each sector of the social media as examples, without naming the media and the individuals involved, to
show the lack of critical articulations and critical focus. In some cases it appears to be a deliberate
deception. Issues were not taken very critically and reached to the bottom of it to provide the
constituencies complete and unbiased information and let the audience take their own judgments. In the
final analysis, this type of performance would lead one to a conclusion to be intentionally or
unintentionally sabotaging the struggle hence the interests and the aspirations of Ethiopian people.
I will provide specific examples, as I said, without identifying the names of the media and the individuals
involved and let you be the judge. Here are the cases:
Case # One:
I was listening to a radio interview of Ginbot 7 leader. One of the listeners raised the issue of the division
among Ginbot 7 organization. During the response by the Ginbot 7 guy, the host of the radio program did

not try to inject a very detailed and descriptive interview that took place long before this interview, by the
two individuals of Ginbot 7-D. It should have been the responsibility of the host to let his listeners know
and understand everything about the raised issue. This shows the lack of research or a deliberate
omission of facts. Either case, it is an intellectual dishonesty. The manner the host directed the
questioning appeared simply to buildup the organization, instead of being a conduit of fair, valid, reliable,
and educational information that would have benefited the community listening to his radio program. It
should have been the responsibility of the host of this radio program to do a detailed research
beforehand, that is to read everything that was written and said about Ginbot 7. It did not appear the host
did that. In fact, one can conclude the host misguided the listeners.
Case # Two:
This one has to do with the television program. In the program called YeHager Lij, a prominent and an
astute political leader was being interviewed. In the process a lot of structure based political issues were
touched. The host did not utilize the good opportunities he had to provide solid information to his
audience. The first example is, when his guest mentioned that HIBRET did assess the May 15, 2005
election, the immediate follow up question should have been, “what was the result of the assessment”?
He did not do that. In fact, when the host invited this prominent political leader he should have researched
about the activities that took place around this individual. He could have come to a wealth of information.
The guest could have been an important source of information that the audience could have learnt a lot
from. For example it was not an assessment, as the guest indicated. It was a full blown proposal, against
which I have written an article at the time, submitted to Meles Zenawi, to share power according to the
seats they(HIBRET) won. The proposal was rejected by Meles. Regarding the disagreement between the
opposition groups inside Ethiopia and those outside Ethiopia, that was raised during the interview, was
very fundamental. What took place was not the way it was explained. Without going into specificity, the
disagreement between the group inside Ethiopia and those outside of Ethiopia were, a) on how to
proceed with the election itself and b) what steps to take after the election. It was a very fundamental
disagreement. The host of the program did not do his homework very well. Had he done his homework
earlier, the interview, let us call it the discussion, would have been very interesting, informative, and lively.
Here, the main point is to provide constructive criticism which I limited myself to only one.
Case # 3:
This case deals with an Ethiopian website. I sent one of my articles to one of the websites. I usually send
to a number of them, but, almost all of them, except few, do not post my articles. I found this editor very
unusual. That is why I am using it as one of the examples. It turned out that the editor of the website did
not like my article. He did not post it. As usual my articles are thought provoking and calls a spade a
spade, but, based and guided by the interests of Ethiopian people. Period. I say what I believe. What
people think or say about what I say does not bother me a bit. What surprised me, about the editor of this
website was that, while rejecting my article he posted the death of actress Elizabeth Tailor and her life
history. I asked him why he, perhaps wrote it, posted the actresses life history but rejected my article? He
lied that he did not receive my article. But I have received an automatic confirmation that it was received. I
did not follow it up. I left there. My criticism about individual political leaders or organizations shouldn’t
have been the reason to reject my article. To be fair he could have written at the bottom a disclaimer.
Unfortunately, I don’t think he is capable of making that kind of a gutsy move. Because that would have
shown confidence in oneself.
Due to the nature of the profession, these media people are the natural eyes, ears, and brain of the
Ethiopian people. When they do interviews and do commentaries, or become the conduits of information,
it should be guided by those eyes, ears, and brain that belong to the Ethiopian people. It should not be
based on and guided by the interests of specific political organizations or specific individual. They should
look at the opposition political organizations through the eyes, the ears, and the brains, if you will, of the
Ethiopian society. Their very existence is to represent the Ethiopian people not the political organizations
or specific leaders of political organizations. If not, they would not be in a position to present issues and
concerns of the society fairly with long term and measurable impact. It should be through the Ethiopian
people that they enter the zone of the political organizations and of course their leaders. The Ethiopian
people is between them and the political organizations. They have to walk through the people to reach
the political organizations and their leaders.
In my opinion, in principle, they have to have a neutral position. Their neutrality is not to be between the
opposition forces and the regime. They are expected to be completely against the regime and completely
on the side of the opposition forces. Therefore, their neutrality is between and amongst the opposition

forces. They have the obligation not to be influenced by any specific individuals or specific political
leaders and organizations in general. Their obligation is to protect and defend the political and economic
interests and aspirations of the people of Ethiopia, at any cost. They are expected to listen to, to hear
from, the opposition forces through the ears of Ethiopian people. However, if the television and the radio
programs are owned and operated by specific political originations that is a different story. Still, even
those ones, are accountable for the information they disseminate and the political analysis they provide. It
has to be in rhythm with the political activities of the opposition forces inside Ethiopia. For it is the
opposition forces inside Ethiopia who are the ones, the immediate physical feelers of the heart beat and
of the poverty of Ethiopian people. They are there. Not somewhere across the continents outside of
Ethiopia. I think this phenomenon has to sink in very well.
4. Revisiting “Working from Inside” --for the Record
I have discussed this subtopic in my earlier article in detail. Still, I strongly argue that, the right and the
timely slogan for the Diaspora must be WORKING FROM INSIDE. Here, my intention is to encourage,
one more time, the opposition political organizations, the civic organizations, the progressive and
democratic independent individuals, and, the community at large, to unreservedly and full-heartedly
participate in the eradication of poverty. The eradication of poverty improves the mental capacity of
thinking and rationalization, and their physical strength thereby liberating their potential to take over the
economic development itself. Therefore, to objectively impact the economic development and therefore
the improvement of their physical strength and their mental capacity, it is a must for one to be in the midst
of the society itself. To be effective, there cannot be an alternative to this.
Working from inside refers to those who are organized structurally. The function of the rest of the
community at large, the progressives and democratic intellectuals included, is to put pressure on those
who are organized structurally including the civic organizations to go back to Ethiopia and be in the midst
of Ethiopian people and get involved. The community at large should emphatically tell to those
structurally organized bodies not to short circuit the process what Mother Nature provided.
The current, chaos and crisis plagued, political situation forcibly dictates negotiation. We are not living in
th
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the 19 or 20 century. We are living in the 21 century. Therefore it is required of us to decide and act
accordingly. My suggestion for negotiation is not to encourage or push for sharing power. At this political
juncture to share power requires some kind of emotional compatibility which does not exist. My
suggestion for negotiation is simply to have space and the right to do political activities anywhere inside
Ethiopia. It is up to the structurally organized organizations to develop the techniques and the
mechanisms as to how to achieve this right. In my earlier article I suggested to involve the governmental
and nongovernmental international organizations in this very important process. International
organizations can play a very important role in this regard. It is never too late to initiate it. If not, then, the
inevitable phenomenon called irrelevancy will start to kick in. I think, in the Ethiopian political struggle
where particularly the Diaspora sector is seen as a factor the question of relevancy or non-relevancy are
important factors to reflect upon very seriously. It is important to ask oneself questions such as am I
relevant right now? Or, would I be relevant after a given period of time? These questions must be
answered properly. These questions are for structurally organized opposition forces particularly in the
Diaspora.
One can talk and talk about the lies, the ineffectiveness, the weakness, and the stodginess of
Hailemarim, continuously, for the coming ten years without affecting the political struggle an iota. That is,
without even scratching the surface of the poverty of the society. It is committing a crime against the
society at least not to try possible alternatives. There is a measurable difference between the regime that
existed during Meles’s era and of the current regime. I think it is valid to take the current regime as a
different regime because it is a cracked regime. It is a regime immersed in chaos and crisis. All these took
place after the death of Meles Zenawi who was the system himself and holding it together . Hence, one
should be able to discern the existence of chaos and crisis now, inside the regime that caused the crack.
If one rationalized deeply, and simultaneously armed with determination to jump at the existing viable
opportunity to do something worthwhile, while the situation is fertile, the existing “chaos” would open that
opportunity. Stop talking about Desalegne, foolishly, and start talking as to how to go back to Ethiopia,
take advantage of this chaotic political situation and start working from there. Here, one very important
point to note is that negotiation demands compromise. To articulate the nature of the compromise and the
conditions to compromise would be the responsibility of the opposition forces particularly in the Diaspora.
The situation of the opposition forces inside Ethiopia is totally different.

The fourth and the last follow up suggestion is, please note that the first one was negotiation, the second
one was compromise, the third one was working from inside, to setup a specific target. And that specific
target aught to be to participate in the coming general election. One of the major reasons for participating
in the coming general election is to methodically dislodge or completely water down the influence of the
TPLF leadership. Think about it very seriously. We have to note that it is a wounded leadership. At the
same time it is holding the key positions particularly in national security segments of the administration.
Therefore, it is wise not to move very wildly against this wounded animal and expose the country to
sabotage and to national security crisis.

The TPLF leadership is like a wounded and cornered wild animal. Imagine a wounded hyena. As the
wounded hyena will do anything and everything to defend itself so does the
TPLF leadership when and if its existence is challenged (cornered) wildly. To methodically devise the
transition period is critically important. While in the process, to hold the TPLF leadership within the circle
of the negotiation and compromise is to create a much better and safer environment to maneuver rather
than trying to keep them outside of the circle. Be smart and think about it deeply.
As I have strongly advocated in my latest articles, the main objective is for the political organizations and
the other sectors of the Diaspora community to hold power by any means necessary, and ultimately if
push came to shove, at any cost. Participate specifically in the coming general election and hold power.
At this time of the political situation there should not be any alternatives. If one got the chance to work
from inside, a position that would be attained through negotiation and compromise, the chance of
dislodging the TPLF leadership would be very high. Don’t forget the May 15, 2005 election. If Meles
Zenawi did not exist during the time of May 15, 2005 election, today, we could have witnessed a different
political landscape.
5. Finally the Question of Armed Struggle
One of the objectives of the armed struggle is to wear down its enemy, and, finally force it to relinquish its
power or force it to negotiate. After so many years, the Ethiopian armed struggle is no where there, nor, it
has the ability to even begin to wear out its enemy. I strongly suggest to forget about this turned
nonsense armed struggle. It is becoming a black hole. To consider armed struggle as an alternative is
simply wasting time, resource, and energy. In addition it is diverting the focus needed. The existing armed
struggle, so far, did not prove its relevancy. For example, it has never stood by the sides of the victims
whose lands were either sold to the foreigners or simply given away as in the case of Sudan, in the areas
of their influence, that is, in the areas where they are capable of moving from place to place among the
peasants . What did they do when the Monastery of Waldba and the peasants around it were ruthlessly
mistreated by the local representatives of the regime? They did nothing. If they had the astuteness and
the gut they could have stood by the side of the victims. They could have armed them to rebel and stand
for their rights. I think we should all agree on this commonsense argument, that states, where opposition
political organizations, as well as activists within the community at large exist, armed struggle
would not be necessary. It is out of place. It is simply creating unnecessary financial resource and
energy consuming veiled competition between the leaders of the armed struggle, and the opposition
political leaders that are actively involved amongst the society that is being affected. This declaration
applies to the liberation fronts too. Because, already, there are nationalities oriented well established
political parties that are representing the nationalities in question within the opposition forces. Therefore,
henceforth, armed struggle as an alternative to peaceful struggle that comprises, a) election, b)
uprising, and c) coup, aught to be nullified and rejected as the means of political struggle. I have
written about armed struggle’s potential irrelevancy and ineffectiveness a number of years ago. I think I
am proven right.
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