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INTRODUCTION

The Somali territory known as the Horn of Africa is situated in
North Fast Africa and is bounded on the North by the Red Sea
and Gulf of Aden, on the East by the Indian Ocean, on the West by the
Somali Platcau bordering on Ethiopia and on the South and South-West
by Kenya. For countless ages this territory had an identity and was known
as Somaliland and the people of the land known as Somalis from one end
of the country to the other.

Late in the 19th Century, the Somalj territory was forcefully cu’ up
and apportioned amongst Britain, Italy, France and Ethiopia. In July
1960, the former British Somaliland and former Italian Somaliland were
united on attaining their independence. For the first time since the 1880’s
it became possible for the Somali nation to have its protests lodged offici-
ally against the division of people and territories by the above-named colo-
nisers. It was in this division that Ethiopia shared and it is this portion of
the Somali terrtory that forms the substance of the Ethiopio-Somalo Ter-
ritorial dispute now under discussion. Armed uprising and other forms of
protests were being made over the last 80 years by the Somali nation but
the Somali voice was excluded from official expression in the interna-
tional forums by the repressive actions of the interested colonial powers
including Ethiopia.

Since the formation of independent Somalia everything possible was
done by the successive Somali governments to reach a peaceful and last-
ing settlement based on justice and the true interests of the people con-
cerned. The last step in the process was the appeal of the President of the
Supreme Revolutionary Council of the Somali Democratic Republic,
Jaalle Major General Mohamed Siad Barre to the 10th Summit Confe-
rence, in May 1973 which resulted in the Assembly of Heads of State
and Government taking cognisance of the Council of Ministers’ discus-
sion of the Somali case decided: «to establish a Committee comprising
Nigeria, Liberia, Senegal, Sudan, Cameroun, Tanzania, Mauritania and
Lesotho entrusted to refer its good offices for the peaceful settlement
of the dispute». (Document AHQ-DEC-94 (XI).
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dence, national unity and progress of the Somali people.

I'he Tmperial Ethiopian Government which is illegally exercising au-
‘!“”‘“,\’ over a large section of the Somalj territory argucs that any motiva-
tion or desire by the Somalis to unite with their brethern is unjustified and
constitutes a threat to her sovereignty and territorial integrity. This ignores
the glaring facts of history which rc.\/cul that the Somalis under Ethiopian
rule have always been an integral part of the Somali nation dismembered

by Euro-Abyssini ;
y Euro-Abyssinian colonial conspiracy.

I'he crux of the matter is:

& The Somalj case is essentially a colonial one. Ethiopia al the
end U‘. the 19th Century, was one of -lhc only two African independent
ij.ml.”“.!cs'_ FJniikc the other independent State, namely, Liberia, Imperial
Sj”“‘(‘ll’_lil J“'.”Cd hands with the European colonialists to partition the
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determination

domination,

political expressions and have as much right to self-
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tical future

, therefore, justification on grounds of justice and
an rights to permit these people to determine their poli-
and shape their own destiny.

This Ethiopi
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purpose of prestige.

' b) Secondly the b
dically effected.
social patterns

. asic economic needs of the Somali nation arc ra-
n it the Q ; :
longst the Somali people the economic, cultural and
are so inter ; kit p :

SO interwoven in the very fabric of their every day

lifc that any serious break has a crippling effect on the well-being and
natural development of the people as a whole. Right across the Somali ter-
ritory, the Somali people are an indivisible unit inter-dependent on each
other in all the basic needs for the fulfilment of a nation’s life.

The Somali people, as a whole, depend mainly on their pastoral way
of life for their very livelihood and national wealth. They have been liv-
ing in this way from time immemorial and have moved about freely with
(heir livestock withhout let or hindrance. Since the colonial partition of
the Somali territory, artificial boundaries have been established. The no-
mads still go to their traditional grazing areas and in doing so cross the
arbitrary and artificial borders from one side to the other and vice-versa.
The Somalis across one of these colonial barriers were considered to be
British, French, Ethiopian or Italian subjects according to how they were
placed by a stroke of a pen made by a foreign colonialist far away from
the realities of life of the people most concerned. The Somali nomads
have never accepted this mechanical definition of their status. As far as
they are concerned they are in their own country living the kind of life
that they and their forefathers have followed for countless generations

into the remote past.

¢) The Somali case is a human problem concerning a homogenous
people with the same national characteristics whose citizenship and na-
tional allegiance had been falsified by arbitrary and indiscriminate «Co-
lonial Boundary Arrangements». Geographically, the Somali people occu-
py the same terrain of land which is normally referred to as the «Somali
Platcau». They belong to the same origin and speak the same language.
They pursue the same pastoral economy and way of life. The feeling of
oneness so dominates Somali national outlook that when the former So-
maliland Protectorate and Somalia attained independence in 1960  their
first step was to unite under one flag on 1st July, 1960 thus bringing one
half of the Somali territory under one free and independent State. The
other half still remains under foreign domination.

The African people looked upon Ethiopia as the symbol of hope for
African independence and admired her struggle against Italian occupa-
tion in 1935. When Ethiopia was defeated by Italy and her people sub-
jugated into colonialism, the politically conscious Somali people felt the
pain and humiliation intensely as it was an experience they had already
suffered.

The accident of World War I1 brought about the liberation of Ethi-
opia by the British. Responsible Somali opinion expected the emergence
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In order to make clear the nature of the problem,
refer to the colonial origins of the dispute and the r(?lcw
which began at the end of the 19th Century during 4
Africa. This will reveal that the characteristic —featurcs of the d’ -allcl
and its historical background are competely unique and have no e
in the rest of Africa.

PRE-COLONIAL PERIOD

In ancient history the Horn of Alfrica, occupied by the Somalis, was
known as the Land of Punt. It was historically well-known to the ancient
Egyptains and Greeks. The relationship with Egypt resulted in close com-
mercial and cultural contacts which reached their height during the reign
of Queen Hatshep-Sut the fourth monarch of the 18 Dynasty (about 1700
B. C.). It was also famous as the Land of Frankincense and Myrrh.

The Greeks and later the Roman sailors and traders also had con-
tacts with the Somalis along the Red Sea and the Indian Ocean and were
fortunate enough to be advised by Somali sailors on the periodic changes
of the mansoon winds in this arca. Thus many Greek and Roman Chro-
nicles and books amply described the Somali coast particularly the ports
and the trade centres along the coast. The most important book written
in about 40. A.D. is «The Peripius of the Erythrean Sea» which gave
an account of the customs, trade, political and religious institutions exis-
ting at the time in the Somalj territory. Besides reporting on the far-flung
commercial connections of the Somali peninsula, the author of the
Periplus of the Erythrean Sea also commented on the independence of
the cities he visited and the strikingly democratic nature of the Somali
political institutions. In this, he is lent strong support by Ptolemy wri-
ting his Geography a century later.

These carly contacts which the Somalis had with the outside wor-
Id were further extended following the rise of Islam, the dissemination
of information among the Arabs about neighbouring territories, and the
consequent expansion of Arab influence which accompanied the spread
of Islam,



it in the [O}‘ul
ted by wign
formation zfl'alo‘ut
eligious ulh]";b
¢ of feverish
Century and
the S

extent, much of

A large body of historical literature )
g scpard

of eyewitness accounts and from different coun.lrlc :
distances, which gives progressively morc detailed in |
the Somali Peninsula’s ethnic complexion, polilicul un'd 1 :
ce to the existenc
[siam in the 7th ;
partitioning ol

tion, and trade opportunitics, gives s
trade activities sparked off by the risc of
flourishing until disrupted by the 19th Century
mali territory by Euro-Ethiopian olonislis;

State of Adal and the chh;ll
had most written abou
asudi (935), Al
kri (1067),
(13310,

Zeila, the first capital of the Somali
Emporium for the trade of the Northern arcas,
it by medieval Arabs and other Muslim scholurg —/\I—M et
Istakhri (960) Ibn Hawqal (977), Al-Birruni (1030), Al-be

v 5 a Bafttuta
Al-Idrissi (1154), Yaqut (1229), Ibna Said (1344), Ibna A1l attest o the

Al-Harrarani (1344) Ibna Khaldun (latc 14th 'Ccnlll\'}f)’ Moreover, [bnAa
actuality of a rigorous and independent Somali culture. il

Ibna Battuta

A P s A soantion from Adal, ) o
Said who had interviewed a delegation Jescribed the

paid a visit to both Zeila and Mogadishu, and Al-Idrissi - oxtending
Somalis as independent of foreign rule and lhcirl%‘ounlr;y' as X,ululx‘ of
throughout the coastal length of the Horn of Africa. The - | 1: of
Oman, the Chronicles of Lamu and Pate the annoﬂ)’mo.USly ultfll}(t)‘ ll\w
Kitab Al Zanuj and Joai De Barros are other sources which vahdatc
reports of these Arab scholars.

ations and other contacts

The significance of these commercial rel iudged
can be judget

which the Somalis maintained with the outside world
from the existence of numerous Chinese manuscripts
The Chinese Empire, at the time certainly the most develop
ly most well-off nation in the world, and purporting not withou \
justification to have had no need for the goods of other nations, nc\"cl-
theless saw well in her interest to import from Somalia Sl.wh lrudtl’léz
items as livestock, ivory, clothes and spices. The reports ol [111\"\.‘”%1:\.‘
starting with Tbna Battuta who in 1331 witnessed Somali cloth being
exported from Mogadishu to places as far as Egypt, including 16}]1 un‘d
17th Century Portuguese accounts and continuing in the 1911.1 '(cntun]‘,
with the findings of European scientific and exploratory — missions all
give testimonies substantially in harmony with the asucrtins o the SaF
lier authorities.

cating of them.
od cultural-
t some

Locally, oral traditions and archeaological remains, mythologic and

fossil remnants of this bygone age, render all the needed corroborative

20° 0° 20° 40° Aa®
v P id |4 l\/) = o S e
) LY
AM‘? < Nt Miles
RS| i “F 500 0 500
Ceut 11 Ogan waoF ALCIERS 5 Tunis 3 5 e
Melilla’ o0 e 152 (S
WODOMLW P~ 105
N FEZ ® 2k
oy of Lot @ N
O el ieht
o€ ,:'TArsnLdELlT i Alexandria . Damietta
*Sidjilmasa RS
a=h Ghadimes ™ Of TRIPOM Si .’\\
A Murzuk Ea ‘-|
.
3 FEZZAN |
> L LEMTA Gherma |
ZENHAGA 5 AIR °
Jeghaza .Agﬂd" HKoukou
Wadan, Awan* N | G R I T I A
2
Timbuctue BORNU 1"\00
Ghanae & oKarne
& BAMBARA {% o //
, J}t_ f,,(v LEMEEM WANGARA »(‘XNK:AUCH_: =
4L0p""/ < Lompem B \\X_o by
C, =
“Gampz Alam %""& 505 & Cape
L vs h 3 Guarda
S o*iSengo Jo AMHARA g
KINCDOM of AYOS 4{5:'}’___‘_ 5‘:"0,‘\:“:/ KINGDOM
Lid uummm:l:\sm"TE DANOME T oF ADEL
e BENIN >
€0 WORY COAST\0C CALABAR M\/\’\& S
2 Mountains RN
C.Palmas FernandoPoO R.Cameroons of the Moon
Pri MACHIDA
incipe. ogadoxo
S‘T’""‘df R. Gaboon
CLopez.
Ao KINGDOM o ANZICO il
HINCOQMSILOANCO R Longo, oF NIMEAMAI

iis map is based on DAnville’s map of 1749,0ne et
the bfu and most accurate mn;: };f?}n’tn sl
wde before the era of modern European”explorat-
¢ 1750-1900. The “kingdoms” enclosed by
anilll with boundary lines (----)were known to
trin considerable detail (which cannot be reprod-
rd on a map of this scale). The coastline was acc-
Euly known and much of the geography of North
ica and the Nile was also known. ./fl{)yuinin,
190 and Angola, and S.E. Africa were known
pm Portuquese activities of XUI & XVII Cs. ; the
negal r;)glian mainly from French sources of XVII &
Cs. DAnville's idea of the source of the White
le was still derived from the notions of Ptolemy (IIC);
+ concept of the Sahara and the Niger was derived
ym Arab sources. A more common uropran inter-

KINGDOM
KINGDOM oF

MATAMBA

CIMBEBAS KINGDOM

plold

rtation of the information available about the
E;tr was as shown in the inset below (based on

{Moll's mag of 1710).

v

HOTTENTOTS

Elephant R
GRIQUA A

St. Helena) quas =

Bay

Cape of fnd i
H <. gy 5 V€L
J 1""4 it By, Goa

. = L L L
i o 20° 40° 60°

(33) AFRICA AS KNOWN TO EUROPEANS IN 1THE MID-XVIlItn CENTURY



v

Fhetog

\Plurensapon
k& WARSENGALL -

Dusssstaurhi

o Ptrsaton

L 0%
A Hhrvwe' e
wil, 2¥ "

- g
e the Tt the Shohsls 4

"
= ks O W A H_Difwm =N M ’
b1 Dureh® ¥ "
P onss et e
| - bectns

1 N D I A4 N
i

-

o Aot
g Lhostes

|
|
Urd e Liwan) ‘
|

Gananeh!

MAP

OF THE

SOMALI COAST
I‘()Sl'fl(?:i;::i:: TRIBES

ich sdditiama by Capt® Speke Bengal Army i

rahoik

Ard
£l Lanck s Frvim vy,
Wama oo
b LY I Goa 1L

W Blackmood & Sons. June 1864, MAP ll




cvidence for the reconstruction of conditions obtaining then in the So-
mali peninsula.

The picture we perceive is one of an independent and prosperous
Somali nation, commercially linked with much of the known world,
and with the cities of Harar, Zeila, Berbera, Mogadiscio, Marka and
Brava flourishing as centres of trade and culture of relatively unparal-
leled dimension. The principal political centres were Zcila in the North
and Mogadishu in the South.

The Somali independence symbolized by the State  of  Adal  (Sce
Map 1) which for many centuries acted as a bulwark against forcign
intervention in the Somali affairs reached its heights in the 16th Cen-
tury under the leadership of Ahmed Ibrahim Gurey. During his reign
as the ruler of Adal, the Somali forces under his command repulsed a
number of attack waged by the Abyssinians as well as a  combined
Abyssinian-Portuguese forces.

After a series of engagements with the Abyssinians, he was in the
end able to score decisive victories. By 1533, Ahmed Ibrahim Gurey
was in complete control of the South and centre of Abyssinia includ-
ing the highlands. In the following years he further penctrated to the
North and effectively occupied almost the whole of Abyssinia for near-
ly two decades.

Available documents prove that the Somali territory, subscquently
acquired by Abyssinia, has ncver been part of Abyssinia before  the
scramble for Africa. The records of foreign travellers including maps
drawn (See Map II) during the carly part of the 19th Century prove
beyond any doubt that the Somali territory covered an arca from the
coast to the Somali territory now held by Ethiopia. In 1885, the famous
British explorer Sir Richard Burton explored and mapped parts of the
Somali territory for geographical and trade purposes. In his book enti-
tled «The First Footsteps in East Africa», he recorded accurately the
results of his journey from Zeila to Harar and rightly described all the
arcas visited as Somalj territory.

THE COLONIAL PERIOD
The events which led to the destruction of the centuries old inde-
pendence of the Soamli people began in 1866 when the Khadive of

Egypt obtained a Fireman empowering him to establish control over the

_ 3 —
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The Anglo-Egyptian negotiations [ine
in 1877 of a convention between these two LOVEL
British conditionally recognized Egyptian jurisdiction 9\/01‘ .th? -
coast from Zeila to Ras Halun. This Egyptian occup.atlon a){ bomullf ul
ritory was destined to be short lived. The outbreak in the S.le«’.ll‘l 0 11}‘
successful movement led by the Mahdi, and the threatening posture
which the Caliphate forces had assumed along the Soulhcr1.1 bon?cr of
Egypt, thus endangering the very independence and  security 'ol 1h§
latter forced the Khadive in 1885 to recall his troops in Somaliland as

.

their services were badly needed back home. With this departure of
Egyptian troops and the restoration to power of a direct descendant of
the deposed Emir, Harar regained her independence, if only fleetingly.

THE TREATIES OF PROTECTION.

On the arrival of the European powers, and hence the scramble for
Alrica, the Somali people including those who are at present under
Abyssinian rule were free and had their own civilization like the rest
of their brothers in the African continent. Abyssinia was then only a
fraction of the present size of Ethiopia. Then suddenly Somali indepen-
dence was disrupted when simultaneously the Abyssinians, the British,
the French and the Italians descended upon the Somali territory and
effected jts cruel partition.

In the year 1884 Britain concluded treaties of protection with the
Somalis. These treaties, in their preamble, refer to the impending with-
drawal of the troops of «His Highness the Khadive» of Egypt and made
it clear that the Somalis were mainly concerned to arrive at an arran-
gement with the British Government which could be effective in the
maintenance of their «independence and the preservation of order». It
must be borne in mind that these treaties also covered Harar and Oga-
den regions. (See Appendix A 1 & 2).

While Britain was concluding treaties of protection with the So-
malis, the French were busy in doing likewise with the Somali and
Danakils. These treaties concluded in 1884-1886 made it abundantly
clear that the Somalis and Danakils were placing their territories un-
der French protection so that «she may protect them against all fore-
igners». (See Appendix A 3).

In 1889 Italy came to the Somali coast along the Indian Ocean
and made treaties with Somali rulers who placed their territory under
Italian protection. Having succeeded in its endeavour to acquire the
Benadir coast, Italy by the end of the 1889 established her influence
from Bender Ziada in the Gulf of Aden in the North to Kismayo in the
South. However, Italy did not confine herself to coastal areas but ex-
tended her authority inland. Although she met a lot of opposition from
the Somalis, Italy was finally able to conclude treaties of protection with

the Somalis in Western Somalia (Ogaden) in 1891. (Seec Appendix
A 4).



Extent of Abyssinia before the scramble for Africa — 1884.

Aksum, with

The territorial limits of the Abyssinian Kingdom of
I'he territoria ) 5 ent day

the city of Aksum as capital, was confined to the North of pres o
I",lhi()p.i’u until the 11th Century when the Aksumites cxpund.c‘d SO‘L.II 1:
wards. The centre of Abyssinian political control had been shifted from
Aksum to the central highlands later on. The capital moved gl'll‘dllil”}’
to places further South. For a while the capital was Gondar and it Wé‘\s
finally fixed at Addis Ababa in 1890. From the Middle Ages upto
the later part of the 19th Century, the Abyssinian Kingdom proper has
been. as it still is, the central highlands - Amhara, Gojam, Nor(!lcm
Shoa and Southern Tigre (See Map I1I). Only in the later part of the
19th Century did the Abyssinian Kingdom begin cxpanding Fast and

Southwards.

Before the 1880’ the Abyssinian Kingdom — was confined to her
(raditional frontiers having Shoa at is Southernmost province. This was
clearly shown in a letter dated 17th December, 1878 from Johannes
Muvc;' and Johann Jacob Greiner, two German Missionaries asked by
Kiﬁg Menelik to solicit support for him from European Heads of State.
In a letter, addressed to the British Foreign Secretary, the two Missio-

naries had the following to say:

«King Menelik of Shoa has delivered to us a letter to Her Majesty
Victoria, Queen of England and Empress of India, with direction to
translate it.In order to comply wih the said King’s wish, it is necessary
to give your Excellency some particulars respecting i!.' A'S'lmu is the
Southernmost extent about 5,000,000 inhabitants, Christians, Mohapn,-

medans and Heathens».
Furthermore, the historian  Mergery Perham in her authoritatiy,
sovernment of Ethiopia observes that: «While the l‘luctuu[ing
power and the wars of the Shoan outpost of Ethiopia make it imposgs;.
ble for a clear line to be drawn upon a map, it would be roughly tyye
upto about 1880 to regard the country for {lh()l.ll a h}lndrud miles round
the modern capital as the southern-most projection of the power of Ethi-
Fast and West as well as South this were peoples who lay outside

work the C

opia.
the Government of the Kingdom».
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The French poet and arms dealer, Arthur Rimbaud, who arrived at
Ankobar on 6th February, 1887 discovered that «from Harar, it was.....
cight or the nine days journey to the Hawuashe River, the boundary of Me-
nelil’s Kingdom».

This drives home the fact that no part of the Somali territory was
ever part of Abyssinia before the colonial partition.

Abyssinian Expansion.

For a long time European powers have shown a keen interest in
the afairs of Abyssinia which they regarded as a «Christian Island in
an Ocean of Pagans». Abyssinia had for centuries cxploited its claim
to Christianity for political and sentimental rcasons and capitalised
fully in this religious factor in order to obtain active support from the
great European Powers and Organizations for her expansion against the
Somali nation and other Africans. As a result, these European powers
dispached Embassies and other missions to Abyssinia. Private organi-
zation such as commercial firms, churches and the anti-slavery societies
sent their own representatives to the Kings of Abyssinian. For the most
part these governmental and private missions were treated well in Abys-
sinia and in the end acted as a communication media between Abyssi-
nia and European organizations and governments. They have forwarded
the letters of the Kings of Abyssinia and had solicited support for these
Kings from their governments and parent organizations.

At the same time they persuaded the Abyssinian Kings particularly
King Menelik of Shoa to write to European powers and ask for arma-
ments to enable him to extend his frontiers. Thus in 1878 King Mene-
lik of Shoa wrote a letter to most of the European monarchs forwarded
for him by the two Evangelican Missionaries.

The same two missionaries forwarded another letter of Menelik to
the British Anti-Slavery Society. Menelik concluded this letter by saying:

«My country is far distant from your country. My road to the coast,
to Zcila, Tadjoura, and Aden is at present closed to me by the Musul-
mans, to wit, the Egyptain Government. They prevent my receiving into
my country either provisions, arms,...... Will you kindly raise your powes-
ful voice in order that I may have this opened for me......».

—_ 7 —
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In response to this letter of Menelik, the British Anti-Slavery Society

wrote to the British Prime Minister in which it stated:

«In conclusion, we would respectfully submit €0 yEnL ['Ou.lsm.l,) ;
consideration whether amongst those changes, political and tcrl'ltontl 1:
which may be awaiting Egypt, it may not be a wise policy on 1hc‘ patl J
Her Majesty’s Government to promote a cession of the ports of Mus‘w;
wah, Zeila and Tadjoura to Northern and Southern Abyssinia, as being
a measure which, on the one hand, will remove from thos
perennial incentive to wars and bloodshed, and on the other V_V‘i'” P_U“’C‘"
fully conduce to the extension of European commerce and civilization 10
those most productive but now isolated regions».

¢ countries

letter to Queen Victoria
[ became strong
my fathers.

King John of Abyssinia in his turn wrotc a
in 1879 in which he admitted that «with God’s power, .
by your Majesty’s cannons and guns, and set on the throne of 1
After T was crowned, there were Heathens who worship idols, and 1
went to submit them and to bring them to Christianism».

The arrival of the European powers on the coast after the 1884
Berlin Act speeded up the massive armament of Abyssinia and enabled
her to go all out in the execution of her expansionist policy. %t ERE
sionist policy initiated mainly by King Menelik of Shoa in the 1880’s con-
verted in the course of the next 20 years the tiny Abyssinian Kingdow
into a rambling Ethiopian Empire.

The Abyssinian motivation for acquiring such huge quantities ol
arms was to enable her to embark on a ruthless policy of tenritonial Agt
grandizement at the cost of neighbouring African peoples. This Abyssi-
nian expansionist policy was clearly shown in a letter dated 17th Decem-
ber, 1878 from the two Missionaries Johannes Mayer and John i
In their letter addressed to the British Foreign Secretary, the two missic-
naries explained that King Menelik needed fire-arms «for the maintenance
of peace, and offensive position towards the powerful Galla tribes». In
his own words, Menelik maintained that he needed arms to «subject sa-
vage heathen people».

The restriction on the importation of arms during the Egyptian con-
trol of the Ports of the West coast of the Red Sea were lifted soon after
the Europeans acquired possessions along that coast in 1882. In the words
of Enidstarkic «As far as the nature of the trade was concerned, one can
say without exaggeration that the chief imports into the interior of Abys-

2R =

sinia through the ltalian and French ports were arms and ammunition».
In his report to the British Political Resident in Aden on November 27,
1882 F. M. C. Hunter, the First Assistant Resident, stated «As soon as the
port of Assab was opened, the Italians began to pour arms through it in
a steady stream into Shoa; the French did the same through their protec-
torate first at Obock and next at Tadjoura». Available records also show
that in one journey on June 27, 1885 the famous Irench trader Savoure
sold to Abyssinia 30,000 catridges, 600,000 repercussion caps and 3,000
muskets and 24 cannons. In that same year even distant Russia contri-
buted to the arming of Abyssinia by furnishing her with «50,000 rifles,
50.000 carbines, 5,000 revolvers, 40 cannons, 5,000 swords and ample
ammunition». The French arms dealer Labatut transhipped at Aden on
January 21, 1886 «2,230 rifles, 194,200 cartridges, 80,000 repercussion
caps. Ten days later he imported 360 further rifles and 4,000 cartridges».

The European powers were also engaged in gratitously supplying
huge quantities of arms and ammunition to Abyssiniz . Under the Treaty
of Alliance of 1887 between Italy and Shoa, the latter was provided
50,000 Remingtons and 10,000,000 cartridges. In the following year, the
[talian Plenipotentiary and Menelik’s close friend Count Antonellj arran-
ged for the delivery of 10,000 rifles to cnable him to «attack the Gallas
in Wallo region». Again in 1889, Antonelli delivered to Menelik a present
of 5.000 rifles and more than one million cartridges from Hubert, King
of Italy. In the same year King Hubert presented to Menelik a gift of 28
cannons, and 38,000 rifles. This gift was received by Menelik’s nephew,
Ras Makonnen who was in Rome on a mission.

On September 16, 1890 Abyssinia acceded to the Brussels General
Act which, among other things provided for the prevention of fire-arms
falling into the hands of Africans. Through her accession to this Act,
however, Abyssinia was entitled to the unrestricted importation and pos-
session of fire-arms. Abyssinia gained this exceptional privileges through
the good-will of Britain, France and other European powers and by the
sponsorship and special recommendation of Italy.

The accession of Abyssinia to the Brussels Act removed the last bar-
rier to her full armaiueat and made available to her the port facilities on
the Red Sea coast including those held by Britain. This had the effect of
accelerating the steady flow of arms and ammunition into Abyssinia.
According to a British mission «Report in 1897», the steamship «DOEL-
WYCK» alone delivered to Abyssinia 120,000 rifles and 2,500,000 car-
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tridges. For three months, April-June 1898 Abyssinia importec
board the

eland alone 31,240 rifles and 300,000 salcty cartridges on .
stcamship «IRENA». In a report dated March, 1900, a French firm at

S¢. Etienne alone supplied 350,000 carbines for Abyssinia. Consul ”“‘i
rington, a close obscrver of Abyssinian affairs for many years remarkec
Flarar and Addis

Ababa without repeatedly meeting caravans of rifles and cartridges.
in the country

on May 1, 1900 «it is impossible to travel between
should think there are more rifles, Gras and Remigton,
than there are men to carry them».

Whilst this massive arming of Abyssinia was being effected by the
Furopean colonial powers, the import of any sort of arms was denied {0
the peoples of the neighbouring African countries against whom these

arms were being used.

Fall of Harar

Considering the declared expansionist policy of Abyssinia, it was not
surprising that Menelik sent his army to the Harar Emirate in 1887. Harar
is essentially a Somalj city which is part and parcel of the Somali terri-
tory. Mi. Robert L. Hess in his book «Ethiopia» brought out this fact
when he stated «North, East and South of Harar are located the Somali,
a nomadic people who for four hundred years have looked to Harar for
religious inspirations».

As said carlier, the Egyptains withdrew from Harar in 1885 on the

advice of the British Government ruling Egypt since 1882. The evacua-
tion of the Egyptain garrison was organised by Major Hunter assisted by
other two British officers Lt. Peyten and Major Heath. Abdulla, a son
of the last reigning Amir was selected to head the new Government, ang
I.t. Peyton was instructed to stay in Harar «pending final scttlement of

the question of political superintendence of the city and the neighbou..
]‘(Y'\f(l/‘.

It is. however, intersting to note that immediately after the | gyptain
withdrawal, Italy and Abyssinia turned their eyes towards Harar whicy,
they coveted because of its great importance as a trading centre and jy.
strategic location. As it turned out Italy and her ally Abyssinia conspire
together for the conquest of Harar by Menelik. For this purpose Italy
provided 1,500 traincd men and some Italian officers. The pretext for
the seizure of Harar was to revenge the killing of an Italian expedition

led by Count Porro.

;,1 i o) Y
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Morcover, the seizure of the Harar Emirate was in conformity with
Abyssinian expansionist policy as clearly brought out by King Menelik’s
proposal in April 1885 to the Head of the [talian Mission Count Anto-
nelli amounting to Italo-Abyssinian joint conquest of Somali territory:

«If the Government of Ttaly occupied Zeila and Berbera and gives

me Harar then, we shall certainly have a good channel of commerce».

Thus on February 1887 the joint Italo-Abyssinian force descended
on Harar and took over the city after some fierce resistance. This Italo-
Abyssinian cooperation was turncd into a formal alliance in the Treaty
of Alliance of 20th October, 1887. Thus for the first time Abyssinia ma-
naged to bring part of the Somali territory under her domain. Incidently,
the first Abyssinian colonial Governor of Harar happened to be the fa-

ther of Emperor Haile Selassic I and this explains his birth in Harar.

By capturing Harar, Menelik did not only realise partly his expansio-
nist ambitions but also took revenge for the 16th Century conquest of
Abyssinia by the Somali State of Adal under the leadership of Ahmed
Ibrahim Gurey. On this occasion Menlik sent the following letter to the

British Resident in Aden:

«From Menelik, King of Shoa, and of all the Gallas, good and bad!
How are you? By the grace of Ged I am well! Amir Abdulla would sul-
fer no Christian in his country. He was another Gurne. But by the help
of God 1 fought him, destroyed him, and he escaped on horseback. |
hoisted my flag in his capital and my troops occupied his city.  Gurane

died. Abdulla, in our day was his successor».

Similarly Menelik despatched a letter to the Ttalian Commissioner of
Assab, Mr. De Simone after the fall of Harar on 8th January, 1887 sta-
ting that:

«Amir Abdulla who murdered our Italians escaped from me on a

horseback but thank God I murdered all his men..... and have avenged
with many dead the tragic death of the Italians in order to please you».

In this context, it should be borne in mind that although Britain was
informed of the planned attack on Harar, she utterly failed to fuifil her
obligation towards the Somalis with whom she had concluded treaties to
protect the Emirate or even to protest in the face of the Italo-Abyssinian

joint attack.

—_ 11 —



used by Abys-

’ i £1 sn on
ar as > sh resently was from then : )
Harar as will be shown p y Wi pansion into

sinia as a spring-board for her further encroachments and ¢
the Somali territory.

Menelik's Circular letter of 1891.

territory during the

The ambition of Abyssinia to acquirc African %
an excerpt from

scramble for Africa, can perhaps best be illustrated .by
a Circular letter (Appendix IT) instigated by the ltullzu?s i
to the Heads of European States by Emperor Menelik in 1891:

and dispatched

ndaries of my Empire, | sfmll
to re-establish, the ancient
,ake Nyanza with
Christian Tsland

«While tracing today the actual bou
endeavour, if God gives me life and strength,
frontiers of Ethiopia upto Khartoum, and as far as I
all the Gallas. Ethiopia has been for fourteen centuries a N
in a Sca of pagans. Il powers at a distance come forward to partition
Africa between them, I do not intend to be an indifferent spectator».

If anything, this shows that Ethiopia was determined to effectivels
participate in the scramble for Africa and as such should be U'C{ltﬁd as a
colonial power, since colonialism has no colour. In fact, the Europcan
colonial powers themselves accepted Abyssinia as a collaborator and &
partner in the partition of Somali territory.

Ethiopia often bases its spurious claim fo the Somali territory s the
1891 Menelik’s Circular letter. This letter was actually a creation of Italy
as is clear from Italian letters containing advice to the Abyssinian Empe-
ror as to the form and contents which the Circular letter for the Euro-
pean Heads of State should incorporate. On 18th July, 1890 the Italian
Prime Minister, Mr. Crispi wrote to the ltalian Ambassador
in  Addis Ababa instructing  him to inform Menelik  of  the
imminent European plan to divide East African into spheres of influence
and to advice him to issue a Circular letter to the Europcan powers.
through the Government of Ttaly, indicating the terriories under his con-
trol or influence; emphasising that Abyssinia was an ancient Christian
Kingdom; indicating the frontier with the Danakils and Somalis but not
his frontier with Italy in the North and to make known to Italy of any
other territory that he may wish to have an influence over and make for
this purpose an acceptable title for Italy to support.

This communicaion was followed by a letter from Count Antonelii
in Rome to Menelik dated 20th August, 1890 amplifying the intentions
of the Ttalian Government: «The countries that your Majesty should put

in the list are specially all the tribes of Adal and Somalis, those of Oga-
den, the countries beyond Kalffa and always insist on Gildessa, Harar and
lLake Assal». In this connection, it should be noted that Adal, Ogaden,
Gildessa and Harar are all parts of the Somali territory and were all at
that time outside Abyssinian influence or control with the exception of
Harar which fell victim to an [talo-Abyssinian joint attack in 1887.

It was as a result of this Italian initiative that finally Menelik issued
the Circular letter of 1891 by which Abyssinia tried to justify her expan-
sionist policy in subsequent years. Moreover, Ethiopia uses this Circular
letter to counter the Somali claim for the reunification of the Somali ter-
ritory.

Abyssinian raids into neighbouring territories.

As said ecarlier, Abyssinia used Harar as a spring-board for further
cxpansion into the Somali territory and other ncighbouring African teiri-
tories. The first instance of such Abyssinian raid into the Somali terri-
tory was reported on 15th December, 1887 by Col. E.V. Stace, British
Consul for the Somali coast in his letter addressed to the British Agent
and Consul General in Cairo. Referring to this Abyssinian raid, Mi.
Stace stated on 4th January, 1888 «Makonnen, Dejajmaj, or Governor
of the Province of Harrar, lately made a raid on the Somali to the East
of Harar, advanced as far as Darimi and captured a large number of
women and children, and animals. It is asserted that his forces on their
return towards Harar were assailed by the Somal and cut up, and many
rifles taken...». The Abyssinians followed this raid with similar ones at
that time confined to the vicinity of Harar.

Mergary Perham in her book — the Government of Ethiopia -
stated:  «In 1889 an Ethiopian expedition penetrated far to the South
of Harar and stripped the country bare of stock and horses». Returning
from reconnaisance strip in 1891, the Swayne brothers reported that the
Somalis, have been raided on a number of occasions and that «great an-
xicty was felt» at Hargeisa at the time of their visit because of an immi-
nent Abyssinian attack. They «found the Issa Somalis in a great state
of ferment» because they felt that «Abyssinia will treat them like the Ha-
rar Somali —— seize their flocks, kill their people and burn their villa-
ges».  To the South of Harar, similar raids were launched by the Abys-
sinians against the Somali people and territory. In a Memorandum pre-
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. o e 5 e o 07 it is recer-
pared for the British Foreign Office by Mr. P. Bertic in 1893 1t

ded that:

. - : ; raidi he Ogaden
«The Abyssinians from Harar arc constantly raiding e s
Col. Stace has several times

in S s, who, in

and Captain Swaync, who, 1
isit to Makon-

cted on

country and Somalis under our protection.
written to Ras Makonnen on the subject;
the course of his shooting expedition, went to Harar on a VISt 72
nen, was told to represent unofficially to the Ras the injul.‘_\,’ infli
British interests by Abyssinian aggressions on Somali territorys ;
latest information shows that they are encroaching more and more H‘,‘.
the territories occupied by the Somalis under our protection, and oppres
sing the people.

but our

10

m i _ ; i et . Somalis
I'he Abyssinians used their firc-arms mercilessly against the

who were armed  with spears to destroy their villages, burn lhc.n' hoﬂ{k‘.‘i
loot their livestock and other possessions, kill those who resisted anc
take into slavery the youth and able bodied adults.

The reports by geographers and other travellers who passed through
the Somali territory in that period amply describe the havoc brought by
the Abyssinian raiding partics. The American scientific traveller, Dr.
Donaldson Smith referring to a rich agricultural village named Sc:\zl]k‘n»-‘
South of Milmil which he visited in 1894 observed while addressi

Royal Geographical Society on 6th January, 1896:

1o the

«You may imagine my shagrin when [ heard, few days afterwards.
that they have just been raided by the Abyssinians under Makonnen.
Pheir animals have all been driven off, the boys and girls taken as sla-

ves, ¢ ) 2 pe . .
% and the elder people killed or mutilated».
In the same article Dr. Smith also reporied on the conditions of the

Gallas who were subjected to similar raids. They presented to him «the
108t abject appearance imaginable». He maintained that «the Arussl

Gallas... were regarded as slaves, and were cven sold in the market as
such...»,
Hleartily bemoaning the misfortunes of the Somalis and Galla neigh-

bours of Abyssinia, Dr. Smith indignantly exclaimed «we carnestly wish-
Cd-[h“l they (Abyssinians) as savages bearing arms against other poor
(.ICIC”CCIC“S Africans, should have such a drubbing that they could not
forget it and try to extend their sway further. Let these good people
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who take an interest in un-civilized nations cast a thought on the black
ncighbours of the Abyssinians who are in the worst plight».

HL.S.H. Cavendish, another raveller, who passed through Somaliland
(wo years later (carly in 1896) stated whilst reporting to the Royal Geo-
oraphical Socicty on Jannuary 51st, 1898:

«We came (o the town of Lobari. Here we found that we were in
the rear of an Abyssinian war-party, which had left only the day before,
after looting the surrounding villages and driving off all the unfortunate
natives’ livestock..... For the next four days we marched through desolate
country which had been devastated immediately before by the Abyssinian
hordes».

Mr. Cavandish also reported a similar type of destrucion of life
and mutilaion of limb as reported by Dr. Donaldson Smish. He asserted
that the Boran Gallas have shown him «numbers of people who had been
horribly mutilated by the Abyssinians».

Sir Alfred Pease who visited the Somali territory in 1897 also stated:

«We (British) have prevented them (Somalis) from acquiring arms
and ammunition and having deprived them of all means of self-defence. .
have left them at the mercy of raiding Abyssinians who have no other
employment than that of making raids on Gallas and Somalis».

As a result of these destructive Abyssinian raids, the Western So-
mali territory was thrown into a state of terror. ‘i'ravellers of interna-
tional repute, such as Captain G.C.C. Swayne, Dr. Donaldson Smith, H.
S. H. Cavendish, Sir Alfred Pease, Captain Bottego and others have gra-
phically described the encompassing fear and the abiding sense of insecu-
rity prevailing in that territory where-ever the travellers went:

«The natives showed themselves — suspicious by reason of alarm
spread abroad by the doings of Abyssinian raiding partics».

Through the acquisition of large quantitics of fire-arms made pos-
sible first by the generous gift of arms by European powers and subse-
quently by the provisions of the General Act of Brussels to which Abyssi-
nia adhered, Abyssinia was cnabled to attack with impunity the neigh-
bouring unarmed Africans, and claim their lands as conquered and an
integral part of Abyssionia. (See Map 1V). A short list is given below
of territories so acquired since 1881.
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1881- Kaffa, Jima were attacked and subdued.

1882-1895 Arussi were conquered.

1886 Wallaga were conquered.

1887 Harar was seized Illubbabur was annexed.

1889 - Gurage was acquired. Kontaad Kulo were at-
tacked.

1891 Bale and Sidamo were acquired.

1894 Gofa and Walamo were acquired.

1897 Borana were attacked. Ogaden handed over to
Abyssinia by Britain and [taly.

1898

Boni-Shangul was taken from the Egyptain-Sudan.

The nature of raids
of the Abyssiinan raidin
the able-bodied

and the cruel treatment meted out to the vietims
g parties i.c. looting their property and enslaving
youth while indiscriminately murdering or mutilating
the aged, establishes beyond any doubt that these victims were treated as
enemies  and  like the European colonialists  brutally exploited by
expansionist. in the Circular letter,
instigated by the Ttalians, these people were lost brother Abyssinians 10
be brought back to the fold, this indeed was a
showing brotherly care!

the  Abyssinian

If as claimed

barbarous manner ©!

Inter-European colonial «Agreementsy.

In 1888, Britain and
designed to define
as between Zeila

France concluded an

the boundaries of
and Jibouti.
dividing the coast between Zeil
Kaboba, Gildessa

agreement which was
French and British pl'OtCC'-U'"‘r,tes
According to this agreement «the 1in€
a and Jibouti runs by Habasweyn, Biyo
, and then towards Harapy. (See Map V). The CI.IVCC%
of this arrangement Was to divide a part of
people with whom France
tection.  Four years later,
the French Somalj coast

the territory of the Somali
and Briain had both concluded treaties of Pro”
France establisheq Jiboutj as the capital ©

& port which remained g goal for Abyss¥

nian exp ause of i
lan exj ause of its str

ansionisg designs bec ategic location
<} e .
In an attempt to define the
Africa, Britain and Ttaly ip
almost the entire Son

g " " . ~ - g Yo 1 ‘851
' respective spheres of influence in E
1891 concluded

i accet
an agreement which pla
nali territory along

4 s . ¢ 'uﬂ
with Abyssinia, in the Itali
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sphere except the French and British protectorates whose interior exten-
sions were to them undefined. This was followed in 1894 another arran-
gement in which they attempted to complete the 1891 delimitation of the
Anglo-Italian spheres of influence.

Inspite of these arrangements between the European colonial powers
under which the Somali territory was divided into spheres of influence,
the European colonial powers hurried in 1897 to conclude with Abyssinia
a new set of arrangements in contravention of the Somali-European pro-
tection treaties, and the inter-European arrangements. The 1897 Euro-
Abyssinia «treatics» enabled Abyssinia to acquire illegally a large part
of the Somali territory in addition to Harar which she had already
taken by force at the instigation and with the support of the European
imperialists.

Franco-Abyssinian «Treaty» of 1897.

France’s main interests in the Somali territory were to obtain a port
on the Red Sea as a gateway for her commerce to and from Abyssinia
and (o have a naval foothold to safeguard her imperial interests in the Far
East. The French policy with regard to Abyssinia was one of obtaining
favourable treatment in furthering her interests in the Nile waters through
strong ties of friendship. In doing so France did not neglect the op-
portunity of gaining a monopoly on railway transport from Djiboutj to
Addis Ababa, hereby obtaining an exclusive advantage in trade.

[t was not surprising, therefore, that a French Mission went to
Addis Ababa in 1897 to discuss boundary problems among other things.
As a result, the so-called Franco-Abyssinian Treaty of 1897 was signed
delimiting the artificial boundary between the French and the Abyssi-
nian possessions of the Somali territory.

This «Treaty» in effect reduced greatiy the extent of the Somali ter-
ritory under French protection. Like Britain, France failed to fulfill
her obligations of protection towards the Somali people by abandoning
the provisions of the 1888 Franco-British arrangement which purported
to define the boundaries of the French and British protectorates. Whereas
the 1888 Anglo-French arrangement defined the inland depth of the



French protectorate (o Gildess

v [cd
arap s so-cal

a and beyond towards Harar, the
Franco-Abyssinian

alelo.
Treaty of 1897 reduced the depth to Jalelc

Anglo-Abyssinjan «Treaty» of 1897.

At this stage

itis pertinent (o niel

ioned

—_ y s1ene

1ion again that Britain had sig
treatics of protection in 1884 and
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whose livelihood depended on the interior was most succinctly expressed
by Lord. Hamilton, Viceroy ol India, when he stated:

«Her Majesty’s Government consider that imperial interests in So-
maliland Protectorate ave insufficient to justily their contributing towards
its defence».

Again when the British Government was negotiating with Mene-
lik in the conclusion of the so-called Treaty of 1897, the British repre-
sentative had the instruction: «You are authorised, if absolutely neces-
sary, to make concessions in regard to the frontiers of the Somaliland Pro-
tectorate as defined in the Anglo-ltalian Protocol of 1894 provided such
concessions are not of a nature to interfere with the main object for whicn
the protectorate was assumed, namely the securing of adequate supplies
for the support of Aden....».

b) From what has been stated above, it is abundantly clear that
any concessions regarding Somali territory made by Britain to Abyssi-
nia were relatively of minor importance if the British representative could
succeed in:

i) Obtaining assurances from Menelik not to allow the passage
of arms to the Mahdists in the Sudan.

ii) Persuading Ethiopia not to allow France, which was engagedd
in furthering her colonial interests in the Nile, to penetrate
through Abyssinia, and

iii) Safceuarding British commercial interests.

Eventually the British Mission succeeded in securing its objectives
of ensuring the goodwill and conciliation of Abyssinia, at the cost of the
Scmali nation by giving away a large portion of the Somali territory.
With regard to the British endeavour to suppress the Mahdist Revolution
in the Sudan, Menelik agreed to prevent the passage through Abyssinia
of arms and ammunition to the Mahdists whom he declared «the enemies
ol Ethiopia».

It was clearly brought out by Mr. Ronnel Rodd, the Head of the
British Mission to Menelik in his report on the negotiation that the ter-
ritory surrendered by Britain to Abyssinia under the so-called Treaty of
1897 was a Somali territory and had never been part of Abyssinia. He
stated:



‘1, ex-
ced, Menelik €

«Looking at the way in which the fronticr was tra -
| p()ln v

claimed: But you are advancing right up to the gates of Harar, 6
out that it was Abyssinia which had advanced upto us; that we N L
the reversionarics of Egypt in those districts, and had established ours®
ves then by Treaties with the Somalis before the Abyssinians had 'O"mT
to Harar. The Emperor then again referred to the ancient limltsf)
Ethiopia, I asked him how the Somalis, who had been establishe m,
Fhese regions for so many centuries, could possibly be looked dow? =
included within the ancient limits of Ethiopia».

In the same Report, Mr. Rodd admits this fact when he said:

«I,... interpreting the spirit of my instruction to be on theefirst P
thc.: conciliation of Ethiopia during the last phase of the Khartoum camr.
Paign, made certain concessions which were criticised by traveliers who
penctrated into Somalilandy.

lace

e [tis interesting to note that this illegal treaty of 1897 between Aby&:
Shia and Britain was widely criticised at the time particularly by tl?o‘s'i
\IZP'O,)WCIL' zlcfll_'ainled with the nature of the Somali lCl"'iw"y‘,Sir o

case who visited Somaliland in 1896-97 commenting on this so-c&
Agreement stated:

lled

«.. To the consternation of all interested in Somaliland, Mr. Rodd

1],‘:&{:(1\,0\?] to Abyssinia a large arca of Somalidzmd' inc'luding somc.")f tllz:
il 111lehom we had (‘:ntercd into solemn ob]lgatwns for theit tP”H'
ty b e L AIG S”PPOSCd quid pro quo was that p(‘)rtlon of the Rodd tre
¥ by which the Emperor Menelik bound: himsef to prevent arms from
reaching the Dervishes, ste.».

This criticism which continued to be levelled against the British
mment ever since 1897 prompted the British Minister of State f?i
His G’;evS)tO adm’it in‘the House of Common’s Debate on'F'ebruary‘ 1933;
’ ernment’s mistake and the submission to Abyssinian territorid
aggrandizement when he stated:

Gove
Coloy

«I think that in many ways the 1897 Treaty with Ehiopia was un-

e li?;léej but it suffered from our limited knowledge of Somaliland at

ey and we must see it against a background of that knowledge and
Xpansionist tendencies of Ethiopia in 1897».

forty

Again in 1904 Mr. H.R. Fox Bourne, the author of «Civilization of

(@ B
ongolands, in pamphlet entitled «The Story of Somaliland» referred
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to the 1897 Anglo-Abyssinan illegal treaty as, «the scandalous betrayal
of the Somalis who, having accepted British protection, were left to be
mercillessly dealt with by their Abyssinian enemics».

Italo-Abyssinian «Agreement» of 1897.

Abyssinia and Ttaly were also directly engaged in the scramble for
acquiring Somali territory as already mentioned in carly chapters of
this Memorandum. Since the Anglo-Italian Protocol of 1891 which alot-
ted to Italy the lion’s share of the Somali territory, Abyssinia was more
than ever thirsty for territorial aggrandizement and looked on this Pro-
tocol as an obstacle to her imperialist designs. The Italo-Abyssinian
imperialist scramble for the Somali territory was decided, for the next
three and half decades, in favour of Menelik as a result of the Ttalian de-
fcat at Adowa in 1896.

Flaving been deleated, Italy struck a so-called agreement with Mene-
lik in 1897 by which Italy abandoned her claim to a large portion of the
Somali territory including that part known as Ogaden. This was done
by Italy in order to placate and appease Abyssinia so as to restore frien-
dly relations with her after Adowa.

On May 16, 1908 Italy and Abyssinia signed a so-called Conven
tion which delimited artificial frontiers for the Italo-Abyssinia posscs-
sions of the Somali territory. However, the exact interpretations of the
1897 and 1908 «agreements» have never been agreed upon by Abys-
sinia and Italy.

It should be noted that the so-called 1897 and 1908 «Agreements»
concluded in violation of prior existing treaties of protection between
[taly and the Somali people and were contrary t& the interests and wel-
farc of the Somali nation.

Luropean colonial powers guarantee

Abyssinian territorial gains.

A glaring example of imperialist alliance between Abyssinia on the
one hand and the European powers namely, Britain, France and Italy
on the other could best be illustrated by the 1906 Agreement which
was concluded between the three European colonial powers. In the
preamble to the said agreement, they pledged to:



cry kind

«Maintain intact the integrity of Ethiopia, to provide for ev

of disturbance in the political considerations of the Ethiopian Empire..-”:

In Article T of this Agreement, France, Britain and Italy also ugl‘CCd
to: '

«Cooperate in maintaining the political and territorial status quo in

Ethiopia...».

Furthermore, in Article 1V, these three European colonial powers

agreed as follows:

«In the event ol the status quo laid down in Article I being disturb-
ed, France, Great Britain and TItaly shall make cvery cffort to preserve

the integrity of Ethiopia».

European colonial powers not only fully
Abyssinia but also ensured her reten-
territory that she had illegally gained
But since when did

It is crystal clear that the
recognised the colonialist role of
tion of the portion of the Somali
in the process of partitioning the Somali territory.
the European colonial powers guarantee the integrity ol an African coun-
try while they were fully putting into practice their «divide and rule»
policy in the rest of Africa for their own selfish interests?

SOMALI RESISTENCE TO THE IMPOSITION OF

COLONIAL RULE.

lhe Somalis have a glorious history of struggle for the maintenance

of their national i , ;
ir national independence. Before the scramble, many attempts
o colonize At

have 1
hee ade B e .

en made by foreign powers at one time or another t
jal de-

least . :
st a port e . : ) 2l
L portion of the Somali territory. All ol these carlier mmper
sig

An account ol

ns were denie carale . .
lenied success by fierce Somali resistence.
le would

the eve
nts occuri . N Y .
also attest { ll;lmg at the Horn of Africa following the scramb
SO attest to the indepe Pt i . 30
: P ‘nee of spirit ¢ \ s SO-
mali people pendence of spirit and love of freedom of the S©
N Fhe British ocet 1
e full until wel] e
Similarly 71y
Spanning

(ikaed g o ' . -
o 1 1}11011 of former British Somaliland was not effect
alter the First War G " e
R o 1" irst World War because of Somali upposxllo“-
Dall L Q < o ¢S
pation of Southern Somalia was a slow PI‘UCL“E'

a forty ye:
year perio 6 e . 5
d of Ttalian campaigns and Somali heroi€ 1és
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sistance railable infor i indi
o ¢ A [/\\dlldhlL information indicte that necither France nor Ethio-
a — whic as ye ; ) i .
e llch has yet to fully control her Somali colonial possession —
as had a better luck in their vai i
: 1eir vain attempts to impose colonial r

"z . § s olonite >

il I 1l rule upon

- Iirlu\\:i)lllolcl:il \S,l-l]:m‘;w; ‘15 ‘L‘SﬁCHl‘iéI”»\’ a cu.nl'lici-riddcn onc — a con-
e \ll- kl) ‘l 1} l'.lh.m—l:umpgjun imperialist to dominate and
b “'L“H?C\. i u‘ |“L- Somuil.\‘ to be free. From the trade and pro-
e S(,mu]’i‘\. i;]\;,:i-],]T(l V\illI.] the European colonial powers and in which
im”\li\\‘ih”il‘v . ‘llllfl.?ywl?dudcq Fquscs regarding the inviolability and
i 10 oot ‘Wilh lllu‘! .lk.llll()l:\’. it is clear l.hut the Somalis were not will-
S s ‘]m;‘ .\U\\'uclgl?ly'uml territory.  And no sooner had the
el i.IN’ ¢ ' planted their feet on the Somali soil than they were
stantanous revolts country-wide.

[n a letter dated 15
G ull!u dated 15th December, 1887 to the British Agent and Con-
$ enera air ; V.S C
el (‘( 1ln Cairo, Lt. Col. E.V. Stace, HM. Agent and Consul for the
é oast reported that Ras Mak > ‘ [ j
o - Ras M‘Y‘,\Unmn on attempting to subjugate
S ;I ,al‘ of Harar had suffered a defeat at the hands of the
alis with a loss of 150 > ¢ A
RS 00 men. On January 4th, 1888, Col. Stace de-
i 1 .u received more substantial information regarding the cer-
y ol this Abyssinian defeat. ‘

Commenting s

entit . s in F : s

of his e ]H'll 12 on conditions in French Somaliland, Stace while on one
S periodic visits to Berber: i d

i S1ts erbera wrote anuar 3 is i

bt it a wrotc in January of 1888 to his superior

«In my 5
y telegre 2 inst: i
French would | legram  (25th instant) 1 mentioned my belief that the
ould be unable satahlie . g
il ¢ L.IIMML/ to establish a port without locating a considerable
y force owine to the determi : . i}

P g ¢ determined ¢ reasing i ;
S8 Somalis. cd and increasing hostility of the Is-

This s iy ;

e ~|-m hostility has been illustrated by a recent attempt to
conciliate the Somalis inf

it l|.| ie 1hg‘ Somalis.  But I am informed, that owing to the
g attitude of those Somalis who presented themselves in op-

]X)Si[i()l
1 to the landi ar ! i
he landing party, the French had to withdraw at once».

H’l\/i . .

< ng mee N V4 \ ot : ] \ S %

"“lhoril'nli\t § “lm hile paid a visit to French Somaliland, Stace was more
attve and more revealing i is sec / i

March 30, e, aling in his sccond Memorandum written

«Unfor 7
rtunately the Fr i
‘ | e French are virtu:
Somalis, . N ' nch are virtually besicged there by the Issa
.. ¢ o 15 -] . . “
aravans, at present, come near the place and the Issa
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Somalis openly declared their intention of doing all they can to injure

settlement and attack it if possible....».

anding with a strong armed party», apologized Col. Stace,
any boundary mark» as we «were indeed Of]
Jlis most bitterly hostile». As late as 1897 Captain |Z,|,5‘.
{ Notes on «a Vvisil 10 Jibouti in May 1897, muinll\f‘
the French were still insecure at jiboutt

Though «I
«it was impossible to erect
the soil of Somz
Swayne, in his Secre

after 15 years ol rule
ned that after 15 years , th _ 2 )
their situation can be seen from the facy that, as

The precariousncss ol By : < ‘
I { the 36 civil Policemen was from people of

reported by Swayne, nonc O
that territory.

In the Haud and Ogaden, it is reported that the go'ing for Abyssinian
forces was equally tough. On more than one occus@ll a motely hos!
sllected spearmen would boldly chullcng.c lljc .WCH—zn‘mcd
Abyssinans and inflict heavy defeats “P"”‘lh‘cm' in h‘_s. I’ olitical Influ-

C Bvercised in Somaliland by Great Imm{n, [taly, France qpg Abys-
i AT (he Sccretary to the Political Department of (he |4y

1.G.C. Swaync, wrote:

of hurriedly cc

sinia prepared for
dia Office, Captain I

some two or three yecars back, inflicted

«Somalis in Ogaden have,
and the latter dare not meddle much

one heavy defeat on the Abyssinians
with them».

Swayne went on to report that as a conscquence ol this intransiso-
ent Somali resistence, Abyssinian influence was confined to the clans

adjacent to Harar.

[ndeed there arc many reports of the fear and state of nervousness
of Abyssinian raiding parties because of the intermittent Somali counter
attacks which reflected the extent of Somali resistence. This nervorr-
sness on the part of the Abyssinian soldiers at the frontier was most
justified in the light of information contained in the Confidential Apper:-
dix 1o the Administration Report of the Somali Coust Protectorate for
the year 1896-97 from Brig Gen. A.C. Cuningham, Political Resident,
Aden, No. 77 dated 4th August, 1897 to the Secretary to Government,
Political Department, Bombay:

«A large Abyssinian expedition despatced from Harar in Novem-
ber, 1896 to the Ogaden and Galla Arussi country suffered a disastrous

defeat and was almost annahilated... Several Abyssinian chiefs, includ-
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ing the two leaders of the expedition, Fitwararis Woldo Emmanuel and
Desalem, were slain».

Both the British Agent in Abyssinia and Italian sources also cor-
robate General Cunningham’s Report. As an instance of the univer-
sality and continuing nature of Somali resistence to the colonialists, it
may be cited that even in 1896 the far castern Somalis of Bargal and
Obbia along the coast of the Indian Ocean were promising to collect
50,000 men for the liberation of Harar. Their plan, however, was fru-
strated by the unwillingness of the Europeans to sell them arms.

Hemmed in on all sides by advancing Abyssino-European forces,
and barred from the importation of fire-arms with which to defend their
people, land and stock, the Somalis finally rose in unison against these
invading colonial forces in 1898, understandably, under Sayid Mohamed
Abdulla Hassan, a Somali from the Ogaden who has witnessed the grisly
deeds of the marauding Abyssinian bands but who had also travelled
throughout Somaliland and observed the indignities of European colo-
nial rule in other parts of the Somali territory. This nationalist movem-
ent led by Sayid Mohamed Abdulla Hassan is the best known and cer-
tainly the most spectacular though by no means neither the only one
nor the earliest movement of all Somali resistence.

In extent the movement covered the whole of Somali territory, and
particularly after it joined hands in 1907 with the earlier resistence to
Italian occupation in the Southern Somaliland. Centered in the interior
of Marka and Mogadishu, the Southern movement had started in 1898
following repeated Abyssinian attacks from the West and the arrival in
the Benadir coastal cities of acquisitive Italian colonial administrators.
The cost of the war to the colonialists was enormous. Mr. Douglas Jar-
dine in his book on Sayid Mohamed Abdulla Hassan gives an account of
the magnitude of the cost of the war to Britain.

«The third and fourth expeditions had cost us much. In treasure,
no less than five million Sterling; in blood, the lives of many valuable
British officers whom our small professional army could ill-afford to
losex.

In fact at one stage the British found the war so costly that Britain
decided to withdraw to the coastal towns retiring all her forces and men

from the hinterland of the Somaliland Protectorate in 1910. This nation-



which was sub-

he 1920°s
an countrics. 1 jke
and ass0”

From the early 1930’s, the nationalist movement, .
dued temporarily by the combined efforts of the colonialists in t
was gathering momentum as was the case in most Afric
their brothers in the rest of Africa, the Somalis formed clubs gl
ciations in the 1930’s as a means of conducting secretly their .F’Oll.tlw_
agitation in the face of the colonial opposition to polilical organlzanm;’b’:
In fact this movement was instrumental in the uprising against thc,,‘d{,
marcation» of the colonial frontiers which perfunciorly and arbitrarty
divided the Somali territory.

s as Ahmyed

Inspired by the ideals of such great Somali nationalist i
also by the

Ibrahim Gurey and Sayid Mohamed Abdulla Hassan, and i ]
innate love for freedom and unity, the Somalis turned the nzfllfm“]
movement into a fully-fledged political organizaion during the Sccolh‘
World War to meet the challenge posed by the new scramble for the
Somali territory since the beginnning of the war.

This was the 50

This pat-
th

In 1943 a fully-fledged political party emerged.
mali Youth League which had its Head-quarters in Mogadishu. ;
ty which immediately after its formation developed into a mass party Wi
branches throughout the Somali territory including Harar, Ogaden, and
Haud regions of the Somali territory under Ehiopia alien rule, proved.
a driving force for Somalis everywhere.

Shortly afterwards, another political party, the Somali National Lea-
gue, with its Headquarters in Burao, emerged as a political force.

In this connection, it should be noted that these two political par-
ties had identical goals i.c. Somali re-unification. In fact the first item
in each of the programmes of these two parties sought «to unite all So-
malis». This reflected the deep-rooted aspiration of the Somali pCODiC_
everywhere. This long cherished goal of all Somalis manifested itsell
during the visit of the Four Power Commission in Mogadishu in 1948
when Somalis from every part of the Somali territory submitted  peti-
tions and memoranda to indicate their strong feeling for re-unification
(See Appendix BIT). In order to ascertain the extent of the Somali
feeling, the Somali National League and the Somali Youth League jointly
organised a Conference in Mogadishu in February, 1948 which was at-
tended by delegations from all over the Somalj areas. The result of the
Conference, which showed that all the Somali peceple wished to be united
under one flag, was submitted to the visiting Four Power Commission

of Investigation on Ex-Italian Somaliland (See Appendix BII): A Me-
morandum concerning the need for the unification of the Somali people
and the result of the Conference was also submitted to the U.N. Secre-
tary General. Besides, the Somali people regularly dispatched petitioners
to the Sessions of the U. N. General Assembly to appeal for the bringing
together of the whole of the Somali territory under one administration.

This expressed desire for re-unification into «one political admi-
nistrative, cultural and economic unit» under joint Trusteeship of the
Four Big Powers did not, however, please anyone of the interested colo-
nial powers namely, Britain, Ethiopia and TItaly, and it was not long
before they started again trading in Somali territory cach getting her
share of the spoils.

Accordingly, Britain once more acted unilaterally and handed over
on September 24, 1948 a portion of the Somali territory including Oga-
den and yet another portion of the Haud and the Reserved Area in fa-
vour of Abyssinia, now renamed the Ethiopian Empire. This course of
action, was adopted by Britain inspite of the expressed wishes of the
Somali people of Western Somalia and elsewhere. As soon as this fur-
ther betrayal of Somali interests was known, riots and spontanecous de-
monstrations occured in all parts of the Somali territory. The colonialist
forces reacted ruthlessly to this popular uprising and in Jigjiga alone
where the British decision was announced, 25 Somalis lost their lives.
Thus in 1948 Ethiopia had at last added most of Western Somalia to
her ill-gotten gains of the Somali territory as a participant of the new
scramble for the Somali territory after the Second World War. By 1950
the General Assembly decided to place Ex-Italian Somaliland under the
U.N. Trusteeship to be administered by Italy for a period of 10 years.

To conculde this dismal tale, Britain further conspired with Ethiopia
and handed over the remaining part of Western Somalia (the Haud and
the Reserved Arca) in 1955 to Ethiopia under an illegal and sccret agree-
ment of 1954 which was based on the invalid provisions of the so-called
Anglo-Ethiopian Agreement of 1897. As in other instances of betrayal,
the Somali people reacted violently to this secret and illegal deal and as a
result demonstrations were held all over the Somali territory. Further-
more, a delegation was despatched to Britain and to the United Naions
to protest against this illegal transaction but the efforts of the Mission
were frustrated because of British opposition.

— DG



Denied re-unification after the Second World War wHEH mOStd(e)f‘

their territory was under one administration, the Somali pcf)p]-e duflen-
the various alien rule now began pressing vigorously tor thClr. - L}?’m-
dence so that they may be in a position to re-unite after l'iddmg.t 1 a
selves of the foreign rule. This urge for re-unification was ,-ccogm.sc Ac
the African level when the All African Peoples’ Conference held in .
cra in 1958 «denounced artificial frontiers drawn by imperialist poiviti
to divide the peoples of Africa particularly those which cut acl-osivr
nic or divide peoples of the same stock». This Conference called, ‘l,l:‘
ong other things «for the adjustment of such frontiers at an carly it
to this problem, founded upon the true wishes of the people»-
: When on June 26th and fuly 1st, 1960 the former British SOqu‘.
liland and the Italian Trust-Territory respectively gained independence:
tl.le)’ united on the later date to form the Somali Republic: This 1~c-tlfl_r.
fication was a natural process which stems from the deep rooted desire
of the Somali people for unity.

THE POST INDEPENDENCE PERIOD

On its achievement of independence, the Somali Republic gendet
ced all the illegal colonial agreements by which the Somali territory Was
artificially and arbitrarily divided. The Somali Republic declared that
S!lc was not bound by these colonial «agreements» as they were not con"
S]St.cm with the principle of self-determination and the wishes and aspl
ra.tlons of the Somali people. Moreover, as written in the Somalj CO“"
s'tlluEion of 1960, the Somali Republic adopted a policy of secking re-unt
f"C“l'OH of the Somali territory by peaceful means. Since that time, the
Soma!i Republic has made constant and determined efforts to enter into
negotiations with the Ethiopian Government with a view (0 reaching o
lasting and just settlement on the territorial dispute.

Even before independence the Somali leaders made positive efforts
to reach agreement with Ethiopia through negotiations. The first major
step taken in this direction was the official visit to Addis Ababa in 1957
of the President of the Somali Legislative Assembly and the then So-
mali Prime Minister. During the course of their visit, the two Somali
leaders made a personnal approach to the Imperial Ethiopian Governm-
ent on the territorial dispute, confident that by direct negotiations, there
would be better prospects for a settlement. In 1960 as soon as the So-

maliland Protectorate was promised independence, the first act of the
four Somali Ministers was to make an official visit to Addis Ababa for
talks with the Ethiopian Government authorities. The reaction of the
Ethiopian Government to this preliminary overtures was negative.

The Somali Government however, was not discouraged by these ini-
tial  disappointments but maintained its fundamental policy that the
territorial dispute with Ethiopia could be settled by direct negotiations,
and should this medium fail, by mediation under the auspices of the
OAU. It was in pursuance of this policy that the Somalj Government
raised the Somali case at the OAU, the United Nations and other inter-
hational forums and expressed its willingness to accept African mediation
if bilateral negotiations bore no result.

While the Somali Government was constantly seeking a peaceful
<eftlement to its territorial dispute with Ethiopia, the Imperial Ethiopian
Government adopted hostile policies and deliberately maintained a state
of tension along the de facto border by pursuing the following:

1) Declaring a state of emergency in the Somali territory under her
domination immediately after the birth of the Somali Republic
in 1960;

2) Carrying out indiscriminate and inhuman massacres against the
Somali population including the burning down of entire towns
like Aisha, Danot, Dhagahbur and Shillabo with the aim of sup-
pressing their national identity, culture, religion and aspirations;

3) Seeking to prevent the traditional seasonal migrations of the So-
mali population by denying them their legitimate right of access
to water and grazing;

4) Concentration of large number of troops along the de facto bor-
der.

These hostile activities on the part of the Ethiopian Government
culminated in a full-scale war of aggression by Ethiopia in February-
March 1964. At the request of the Somali Government, the OAU inter-
vened in the conflict and the Council of Foreign Ministers in its Session
held at Dar Es Salam and Lagos in 1964 passed resolutions calling for
a ceasefire and a settlement of the territorial dispute. A ceasefire agree-
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ment was finally negotiated between the two States at Khartoum throus!”
the good offices of the then Sudanese President who acted as an intb‘fm.c—
diary between the parties. However, in the spring of 1965, Ethiop!=
again concentrated a large number of troops along the de facto border
and imposed repressive measures against the Somali people in the Ethio”
pian controlled areas.

In order to reduce tension in the area and to open a climate condu-
cive to the peaceful negoiation of the dispute, the Somali Government
in March 1965 officially made concrete proposals to the Imperial Ethio=
pian Government. At the same time, in a Note to the OAU, the Somall
Government appealed to the OAU to dispatch a fact-finding Commission
to these areas and to send the Committee on Refugees to the refugees
camps in Somali Republic into which many thousands of Somalis had fled
to escape tyranny and persecution. The Somali Government wanted an
impartial, objective inquiry into the facts of the Somali case by the
OAU dispatched neither the proposed Fact Finding Mission nor cyen
not agree to any OAU Fact Finding Commission. Consequently, the
OAU despatched neither the proposed Fact Finding Mission nor eyen
the Committee on Refugees. Moreover, when the Somali Republic pro-
posed a meeting with the Ethiopian Government at the Foreign Mini-
sters level to be held in Khartoum in May 1965, the venue proved ypac-
ceptable to the Ethiopian Government and no agreement on an alterngtjve
venue could be reached.

However, at the OAU Summit held in Kinshasa in 1967, the Somali
and Ethiopian Governments agreed to enter into direct negotiationg on
their dispute in the spirit of the OAU Charter. Soon after the Kinshasy
Conference, the Somali Government dispatched two delegations /\(l‘-
dis Ababa, the first headed by the then Minister of Interior and the se.
cond led by the then Prime Minister. Unfortunately, in both meetipos
only preliminary issues were considered and there was no discussi;n

of the merits of the territorial dispute.

With the advent of the October Revolution, the Somali Democrg(ic
Republic pledged herself under the First Charter of the Revolution, to geek
. just and peaceful settlement on the territorial dispute with the Imperial
Ethiopian Government. The Somali Democratic Republic’s adherence
to the policy of peaceful settlement of the dispute could be illustrated by
an excerpt from the speech of the President of the Supreme Revolutiona-
ry Council, Jaalle Major General Mohamed Siyad Barre on 1st July, 1970
which reads as follows:

«We in the Somali Democratic Republic do not intend to kindle
the fire of destruction in the Horn of Africa. We have heard, and some
of us have seen the effects and repercussions of war, which twice struck
this world and left behind untold sorrow and suffering. What we int-
end to do is to press for a peaceful and amicable settlement of all dis-
putes which engulf us and our neighbours, and which sow the seeds of
suspicion and hatred between the peoples and governments of our part
of the world. If these perennial and thorny problems are solved, the
efforts of all States concerned will be concentrated on the eradication
of all the arch enemies of mankind — disease, ignorance and poverty,
and on the economic and social betterment of our peoples.

We shall no longer content ourselves with diplomatic and hypocri-
tical statements to our neighbours. We shall bring to the roundtable
Conference concrete and bold proposals that touch the crux of our dispu-
tes with our neighbours, aimed at creating prosperity, progress and ever-
lasting peace in the Horn of Africa».

For the past four years, the Somali Government made a series of
official contacts with the Ethiopian Government both at Summit and Mi-
nisterial levels in order to reach an amicable settlement of the basic di-
spute with Ethiopia. (Appendix C). Regrettably, the initiatives taken
by the Somali Government produced no fruitful results.

The response of the Imperial Ethiopian Government to these frien-
dly moves was most disappointing. More recently, there has been heavy
concentration of Ethiopian troops on the de-facto border; numerous vio-
lations of the territory of the Somali Democratic Republic by Ethiopian
armed forces: and infringements on Somali airspace by Ethiopian planes.
The gravity of this tense situation was amply explained by the President
of the Supreme Revolutionary Council of the Somali Democratic Repu-
blic, Jaalle Major General Mohamed Siyad Barre in his message to the
OAU 10th Assembly of Heads of State and Government of May 1973.

In the light of these developments, it is evident that Ethiopia is
bent on maintaining a state of tension in the Horn of Africa, and the acts
of aggression committed by the Ethiopian Government can only be con-
strued as a concerted plan to precipitate a conflict so that the OAU Me-
diation Commission may not tackle the root of the problem. In spite
of these grave provocations, the Somali Government has taken no reta-
liatory measures and this in itself reflects its determination to settle the



Rt o . . . of the Organiz®
territorial dispute peacefully in the spirit of the Charter of the ©rg

ion of African Unity.

NATURE OF ETHIOPIAN COLONIAL RULE

o
- SO , .1y felt by the SC
I'he nature of Ethiopian colonial rule was seriously fell by =

: . 3 o s 3 ment attempte
mali people in the 1960’s when the Ethiopian Government AP N

: 4 s ; : : 2 imposing &
to implement the colonial division of the Somali people by 1mposing ¢

alien and feudal system. If one enquires into the motives behind the
Ethiopian attempt, one would realise that Ethiopia was anxious .lo slUP‘
the Somali population under her domination from rallying hchn?d 11“1
newly born Somali Republic. With the exception of Harar, I‘l(hio.I"El h”f
hardly established before this time any semblance of administrative pre”
sence in the Somali territory which she had illegally acquired through the
secret treaties with the European colonial powers.

Since then however, Ethiopia amassed her troops in the occupied So-
mali territory and along the de-facto border partly to be in a position tO
commit acts of aggression against the Somali Democratic Republic and
partly to subdue the Somali people on her side of the artificial border.

The cruel practices of the Ethiopian authorities take many forms
that can sometimes surpass the worst form of colonial oppression.

Almost daily acts of rape, mutilation, torture and humiliation c¢on-
trary to the dignity and worth of human person are meted out (o the
Somali people under Ehtiopian domination. The massacring of defen-
celess Somalis and the poisoning of drinking wells occur frequently ip
this arca where Ethiopian forces indiscriminately shoot and Kill jy,,.
cent Somali men, women and children. These acts can only be descri-
bed as acts of genocide and outside the pale of human civilization (Sec
attached Photos). Ethiopian authorities continuously harass the Somali
population and levy unlimited tax on the livestock of the nomads themsel-
ves in the form of head tax known as «GIBIR», something that had
never been experienced by Somalis.  This abhorant tax on the poor no-
mads and their livestock is in the end met indirectly by their relatives in
the Somalj Democratic Republic — a constant burden on almost every
Somali family because of the forceful separation of a father from son
and brother from sister by the artificial and illegal frontiers imposed upon
the Somali nation by Euro-Abyssinian collusion. They also seize and
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A Scmali man tortured and with grave wounds inflicted upon
him while in the hands of Ethiopian authoritics.



4.{ Ry g?' ‘ : e : v
A Somali man tertured and gravely injured by Ethiopians
in the Scmali territery undar Ethiopian domination.
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A young Scmali shot at arm by Ethicpians at Gura Joome
(in Ogadenia)
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misappropriate their properties and thereby deprive them of their liveli-
hood.

It is rather unfortunate that since the Somali Democratic Republic
brought the Somali-Ethiopian territorial dispute to the OAU in May,
1973, Ethiopia has intensified its atrocities and inhuman treatment of
the Somali population who now live in a state of constant fear, terror

and intimidation.

This state of affairs led to the influx of many Somalis into the So-
mali Democratic Republic, leaving behind their homes and other pro-
perties.  That fits, of course, well into the Ethiopian Government’s hein-
ous plans aimed at the «de-Somalisation» of the territory concerned and
its Amharisation as has already taken place in the Hawash valley where
the Somalis were forced to leave their rightful homes. The resettling
of Amharas in fertile areas is an integral part of the Shabelle Project now
under consideration by the Ethiopian authoritics.

Besides, economic and social development is still unknown in this
Somali territory under Ethiopian domination. There are hardly any
schools or hospitals in the whole of Ethiopian held Somali territory.
There are no economic projects to speak of except a number ol agricul-
tural schemes for re-settling Amhara ex-servicemen thereby uprooting the
rightful owners. The other projects so far accomplished are purely mili-
tary purposes, for example, strategic airports, roads and wells built by
the armed forces to meet Ethiopian plans for perpetuating her colonisation
of this Somali territory while facilitating repeated —acts of aggression
against the Somali Democratic Republic.  This complete lack of opportu-
nities coupled with the oppressive rule compelled many Somalis to come
over to the Somali Democratic Republic for employment, schooling, hos-
pitalisation security and other basic social services.

SPURIOUS ARGUMENTS BY ETHIOPIA

1. Ethiopia’s so-called Ancient Claim.

It happens that whenever the Somali people express the desire for
re-unification of the Scraalis in order to redress the injustices inflicted by
Euro-Ehiopian colonialism from the end of the 19th Century, the Ethio-
pian Government almost invariably advances futile counter arguments
based on no more than a historical myth. Thus, in a Memorandum to



the United Nations after the end of the Second World War when th-
Somali people were struggling for re-unification, Ethiopia stated, zaarmon:

other things, that:
«Prior to the race of the European powers to divide up the ¢ oOnrtin
ent of Africa, Ethiopia included an extensive coastline along thhe R oo

Sea and the Indian Ocean».

This statement is totally baseless and ignores the glaring face {14,

Abyssinia only acquired Somalj territory with the collusion of Euro e
colonial powers in 1880’s as explained in the preceding chapters. “TiEits

flimsy and untenable claim propagated by Ethiopia is aimed at justify 4.
its colonial gains. However, the facts of history show beyond any <14 ;,Q:
ow of doubt that the Abyssinian Kingdom was confined to the high 1 2, nds
for centuries before the arrival of the European colonialists as al readn
illustrated by the preceding chapters relating to that period of B st
(See Maps III and 1V). ’

Margery Perham, a famous scholar and an authority on Ethiop>j & -
referring to the Memorandum submitted to the United Nations by ¥= ¢py;
pia in 1948 had the following to say in her book on the Governme ¢4 t X
Ethiopia:

O

«The present Emperor has taken up the expansionist policy am ¢j hi.
Government is now claiming both the whole of modern Eritrea ancy als )
Italian Somaliland as «lost provinces» upon grounds that do somes g i; :
lence to history and take insufficient account of present political ary (g 1-\\7
ligious facts. The claim is based, in the official document, upon Son: ‘
rather indefinite references to early history and migration almost o, N
ry sentence of which cries out for comment or correction». .

2. The question of Alleged Somali «Aggrandizement».

On many occasions, Ethiopia has accused the Somali Democrati ¢ R
public of territorial aggrandizement.  She has particularly in rec t\\
months been spreading rumours with the assistance of the mass l‘nQ:lj‘n
from certain quarters that the Somali Democratic Republic is Prepay o *)
for war of aggression against Ethiopia as a means of fulfilling he - g
pansionist ambitions. In fact the reason which Ethiopia gives for~ K
heavy concentration of troops along the de facto border is said to b ::\"

o

more than a precautionary measure aimed at forestalling Somalia’s alleg-
ed expansionist designs.

Isn’t that making a mockery of the facts of the situation? Dces
the size, economic and military strength of the Somali Democratic Re-
public suggest that she is planning aggression against Ethiopia consider-
ing the potentiality of that country? Can a small nation such as So-
malia included in the 25 least developed among developing countries
master the economic, military and manpower resources to invade a ram-
bling Empire who claims to have a population of over 25 million and
known to be one of the best militarily equipped countries in Africa?
This may be left to the common-sense and judgement of mankind.

Contrary to the baseless Ethiopian accusation, it is a well-known
fact that Somalia since independence sought the re-unification of the Sc-
mali territory and people through peaceful means as was enshrined in
the Constitution of 1960. By doing so the Somali Democratic Republic is
only secking to regain what the Somali people have lost in the process
of colonisation and partition. That Ethiopia has acquired this Somali
territory as a colonial power and in collusion with the European colo-
nialists, has amply been explained in the preceding Chapters.

Why then is Ethiopia lodging all these accusations against the So-
mali Democratic Republic?

The answer is that Ethiopia realizes that any consideration of the
merits of the territorial dispute between the two countries will automa-
tically bring to light the colonialist role which she shamefully played in
the Horn of Africa at the turn of the last century and will, therefore,
expose the true image of Ethiopia to Africa and to the world at large.
That is why she is bent on hiding behind a smoke-screen of her own
creation to mislead Africa as well as world opinion.

3. Somali Nationhood falsely interpreted.

In opposing the re-unification of the Somali territory, Ethiopia att-
empts to portray the Somali people’s desire for unity as a form of tri-
balism or racism. She uses every means at her disposal to rank the
Somali people as an ordinary tribe without any rights to nationhood.
The Somali people are a nation in every sense of the word. A nation
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has been defined as «a people, usually inhabiting a distinct portion <
the earth, speaking the same language, using the same customs and pos-
sessing historical continuity. It is constituted by inborn qualities which
render it indissoluble». Besides having these common cluu'actcristics:
the Somali people enjoy the sense of togetherness and the sentiment of
community and geographically occupy the same terrain of Jand normally
referred to as the Somali Pateau and pursue the same pastoral economy.
Inspite of all these natural characteristics which bind the Somali
people together as a nation, Euro-Ethiopian colonialism had haphazardiy
partitioned the Somali people and territory and separated brother from
brother and father from son by a series of artificial frontiers. Yet when.
with realism, we call for the re-unification of the Somali people and the
elimination of the injustices done to the Somali nation thereby removing
a chronic source of friction, Ethiopia side-tracks the basic issue and with-
out sincerity confuses it with non-applicable generalities that beg the
very uniqueness and essence of the Somali-Ethiopian territorial dispute.

4. Inapplicability of the principle of territorial

integrity to the Somali-Ethiopian dispute.

The Ethiopian Government always raises the often repeated «Ter-
ritorial Integrity» principle which is expressed in the Charter of the
OAU. It is pertinent to note, however that the said principle is not
applicable to the Somali-Ethiopian territorial dispute. This principle is
not applicable when a State is illegally and forcefully exercising sove-
reignty over a territory belonging to another State. 1t will be questiona-
ble to apply this principle as a defence against a legitimate territorial
claim. In essence, therefore, the «territorial integrity» doctrine cannot
be juridically applied by Ethiopia to legitimize her domination of the
Somali territory as long as her legal title to the area is not recognized as
valid. It is important to note that this flimsy argument is comparable
to the same legal jargon that is used by the racist colonialist regime of
Lisbon in her relentless determination to suppress the aspirations of the
African people in their struggle for dignity and independence.

Ethiopia also emphasises the principle of the inviolability of fron-
tiers. But this doctrine can only be invoked in cases where the boun-
daries have been delimited on a just and equitable basis and where such
delimitation is based on mutual agreement between the parties concerned.
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This does not certainly apply in the case of Somali-Ethiopian de facto
boundary which had been defined on paper artificially by illegal agree-
ments to which Somalia was not a party.

5. OAU Resolutions in relation to

Somali-Ethiopian Dispute.

In opposing Somalia’s legitimate territorial claim, Ethiopia often
resorts to three resolutions adopted respectively in Dar Es Salam, Lagos
and Cairo in 1964. In view of this, it is necessary to throw some light
on both the historical background and essence of the three resolutions
in question.

As mentioned earlier, in 1964, war broke out along the de facto
border as a result of blatant and naked aggression on Somalia by Ethio-
pia. The Organization of African Unity which was at the time one
year and a few months old became very seriously concerned with the
military conflict and the tense situation in the area. Consequently, the
OAU Council of Ministers, in its Second Extra-Ordinary Session, met in
Dar Es Salam to deal with the war situation between Somalia and Ethio-
pia and subsequently adopted in February, 1964 Resolution No. ECM/
RES. (I1) on the Somali-Ethiopia dispute. The operative part of this
Resolution requested the two parties to meet earnestly, to cease hostilities
and directed them to find a «peaceful and lasting solution» to the problem
in accordance with para. 4 of Article 3 of the Charter of the OAU which
stipulated the settlement of all disputes between Member States by pea-
ceful means. The main objective of this resolution was to stop the hosti-
lities along the de facto border between the two countries, and it in no
way stipulated Somalia’s acceptance of the existence of anything other
than territorial dispute.

==

The above resolution was reaffirmed by the Lagos Ordinary Sessions
of the OAU Council of Ministers which requested both Somalia and Ethio-
pia to maintain the ceasefire already in force, to continue negotiations
towards the peaceful settlement of the dispute and to report to the next
Conference of Heads of State and Government on the results of their
negotiations.

Subsequently, the Conference of Heads of State and Government
was held in Cairo in July, 1964. Item 9 of the Agenda of that Confe-



rence referred to the dispute. However, because of a constitutional cri-
sis in Somalia at the time, the President and the Prime Minister were
unable to attend the OAU Summit Conference and the Somali Governmi-
ent requested the temporary deletion of item 9 referred to in the Agend
of the Cairo Conference. As a result of this request, and in agreemen g
between Ethiopia and Somalia, in the presence of the Acting Secretary,
General of the OAU, it was agreed that «none of the interested partics
shall undertake action during the Conference which could prejudice th e
bilateral talks and the position taken by the interested parties in the bilcz-
teral negotiations». This was distributed to the Assembly of Heads ©Of
State and Government in the form of a Communique on July 15, 196

Notwithstanding the above agreement, the Assembly adopted O1y
21st July, 1964, Resolution no. AHQ/(16) requesting Member States <ty
respect the frontiers existing at the moment of the achievement of theiy-
independence». It is significant to note that the said resolution wag
passed under an agenda item entitled «The Study of Ways and Meang
which may help to avoid disputes among African States». Whe ry
this resolution was proposed for inclusion in the Agenda at the Counciy
of Ministers’ Conference, Tanzania made very clear what the scope Was
intended to be in the following words:

«I understand that the Head of the Somali Government is not goity o
to be here, that is why I said at the beginning «guiding principles», ba
cause this has nothing to do with the many negotiations which have ta._
ken place and which I myself moved in the Committee of Nine, that Wr
should encourage peaceful solutions and negotiations between Somal i
and Ethiopia in order that the OAU should take the credit that th\\,
solved their African problems by using African solution».

Taking into consideration the explanation made in the Conferenc
and the title of the Agenda item under which the Resolution was advanceqy
it is clear that the resolution was not intended to affect disputes alreaqy \
existing. In recognition of this fact, the President of Tanzania, H.E. J L{\
lius K. Nyerere made the following comment at the Summit in conne¢ _
tion with the resolution after it was passed:

«The resolution merely reaffirmed a principle serving as a guiq]
in future the adoption of which does not pre-judice any discussion in prey

gress».

Further, referring to the Protocol of Conciliation, Arbitration any g
Mediation Commission which was adopted at the same time by the Calyx

Assembly of Heads of State and Government, the late President Nkru-
ma of Ghana intervened to state «that the corollary to the principle
of inviolability of frontiers is the principle that the established mechani-
sm approved by the Summit effectively enter into action». The linking
of the two issues is significant since the Commission had been envisaged
not merely as a peacemaking body but also as providing machinery for
peaceful settlement of disputes.

The Somali Delegation expressed its reservation to this resolution
and drew the attention of the Assembly to the contradiction between the
agreement already reached and the adoption of the resolution. In fact
Somalia reserved its position and officially declared that it was not bound
by the said resolution. The Somali view was based on the fact that the
adeption of this resolution would prejudice the sensitive bi-lateral talks
between the two countries scheduled to be held in September, 1964. This
position was also proclamed on a number of occasions; in the speech of
the Somali Foreign Minister to the Assembly of Heads of State and Go-
vernment before the resolution was adopted and in subsequent statements
made by him in a formal communication to the Secretary General of the
OAU dated August 18, 1964 and in a resolution cf the Somali National
Assembly.

In view of the above and in particular taking into consideration our
reservation, it follows, therefore, that the said resolution is in no way
applicable to the territorial dispute between Somalia and Ethiopia.

INVALIDITY OF COLONIAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN
ETHIOPIA, BRITAIN, ITALY AND FRANCE

As alrcaay indicated in the preceding Chapters Ethiopia acquired
parts of the Somali territory under illegal agreements concluded with
Britain, France and Ttaly: It is the position of the Somali Democratic
Republic as she had always maintained in the past, that she cannot be
hound by colonial agreements which she had formally denounced on
her attainment of independence.

These agreements are invalid and devoid of any legal effect on a
number of grounds:

Firstly, the so-called agreements purported to transfer parts of the

Somali territory over which the colonial powers — Britain, France and
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[taly — had no valid {i

Britain, France 11:,1‘211111;;”(:' ‘ln this connection, it will bc. 1'001]”({(1 that
existing Treaties of Proé’q‘f\/tl‘c under an obligation by Vll‘lL'lC af [
the Somali population 'mdlon (1884-1891) to sufcgui”'d the interests of
addition to the obljg,l[,‘ the preservation of their inde
pendence of the P"Ol(c;(l)]‘]lon the protecting state to prese
stipulate the transfer of Tl( ‘pcoplc, these treatics ol 1)|-ulcclion did not
did these treaties provide ;"' .UWHCI'S-hip of Somalj territory- In nowhere
party state. It follows lhc(‘)l\rlhc alicnation of Somali (erritory to a third
of law «Memo dat qt’nod refore, that under the [undamental principles
had no legal ownership lf1011 habet» so long as the pro(ccling powers
a valid title to unoli]\]. O ”]C. Somali territory, they could not transler

er stale, in this case Ethiopia.
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rve the inde-

Secondly, si

OCC Y, since lh‘

\ ¢ protected S . ;

ted not to alienate thej _I l“.”td Somali population expressly convenan-

procal obligation, not ‘UI territory save to the protecting pow

ty ol any other state in]]k;-m]l such territory to pass under the sovereign-
it v G dlic . ) s . -

Italian Governments plicdly devolved upon the British, French and

ers, a reci-

Thirdly, the Somali pe
ments under which “lhll]l]|‘ I)L_?])]C‘llzl(l no krowledge of the colonial agree-
er had they been e lop'“ allegediy acquired Somali territory. Neith-
1.hc Anglo-Abyssinian [:2 ted in the matter. In fact, it was only after
fion activitios in-19%1 3 undary Commission started the illegal demarca-
the Somali people C'nmin the Northern sector of the Somali territory that
lllw OWCCI'—in-chg,,.gCL W:Slok!i”OW' about the British betrayal and as a vrcsuh
slice: tucdasant Brofests illed in the violent riots which followed. Ever
of Somali territory [’\"Iv‘(;Z('[ /7.011110113' were lodged against the usurpation
t-nnliljucd to 1'cmz;in in 11305{:{)‘[%{. ln §Ubscqucn[ YEHrs, the Somali people
they had inhabited from lilszbli(;?n:)c‘lnl(])w'[ llm” B SRR R
rial.
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nection, it should be m C -(/hd”“l of the United Nations. In this con
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expressly st at Article 103 of the United Nati

o y states that «i nited Nations
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gation under the pr . er international agreement . :
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. g > S L 1 . ] A

g the Somali coast ended in complete failure.

d cycle of Abyssino-Somali

In the late 1520’s the two centuries ol
ds and counter-raids

coful 1cadérqhi()g;([ /\{Vlar.‘ In lh]s. con‘lhct the Somalis 1_1ndui the rCSO‘LU'-
ittotics W‘;icll y ;njcd lhr;}ln‘m Gurey scored a scries of resounding
onpio hiah]und; ‘{w 1‘1% S(?mal‘ —lol“ccs over-run the whole of the Abys-
Goa withb s Mu?ll ‘lliu‘ .l‘md 1530’'s Now came lhc. Portuguese  from
son of the famou; \c‘ ‘ullslfl-ndcr the cgmm:and (.)l Chrnsl.ol?hcr Da Gamt'l,
Pisnbiimie fauas i~n lt‘/\‘D]O.l\u,.‘t.o the aid of their Abyssinian ally.. This
oF ite Semal & '“L.( 1L|71Ls.cnlcd \ grcut~ menace to the very existence

alj nation in the light of the fact that the use of fire-arms

was then u .
nknown to this part of the world. Bul despite this change
yssinians, {he Somali forces

in the balance of v
. the balance of power in favour of the Ab
guese enemies, killing

::L'l‘l']g"?::stton](i%‘(l)c‘zlt ’thc combined Abyssinian-Pertu
" l;i.:d;r)gtfllel (fvc\r hulll'.o[ the 4{00 Portuguese musketeers in-
somi ok o Mk T t?%‘ »uf]‘)cd‘mon. This victory made the Somali
the Abyssinians and ;l)Ul.L s laking advantage of this lull in hostilitics.
gitive King attacked Xllltl%ucsc 1'cgf'oupcd and rallying behind their fu-
S ST e l:i~ 1';']?&(»] Ibruhlml Gurey ncar Lake Tana. In this
peer——— 1]:‘ e 1|ll.lS necessitating the ending of the war and
€ ¢ Somali forces.
19th Century from

I'he arrival of the colonialists at the end of the
While Britain,

all directions was ¢
ons was a great challenge to the Somali people.
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[taly, Abyssinia and France were busy partitioning the Somali territory, a n
cffective national liberation movement was in the making under the lea
dership of Sayid Mohamed Abdulla Hassan who courageously reacted to
the multiple colonisation which posed a threat to the very fabric of So-
mali society and its national unity. Although the Somali people were
not aware of the illegal secret agreements dividing their territory, they
have from the beginning violently objected to the forceful presence ancl
divisive intervention of these colonialists in the affairs of their mother—-
land.  Hence the Semali people rallied behind the torch bearer of tha t
historic Somali national liberation movement which took the form of
an armed struggle against the colonial powers including Abyssinia. This,
however, brought about united colonial opposition and particularly <
lasting Anglo-Abyssinian collaboration against the Somalis which remincl
us of the carlier and similar cooperation between Abyssinia and Britais
against the Mahdi of the Sudan.

The Somali resistence was so fierce and cffective that five distinet
expeditions were mounted cach being given to a military Command still
more scnior and with ever increased number of armed forces.

As soon as it became known that the first expedition  was  beings
mounted against this African freedom fightcr, Emperor Menelik «propos—
ed a combined movement of British and Abyssinian forces against the
Mulah from the Ogaden». 1In fulfilment of this proposal which was ac-
cepted, Abyssinia, an African nation, sent her armed forces to fight her
African neighbour who was fighting against a Europcan colonialist foi
the freedom of his country, and did so on cvery expedition  throughout
the campaign. In every army that was sent out by Abyssinia there was a
group of senior British officers to assist Abyssinia accomplish her dastar~
dly task. Letters of appreciation for the services of these British officers
were sent to the British Authorities by Emperor Menelik and Ras Makon-
nen and many were honoured with high decorations by the Abyssinian
Emperor.

The occasions of Abyssinian cooperation with the Europecan colo-
nialists in the task of crushing this freedom movement by brutal colonial
forces are too many to be enumerated here. The following extract from
D. Jardine book will serve as an example to illustrate an occasion when
Abyssinia was paid money for shedding the blood of her soldiers to de-
stroy an African people defending their country against colonialism:

«The Abyssinian army of 4,000 mounting men, including many of
Menelik’s personal troops, was also being mobilised; and the Emperor’s
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consent was obtained to seven British officers, under Col. Rochfort, ac-
companying the army, the command of which was entrusted to Fitawrari
‘ 3 . N " 5
Gabri. It was decided to reimburse the Emperor’s Government for the
L : g c I e 3 b
xpense entailed by the expedition, and a sum of £15,000 was remitted
expe .
{o him on this account».

[t was only after the deployment of the British Airforce in 1920
t the combi{wd forces of the colonialists namely Britain, Italy and

tha ' . s B .
able to suppress temporarily this armed struggle in which

Abyssinia were pr ‘ - - . s n whi
Abyssinia unscrupulously joined forces with the invading European co-
Abyssinie _

lonial powers.

[t was the same airforce namely, the Iirilislj Ro:yul ./\irlkn.’cc which
was instrumental in the destruction of Somali ‘llijllgl1il|.lsl liberation o
mc;n that was used in 1941 in the liberation ol‘ ]:lhl()])li'l. Be that as l.l may
¢ movement has generated an indomilub!c Io!'cc \Ylmlclw had I%‘It in fhlc
jali consciousness a strong sentiment of lmllon.a.lnsm- un’d unity w.hlcn
1d not be effaced and had acted as a source of inspiration ever since.

th
Son
cou

At the end of the Second World War when even the British Govern-
ment felt some pangs ol conscicnee over the indiscriminate pul“lili(m.oi
(he Somali territory by advancing a p.r_oposul t().llmc Council of Forcign
Ministers of the Four Powers to re-unify most of the Somalis once more
and to place them under United Nations Trusteeship (the Bevin Plan).
[thiopid, as expected adamantly opposed tlzcv/;rupusu[_ Instead, Ethiopia
submitted @ Memorandum to the Peace Conference in Paris (U.N. I)L.)C.
No. /\/C.I/W.b’) in which she indicz‘llcd to all, her deeply rooted desire
(o swallow the remaining portion of the Somali territory.  In that Me-

morandum she maintained that:

«Ethiopia (is) the best fitted to administer Eritrea and Somaliland,

(he inhabitants of which are the same stock....».
When in 1956 the Somali people strongly expressed their upposil.icn
(o the partition of their territory by scndl‘ng' a 'dclcgzlllon to the Ul.}llcd‘
Nations, Britain attempted to persuade Ethiopia to rclu!'n p'url of the
ali tervitory, namely Haud and Reserved Area (o its rvightful owners,

Som i ) ; o1 gatos aF
Ethiopia however, once more refused to relinquish her colonial gains O

the Somali territory.
As a result of the struggle for independence and re-unification, Bri-
£ < & : ‘
tain was obliged to indicate her intention of meeting the Somali demands
C o
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sathetic attitude towards the ul-
H
Sonmli]unds. As soon s

hecame furious and

led a syml
and pritish
ans, the Emperor Pe
Western gomaliland under Ethic-

which he delivered in Gabrida-
1956, he ried to turn the go-
(tion to his advantage by

f.or independence and also reved
;'_m}tc .Union between the ITtalian

_‘lthPla became aware of these P!
"?]medialely set off for the first tim¢ 10
pian colonisation. In a public speech
hzn:c (Western Somaliland) on 25th August,
m",ne desire of the Somali people for re-unifice ; SN EE .
claiming that the Somali people Were part of the «(”..Cm Llhl.opmn Fa-
n.]ily», Speaking of the forthcoming indCP‘—'”dcncc of l:?\'-llillmn Som:r
liland, the E'hpéror snid: xWe are confident that they will also remem-
ber that unity is strength even as the Eritreans recognise... As to rumours
of greater Somalia, we consider that somali people are
ly Tinked with all Ethiopia, and {herefore, W¢ do not think that such a
state can be viable standing alone separated Jroint Lthiopia».

. cco ical-
all the nomica!

indupcndcncc, Ethiopia declared
territory under her domina-

in the arca. Mo-

% stazoofwondcr then that soon ul’lu: :
tio -1 ‘.Cmc"gC'?Cy lhl'gughoul the SL')I']]UII
T‘COVC;) Ett']”'c t?)’ force of arms all pohlm"nl ‘

e UIopIa started to commit a SCrics ol
culminated in her full scale attack against the yo
as mentioned carlier.

cxprcssion
acts of aggression which
ung Republic in 1963-6-

cdom and unity of the Somali

fre
ards the question of de-

e I'he opposition of Ethiopia to the
ion can best he illustrated by her attitud

colonisati g .
nisation of French Somaliland.

¢ tow

sl In a BBC broadcast on 28th August, 1960, Emperor Haile Sclassic
Sy Coafl dfo\)\.ll ‘ l\h.zmkrG(.)d;. [ would like l‘ruflcc o bl'“)' i the Freneh
e 'to Soll (TV,U),)' ”‘!IS is one¢ more prool of Ethiopia’s consistent

mali liberation even to the ext
ropean colonial power.

laiming French Somali-
ent of lining up with a bu-

" I“"'S?]cl:‘(,)tll;wl?:7”(1);\“.“1. I“)72.wlwnlllm‘pcmr Iluilf' Sclz{ssic paid visits
Woasiik Somall C'O'llSlUOlchplznncd hls. sovernment’s policy towards the
desire for the :'L e o fpatit pocasions ;
st CXper::;]Z]l:l]:d,n]CC of the s%alus quo and in the event of French
ritory to Ethiopia ]T‘ jopc] l.hzn‘l France wr.ll hand over this Somali ter-
clear that inspite (;[ OAU‘lgy‘t-“]ng: K Pohcy slulc!ncnls made it quite
Somals territory. Eilfiooia dtsovullons: calling for the 1’|1dcpcndu‘ncc of that
st termitoiy l-h’eir ina[])ié 'l())cs n'ot favour the granting to the people =t
nable right to freedom and independence,

he asserted his Government’s
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FINAL OBSERVATIONS

. In the light of what has been stated above, the following observa-
tions appear to be pertinent:

I. That the Ethiopian Empire as W¢ S€¢ it today, is of modern ma-
king and that as recently as 1880 Abyssinian territory was confi-

ned to the Ethiopian highlands.

in every sense of the word a coloni-
ser as much as the Europeans, for she actively participated in
1 < T - S . P

the scramble for Alrica during the last two decades of the 19th
Century and even more recently.  As illustrated above, Ethiopia

collaborated and colluded with European colonialists in secret
member the Somali territory and to

2. That Ethiopia was, and is,

arrangements in order to dis
deny freedom to its people.
3. That Ethiopia opposed and liberation movements
in some neighbouring African {erritorics, and cven openly sup-

. in French Somaliland

ported the perpetuation of European rule

discouraged

and unashame-

rides hersell boldly
hrough se-

ving territorics acquired t
which, generally sp saking, Alri-

That Ethiopia surprisingly p
dly in front of Africa in clain
cret illegal colonial treaties under
ca was partitioned and Somalia 11

&

particular.

and imperialists had
clf-determination to
political destiny,

5. That, when even the European colonialists
cation of the principle ol s

subjected people so that they could decide their
still refuses to apply this

Ethiopia consistently and adamantly
principle to Somali people whose territory she had acquired as
her share in the colonial parition.

to accept the appli

pansionist policy, claimed
Somali territory not al-

Somalj Democratic

6. That Ethiopia, in pursuance of her ex
upto a very recent date those parts of the
ready under her domination including the

Republic.

1 of Somali territory is without historic

ot < 5 .
7. That Ethiopian occupatior
the basic principles of justice

justification and is violation of
and fundamental human rights.
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8. That no portion of the Somali territory has ever been under A-
byssininan rule before 1887 when by use of force and with the
collusion of Europeans, she acquired Harar.

9. That when the Somalis signed Treaties of Protection with Euro-
pean powers it was done for the preservation of their indepen-
dence. The Protectorate Treaties did not transfer ownership of
the land to the Protecting Powers or empower them to give it
away to Ethiopia.

10. That the Somalis under Ethiopian domination still live in the
same terrain of land as they tradtionally lived before the Euro-
Abyssinian partition of the Somali territory although in certain
areas there has been the forceful removal of Somalis and ther
replacement by Ethiopian settlers brought there by the Ethiopian
Government.

I1. That the quest of the Somali people for unity and their strug-
gle against forcign domination, in all its forms, is not a recent
development but has always been a continuous trend throughout

the history of the Somali nation.

12. That, as amply detailed in the carly Chapters, the Somali peo-
ple, in particular, suffered infinitely during this period and stil!
suffer at the hands ol Ethiopia.

13. That Ethiopia has once again amassed her troops on the de fac-
to border. This is part of her plans to provoke incidents as an
excuse of her aggression against the Somali Democratic Repu-

blic.

CONCLUSIONS

Finally, it should be pointed out that the continued Ethiopian occu-
pation of Somali territory constitutes a threat to the peace and tran-
quility in the region and may ultimately Icad to disastrous consequences
if a peaceful and just settlement is not reached. On its part the So-
mali Democratic Republic has done everything in its power to lind a
solution for this problem with Ethiopia bilaterally and also within the
framework of the OAU in a spirit of understanding and brotherhood.

R

As stated carlier, the Somali Democratic Republic has in the past
years taken numerous initiatives in the pursuit of peace in the area. Un-
‘I"ortunalcly however, Ethiopia did not cooperate and did not reciprocate
(hese sincere intentions, thereby failing to enter into peacelul negotiation
on the territorial dispute. Regrettably, Ethiopia has always been against
any move towards the settlement of the dispute cither through direct
negotiation or alternatively under the auspices of the OAU.

The Somali Democratic Republic as a member State of the OAU
is fully committed to the objectives and principles enshrined in the Char-
ter of the OAU. She has on many occasions demonstrated both in words
and in deeds its complete adherence and full support for the cause of
African unity, peace, justice and freedom. Our conviction in these lofty
lﬂ.ingiplcs is aimed at preventing the occurance of injustices and the denial
of human rights which today, as happened in the past, constitutes the
source of human conflict and tragedies in our contemporary world. The
people of our continent have suffered in the past and still suffer becau-
s¢ of the denial of these rights. We fought to win these rights for our-
selves and we arc still fighting to obtain item for many other fellow Afri-
cans who live under colonial domination and racial oppressien.  The
Government of the Somali Democratic Republic earnestly believes that
the credibility of these convictions will be in very serious doubt if we
do not uphold such principles at all times and in all circumstances and,
most important of all, if we do not apply this standard to ourselves. An
African coloniser of fellow Africans, is no different than a non-African
coloniser. If anything, he is worse, more painful, and for that is all
{he more descrving of our condemnation! It is time that we must come
(o grips with our real problems ourselves, face upto our internal issues
and devise the appropriate solution.  Only by following such a course
of action, can we fulfil the hopes and aspirations of the African peoples.

In this regard, it should be a source of great satisfaction to all of us
{hat in recent years, the OAU and African statesmen in gencral have
demonstrated that they were equal to the task of adopting a realistic
appreach towards inter-African conflicts and disputes.  This trend cul-
minated in the conciliantion that took place in Rabat in Junce 1972 and
the consequente emergence ol what was termed as the spirit ofRabat.

Thus, in accordance with the provisions and spirit of the OAU Char-
ter. and in pursuance of our consistent policy of averting blood-shed bet-

g G
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ween African brothers and our quest for peace, the Somali Government
has placed this issue before the OAU.

The courageous solution of this Ethiopian-Somali T'erritorial pro-
blem will be a living proof of the fact that Africa practices a universal
standard of justice and is as firm with a black coloniser as with a white
coloniser. It will not establish an inconvenient precedent, cither, —as
there is no other African country that holds the territory of  another

under identical or parallel conditions.
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APPENDIX A (1)

TREATIES BETWEEN BRITAIN AND SOMA LIS 1884-1885

we. the undersigned elders of (clan inserted here), are desirous of
ntering into an agreement with the British Government for the mainte-
C . -
nance of our independence, the preservation of order and other good and
[e
sufficient reasons.

Now it is hereby agreed and convenanted as follows:

Article 1

The (clan inserted here) do hereby declare that they are pledged and
bound never to cede, sell, mortgage or otherwise give for occupation, save
7U y y (> N o 1Q6 1 > b . NV 1
pound never to cede, sell, mortgage o O(h\:IW]bL gl.VL for cccupation

the British Government, any portion of the territory presently inha-
to . ; :
: - being under their ¢ :
pited by them o1 g cir control.

Article 11

All vessels under the British flag shall have free permission to trade
i all ports and places within the territories of the (clan inserted here).
2 <

Article 111

All British subjects, residing in, or visiting, the territories of the
(clan inserted here), shall enjoy perfect safety and protection and shall
cle : SER . .
be entitled 1O travel all over the said limits under the safe conduct ol
he

the clders of the (clan).

Article 1V

The tralfic in salves throughout the teiritories of the (clan inserted
) shall ccasc for ever, and the Commander of any Her Majesty’s
vessels, or any other British officer duly authorised, shall have the power
requiring the surrender of any slave and of supporting the demand by

hiere

of
force of arms by land and sca.



Article V.

The British Government shall have the power (o appoint an agent
or agents 1o reside in the territories of the (clan inserted here), and every
such agent shall be treated with respect and consideration and be entitled
to have for his protection such guard as the British Government deem
sufficient.

The above-written treaty shall come into force and have effect from
the date of signing this agreement.

[n token of the conclusion of this lawful and honourable bond (na-
mes of elders inserted here).

and

(name ol Assistant Political Resident inserted here together with with-
nesses) and the latter on behalf of the British Government to each and
all in the presence of witnesses affix their signautre, marks, or seals at
(place inserted her) on the (date jnserted here).

SUPPLEMENTARY GENERAL TREATY, 1886. (BETWEEN BRi-
TAIN AND SOMALI CLANS).

(Clans inserted here).

The British Government and the elders of (clan inserted here) who
have signed this agreement being desirous of maintaining and strengthe-
ning the relations of peace and friendship existing between them:

The British Government have named and appointed Major Frede-
rick Meycer Hunter, C.S.1., Political Agent for the Somali Coast, to con-
clude a treaty for this purpose.

The said Major Frederick Mercer Hunter and the said elders of

the (clan inserted here) have agreed upon and concluded the following
article:

Article |

The British Government, in compliance with the wish of the un-
dersigned elders of (clan inserted here) hereby undertake to extend to
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from entering
foreing nation,
Her Majesty’s Governpent.

them and to the territories under their authority and jurisdiction the
gracious favour and protection of Her Majesty the Queen-Empress.

Article 11
The said elders of (clan inserted here) agree and promise to refrain
Y

into any correspondence agreement or treaty with any
or power except with the knowledge and sanction ol

Article 111

This treaty shall come into operation upon the first day of February

One Thousand Eight Hundred and Eight-Six.

(Signed F. M. HUNTER, Major,

Political Agent, Somali Coast

(The names of clders inserted here).



APPENDIX A (2)

AGREEMENT SIGNED BY AHMED MUGAN, CHIEF OF THE OGA-
DEN SOMALIS PLACING HIS COUNTRY UNDER BRITISH

PROTECTION, st SEPTEMBER 1896.

[, Ahmed Murgan, the Chicf of the Ogaden Somalis, do hereby place
mysell, my people, and country, with its dependence, under the protec-
tion of Her Britannic Majesty the Queen, and do hereby declare that |
will not, nor shall my successors or any of my people, cede or alienate
any portion of my territories or dependencies, or make any
any foreign State or person, without the previous knowledge and sanc-

Treaties with

tion of Her Majesty’s Government.,

Commercial arrangements between me and non-natives shall be sub-
ject to the approval of Her Majesty’s Representative, who shall regulate
all disputes, and by whose advice 1 will be guided in all my relations
with non-natives.

(Signature in Arabic)

Witnesses:

(Signature in Arabic).

APPENDIX A (3)

TREATY OF FRIENDSHIP AND PROTECTION BETWEEN FRAN-
CE AND THE CHIEFS OF THE ISSA SOMALIS, OBOCK,26th

MA I\)(.'II. 1885.

Between M. Lagarde (A.M.].L.), Governor of the Colony of Obock
acting in the name of the French Government, and the Issa Chicfs here-

inalter delined:

Absi Handet, Robbe’ Tonk, Bare Ali, Béder Gue'di, Gue'di Dagah,
Dirane’ Dedis, Roble” Gue'le’, Hassan Gue'di, Gue'di Robble’, Moussa
Seid, Mahe'rame’ Egue’, Ouacis Gardadoub, Gue'di Hersi, Ghe're’ Djile-
pour, Allale’ Ouacis, Assobi Bonis, Oure’ Bare’, Quacis Gouled, Bouhe
Derrer, who control the territory extending from Gubbet Kharak and

beyond Ambaddo, near Zeylah, the following Treaty has been signed:

Art. | There shall henceforth be eternal  friendship  between

France and the Chiels of the Issa.

Art. 11 The Chief of the Issa hand over their country to Fran-

ce that she may protect it against all foreigners.

Arti 11T — The French Government undertakes o facilitate com-
merce on the coast and cspeciatly at Ambaddo.

Art. 1V The Issa Chiels undertake to assist France at all times
and to sign no Treaty nor conclude any Agreement, under penalty of

nullity, without the consent ol the Governor of Obock.

Dene at Obock, the 26th March, 1885.
Governor of the Colony.

(Sigd) LAGARDE,

(Marks of the Issa Chicls).

)
o)
|



APPENDIX A (4)

T'REATY OF PROTECTION BETWEEN ITALY AND THE SULTAN

OF THE MIGERTINI (MAJERTAYN SOMALIS) SIGNED AT
BENDER ALULA, 7th APRIL, 1889.

On this 6th day of the month ol Shaban, 1306, correspending to the
7th day of April, 1889.

We, Sultan Osman Mohamoud Yusul, Sultan of all the Migertini,
have of our own free will put to this Act our hand and scal.

We have placed our country and all our possessions, from Ras Auad
to Ral-EI-Kyle (Uadi-Nogal being the farthest limit) under the protection
and government of His Majesty’s ship Rapido; and Captain

Porcelli,
Commanding His Majesty’s ship Staflcta.

We declare that we will not make Treatics or Contracts  with any
other Governments or persons.
We declare besides, that we will present as far as we are able, all
unjust acts directed against Italian subjects and their [riends in all pos-
sessions.
We have signed this Act of our own free will and [ull understand-
ing, and this which we have signed will remain binding upon us, our

heirs, brothers, subjects, and their descendants.

We adopted our signatures and scals to this Act in the full posses-
sion of our facultics of mind and body.

Given at Bender Alula, this 6th of the month of Shaban, 1306 (7th
April, 1889,

V. Pilonard, His

Italian Majesty's Consul.

(L. S.) OSMAN MOHAMOUD YUSUF
Sultan ol the Migertini
Carle Amoretti, Capt. of Frigate.
Giuscppe Porcelli, Capt. of Frigate.

(L. S.) YUSUF ALI YUSUF
Sultan of Obbia

APPENDIX B (1)

HE IS MALIS
pETITION FROM THE 1SSA SOM

Dated 22nd Jan. 1948.

To:

o sstigation,
I ] sowers Commission of Invesi
I'he Four Powers

MOGADISHU, Somalia.

.ut up and divided among ““‘Ct“sovcrc-
R Great Britain. Our grazing and
and Greé Nl

We, the lssa PCOP‘C’ al
. et aaia  France
ign powers - Ethiopta [ldll Jla by these pOWers are
ater rights within the areas e =~ . . - cconomic life cannot
water rights W”h;,n ll. . We now realisc, that out L:L();':Ol A ¢
ided for {er Treatics. F . politically whilst we are
ey cannot advance socially, or 1 L“z remain scpara
i ~TrOVE  § 2 Cc ) oa aQ o TCIMe ara-
. L Wlb ‘ le facto fronticts; and as long as a
broken up by three de i< 4 e
: .rs of our race.
ted from the other members of _ 1 religion with
; | share the samc¢ language and rcigion
We are Somalis an® and have the same mode of life.

3 i . inter-marry freely . : S s ave e
i Samalis. LS the other Somalilands. We are con-
It is our firm desl

) ) - present st . T e ali-
vinced that oul pwl il it racial entity only with a United Somali
ographical

. to be joined tO : S .
B {e is ruinous to our future and welfare. We
ate

can form a g¢

land. ' e R sy

‘ i ixty years oceupation, the Issa Somalis in British Soma
Today after siXty years : i, poup , i e
‘U(‘{ ;*1 nch gomaliland have 1no improvements to show in deve

, i 1 o1 3 3 » F 1 1¢ ] M-

et Jucation or economic well-being. As to the Ethiopian (;ovu.n

‘01"“9‘“" “/t*"] ras despise us as Muslim, they exercise their authority

> Amhare S S

ment, the An

with a very harsh hand,

is paid to our gricvances.

they deny us freedom of speech. No attention

There has been no expenditure on our cduculiu.n. or vT/cll'urc. We
have no voice in the Government.  We are in the Dosll}on of a backward
p::uplc subject to a backward «uligtn» Govcrnmcn't which has no S)’“v‘l‘""
thy for us and wishes to keep us lo.r .cvcr sxil‘l.w.rdmu-lc to them. Ihe
rulers have no racial, cutural or religious affinity with us.  We do not
cven speak the same language.

is our considered and confirmed resolve  to be united  with our
ol

brother Somalis under the protection  and  guidance of a Government

which can develop our country and give us the modern education and
{raining necessary until we can take over the administration of our
country.



Harar is an integral part of our territory. It is an important economic
and commercial link between the Somalis of the west. As Harar is
an important economic unit in our territory we desire its  incorpora-
tion into a Great Somaliland as such an incorporation is absolutely
essential.

We, the undersigned, Sultan Chicls and Sheikhs of the Issa Somalis
do hereby solemnly submit this petition and affix our signatures and
marks thereto.

1. Ugas Hassan Hersi, Sultan of the Issa.
Adan Kawale
3. Haji Ismail Nur

N

4. Haji Ismail Awalch

Ali Abubakar

Ui

6. Husscin Osman

7. Ahmed Gait

8. Haji Abdi Ali

9. Bulali Ainansh

10. Omar Galeh

[T Alawi Kamil Aqi
12, Ali Bore

15, Kadi Donale Issa
14, Haji Jumali Ibrahim

15, Abdulla Gadid.
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PETITION FOR AMALGAMATION FROM THE JIGJIGA AREA,
WITH THE OTHER SOMALI TERRITORIES.

Mugdishu, 22nd Jan. 1948

Tio:
The Four Powers Commission of Investigation

MOGADISHU, Somalia.

We the undersigned Sultans, Chiefs and Shcikh.s lron.1 1l].wth]]%]lsg(:.
area do hereby declare that we want to be unit'cd w‘uh t)uxf “:‘)1. e:oplc
malis. We are bounded on every side be Spmuhs. So]m‘u '?“'i:dm\i)on -
today arc in the unhappy position ol b~c1n'g under ]l’u‘]lhc S
thl-g; Powers, cach  having a part _ol it. \V?‘ have e R
supplies regulations and rcslrictim?s o'I at I%‘:{sl l\vul):n})):l\;\:r l.)uc& ft
subject to Custom Dues on every side in addition 10 e e
curi-cncv of one area is not negotiable in the olhuGL:)l::l:mmm -

0 mi of the population of cach territory no ; e
lilt‘ l\l/(tz‘lh{)«hilc to spend money oi energy on the dcvc{opn.]-t;];nol)l-LSE;:g
tion of our people. We are therefore in lh.c ‘u-nhup‘py po‘.\l e 3
under the authority of all but the rcspunstb'lhly of 1\(;1‘1%. Mgt
sroportion of our people are in lh%‘ tm:rltory. u.m;lr C:numcs P
is we Somalis who lived and scttled in this territory 0 g
the right of occupation of the Somalis to these zux.‘z‘xs ululocl:l; il
feguarded by Treatics between the Powers We are no long

be nominal Ethiopians.

ice denied education suita-
We are over taxed hounded by the Police denied ‘\.dl c‘[ o
| i sred in trade, retuse
ble for Muslem people, restricted and hampered in trade i
k } i ‘tant executive .
ty of word and press, and kept out of all important exec

; ficient leng ime

We have been grouped with Ethiopia Io}' a Sm«“u.b‘l.“\]‘:Tﬁhlﬁffclund

for its rulers to adjust themselves to the realities L.)‘ ‘plum‘lthcr‘l}:mmoni&

work out a sensible solution whereby we could ln"‘ul ‘lf)g\tl o o

usly as member of the same Empire. They hz\v‘c ‘su .L;::m L gy
rigiwls and treat us as vassals of a backward Govert :

prepared to accept this.



s Y)\/fcdlhfavc co'mc to the final conclusio.n that it is time the present
airs was ended and we make this earnest request to be added

L(il;)u;pbl:(;lthu chll;mlis to form a United Somaliland. In this is centred
aspirations. This forced divisi nder ic 8 jexist s i

us the right of normal dcvcl(jlli:;']:::)tnatme:lhll:'lt\:j?fh\\/\‘}tm“u“;l' !b (IC“-V“‘fi

sfaction in a life without future ch'n'c :si'iln‘w f “ LIL“? ‘]'d'\'L m') 5““'_

our birth-right and the preser .(", f ! “- j o Ol‘,l - ualomt.mn %

Sall i 5 ST ".1 erva wn‘ 0 o'u, culture. We can obtain this

¥y by algamation of the Somalilands.

1. SULTAN HASSAN SHEIKH ISMAIL
2. UGAS DUD UGAS ROBLE
Signed:
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THE OGADEN PETITION IF'OR /\M/-'\LG/U\/«’/\TI()[\’ WITH THE

ALI TERRIT ORIES

OTHER SCM
Mogadishu, 22nd January, 1948

To;

The Four Powers Commniision of Investigation,

MOGADISHU, Somalid.

d Sheiks who are hereditary

ltans’ Chiefs an
malis, submit his petition 10 Your Excellen-

thetic consideration.

We, the undersigned Su
authorities of the Ogaden So
cies, with due respect, for careful and sympd
s been Somali territory from

pied by our people ha
(he Somalilands.

The territory occu

time immemorial. It is the gcogruphicul centre of
h groups us with Ethiopia is artifi-
with Imperial Ethiopian Geo-
ed on any grounds. On
the Ogaden should not

he international division whic
cial and impracticable. Our conncetion
vernment is purcly nominal and cannot be

the contrary there is every reason to justily why

justifi

be part ol Ethiopia.

hiopia. It is a terri-
d by invasion haif
reise authority only

(1) The Ogaden is not an integral part of Et
tory which the Ethiopians have conquere
it can ¢X¢

a century ago and over which
by the use of considerable armed forces.
(b) The Ethiouians dislike the Somali Muslim, treat them as
«out-siders».

(¢) Ethiopia is not in a position 10 develop our country.
thiopian Government. As we
and know that it is hos-
Zfidence in their

(d) We do not want to be under
have no voice in their Government
tile to the Somali Muslem. We have no cot
administration or justice.

d by the Ethio-

(¢) Our country has never been offectively occupie

pian Government.

e Bl



We nov ¢ p
ey fir;:l?):]:h:ils:l ‘cc‘)'mjlry be united (0 the other Somali ter-
it Lkt Tio rmn‘“J“lbl‘lifllyc.‘ polmcztl and cconomic unit.  We
i ) Pt e Bt t:ilbfk..bti'xctmns which are the worst causes of
so that we shall be able io LS WL want 'to be Lu?ilcd into onc country
st wi Jseing aceetlod exercise the rng.hl to form a Somali nation,
ke p into unrecognisable bits. We wish to have
" can develop our country and train us o run

We and tl
1¢ other Somalis of i
. 1lis s ne .- g
Mo, cellgion: lemems e € of the neighbouring territorics are 0ne
inter-marry rﬁl'CC]'r ‘ guagu. culture, mode of living and geography. We
and political Oui](;”;( are therefore inter-related. Our economic interests
g ok are S Pa ; . ‘
o s, lland _ are the same. We are one in family and we want
>d to live together as one l

Signed:

I Ugas Mohamed Ugas Hashi
2. Garad Makhtal Garad Dahir
5. Ugas Mohamed Ugas Sigal
4. Ugas Abdullahi Ugas Yassin
5. Ugas Hassan Da’is

6. Mukhtar Ugas Mohamed

7. Sheikh Ahmed Nur

8. Sheikh Mohamed Haji Hussein
9. Hassan Sheikh Abdulla

10. Dulane Sultan Rafleh

I1. Sheikh Adan Warsame

12, Sheikh Ali Sufi.
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APPENDIX B (2)

ALL SOMA Ll C()N!"l:'RL"N("I;’

st February, 1948.

as passed and rorwarded to the Secre-
()rganizution by the All Somali Con-
{ the Somali nation. The re-
all the Somali Delegations
'ERENCE is as follows:

The following resolution W
tary General of the United Nations
ference held in Mogadishu on the future ©

solution which was unanimously adopted by '
ALL SOMALI CON:I

who participated in the

Whereas we, the undersigned gomali Sultans, members of the SO-
MALI YOUTH LEAGUE, Central Committee and deputations from
various parts of the Somali territorics stated under have held an ALL
SOMALI CONFERENCE at Mog bruary, 1948, where

adishu on st Fe
it has been unanimously decided to address the following petition to the
United Nations Assembly.

{ the same race and language

omalis arc all Muslem ©
and are all known by

living and culture,
¢ only four million, who do hereby

That as we S
and have the same mode of
name «Somali» and numbe
against the truc¢ interes
in as

the same

resolve that it is {s of our people to remain sepa-
rately by de facto frontiers; that
nination and for
brother Somalis; that we do
[ the Somali peoples that all the
French Somaliland,

much we  have the natural
urge for national sclf-detert the preservation of human
right, we wish to live as one with our
ceply-rooted desire ©
Ex-ltalian Somaliland,
Kenya), British Somaliland and
one political, administrative, cul-

hereby record the d
Somali territories, namely
N.F.D. (Northern Frontier District of
Ethiopian Somaliland be united into

tural and cconomic unit.

We carnestly appeal for the sympathy and support of the United
Nations to help us to put an end to the unnatural situation of one race
being divided by external influences into

interests and welfare.

five enclosures against its truc

We are Sir,
{. Ugas Mohamed Ugas Hashi
2. Ugas Abdullahi Ugas Casin

— =



1 <l

.OC\I

Ugas Hassan Di’is

Mukhtar Ugas Mohamed Ugas Omar
Sheikh Ahmed Noor Sh. Yusul
Garad Makhtal Garad Dahir

Dulanch Sultan Raflch Representating the Ogaden.

Sultan Hassan Sheikh Ismail and

Sultan Dudj Ugas Rabilch — Representing the Reserved Area.

Sultan Abdullahi Sultan Deria, and

Sultan Mohamed Sultan Farah — Representing British Soma-
liland.

APPENDIX B (3)

, <" CONFERENCES:
RESOLUTION OF THE ALL AFRICAN PEOPLES CONFERENCES

1958 and 1960.

L 8 era. 5-13 December
(1) First All African peoples’ Conference. /\rcul(l, ?-1) er,
B ¥ Gt Sederation:
1958 Resclution on Frontiers, Boundaries, and Feders

Whereas artificial barriers and frontiers d‘l"d'\V“'b.}’ “‘-“I?U‘]“h‘?lb :Jl
divide Afican people operate 10 the detriment of Africans and should
therefore be abolished or adjusted.

Whereas frontiers which cut across cthnic gl'O.UPS or d“"d‘ﬁ. ?%“E]?‘l.ﬁ
of the same stock are unnatural and are not conducive to peace or stabih-
ty.
countries should co-operate  to-

Whereas leaders of neighbouring ; :
blems which accords with the

wards a permanent solution of such pro
best interests of the people affected and cnha Nk
Pan-Alrican Commonwealth of Free States.

aces the prospects of rea-
lisation of the ideal ol a

Whereas the 20th February, 1959 will be an important date in
the history of the Cameroons, when a . : the. |
iscuss the question ol unfication and

special Sessions of the United
Nations General Assembly will d
independence of the territory.

1 e D ao?

Be it resolved and it is hereby resolved by the All African Pcoples

Conference that the Conference:
e e . . i 4 sp1alic b e

(a) Denounces artificial fronticrs drawn by lmpumllbl lL)\.’V\,lb (o
divide the peoples of Africa, particularly those which cut
across cthnic groups and divide people of the same stock:

(b)y Calls for the abolition or adjustment of such frontier at an
carly date to this problem founded upon the true wishes  oi
the people;

(¢) Calls upon the Independent States of Africa to support a per-
manent solution;

(d) Notes with satisfaction that a special Session of the United
Nations General Assembly will discuss the question of unifi-
cation and independence of the Cameroons on the 20th Fe-
bruary, 1959;

e B e



(¢) Invites all Africans to observe that date as Cameroons Day.
(2) Second All African Peoples’ Conference, Tunis, 25-30 Janu-

ary, 1960 Resolution on Somaliland:

The Conference, after a carefull survey of the situation in Somali-
land artificially divided,

(a) Decnounces the colonial repression which is dealt with
country;

this

(b) Hails and supports the struggle of the people of Somaliland

for indepedence and unity in order to give birth to a bigge
Somaliland;

(¢) Requests the immediate liberation ol detained patriots.
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APPENDIX C.

EFFORTS OF THE SOMALI I)l;'/\r'l()('l\’/\'l'l(‘ REPUBLIC FOR PEA-

CEFUL UNITY.

v e QY S wernme
In the first pronouncement on 21st October, 1969, the Government

. P is y standing dispute
of the Somali Democratic Republic referred to this lonlg,'smm ng p.bI
. : . finalised in a responsible
and expressed its ardent hope that 1t will be :mahbu ¢ I
s v s, " I p S Cl,
manner and in a spirit ol African brotherhoo

in June 1970, the pesident of the Suprc!n R%'voiutia.mar'y’HC\QE)HCI'IT
Maj-Gen. Mohamed Siyad Barre sent our Fercign bCCl’C‘i”')T- Jaa L 1;'&’“
Arteh Ghalib to Addis Ababa with a special mcssugc‘lo His lnjpcndl a-
jcsty Haile Sclassie | concerning the need to finalise our dispute.

On 1st July, 1970 the president of SRC had the l'oll.owing to say Em‘
his address to the nation, «We in the S. D. R. do not intend to kindle
the fire of destruction in the Horn of Africa. We have h.eard. fmd some
of us have seen the effects and repercussions of war, which twice .s.truck
this world and left behind untold sorrow and suffering. Whvut we .mtcnd
to do is to press for a peacelul and amicable settlement of all d'lspu‘tc.s
which engulf us and our neighbours, and which sow the sc;cds of suspi-
cion and hatred between the peoples and governments of our part o.l
the world. If these perennial and thorny problems arc solved, t‘hc ci-.
forts of all States concerned will be concentrated on the eradication ol
the arch enemies of mankind - disease, ignorance and poverty, and on
the cconomic and social betterment ol our peoples.

We shall no longer content ourselves with diplomatic and hypocri-
lical statement to our neighbours. We  shall bring to the round-lab.lc
Conference concrete and bold proposals that touch the crux of our dis-
putes with our ncighbours, aimed at creating prosperity, progress and
everlasting peace in the Horn of Africa».

In June 1971, the President of the S.R.C. went to Addis Ababa him-
self partly to participate in the OAU Summit Conference and partly to
continue our negotiations with Emperor Haile Selassic I with a view that
lasting peace may prevail in the region.

In October 1971, the President of the SRC, Maj. Gen. l\4ohun‘wd
Siad Barre invited Emperor Haile Selassie I to participate in the East

s BT



and the Central States Conference in Mogadishu. During his sojourn in
Mogadishu, we had another round of talks on this important issue. The
visit of Emperor Haile Selassie I to Mogadishu was a historical onc
secause before the Revelution, it was unthinkable for him to sct foot on
the soil of the Somalj Democratic Republic  since such a venture was a
great risk to his security. Contrary to such apprehensions, however, Em-
peror Haile Selassie 1 did arrive in Mogadishu and had a warm and sin-
cere welcome while great hopes were placed in thePresident of SRC and
in the Emperor to find a just solution to this chronic problem which is
haunting the present generations ol our people and will create great in
security and distress to posterity.

In May 1972, the President of SRC, Maj. Gen. Mohamed Siad Barre
dispatched a special message with an envoy in the person of Dr. Moha-
med Adan Sheikh, Secretary of State for Health who held important dis-
cussions with Emperor Haile Selassic T in continuation of the previous
conversations.

In June 1972, the President of SRC, met His Imperial Majesty in
Rabat where they discussed again the best ways and means of solving the
territorial dispute between Somalia and Ethiopia.

In December 1972, the President of SRC, Maj-General Mohame:l
Siyad Barre once again entrusted our Foreign Minister, Jaalle
Omar Arteh Ghalib with the task of conveying a special message
to Emperor Haile Sclassic 1 to continue the negotiations initiated since
1969 on ways and means of reducing tension with a view (o peacciully
settling the territorial dispute.

As a result of the various missions made by Somali personalitics to
Addis Ababa, the Ethiopian Foreign Minister arrived in Mogadishu in
December 1972, to continue the negotiations. It is regretable to report
here that no concrete results had been achieved.

Again in February 1973, the President of SRC, Maj-General
Mohamed Siyad Barre have decided once again  to send our
Foreign Minister, Jaalle Omar Attch Ghalib to Addis Ababa with ano-
ther message concerning the rising tension between the two countrics
created by concentration of Ethiopian troops near the de facto

border
and other military provocations.
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. message of the President
; ~etion. an extract from the messag . ted:
In this connection, uncil to the Emperor may be quoted:

of the Supreme Revolutionary Cc

and vanity of man which may some
¢

1) «Aware of human frailty nd thereby prevent them from

i hold the tongues of prave men anc : | {eitd s

imes hold the tongues © i -, <ituation 1ave decided
o alities of a situa "

. : B i {he rcalities ; ;
taking actions dictated by ‘ cooane for 1 oam convineed
i \l lﬁ | ¢ saded by such vain considerations 1€ g

ol to be persus y ¢

: o o prouder stand than to seek
i ) oer get mor is there a prouder stand the cek
that there is no braver ¢ el o (972.
peace and prevent wai>. il
s ‘arerafi - . ey
2 «We have a duty towards the present generations so that they
“~ « C d L K o e td > rarcle N > O~
be totally free. We have also an obligation tow ards the future ge
may be totally Iree. . B o at we achicve in our
nerations so that they may €njoy the fruits of what we
Ci'e MS 8¢ at ) f i
. S  nrooress and prosper
tasks for their futurc progre: . e i )
hec ho do not value the special responsibility placed on ow
"] -4 2 ~ ‘l .
- anguishing under colonial and

ity. We should never be pu-

shed by those Al Gl 1
sl millions of Africans st . . o LI
wulders by We should never be cutwitted by the imperialists

acial subjueation. =
racial subjugation February,

o sole is-united».
who are craving to see us quarrel. weak and dis-unitec
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