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Abstract

The term “Ethiopia” has come to connote starvation and poverty for decades now. It is not
because the country is unsuitable for agriculture; however its name invariably raises
whenever the international media raise issues related to famine, starvation and drought.
Strangely enough, however, before Ethiopia became one of the foremost food aid receiving
countries in the world, some Ethiopian scholars had foreseen their country’s doom and had
warned that it would have occurred. The intellectuals had been highly concerned about their
country’s future and had penned that the problems they had observed should have been dealt
with right away: they had not only pointed out the problems elaborately but also had

suggested in their own ways the corresponding measures to be taken.

This study also analyzed the concepts of development communication discussed in the books
entitled “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader” (1916E.C/1924G.C) and “Japan Endemin
Seletenech?” (1946 E.C / 1954G.C) which were authored by two of these Ethiopian
intellectuals namely Kebede Mikael and Gebrehiwet Baykedagne. It examined economic,
political and cultural aspects of the society the authors commend, criticize and predict upon
and identified the effects they brought upon the government. This study was conducted
through textual analysis method. Different concepts of development communication the
authors raise are dealt with comparatively through point by point method of organization,

and sense for sense method of translation is used to translate Amharic texts into English.

The findings of this research indicated that Kebede Mikael and Gebrehiwet Baykedagne’s
concepts of development communication cannot be ultimately classed under any of
internationally recognized paradigms of development communication though they are
slightly  similar with Modernization and dependency paradigms respectively.
Recommendations made in the two books for the most part went unheeded. Even though
those few heeded ideas brought about significant changes, those ignored recommendations

like, land reform brought the government down and ruined the country.
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Chapter - 1

Background

Development should be the goal of any government, democratic or authoritarian, which
claims to represent the community. If an administrative body in a country is to earn public
trust, it should prove that it is serving the cause of the public. Since its unification as a
modern state in 18 55 by emperor Tewodros, who is widely believed to be the founder of
modern Ethiopia (Adejumobi 2007) .In Ethiopia there have come to power different leaders
who claimed to be rightful rulers in human and/or divine standards. They unified the
different nations under their leadership and then undertook development activities though
the activities were said to be slow and not-so significant for an independent nation (Bahru

2002).

Though the main purpose of this study, as the title signifies, is comparatively exploring the
development communication concepts propagated through the two books, along the way it
also touches upon the efforts the kings exerted to bring in modernity as part of their craving

to build the state and to strengthen their hold on power.

This research focuses on the time when development communication was started by means
of communication media mostly books during the reigns of Menelik II and Haileselssie I.
Accordingly, in this study Emperor Menelik’'s and Emperor Haileselassie’s reigns are
classified into old and modern monarchies in Ethiopia. The degree of modern activities the
two kings had undertaken is the basis of this classification as opposed to the outward
meaning that Hailesselasie was open to modern system of administration while Menelik was
not. Though Menelik II was highly interested in modernization and is believed to have kept

the country open to modern services and new ideas, the activities carried out during the



Hailesellassie regime were relatively wider than that of Menelik’s (Bahru 2002) . In other
words both governments seemed to have one thing in common — a claim to be zealous to

attain development.

During the reigns of Menilik II, Lij Eyasu and Hailesilassie I, foreign educated Ethiopians
who were impressed with European modernization, had been trying to promote some
development concepts to be applicable in Ethiopia. The scholars were apparently dissatisfied
with the administration of the monarchs and the primitive life style of the society (Bahru
2002). The books the writer is proposing to compare and analyze are also written by the two

of these foreign-educated scholars - Kebede Mikael and Gebrehiwet Baykedagne.

The one entitled “Japan Endemin Seletenech” (1946 E.C/1954G.C) was written by the
Ethiopian poet and author Kebede Mikael. It deals with the ways Japan achieved
development. This book gives recommendations as to how Ethiopians should follow Japan'’s
example. It defines development as, a result of genuine effort the public and the government

exert with one accord to bring about progress in every aspect of the people’s lives. (Kebede

1946E.C/1954G.C).

The other one “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader” (1916 E.C/1924 G.C) was written by a young
scholar named G/Hiwet Baykedagn. In this book’s preface the author explains the concern of
his book as, “PUHN dttREG FYMUGT ANA WHOE 09, ame 055 POLmenty w1l prgal +yuGt ym:

“ A lesson about public administration means a guideline that points out the ways people

become subject to progress or regress.” (ibid 1916 E.C /1924 G.C: 12).

In spite of promoting development as a common goal, the two authors have crucial

differences in their presentation of methods to be followed to bring about development.

The two books have been selected for research for the following reason: even though the

books were written during the feudal era, the researcher would like to reflect the fact that
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they may have different invaluable concepts applicable to this day, and the development
concepts they spark can be helpful if well researched and put in to practice ; therefore, the
researcher deems it necessary to compare and analyze the different concepts of development
communicated through these books and to identify the most important concepts pertinent to

the lifestyle of the modern society.

1.1 Statement of the Problem

In Ethiopia during the feudal era, news papers and books were the prominent media (Bahru
2002). During the reigns of Menelik and Hailessilassie, there were books and two newspapers
namely Aemiro and Berhanena Selam. The newspapers had not managed to serve the public
objectively. They were said to have run adulatory stories concerning government officials
though the intelligentsia also tried to make good use of them on their part (Ibid 2002).
However, among the books were some like “Japan Endemin Seletenech” and “Mengistina
Yehizib Astedader” which touched upon economic, political, social and cultural aspects and
drew attention to what the authors stated as the preventable causes of poverty and poor

administration.

Whether in the form of realistic fiction like “Fikir Eske Mekabir” or through non fiction like
“Mengistina Yehizib Astedader”, writers can positively influence their societies by raising
sensitive and burning issues in their books and ignite the passion for change. Molvaer (1997)
observes the role of literature in the society as, “Good literature reflects the life and spirit of
the people .Writers hold a mirror up to their society. A society finds its expression through

its authors, and in this way it is the co-author of literary works.”(Ibid 1997:n.p).

The feudal kings and lords were blamed by most of the intelligentsia of the time for keeping
the country impoverished and backward. Some other intellectuals and Europeans also put
the blame on the people whom they call conservative, primitive and lacking in work ethics.

The sampled books also deal with what they call the root causes of lack of modernization in
11



Ethiopia. Since during the period the books were written literacy was very low in Ethiopia,
the purpose of the writings of most of the Ethiopian intellectuals was not reaching the
majority of the people, but those who were in power, and who could bring change had they

been well informed about modern administration (Bahru 2002).

This research is meant to study how the two books discuss the features of development
communication; to what extent the issues addressed are objective, constructive and

enlightening, and what lessons they have for the modern generation.

1.2 Objectives

General Objective

+ To explore the theories and concepts of modernization raised in the two books and

find out if they brought about positive/negative effects on the administration system
Specific Objectives

# To asses possible reasons the authors attribute for the country’s poverty and
underdevelopment , and if the supposed hindrances were truly the basic causes for

the said regression

+ To point out and analyze development communication approaches recommended in

the two books and explore other scholars’ works which justify or disprove them

+ To point out similarities between Ethiopia and Japan which might have made Kebede
Mikael believe Japanese way of development was more applicable in Ethiopia than

that of the westerners

+ To identify if there were basic and apparent causes of poverty other than those

explored in the books
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To evaluate to what degree the writings of the two scholars were constructive and

objective

To explore if there are any predictions made in the two books which were fulfilled

during the administrative systems after the fall of the imperial regime in Ethiopia

To bring forward unsolved problems explored in the books that are still considered
by some scholars to be passed down to this generation and to reassess the

recommendations made by the scholars as to how to alleviate them

1.3 Research Questions

4+

Were the concepts of communication for development raised by Kebede and

Gebrehiwet applicable in Ethiopia which was administered by a monarch?

Did these concepts of communication for development go in line with the economic

and political policies formulated by the monarchy?

Were there problems the authors overlooked and ended up drawing wrong
conclusions?
Were the development communication approaches addressed by the scholars related

to any internationally recognized development theory?

1.4 Scope of the study

This study was conducted through textual analysis: different concepts of development

communication raised in the two books are comparatively analyzed and at times, when

found indispensable, some articles from other books deemed highly related to the study at

hand are used to support it. Various articles are selected from both books for analysis as

representative samples though the study did not necessarily include all pages of the two

books in the interest of avoiding unnecessary repetition.
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Chapter 2

2. Review of Related Literature
2.1 What is Development Communication?

For thousands of years human beings have been struggling to have dominion over the world
and competing with one another to make a name for themselves. They have been divided
into different nations on the basis of their color, culture, language and geographical location.
To prove their supremacy over their fellow human beings, nations had waged wars, and after
horrifying bloodsheds the winners had subjugated as well as looked down on the conquered
nations and exploited their natural resources. However, as time has gone by, human beings
have got less inhumane. The spread of knowledge and industrialization, along with the
struggle of the subjugated nations, minimized the moral degradation of the underdeveloped
people by freeing them from servitude; Encyclopaedia Britannica (2010), defines the role of

industrialization as

....the changes that took place in Britain during the industrial revolution of the late
18th and 19th centuries provided a prototype for the early industrializing nations of
Western Europe and North America. Along with its technological components (e.g.,
the mechanization of labor and the reliance upon inanimate sources of energy), the
process of industrialization entailed profound social developments. The freeing of the
laborer from feudal and customary obligations created a free market in labor, with a
pivotal role for a specific social type, the entrepreneur. Cities drew large numbers of
people off the land, massing workers in the new industrial towns and factories (Ibid

2010).

When human beings advanced in knowledge, they shifted from subjugating fellow human
beings forcefully to outshining them industrially and neocolonizing them economically.

However, in the mean time, the industrialized nations made it their business to watch over
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the economic, political and social life of the third world people and to be involved in
humanitarian activities. They also started claiming that they are out for helping poor
countries to be economically self-reliant. This resulted in the coinage of the term

“Development Communication”

The term "Development Communication" was first coined in 1972 by Nora C.
Quebral, who defines the field as “the art and science of human communication
linked to a society's planned transformation from a state of poverty to one of dynamic
socio-economic growth that makes for greater equity and the larger unfolding of

individual potential (“Development Communication,”2011, para.l).

Weisbord (n.d:1) briefly defines it as “the application of communication strategies and
Principles in the developing world.” At the time the theory was originated, Countries of
Asia, Africa and Latin America compared to westerners were backward. Therefore, the
developed countries initiated an international aid program which aimed at helping the third
world countries to alleviate their economic, social and political problems and catch up with
the developed world. Apart from economic support, for an immediate effect, they found it
necessary to bring behavioral change through the means of communication media. They

concluded that economic assistance solely can not avoid the problem ultimately (Ibid n.d).

However, the recently emerging concepts of modernization are supportive of culture as
opposed to the earlier ones which endorsed the imposition of western culture upon
developing nations as the ultimate solution. Jan Servaes quotes what Jan Pronk, Dutch
Minister of Development Cooperation, said in retrospect about the erroneousness of

westerners’ stand towards modernizing developing nations:

We thought that we finally properly understood the role of culture in the
development of our societies. We had been mistaken about that role when we began
to produce theories about development in an effort to steer the process of

development in a harmonious way. We learned that culture was neither irrelevant to
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development nor an impediment to it. We also learnt that culture was neither sacred
nor conservative, that development would not destroy culture but itself be affected by
and adapted to the cultural context in a society. We learnt it the hard way, after
making many mistakes, sometimes with consequences opposite to those which we
originally had in mind. However, 40 years after the launch of the first development
plan-Point Four, in 1949-we knew better. Point Four was basically a program of top-
down, technical assistance, provided by a supposedly superior culture to backward,
underdeveloped societies. But gradually we came to understand the mutually
enriching relationship between culture and development, accepting culture as the
heart beat of development and discovering development as a process far richer than

simply economic growth or technological progress (Servaes 1999: xi).

However, it must be noted that not all scholars agree upon the above noted concept of
development communication. Some still hold the earlier stand, and even those who claim to
have righted their wrong concepts can not help being influenced by it. As westerners were
the originators of industrialization, everything they theorize is one way or the other
influenced by their outlook towards modernization which by itself is the result of the culture

held by the society they belong to.

Efforts were made to procure definitions representative of global trends. The prominent of
them, according to Bahru, was provided in a conference held in the United States in
1960.Attendees of this conference came up with what can be classed as international

standards of modernization:

The group of Japanese and American scholars came to the following global-as distinct
from exclusively western —attributes of modernization: a relatively large urban
population and an increasing urban orientation of society; greater use of inanimate
energy; extensive interaction among members of society; widespread literacy
attended by secularism and scientific orientation; an extensive and penetrative

network of mass communication; bureaucratization of social and political institutions;
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and emergence of the nation state and the growth of international relations (Bahru

2002:3).

As a result of the diverse definitions of the term “modernization” which appeared from time
to time, it is difficult to set one unanimously approved definition. The definitions given by
economists, politicians and anthropologists are all very different; each definition which

represents one group of scholars is not found satisfactory by the other (Chilcote 2003).

Bahru in his book “Pioneers of Change in Ethiopia” describes how difficult and not so

essential it is to set a single definition:

The popularity of the notion of modernization must be sought not in its clarity and
precision as a vehicle of scholarly communication, but rather in its ability to evoke
vague and generalized images which serve to summarize all the various
transformations of social life attendant upon the rise of industrialization and the

nation-state in the late eighteenth and nineteenth century (Bahru 2002:1).

2.2 Development Communication Paradigms

In the effort to procure a single method to eradicate poverty from developing nations, many
scholars had come up with what they call “Development theories”. Some scholars do not
agree with the very term “theory”. Servaes prefers to call them ‘views’, ‘schools’ or

<

‘paradigms’ instead of ‘theories’ and argues: “...these paradigms are not theories, for they do

not provide explanations, only instructions as to where to go for explanations.” (Servaes

1999:5).

There are three dominant paradigms of development namely, Modernization Paradigm,
Dependency Paradigm and Participatory Paradigm. Even though these paradigms came to

exist in slow succession and seem to be independent of one another, it is argued that none of
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them can stand independently, that each one of them one way or the other is related to the

previous one:
Paradigms in the social sciences build on one another rather than break
fundamentally with previous theories. As a consequence, many individual thinkers
deepen and widen their views in an evolutionary, sometimes dialectic way. Thus it
might occur that their earlier work can be viewed as an eloquent evidence of the
modernization or dependency theory where as their later publications are more in

line with the multiplicity (participatory) paradigm (Ibid 1999:8).

2.2.1 Modernization Paradigm

Modernization paradigm also called “the dominant paradigm” is so highly related to
“development communication” that in different books the explanations given to
development communication are similar to concepts raised in modernization paradigm.

Servaes (1999) observes:

During the late 1940s and 1950s most development thinkers stated that the
problem of “under development” or “backwardness” could be solved by a more- or-
less mechanical application of the economic and political system in the west to
countries in the third world, under the assumption that the difference was one of
degree rather than of kind. This mainly economic oriented view, characterized by
endogenism and evolutionism, ultimately resulted in the modernization and growth

theory (Ibid 1999:5).

According to this theory, the source of poverty and the absence of all indicators of
modernization in third world countries are at least partially related to traditionalism which
thwarts new thoughts and inventions conservatively. This theory puts media as an effective
instrument to do that quickly by reaching the multitude. Proponents of this paradigm argue
that creating awareness and bringing social change is the first step third world countries

should take to modernize. They directly and indirectly indicate that Westerners’ superiority
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is not only economically but also politically, culturally and socially. Therefore, they
conclude, when developing countries strive to attain modernization, they should also copy

western culture and life style, Waisbord describes it as

...the underlying premise, originated in classic sociological theories, was that there is
a necessary fitness between a “modern” culture and economic and political
development. The low rate of agricultural output, the high rate of fertility and
mortality, or the low rates of literacy found in the underdeveloped world were
explained by the persistence of traditional values and attitudes that prevented
modernization. The goal was, therefore, to instill modern values and information
through the transfer of media technology and the adoption of innovations and culture
originated in the developed world. The Western model of development was upheld as

the model to be emulated worldwide (Waisbord: n.d:3).

There were also critics of this paradigm who argue that this paradigm falls short in analyzing
the causes of poverty from different angles. Mefalopulos (2008:45) observes: “they attacked its

predominant, if not exclusive, economic focus... and blamed its proponents for ignoring
elements, such as colonization, past exploitation of resources, and, more recently, globalization,
all of which greatly affect and limit the individual capacities of countries in the political and

economic arena.”

The failures attributed, directly or indirectly, to modernization caused a rethinking of the
theoretical models of reference for communication. As it became increasingly evident
that media alone could not change people’s mind-sets and behaviors, theories such as
“the hypodermic needle theory” or “the bullet theory,” which overemphasized the power
of media over people, lost their relevance. With time, it became progressively more
evident that media impact was not as direct and as paramount as commonly believed, and
that audiences were not as passive, either, but it did not lose its linear flow from a central
source to many (passive) receivers, as indicated by the renowned Berlo’s formula (1960)
that illustrated the process of communication as Source-Message-Channel-Receivers, or
SMCR (Ibid 2008:46).
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2.2.2 Dependency Paradigm

Dependency Paradigm came to exist in Latin America when some scholars strived to fill the
gap they thought proponents of modernization paradigm neglected or overlooked. These
scholars tried to come up with the most complete theory to explain the causes of poverty of

the third world countries. Mefalopulos describes it:

This is another example of a major alternative theoretical framework that is rooted in a
political-economy perspective. ... A.G. Frank (1969), reflected critically on the
assumptions of modernization, which placed full responsibility and blame on developing
countries for their conditions of underdevelopment. ... He considered development and
underdevelopment as two faces of the same coin, shaped by specific historical, economic,
and political factors. Hence, neither the causes nor the solutions of underdevelopment
should be sought exclusively, or even mostly, within the poorest countries, but within the
broader international scenario and forms of exploitation such as the richest countries’
colonial past (Ibid 2008:47).

This paradigm as opposed to the modernization paradigm attributes poverty to external factors
that were imposed upon the developing nations by their developed counterparts. The proponents
of dependency paradigm argue that the developed nations wittingly exploited their superiority in
the economic front to make sure that the underdeveloped nations do not make any headway by
confining their role to that of “supplying raw materials and cheap labor to the richer ones,
making it impossible for them to ever catch up.”(Ibid 2008:47). Proponents of this paradigm also
came up with their own plan to alleviate the problems:

Nationally, developing countries on the periphery were to become economically self-
reliant and less dependent on foreign imports. Internationally, they would form alliances
among themselves to create a stronger political presence.... It had a significant impact in
the economic and development policies of a number of third World countries, especially
in the 1970s and early 1980s, resulting in the adoption of import-substitution policies by
many of those countries ... This strategy aimed to protect national industries from outside
competition by subsidizing them and putting high tariffs on imported products (Ibid
2008: 48).
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In spite of the effort of the proponents of the dependency paradigm to give a complete account
on the causes of poverty in third world countries, some other scholars came out with their
questions and the gaps they claimed the modernization paradigm did not fill and dependency
paradigms failed to bridge, and in their turn they devised different views which could not merge
to form one paradigm like the previous ones. These scholars criticized the modernization and
dependency paradigms for being “too economically focused and for not paying enough attention
to social and cultural factors.” (Ibid 2008: 49).

Even though Modernization and dependency paradigms hold different views concerning the

causes of poverty, they also have similarity in their model of communication:

Despite significant differences between modernization and dependency theories, their
communication model was basically the same: a one-way Communication flow, with the
main difference between the two theories being who was controlling and sending of the

message and for what purpose. (Ibid 2008: 50)

2.2.3 Participatory paradigm

After pointing out factors the two paradigms neglected, proponents of the participatory paradigm
came up with what they claim a better option. Their aim is not creating a single paradigm which
competes with the previous schools, yet calling attention to the shortcomings of the previous
schools and offering well thought out principles to alleviate the problems, yet this paradigm
never tries to forward one best method to eradicate poverty: According to this paradigm
,“...there is no universal path to development. Every society must define development for it self
and find its own strategy.”(Servaes 1999:6). As a result, these scholars did not manage to devise

a single paradigm like the previous two:

The wide convergence in participatory approaches, nonetheless, has not resulted in a
unified paradigm. Rather, it has generated a number of theoretical approaches still
seeking a unified and consistent common framework. The following are some of the most
renowned: the multiplicity paradigm (Servaes 1991); the empowerment approach
(Friedmann 1992); another development (Melkote 1991; Jacobson 1994), derived from
the conception of former UN Secretary General Dag Hammarskjold and further promoted
in the Cocoyoc Declaration; the autonomous development (Carmen 1996); and other

Conceptions of participatory, people-based development. (Ibid 2008: 51)
21



What sets apart the participatory paradigm is its model of communication. Unlike
Modernization and Dependency paradigms, the participatory paradigm allows two way

flow of communication.

Participatory approaches require a shift in the way individuals are considered, from
passive recipients to active agents of development efforts. There are a number of reasons
for this shift, a major one of which is presented by Ascroft and Masilela (1994: 282), “If
peasants do not control or share control of the Processes of their own development, there

can be no guarantee that it is their best interest that is being served.” (Ibid 2008: 50).

2.3 Historical Overview of Modernization in Ethiopia
from 18 55to 19 74

In the developing world there were two ways of introducing modernization: the first and the
hardest was Japanese way which is all about copying as well as enhancing western
modernization plus keeping and developing ones own (Kebedel946 E.C /1954G.C:) . The
other is colonialism. The former though commendable, requires a strong leadership; an
extended period of peace, and cooperation between the state and the people. Until recently,
it was only Japan which followed this path as well as succeeded and held as an example for
the rest of the developing nations (Gebrehiwet 19 16 E.C/1924G.C). Unlike the former the
latter puts the people under the rule of a foreign state; deprives them of their basic rights,
and the modernity the rulers bring about is not meant to build the country but to fulfill their
agenda; as a result, though it may be said of it that it slightly brings in modernization, the

disadvantages outweigh the advantages.

Almost all of the developing countries fall in the one or the other group. When it comes to
Ethiopia neither is true. The country was neither colonized to an extended period so that it
could be well exposed to modernization, nor it met the necessary conditions that enabled

Japan to attain modernization. This is one of the main reasons Ethiopia could not achieve
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development even to the level colonized states managed (Bahru Zewde 2002). There are
many possible explanations for this, but one thing is for sure - Ethiopians’ aversion of
Europeans, or what the Europeans call “Europhobia” is one of the most likely reasons in any

case.

The source of “Europhobia” in Ethiopia was a religious controversy that went beyond the
expected limit three centuries ago. A religious controversy the Portuguese Catholics caused
,disturbed the delicate balance between Ethiopian politics and religion ; in 16 33 Fasiledes
dethroned Susiniyos - the first king to ever dare convert to Catholicism in the country’s
history - and applied the subsequent close-door policy which lasted even after the death of
the king. “...Fasiledes ended a period of contact between his country and Europe, initiating a
policy of isolation that lasted for more than two centuries.” (“Fasilides” Encyclopedia

Britannica 2010).

Concerning Ethiopia’s isolation and its inability to bring in modernity on her own,
Adejumobi quotes what a British novelist by the name Evelyn Waugh recommends as the

only solution:

Abyssinia could not claim recognition on equal terms by the civilized nations and at
the same time maintain her barbarous isolation; she must put her natural resources at
the disposal of the world; since she was obviously unable to develop them herself, it
must be done for her, to their mutual benefit, by a more advanced power (Adejumobi

2007:48).

2.3.1 The kings and their Readiness to Modernize the State

In Ethiopia modernization is a recent phenomenon. It came up in 18 55 with the unification
of the divided autonomous states by emperor Tewodros who was considered Ethiopia’s first
“modern ruler” (Ibid 2007; Encyclopedia Britannica 2010). Before its unification, the country

was divided into different regions and autonomous states. Therefore, Tewodros’ ambition to
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build a strong and modernized Ethiopia and his effort to establish foreign connections to
bring his dream to pass is considered the first step in the introduction of the concept of

modernization.

After its formation as a modern state in 18 55, the country had seen about four crowned and
one uncrowned monarchs: Tewodros, Yohannes IV, Minilik II, Lij Iyasu and Hailesilassie I.
All of these rulers, save Iyasu, had the same trait of consolidating the state; strengthening
their hold on power - by producing and/or purchasing arms, and seeking modernization.
However, their tendency to make strengthening their hold on power a priority of priorities

resulted in ruthless treatment of the peasants.

2.3.1.1 Emperor Tewodros

There are two possible reasons that might have made Tewodros aware of his country’s
backwardness and vow to bring reform : “his upbringing in the court of Dejach Kinfu which
enabled him to learn basic lessons of Ethiopian government , administration and warfare” as
well as his being “ an avid reader of ancient and modern European history” (Ibid 2007:29),
and the complete defeat his army suffered at the battle of Debark by the well trained and
equipped — with - modern artillery Egyptian army (Ibid 2007). Tewodros like other kings
before and after him gave precedence to secure his hold on power. That’s why producing fire
arms was the first thing that crossed his mind when he thought about modernization and as a

result established a technical school at Gafat to produce firearms (Bahru 2002).

The transformation he determined to achieve had to be well funded. To make his plan work
he made the peasants nationwide provide land for military base and confiscated the church’s
lands with the justification of minimizing the-more than necessary number of priests and
deacons (Marcus 19 94). As a result, the church which had been “ the most influential force

in Ethiopia for sixteen centuries ” (Mesay Kebede 2006:6), denounced the king as
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illegitimate which made the latter resort to brutal actions to quell a series of revolts which

came subsequently:

Unable to secure the allegiance of people and princes, he held Ethiopia together only
through warfare. ...He had intended to construct a government based on respect for
law and order, but violence founded the order of his law, and he was never able to
rule on any other basis. Tewodros found himself the emperor of only that part of
Ethiopia through which he and his large army marched, and no amount of pillaging

and looting and terrorism seemed to make much of a difference (Marcus 1994:69).

During the reign of Tewodros there were no foreign or locally educated Ethiopians who can
understand the king’s thirst for reform; promote his ideas and make the public aware of it.
Let alone foreign educated intellectuals, there were no wise councilors who would advise the
king as to how to keep his government together. Most of his allies were associated with him
during his time of banditry; therefore, they could neither understand his reformation
concepts nor dare to admonish him when he desperately tried to enforce his agenda with
force; the most his soldiers could do was betray him when he needed their council and

support the most.

The importance of foreign educated Ethiopians was paramount during the reigns of his
descendents, but Tewodros was not fortunate in this respect. Bahru Zewde describes it as,
“Part of the frustration of Tewodros in his relations with the British emanated from his

failure to get an intermediary who could get his message across accurately to Queen Victoria”

(Bahru 2002:185).

Generally, Emperor Tewodros’ effort to familiarize the public with modern administration
failed. Some of the factors the failure can be attributed to were, the unfamiliarity of the
peasants to the new ideas the emperor came up with; his cruel methods of enforcing them;

the refusal of the church later on to accept him as a legitimate king let alone to embrace and
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promote his modernization plans, and the last straw was, out of frustration and ambition his

refusal to free the British citizens he jailed.

2.3.1.2 Emperor Yohannes

Endeavor for modernization before settling domestic strife did not do Tewodros any good.
Atse Yohannes had also many more enemies than his descendents; as a result, it wasn’t easy
for him to achieve Tewodros’ dream. His reign was marked with invasions of Egypt,
Mahadist Sudan and Italy from abroad, and Menelik of Shoa and Teklehaimanot of Gojjam
had to be reckoned with at home (Bredin 2005).

While he was not an autocrat, emperor Yohannes was one of the most intolerant kings in
matters of religion. He was determined to keep the country unified and was sure that making
the people follow one religion, with whatever means necessary, was the best approach to
realize it. Apart from expelling Catholic and Protestant missionaries, he sent for and got four
Egyptian bishops into the country.He also adamantly provided the Falashas, Muslims and Pagans
with two choices- conversion to Christianity or fleeing the country. Some submitted to his will and
converted to Christianity, but others who wouldn’t submit to his will left the country to avoid

persecution (Tekletsadik 1936 E.C /1944 G.C).

He curtly told the missionaries that what he needed was not them but those who may serve
his country as merchants or train his people in crafts like, blacksmiths, carpentry and rug
making (Ibid 1983E.C/1991G.C). His description of what his country needed hints upon his

desire to bring in modernization had there been peace in the country.

2.3.1.3 Emperor Menelik II

Even though modernization as a concept was said to be introduced by emperor Tewodros, by
then the society did not understand the new administration and was not ready to welcome it.

Since the end of “the age of princes”, it is only after the reign of Menelik and particularly
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after the victory of Adwa that the sense of national unity was established in the country, and
Ethiopians were exposed to European civilization with the effort of the king and some
foreigners as well as the foreign educated Ethiopians helping him as councilors. (Ibid
1983E.C/1991G.C). Therefore, in the reign of Menelik the country was relatively secured,

and the attainment of some modernity was realized.

During his reign, there were European advisors who helped the king with his modernization
endeavors and foreign connections. Alfred Ilg- the Swiss- whom the king bestowed upon the
title of “Bitwadad” was “the most influential of them all.”(Ibid 1983E.C:577). He was an
official councilor of the king. Tekletsadiq Mekuria describes Menelik’s overall treatment of

foreigners:
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...with all the gifts and the titles he bestowed upon the foreigners, the king used to
treat them like friends, and they used to reciprocate his good will by looking upon
the country and the king as theirs. Alfred Elg with his discourse in letters with
Europeans on behalf of Ethiopia , had his own stamp like any Ethiopian high ranking
official...even during the process of reconciliation negotiations on behalf of the
country, Alfred Elg and Liontev went to Rome one after another to discuss reparation

to Ethiopia (Ibid 1983E.C : 538).

Atse Menelik was cautious about strengthening his hold on power .He wouldn’t take a risk
however small that may seem as long as he thought it might incite opposition either from the
public or the clergy. Many scholars relate his endeavor to modernization to the victory of

Adwa. No doubt he desired European civilization enormously, but he didn’t dare to impose it
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against the will of the clerics and the society until after the victory of Adwa which they

idolized him for.

Many agree that he was lucky when it comes to winning the favor of the public which his
predecessors, Tewodros and Yohannes did not manage to secure. However, some scholars
attribute this less to luck than the king’s flexibility in handling the public, and the
subsequent victory he had in the battle of Adwa. Menelik is said to have learnt a lot from the
mistakes of his predecessors: he neither became too ambitious in attaining modernization
and made rush decisions - at the expense of his popularity among the public and the clergy -
like Tewodros, nor did he become a religious fanatic and tried to unite the people under one
religion by force like Yohannes. Tekletsadik Mekuria in his book “Atse Menelik Ena

YeEthiopia Andinet” describes it as,
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Had the initiation of modernization come before the victory of Adwa, unequivocal
opposition would have been inevitable. But now, with his reputation that “He won
the formidable Italian army with the help of Saint George, and saved us from a
foreign enemy”, his being a just judge; his adherence to giving a regular banquet to
the clerics and the soldiers, and his disinterest in accumulating personal fortune,
earned him respect , love and acceptance. His appointment of government officials in
light of their integrity and commitment towards serving the state instead of blood
relation and tribal favoritism increased the number of his nobilities and their approval
of him (Ibid 1983E.C: 578).
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In spite of Tekletsadik Mekuria’s attribution of Menelik’s success to the above noted qualities
of the king, G/hiwet blames Menelik for giving Ministerial positions to people who were
from Shewa and for sidelining people of Lasta, Begemidir, Semien, Tigray and Gojjam from

involving in serious government affairs (Gebrehiwet 1912).

However, the king did not determine to introduce modernity all at once; though slightly, he
did try to do that even before the victory of Adwa: The most prominent of them all was the
construction of railway to reduce problems of transportation. The agreement was approved
by the king in 1886, two years before the battle of Adwa, which allowed his trusty Swiss
councilor Alfred Elg to construct the railway which was meant to start from Djibouti and
cross Harar, Intoto, Kefa and end at White Nile. However, his plan was fulfilled partially as a
result of shortage of money-it couldn’t extend farther than Addis Ababa. ... The benefits the
construction of railway had brought were multifaceted: the beginning of telegraph service -
which was part of the railway construction agreement — and the turning into towns and
cities of rural areas the railway passed through namely Mojo, Bishoftu, Nazret, Welenchiti

and Diredawa were some of them (Tekletsadik 1983 E.C).

Some of the other modernization undertakings which were fulfilled after the victory of
Adwa were the construction of bridges in 1889 in Addis Ababa and other regions which
were undertaken by European professionals the king hired; the paving of gravel roads; the
introduction of telephone service in 1882; the importation of automobiles; the introduction

of new currency system —silver money- in1894 (Ibid 1983 E.C).

Many foreigners who either visited Menelik or served as his councilors at some point in
time, revealed their amazement at the king’s curiosity and effort to attain technical skills.
Tekletsadik Mekuria quotes what a French writer by the name Moses Sylvain Venires wrote

about the king after he visited Addis Ababa and stayed there for a long time:
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I have come back with an unforgettable memory of this king. He has clear and clever
insight: he wants to see, to know and to understand any handiwork and mechanical
equipment. Like a watchmaker, he dismantles and reassembles watches. With him
there is no secret as to the assembling and operation of rifles, cannons and
machineguns. He knows the equipments as well as the art of constructing buildings
like a professional. There is no better architect in the country. When it comes to
knowledge he wants to know in detail about every trivial matter. ... It takes a book to

list the things he planned to carry out. (Ibid 1983:585)

After establishing Menelik II School in 1908, the king issued a decree and informed the

public that it was a duty to send children to school:
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Until now whoever is a craftsman has been called names. Therefore, there is nobody
who strives to learn and acquire skills. If we keep living like this, churches will be
closed; rather, Christianity will fade away. In other countries apart from learning
what is passed down, people invent new things. Therefore, from now on boys and
girls of six years old and above will attend school. Those families who don’t get their
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children to learn are legally deprived of their right to will their possessions to their
children, and it would rather be confiscated by the government. Schools and teachers

will be provided by the government (Ibid 1983E.C: 588).

Even though the aforementioned decree was issued, it can be argued that it was ambitious
and impracticable given buildings , teachers and other necessary facilities were scarcely
furnished. There were only two Schools at the time in Addis Ababa and Harar (Bahru 2002) ;
so it couldn’t accommodate all students, had all parents in obedience to the creed sent their

children to school.

“After the introduction of road, railway, telephone and modern school, the king also
established the first modern hospital in the country-Atse Menelik hospital.” (Ibid 1983E.C:
588)
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Until this period, there was bartering system in Ethiopia: people had been conducting
business by exchanging one item for the other, and at times bullets and bar salt had
also been used in place of currencies. When it comes to very expensive items
Mariatheresa dollar -which was introduced in Ethiopia in 1780- had been in use. To
solve this problem, Menelik signed a contract in 1894 with a French company which
had been producing currency and brought in 20,000 birr with subunits upon which

his feature was engraved (Ibid 1983E.C: 589).

When it comes to administration, instead of the traditional way the king preferred the European
structure, and for the first time built twelve offices and assigned the following nine ministers for the

time: Afe nigus Nesibu - Minister of Justice ; Fitawrari Habtegiorgis - Minister of War ; Ligemekuas
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Ketema —Minister of the Interior; Negadras Hailegiorgis —Minister of Commerce and Foreign Affairs
;Bejirond Mulugeta —Minister of Finance; Kentiba Weldetsadik —Minister of Agriculture ;
Tsehafetizaz G/Silassie —-Minister of Pen ; Qegne Azmach Mekonnen Tewendbelay —Ministry of
Work ; Azazh Metaferia —Palace Official (Minister). Apart from these, without assigning ministers
for, the king established Ministries of Education, Post and Telecommunication which were headed by

General Managers (Ibid 1983E.C).
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You, who insult the worker on account of his trade, I warn you. ... the indolent who
is incapable of doing a thing keeps insulting the resourceful person. ... If this is to
come to an end, and everybody to be slothful, then there will be neither state nor
government. However, there in Europe, for skillfully crafting rifle, train and the like
people got dignity and right titles like “engineer” rather than insult; the workers
supplied their provisions and encouraged them. But you, through your spiteful insult,
are going to leave my country without a craftsman who sharpens a plow; to make it
barren and to destroy it. From now on whoever insults the one that earns his living, is
insulting me. Therefore, any one who dares disobey this decree will be sentenced to
one year imprisonment. Officials, if you have trouble keeping the criminal in prison,

send him to me. Tir 17, 1900 (Ibid 1983E.C:591).

‘When it comes to Justice, Tekletsadik Mekuria describes Menilik’s contribution as
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... Complainants from all corners of the country used to come to the king. To
alleviate this problem, Menelik divided the country into six districts and assigned two
judges to each. Apart from this, he abolished the trouble the soldiers caused the
peasants - by not only taking their possessions but also their wives —by limiting the
provision they got from the farmer to one tenth of all the harvest; this decree which
the king entitled ‘yasrat awaj’ or ‘tithe decree’ also dictated that the soldiers will
receive their provisions according to their ranks and cook for themselves. It is not
something to be taken lightly, for it saved the peasants from being disgraced and

tormented in the hands of the soldiers (Ibid 1983E.C: 588-589).

Among the foreign educated Ethiopians, Afework Gebreyesus can be considered the most
fanatic fan of the king. In his book “Dagmawi At’e Menelik, 1912” he wrote idolizing

Menelik:

God sent Menelik: to say God sent him is not the same as saying God had him
crowned .As for being crowned, even men like Tewodros, Yohannes, Teklegiorgis and
other riffraff have been crowned. Menelik was not crowned like them. God sent him
to Ethiopia saying: ‘Go Ethiopia has suffered. Ethiopians are in tears ; ignorance holds
sway. Cheer up Ethiopia. Dry the tears of the poor...I crown you not for yourself, but

for Ethiopia.’ (Bahru 2002:154).
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You, kind king, I wish you were created immortal, untiring and immune to illness

like an angel (Afework 1901E.C:6).

Though most of the European visitors, councilors and foreign and locally educated
Ethiopians kept idolizing Menelik for his effort to modernize the state and to keep it
independent, there were some sharp-witted intellectuals who seemed bored of the
monotonous praises he received and who thought that he got more than his fair share of
honor. Gebre Egziabher Gilemariam, Gebrehiwet Baykedagne, and Alaqa Atsme Giorgis can
be listed in that order based on the degree and directness of their criticisms of the king.
These intellectuals directly or indirectly revealed that the king was not as fair, nationalist or
progressive as he was reputed to be; especially Gebrehiwet Baykedagne pointed out his

mistakes and suggested solutions.

Gebre-egziabher Gile-mariam was, according to Bahru Zewde, “the most unsparing critic of
Menelik”.(Ibid 2002:66) As Eritrea was his birth place, and he considered himself an
Ethiopian, he was mad at Menelik’s negligence to Eritrea’s freedom after the king fought
severely and saved the other parts of the country from colonialism. He even considered it

unforgivable betrayal. Bahru Zewde Quotes Gebre-egziabher:

King Tewodros and king Yohannes, may God of Ethiopia bless their soul, preserved
their mother country with great veneration .But You, Your Majesty, have severed its
integral parts completely. ... Even though Your Majesty had power to do otherwise,
You are proceeding to tear to pieces Your mother Ethiopia’s womb in the same
manner as King Nero did with his mother’s. Either because of incapacity or because of
stupidity, You are disposing of Ethiopia as a person disposes of his urine...It was You,
long before the death of King Yohannes, who, by establishing good relationship with
the ferenjoch (whites), allowed them to enter and rule in our country ...Call your
reign Menelik the second, King of Kings of Galla and of half of Ethiopia (Ibid 2002:
157).
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Gebrehiwet Baykedagne, one of the few far sighted scholars of his time and contemporary of
Gebre-egziabher’s, in an article entitled “Atse Menelik Ena Ethiopia”-“Atse Menelik and
Ethiopia” criticizes Menelik for what he thinks are the king’s weak spots and defends him
from what he thinks undeserved criticism. Before starting his critique , he discloses his
purpose : ¢ ATV7 PET PAT PULOE A@9° . AAN LRLT UT RTRLEMCOT Ll RIE,
971 7LD DA VHCFo- ATVEG APl 97 WIRMS 910 ALTPE WIDP4 A"lavAnt o= 7
“Even the man who pens these few words...though afraid of being considered presumptuous, has
meant to point what Menelik II strived for, and he didn’t, for the sake of the public.”(Gebrehiwet
1912: 7) And at the beginning of his critique he claims that he is by no means the enemy of
the king, but his friend: “..@079079° ¢ G- ¢ P50 P40 P7LAD- hLLAAT P47
LANOAS A W7E 2 “ A person who loves the king does not flatter him with adulatory terms ,
but tells him his shortcomings.” (Ibid 1912: 12). He starts his arguments with an allegation

many Ethiopians agree upon and he questions its truthfulness:
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Did Atse Menelik formulate new regulations as the Shoans and Ato Afework assert?
Had he been a torchbearer of modern education? Had it been the case, he wouldn’t

have enjoyed a peaceful reign this long. ....no torch illuminates without burning
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itself...from the history of the world it is proven that people persecute a king who
comes up with new principles, for the people look upon him as an archenemy.
...However, the Shoan king prompted the public to retain the custom of their fathers.
He didn’t challenge them to internalize what was novel; he didn’t draw his sword to
punish the outlaws and to enforce law and order. Rather, he lured them with his
kindness and made them intrude upon him. He also fed them some of the tribute his
vassals brought him. Anybody who put on a string of beads and a skullcap or wrapped
his head with a cloth and begged at the palace never got back without alms, so that
young and old alike kept calling him “Menelik the openhanded”. Therefore...it is not
untrue that Atse Menelik ruled with his generousity.This is great and appreciable but
can not justify the claim that he introduced modern education. Then, where is the
learning he brought in? Show me please if there is any except the two schools where

the Egyptians, who need tutoring themselves, teach (Ibid 1912:14).

Apart from criticizing the clerics of Orthodox Church, which some scholars accounted for
his being a catholic, Alaga Atsmegiorgis Gebremesih criticized Shewan kings for mistreating
Oromos (Bahru 2002). This directly concerns Menelik: on the one hand he was the king of
Shewa before he became king of Ethiopia, on the other his father and grand father were
kings of Shewa; therefore, though he didn’t mention Menelik or his forefathers by name, by
saying ‘Shewan kings’ it is unarguable that he meant Menelik along with his father and

grandfather. Bahru Zewde describes Atsimegiorgis’ outlook towards race and religion:

The most sympathetic and understanding treatment of the Oromo is encountered in
the writing of Atsme, the person who took it upon himself to write their history.
Although he does not use the term himself, he actually points out that the Oromo call
themselves by that name and that it is the Amhara who call them Galla. As a catholic
who reserved some of his most severe judgements for the Orthodox clergy, he found
the so-called heathen Oromo more ethical and more advanced in their system of
justice than their neighbours who are wont to pride themselves on their orthodox
Christianity. Their only blemish is their ignorance of the one almighty God. Even

that, Atsme explains, is the fault of the Orthodox clergy, who had failed to do the
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necessary evangelical work. He was also unsparing in his criticism of the ruthless

manner in which the Shawan kings had subjugated the Oromo (Ibid 2002:131).

2.3.1.4 Lij Iyasu

Lij Iyasu, the grandson of Menelik II, can be considered the luckiest of all monarchs who
took power after 1855. He was a nominee to the throne only because he was of noble birth.
He was about to be enthroned over the whole of the unified Ethiopia without having to fight
to effect it. There were also some foreign and locally educated intellectuals who put
themselves at his disposal and who thought the young prince was the hope of their backward
nation. Alaga Taye, Gebrehiwet Baykedagne and Teklehawariat Teklemariam tried to

influence Iyasu’s behavior and mould him through their writings.

However, he defied the tradition of his time by neglecting his responsibilities as a soon-to-
be-enthroned prince. Even though most of the nobilities expected him to grow out of his
irresponsible behavior, he proved himself unworthy of their trust. Avoiding the old
nobilities and associating himself with Muslim nobilities and Muslim women; sidelining old
friends of his country like Britain and France and aligning himself with Turkey and Germany
were all against the tradition of the country and out of character for an Ethiopian king
(Tekletsadik 1936E.C/1944G.C). Eventually, his playful behavior deprived him of what he

got as a birth right.

Even though his reign was not long enough for him to bring radical change, it does not mean
he did not change anything for better. Some of the improvements he brought and mostly
mentioned in many history books can be summarized as issues of social justice. Bahru Zewde

in his book “A History of Modern Ethiopia” briefly acknowledges Lij Iyasu’s contribution:

Iyasu forbade the confiscation of property as a penalty for embezzlement, as was

hitherto the custom. He also tried to reduce the waste entailed by the prevalent
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system of assessment of harvest before the collection of asrat, with the attendant

delays in harvesting when the assessors failed to come on time (Bahru 1991: 9).

The other social injustices Lij Iyasu put an end to were the ‘Quaragna’ and the ‘Lebashay’ —

irrational traditional systems of detecting criminals:

Iyasu put an end to the ‘Quaragna’ system, whereby the plaintiff was chained to the
defendant and the creditor to the debtor until justice was delivered .He also tried to
mitigate the abuses of the ‘Lebashay’, a whimsical traditional mode of detection of
criminals, in which a young boy would be given a powerful drug and let loose in the
neighborhood; the unfortunate owner of the house where the boy finally collapsed

would be declared the culprit (Ibid 1991: 121).

2.3.1.5 Emperor Hailesellassie

After the rejection of Lij Iyasu, Teferi Mekonnen as a regent exhibited brilliance in
administration and enormous desire to bring in modernization. Frustrated intellectuals with
Lij Iyasu’s administration shifted their allegiance from Iyasu to Ras Teferi (Bahru 1991).
Teferi Mekonnen was a progressive heir surrounded by conservative nobilities who sought to

impose their will upon the new heir through queen Zewditu, daughter of King Menelik.

(Ibid 1991).

In his regency, Teferi proved himself worthy of the intellectuals’ belief in him. He did not
want to be a passive instrument to enforce the old tradition. At first secretly and later
publicly he demonstrated determination to spread modernization and education. While the
nobilities and queen Zewditu preferred for the country more conservative leadership than
even that of Menelik’s, Teferi rather acted against their will. The following were some of the
instances when Teferi dared to take steps singlehandedly even before he became an

absolutist:
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Teferi’s close association with foreigners was to stand him in good stead in
strengthening the infrastructure of his power. In the eyes of the traditional nobility,
however, it cast him in the image of someone who was out to sell his country. Often,
he was accused of having become a Catholic, with all the connotations of betrayal and
apostasy that the word conjured up in the Orthodox Christian mind (Bahru Zewde

1991: 141).

The nobilities were against reform: they wouldn’t allow even students to attain modern
education abroad. As a result, at some point Teferi was secretly facilitating for students to

attain higher education in Europe (Bahru Zewde 2002: 79).

Establishment of Schools and Spread of Education

In 1925 Haileselassie opened Teferi Mekonnen School (Bahru Zewde 2002: 24) the second
educational institution in the country next to Menelik II School. Then, elementary schools
were getting established in different regions with the willingness and effort of provincial

governors:

...the following towns and provinces came to have schools ...Dessie and Gore
(1928),Dire Dawa, Nagamte, Sidamo and ,Jijiga (1929),AsbaTafari(1931),Ambo, Gore
and Jimma(1932),Gojjam and Gondar(1934)and Adwa and Maqale(1935).The
inspirational link ... between Teferi Mekonnen school and these provincial
establishments is demonstrated in an explicit fashion in a speech that Dajjach Habte-
Maryam of Wallaga made on the occasion of his visit to the school,in which he
expressed his gratification that he was allowed to expend the money that he had

brought in annual tribute towards the construction of a school (Ibid 2002: 27).

During the regency and some years in his emperorship, the number of students who attained

modern education abroad increased enormously. “All in all, a total of some 200 Ethiopians
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reportedly studied abroad, through government or private means, in the decade and a half

before 1935.” (Ibid 1991: 109).

At first, Teferi was even said to have “a striking affinity with the ideas of Gebrehiwet” (Ibid
1991: 110) ; that may be why what Bahru calls “the corner stone of Teferi’s fiscal policy”
which was “the centralization of customs administration....elimination of the Kella (toll
posts) which proliferated in the provinces, and their replacement by a few recognized and
centrally controlled customs posts.” (Ibid 1991: 110) was put into practice in the early 1930s
as was recommended by Gebrehiwet Baykedagne and Afework Gebreyesus. The
aforementioned intellectuals had discussed the great number of toll posts in the country and

their discouraging effects in business transactions in their writings.

Even though Teferi kept all the time appearing a ruler out for introducing modernity, many
scholars agree that it was only in his regency and five years as an emperor that he exerted
enormous effort to introduce modernity (Bahru 1991: 141). In later years of his reign he was
said to have not tried enough to continue his effort. His approach towards modernization can
be said quite different from that of Menelik’s: Menelik , as noted above, was careful about
introducing modernization before the victory of Adwa not to invite opposition , but he
started doing well after the Adwa incident ;Teferi, on the other hand , strived vigorously to
achieve some reforms at the first ten years in power; while he was surrounded by the
nobility —risking even his nomination for the throne by doing so, but later after getting rid of
the nobilities , his plan of being an absolutist took the better of him , and he prioritized it

over his previous ambition of becoming a progressive leader.

Both before and after consolidating his power, Teferi was said to have favored traditionally
educated elites over that of the foreign educated intellectuals. His reason for keeping the
foreign educated at distance was his belief that they might not be unquestioningly loyal to

him the way most of the traditionally educated were (Bahru 2002:73).
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2.3.2 The Role of the Church in Establishing the Mindset of the
Public and Influencing the Administration

Since the introduction of Christianity and it became the religion of the state in the 4%
century, Ethiopian Orthodox Church has been a powerful institution in the country. The
state and the church had not been separated until the fall of emperor Hailesillasie -the last
king of the Solomonic dynasty. Therefore, it is impossible to talk about Ethiopian church
apart from the monarch and vise versa. There are two reasons for its influence: the clerics’
acceptance among the public, as well as the churches’ and the monasteries’ being the source
of influential citizens: “Church education also produced civil servants ... such as judges,

governors, scribes, treasurers, and general administrators” (Wagaw, 1979).

Ethiopians were also said to be proud of their religion and identity. This sense of self respect
did not come solely with the introduction of Christianity, but also from the epic upon which
the Solomonic dynasty was founded. The epic provides the believers with every reason to
believe that they are divinely favored and blessed. Mesay Kebede describes Kibre Negest,

which is the source of the epic, as

...it establishes kinship between the rulers of Ethiopia and King Solomon of Israel,
the favorite nation of God. The epic narrates the visit of an Ethiopian Queen, Sheba
or Makeda, to King Solomon and the subsequent birth of a son who became the King
of Ethiopia under the name of Menelik I. Besides stating the blood ties of Ethiopian
rulers with the Solomonic dynasty, the epic relates the transfer of God’s favor from
Israel to Ethiopia. Unlike the Jewish people, acceptance of Christianity promoted

Ethiopians to the rank of God’s chosen people (Mesay 2006: 6-7).
Having spread this belief among the believers, Ethiopian Orthodox church earned their

complete trust and took full advantage of it for centuries. The church had positive as well as

negative influence on the peasants through out the centuries. Among its positive
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contributions were spreading traditional education; maintaining national unity; creating a

sense of patriotism/Ethiopianism, and being a store house of written history.

Its apparent negative roles were its discriminatory nature in spreading education- only those
children whose parents were orthodox Christians were allowed to learn. (Wagaw, 1979:12);
it didn’t allow scientific enquiry in the laws of nature (ibid); “its purpose was to preserve
whatever has been handed down through the years, and in turn to pass it on unchanged to

the next generation”

(Ibid, 1979:21); it did not intervene to end the oppression of the vast majority of its members

and rather kept legitimizing oppressive kings who were willing to give its provisions.

Even though some scholars contend that modernization and civilization do not mean the
same, in Ethiopia the two terms have been used interchangeably: the Ambharic terms
“Zemenawinet and Silitane - HePG P AT NAML” seem equivalent to “modernization”. In
Ethiopia the concept of modernization had the connotative meaning of being orthodox
Christian or adopting it, which was not without problems apart from morally imposing what

was alien to other cultures:

Becoming modern, “of the times” (zemanawi), “civilized” (siltane), or “educated”
(yetamare), required one, to some considerable degree, to adopt Orthodox Christian
customs. Modernization also became increasingly identified with the concentration of
power in institutions that required literacy, a fact that greatly increased the duress on
non-Ambharic folks derisively labeled as “pagans,” or backward hwalaker, ripe for

political conquest or religious conversion (Adejumobi 2007: 38).

In Ethiopian history the church was so influential that even the kings had to pay a close
attention to it if they were to stay on power. Most of them wouldn’t dare to intervene and
threaten the clerics’ advantage or allow the propagation of other faiths; however, some of

those who dared to cross the red line by converting to other religion and/or threatening the
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churches’ advantage, had become unpopular among the public and/or lost their thrones. The
church’s role in establishing the mindset of the public had been proven great ,as noted above,
while having established an intimate relationship with Portuguese Catholics, emperor
Susinios in 1632 converted to Catholicism and brought death to himself and isolation from
the rest of the world to his country for more than two centuries. The public and the
monarchs remained even more zealous in protecting and maintaining the dominance of
Orthodox Church from then on. Atse Tewodros as noted above, though a devout Orthodox
Christian when he formulated a law to reduce the number of ministers in the church and to
confiscate some of the excessive plots of lands under the church, lost popularity and
acceptance among the public; Lij Iyasu who didn’t officially declare to turn the people into

Islam, but who was suspected of being inclined to it, lost his throne.

However, eventually apart from the foreigners Ethiopian Orthodox church had made
enemies of foreign educated Ethiopian intellectuals. After the promotion of the concept of
modernization and establishment of foreign connections by successors of Tewodros and the
subsequent effects of Ethiopian students getting scholarship in Europe and America, many
challenged its teachings and some who didn’t dare to publicly denounce it, showed
negligence to observing its creeds, and none of them got away with it; either they were
socially alienated or jailed. The church kept denouncing intellectuals who not only didn’t
adhere to its creeds, but also said something in public which didn’t seem to be in line with

the general teachings of the bible (Bahru 2002: 67).

Among the intellectuals some of those who claimed excessive adherence of the government
and/or the society to Orthodox Church and suggested separation of the state and the church;
who opposed the church’s stand with regard to other faiths, or denounced its teachings were
, Alaga Taye, Alaga Atsma Giorgis,G/hiwet Baykedagne and Melaku Beyan. Afework
G/Yesus, Teklehawariat T/mariam, and G/Egziabher Gilamariam were also the other
intellectuals who were looked upon with disfavor and/or punished by the monarchs for
violating the church’s creeds.
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Among the opponents, Alaga Atsme Giorgis, who later converted to Catholicism, was the

most merciless critic of Orthodox Church and its clerics. Bahru Zewde quotes Atsmegiorgis:

Nothing has changed from 1500 to 1900.The cause of all the blood that had watered
the rivers of Ethiopia; all the destruction that has visited the country is one. It is the
clergy who have rendered this rich and ancient land ignorant and sterile. They are
the source of all evil, the foundation of ignorance. Numerous are the rebels whom the
clergy incited to rise in arms .No sooner had the country gained a respite from one
war than they trigger religious disputes .They sow their venomous sermons among

the nobility. They go to the palace before they go to church early in the morning

(Ibid 2002: 136).

2.4 Modernity as Discussed by the Intelligentsia and its
Effects on the Society and the Monarchs

After the introduction of modern education during the reign of Menelik, the country had
developed foreign ties and started facilitating scholarship for Ethiopian students in western
countries. Most of the foreign educated intellectuals’ role in the country’s administration can
be termed as ‘corrective’ unlike the traditionally educated intellectuals who can be generally
classed as ‘conformist’. Foreign educated intellectuals, more than those who had only church
education, had understood how much their country was backward, and it can be attributed

to the fact that the former group had exposure to western education and/or lifestyle.

All in all when we look at the moves of the foreign educated intellectuals, they are to be
expected of anyone who suggests reform. By its very nature introduction of modernization in
a developing country can not be achieved easily, for it puts as a requisite changes in

longstanding traditions which are proven to be preventive of development.

Scholars agree that modernization means industrialization not civilization. Modernization is

not all about economic progress but also social, cultural and political reforms which result in
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the betterment of human life in all aspects-that is why intellectuals who suggest ways of
attaining economic growth almost invariably put forward corrective suggestions for social,

political and cultural problems as well.

Some of the most burning issues the intellectuals raised were : avoidance of slavery ;spread
of modern infrastructures;fair distribution of land/avoiding monopoly; establishment of
constitutional government;institution of qurt gibir/fixed tax nationwide ;following the
Japanese way of Modernization;reducing the number of soldiers and merchants;freedom of
religion and separation of state and religion;encouraging the peasants to develop work ethics
by reducing tax;social justice and avoidance of holding the minorities in contempt;narrowing
the economic difference between the rich and the poor;Increasing the Number of schools
and Spread of Quality Education;transformation of hereditary provincial governors into
salaried appointees ;avoiding the long standing tradition of the nobilities’ having their own

army.

Some of the recommendations were eventually applied during the reigns of Menelik and
Hailesellassie though partially. From the list of the recommendations the intelligentsia made,
it’s clear that they didn’t touch upon only the economic problems but also the social, cultural

and political ones.

2.4.1 The intellectuals and their justifications to urge the
administration to make changes

2.4.1.1 Avoidance of Slavery

It can be argued that Ethiopia would not have abolished slavery if it had not been for the
League of Nations’ insistence of putting an end to it as a requirement for admission in the
league and some Ethiopian intellectuals’ urging the monarch to get rid of it after pointing out
the advantages it brings to the state instead of recommending it out of sheer humanity.

Bahru Zewde quotes as an instance what Takala Waldahawariat wrote to Haileselassie I in a
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letter: “...the waste of human resources and the depletion of government revenue —a house

hold slave means not only one more unproductive person to feed but also one gabbar less to

pay tribute to the state”(Bahru Zewde 2002:128).

2.4.1.2 Freedom of Religion and Separation of State and Religion

Intellectuals argued that there should be freedom of worship. Bahru Zewde quotes what

Malaku Bayan wrote:

...it is infinitely wrong to ban the propagation of any faith.... What the Orthodox
priests should do is to demonstrate by force of argument the superiority of the
Scriptures to the Quran. He expressed particular dismay at the failure of the Ethiopian
Orthodox Church to adjust itself to the changing times, as a result of which
Catholicism and Protestantism had been able to win many adherents, particularly

among the modern educated elite (Ibid 2002: 135).

The other intellectual who put freedom of religion as one of the features of modernization
was Gebrehiwet Baykedagne. In his book “Atse Menelik Ena Ethiopia” Gebrehiwet prompts
policy changes and includes freedom of religion in his list of ten indispensable measures the

government should take to bring about development:

PULTITT ACrT LJ0F .. C16°F7 G PPV VLTS T hu-a- VL7159 T LOAMA
Ade LPGTAZNAM V7 9°77 L0772 10 hoPo? 014777 e o7t P TFo- vs
A VLTITT A0 ATRTILLPE ho-Po- VLTI T avNHN- AARAT 1A
PATO-9°0ANY VU A707 TPV 1N 9°78:C ATRPT ALALICACOTL LY
VLTITTT Arée POl COTINT PN ALo-PI°x QALY AHA PLIPVLTITT hCY T
AMNT0B9° AVIEA Ll LA W17 K7L PLTIRCT T1C AAEY L7151
TPVL PAPT Q- VA A7 CH LEME-AE LVI° A PAPAZRAIC PAA0- VA
Ut CANMANLCT PA ALO-P CANMANLC P AT LoSA=YLTTT ¢AN 11C
10 DALY A1 Po- 7RO ATE PHY ANI® TN ALSNMLo-E ©FBA PRACT ARAC
M- CAMANLCT ARAMANLC LA@I® (HU (AL AGPTINITT ALNE
hLPCI°x
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Let freedom of religion be declared...our people believe that ‘Orthodox tewahido’ is
the superior religion on earth. But, what did its superiority bring us? Who knew it?
Knowing that the state is guarding the country from an entry of other faiths, the
clergies do not take the trouble of enlightening the public about their very religion.
As a result, the people know neither what ‘tewahido’ means nor the words of the
bible- the very foundation of Christianity. Therefore, the public have remained
unenlightened and will remain so till freedom of religion is declared. ... And in our
country there is one inane conviction — whoever is not an orthodox Christian is
considered unholy. This is ridiculous; even those who do not have the wits enough to
learn the word of God try to be self appointed defenders of God. Religion is a matter
of soul; therefore, let the heavenly king watch over it not the earthly one, so it will be
for the good of our government if the word of the scripture which says ‘give what is
Caesar’s to Caesar and what is God’s to God’ is understood in this sense (Gebrehiwet

1912:27).

2.4.1.3 Increasing the Number of Schools and Spread of Quality Education

During the reigns of Menelik, Lij Iyasu and Hailesellassie, apart from the few number of
schools, the intellectuals were concerned about the quality of education. Bahru Zewde
quotes Deressa Amante’s and Mars’e-Hazan’s opinion concerning the existing number of
schools:

Deressa who like most of his contemporaries was fascinated by the Japanese miracle

of modernization contrasted his country’s state of education with that of Japan and

ruefully concluded that the total number of Ethiopian university graduates was much

lower than that of universities in Japan. Mars’e —Hazen did not have to go to the Far

East to underline his country’s backwardness. The record of countries like Kenya,

Tanganyika and Uganda, which were under European colonial rule, he argued, was

much more impressive than that of independent Ethiopia. Even Mauritius, which was

only a dot on the map, had 57 government and 93 private schools, he concluded

(Bahru 2002: 32).
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2.4.1.4 Avoiding the Long - standing Tradition of the Nobilities’ having their
Own Army

Some intellectuals were against the tradition of the nobilities having their own armies; they
considered it a detriment for modernization and social justice. Among these intellectuals was
Teklehawariat Teklemariam: ‘Reform and organization is conceivable,” he insisted ‘only if
the country’s resources and power are under the control of the emperor...If the nobility are

barred from having their own armies.” (Ibid 2002: 102).

2.4.1.5 Establishment of Constitutional Government

Among the ten essential measures G/hiwet recommended was formulation of a modern

constitution:

T PINIT7 Mo PALANL ACYT I2C ALATI7I9°x QALY av 70T POACHhT
APELT7 NN DACS NACYT IC PHN177 1Y V10T Lao-Mz LY9° VLD Ph(C4
NCAT7 P9Lem-d A%1he LOLAIAZ P19 NChT PAA®- a0 70T AH9° 6L
Pam. 9"

Our Fitiha Negest does not go in line with today’s system of administration.
Therefore, the government shall consult intellectuals familiarized with modern
regulations and produce a fitiha negest which goes hand in hand with the European’s.
This takes a consultant who is well versed in European system of administration. A
government which does not have a written regulation does not last (Gebrehiwet

1912: 25).

The other intellectual who recommended a splendid correction to Fitiha Negest was
Afework Gebreyesus: Lapiso G .Delebo in his book ‘Ye Ethiopia Yegebar Sirat Ena Jimir

Capitalism’ quotes an article written by Afework:

TN PLE.. @ PrPm- CoM @Y PINT COLAN WL avOUSE A LY, avoUs: 17
K18 M PO Ao-P T AATOVG40-T PO AA-FIAMOT L1 @9°0C (7-00) VA R7%
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106> 1C=32A LA° (19AH AP LA~ ANY a0 70T ava)zP P L9° Hav'y A VIRTLIS
NI J-AJ-Lavg b Havy +CR TN FAPINPC alé Havrao- Aaoy7e-110
hLLAI°

There is a complex book they call Fitiha Negest; it is older than Methuselah; it had
been written in Egypt in Arabic when wisdom had not spread like today. Later it was
translated into Geez and used in our government. if all the former laws in it do not
get profoundly corrected in a way they go in line with today’s fashion, the fitiha

negest is unfit to serve today’s generation (Lapiso 1983:44).

2.4.1.6 Social Justice, Avoidance of Holding the Minorities in Contempt and
Avoiding Monopoly of National Wealth

G/hiwet Baykedagne bluntly denounces the monopoly of national wealth, the gulf between

standard of living between the poor and the rich and social injustice:

Someone deprived of the basic necessities of food and clothing has no reason to love
his country: he cares little whether his nation prospers or perishes. Thus, the state
stands to lose if national wealth is concentrated in the hands of a few, and to gain if it
is distributed equitably. Where there is gross disparity between the life standards of
the rich and the poor, it means the state has reached the brink of disaster .The

situation in Ethiopia gives cause for such concern (Bahru 2002:120).

Intellectuals used “Berhan ena Selam” newspaper to promote modern concepts on political,
economic, and social issues. Bahru Zewde quotes what an anonymous intellectual
commented upon how holding the minorities in contempt was undeserved while they have

appreciable traits:

...the Gurage were one of the people who inspired sympathy. An editorial of
Berhanena selam...after complimenting the Gurage for their industry and their
mastery of such crafts as masonry ,carpentry,weaving and tailoring ,criticized the

public for holding them in contempt ( Bahru 2002:130).
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2.4.1.7 Intellectuals’ Attitude towards their Country and the People

Among some of the intellectuals who did not openly criticize the society for fear of
alienation was Hakim Werkineh. Bahru Zewde quotes what Werkineh wrote in his diary

and describes the man’s attitude towards his countrymen:

In the privacy of his diary, werkineh was to confide his harshest judgment of
his countrymen, accusing them of blind conservatism’ and ‘utter want of
energy . He deplored their ‘lethargy’ which permitted Europeans and Indians
to make profit ‘under their very nose and in most cases with the Abyssinian
capital ‘.After expressing his shame at’ being their countryman’, he heaped on
Ethiopians a catalogue of the worst possible attributes that any nation could be
charged with and concluded with an apposite statement couched in the form
of an aphorism: ‘The country is beautiful, but the man is vile.” (Bahru 2002:

99).

Alaqa Taye on his part describes his country as “She could not bring herself to seek wisdom
from the wise. She preferred to stand in her former state like a broken car. As a result, she

lost even the knowledge and power that she had before.” (Ibid 2002:102).

2.4.1.8 Intellectuals who Supported the Idea of Colonization and/or Showed
Tendency to it

Although G/hiwet  did not clearly state that colonial rule was preferred to independence,

he couldn’t help comparing independent Ethiopia unfavorably with British ruled Sudan and

Italian ruled Eritrea:

If we look around our neighboring countries, we see intelligent people developing
them with diligence. In particular if we look at the Sudan, which had been ravaged by

the dervishes, we realize how a desert can be transformed into a garden of Eden when
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ruled by such intelligent people like the British. All around us colonies are marching
ahead undeterred by any obstacle .For intelligence can only be checked by

intelligence. Woe then to a people that persists in its ignorance, for it is ultimately

bound to perish (Ibid 2002: 51).

The other person who considered colonialism as a means to bring in modernization in

Ethiopia was Teklehawariat Teklemariam:

Sometimes, I ask myself, would it have been better if the civilized nations had
colonized us for a short period of time? The British had that opportunity twice [i.e. in
1868 and 1941] But, because they were not prepared to help, they left the country
without setting up anything (Bahru2002: 100).

Among the foreign educated Ethiopians Afework Gebreyesus was the one the kings found
the most undependable. In spite of his adulatory writings about Ethiopian kings- Menelik,
Iyasu and Hailesellasie, he firmly believed that Ethiopia can not be developed by Ethiopians;
his support for the above noted kings as long as they were in power and his instantaneous
criticism as soon as they, save Menelik, lost power , made him the most controversial
intellectual of his time. Apart from taking side with whoever was in power, Afework became
one of the collaborators with the Italian fascist during the Italian occupation of Ethiopia. He
helped Italians by promoting the promises they made and the development they brought
during their brief occupation of the country. Bahru Zewde quotes an Italian official by the

name Raffaele Guriglia who described Afework’s reason for supporting colonialism:

Afework is reported to have confided to Guriglia : ‘No doubt you are surprised by
what I have done and you must have lost all respect for me .but I did what I did
because I believed that if Italy took over Ethiopia ,civilized it and made it prosperous,
the day will then come when the Ethiopians ,having become civilized ,strong and
prosperous ,will free themselves from Italy ,just as the United states did with

England.’ (Bahru 2002:56).
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Chapter 3

Methodology

Textual analysis is the methodology employed to examine the selected books. Sense for sense
method of translation is also used to translate Amharic texts into English. In the imperial era
books were prevalent media in Ethiopia and intellectuals and clerics of the time had been
using them to convey religious and secular concepts. The two books have been also selected
because among the other secular books, they happen to be unique in their content. They deal
with modernization and give analytical and constructive recommendations. They touch
upon tangible problems in the society; they provide greatly diverse theories for the failure of

Ethiopia to be modernized and they suggest solutions as well.

According to Walk (1998) there are two methods of organizing the body of a comparative
analysis: text by text and point by point. Text by text method of organization is all about
discussing all of the concepts of one of the two writers first and then proceeding to the
other’s while point by point is all about interchanging points about one of the two texts with
equivalent points about the other. This study is organized with point by point method of
organization as it is easier with this method to show the differences between the two

authors’ works vividly.

Unit of Analysis

Selected articles from both books are comparatively analyzed, interpreted and similarities
and differences are inferred. The following aspects are the basis of comparison of the two

books:

+ How do the two authors define modernization?

+ How do they describe Ethiopia and Ethiopians?
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What are the factors they attribute to Ethiopia’s poverty?

What are their methods of presentation of concepts like language clarity, focus and

implication like?

What are the concepts both authors raise in relation to communication for

development and analyze differently?

Are there concepts of communication development the two authors raise which

propagate any of the paradigms of development and/negate with them?

Are there issues of how to bring about development one of them raises in his book

and the other ignores? If so what are the possible reasons?
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Chapter — 4

4. Data Presentation and Analysis

Development communication in the imperial Ethiopia is one of the least studied areas of
communication in School of Journalism and Communications. While there are some worth
studying books like the two books this study focuses on, they have been unnoticed. This has

motivated the researcher to be interested in it and to conduct a research.

Among the other books published in the imperial era the two books happen to be unique.
The two authors were not the only scholars who promoted industrialization and its
characteristics; many foreign educated as well as traditionally educated Ethiopians had been
airing their views about modernization on Berhannena Selam newspaper which was said to
be the mouthpiece of the intelligentsia at least until the government started censoring the
views they forwarded (Bahru 2002). However, the two scholars came up with well
researched, analytical presentations of development concepts which cover a wide range of

issues.

In Kebede Mikael’s “Japan Endemin Seletenech (1946E.C/1954G.C)” — “How did Japan
Modernize? (1946E.C/1954G.C)” as the title signifies, most of the concepts of development
communication that are presented through the history of the Japanese people and the steps
they followed to achieve development. Therefore, in this study, every thing Kebede notes as
a strong point of the Japanese is considered a recommendation for Ethiopian people and
government for the author wrote the book with the purpose of inspiring the readers and
urging them to busy themselves in the development activities he raises in his book:
“Inspiration comes from reading other peoples’ industriousness and success; therefore, the
Ethiopian youth should read Japanese history and strive for the good of their country.”

(Kebede1946E.C/1954G.C:110).
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Nevertheless, to give emphasis the author relates some Japanese experiences to the Ethiopian
cases. Therefore, Ideas the author deliberately repeats and relates to the Ethiopian case are
considered to be given special focus, and ideas simply noted in the Japanese experience are
considered to be given less focus. Yet, concepts, emphasized or not, that the researcher

considers to be lessons to Ethiopians are dealt with in this paper.

Gebrehiwet Baykedagne’s “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader (1916E.C/1924G.C)”

“Government and Public Administration 1916E.C/1924G.C” is like Kebede’s book self
explanatory: what it deals with can be simply put as “the responsibilities of a responsible
government.” Its content is relatively critical; in this book complex economic and political
concepts are dealt with in depth. Gebrehiwet defines the title of his book “Public
Administration” as “it means preserving old standing benefits of the people, providing them
with new benefits, and even forcing them upon the people.” (Gebrehiwet 1916: 13)Since the
book raises complex and multifaceted development communication concepts, only ideas the
researcher deems were the people’s immediate problems are dealt with in depth in this

study.

4.1 Modernization

As to Kebede, modernization is economic growth attained through industrialization, and he
begins his book by analyzing what it means to human beings. He likens it to magic and
explains how miraculous its effect is on the overall human life: after the fall of human
civilization, there came industrialization which was an all-new discovery that changed
human life once and for all (Kebede 1946 E.C/1954 G.C). He also quotes Johann Wolfgang
von Goethe’s metaphorical explanation of industry: Industry is the elixir of life; it turns the
old man into an energetic adult; the old world in to a new one; the dark prospect into a
bright future. ...modernity reveals human dignity - that is why we need to study the means

to attain it because the Japanese learnt the means ahead of us and proven it viable (Ibid 1946

E.C: /1954G.C).
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The author insists that the source of all modernity is “thought™

A aPT ATEE? thams - m2 &t amdme PO FAam 075HA R8T o 2 A LAt
PEGAGTERY AWemy TA MG Sat:BE T PRme PRt TYHA ARRaye . ank B Y6
Nad PULEANY hiTHANSE Bamor i hadl’ R0a =Aany® af erad i kaand adPT

. tabtoe PBETRE DAAD ok JTUHAYR Rimime PAme fadl ymez 0 AtThat
Mmuantme w78y aRYHRRY Lo hmatkt ARt 8 dnd mm s AR EE WHTE 7044
Pt Rme QmirsFar 4F mE 3a ehtoe RFL:PETY UHA @14 BY a7 dalk L
Puy eh-taed Prmhdh 1ae] nmies AF QLK A0 bk a2 nWaet Fa

Many people have a misconception about ways of attaining modernization. They
think Ethiopia would have been modernized had it been wealthy .They believe
money is the source of all modernity, yet the source of all human achievements is
“thought” which caused money to exist; with which Einstein invented atomic bomb.
Every great deed in the world was done with “thought.”... Human beings are equally
gifted with understanding, yet some make use of it while others forego it. The
Japanese brought about modernity not because they are any richer than people of the
rest of the world. In reality they are rather poor in natural resources. All they did was
make use of their brains and discover a solution for every problem they faced. (Ibid

1946/1954G.C: 99-103).

After defining industry and its source Kebede comes to the point he meant to make: in the
preface he explains how Ethiopians are backward and that it is high time for them to awake
and catch up with the developed world. Then, he insists that it is better to follow the
example of one of the developed nations than to start from scratch. He states that he had read
so many history books in his pursuit to get the best example for his country to follow and at
last found Japanese way of development the most applicable to Ethiopia and composed the
book entitled “Japan Endemin Seletenech” / “How did Japan Modernize?” by bringing

together extracts from different books of Japanese history. (Ibid: 1946/1954G.C)
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Kebede wishes that Ethiopians would be the first black people to prove wrong the
Europeans’ attitude that black people can never develop on their own (Ibid 1946). He says he
wants his country to repeat the Japanese “miraculous” achievement on the economic front.
“The Japanese have become the only non white people to make their country one of the
super powers by defying the Europeans’ belief that people of different race than the

westerners can never be intelligent enough to compete with them.” (Ibid 1946: n.p).

4.2. Similarities between Japanese and Ethiopian histories as discussed by the
author

Kebede supports his argument by comparing Ethiopian and Japanese histories. This comparison is
meant to assure the reader that Ethiopian history is to be equated with that of Japan, and that

Ethiopians have every reason to believe and act upon his recommendation of following Japanese way:

RV AIET 0% Hw?y oedcr TRELRT M8 For = F0-RYT Na%E HwYy okde NUEWT T 88
tmator A Fae andd h&Fme admm Foe o R kw19t okt P hgay
TARTm hTE LA NueZy 1Yy 178 NEFFmY hEtur @ty o0 For: L Ak Yo
Safur ahAGETS BRE AE aRYt Nulfr PaARRRS PETY UWHA OHAYT Mh) DUARFme Nmym
fmuanaq .. WAy mrat inh Gk S AT vinkt PUHTEY 19548 Rt mAhar
MUEE PImMWFmy b8 afdur He 2% At wat atRmde atymi o BT
NI Tk PR hadt PETYY fd G MMy fmuqaag =

Both were visited by Portuguese in similar periods ; both forced the Portuguese out of
their countries for fear of being colonized and losing their faith respectively; both
after isolation from the rest of the world for more than 250 years, restarted
connecting with the world militarily forced and willingly respectively (Ibid
1946/1954G.C:5); both have also extreme respect to their monarchs (Ibid
1946/1954G.C:95), and both countries’ monarchs made a lot of sacrifice for ages to

retain their respective countries’ independence (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:98).
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4.2.1 What makes Japanese Way of development the best example for

Ethiopians to follow?

The main reason the author forwards is that Ethiopia needs to develop in the shortest
possible period of time...Japan developed with in less than 50 years. No world country has
ever exhibited development this shortly. (Ibid 1946/1954G.C) Therefore, he emphasizes, if
we are to achieve development shortly, we must follow this example. He also further
elaborates it by comparing Japanese and western ways of development: the Japanese
undertook the process of achieving development under the leadership of the government and
the king; every project passed through a lot of scrutiny and research before it got launched;
this enabled them to avoid possible waste of energy conversely Europeans brought about
development after exerting a lot of effort for ages. The process to achieve development was
too slow because it completely relied on some individuals’ efforts and discoveries. The brain
and the heart control all cellular activities in human body; the same went with the process of
Japanese development banks, industries, authorities, diplomats, daily Laborers, and
merchants were all controlled by the government. There were also only two families who
manage the industries—-Mitsui and Mitsubishib where as in Europe the government relied on
private companies; as a result, they expended too much energy struggling and competing
with each other. Japan copied all European technologies by means of her messengers and by
summing them up, managed to outshine them shortly on the contrary European nations,
apart from relying on individual discoveries did not try to learn or copy different

technologiesfrom each other (Ibid1946/1954G.C)

Ways the Japanese government followed to attain industrialization which the author
insists that the Ethiopian government as well should follow are : facilitating
conditions to foster population growth by Spreading hospitals in order to reduce
mortality rate ; employing westerners to learn their ways by sending students abroad
so that they learn in western schools and become familiarized with the technologies

and replace skilled foreigners, who undertake technical activities, with Ethiopians,
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and along the way save foreign currency which the foreigners are paid; restraining
from signing any international copyright agree-ment- to be able to translate and
reprint whatever books published abroad and benefit from the limitless knowledge of

the world (Ibid 1946/1954G.C).

4.3 Factors both authors attribute for the country’s poverty

Kebede believes that his country is enormously endowed with natural resources (Kebede
1946E.C/1954G.C:101); as a result, he persists that Ethiopia is luckier than Japan in this
respect and thus, can bring about development without having to occupy neighboring

countries and exploit their natural resources unlike Japan (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:n.p)

Kebede Mikael was not any different from the other foreign educated Ethiopians .Like them
he was never satisfied with the pace of the process of attaining modernity in Ethiopia. He
was not impressed with any of Ethiopian leaders who reigned before Hailesillassie .Unlike
Gebrehiwet, Kebede never gives credit to Tewodros’s effort to bring in modernity; to him the

three monarchs who reigned before Hailesillassie were all the same:

TR T NHA D) B4 U5 QmFE AueRT o2 A16F W1 LA fanmiy TavE atmca
INHIPE 99 EPRG T 99 FYRG 89 YMi0h HoG Ok ang DRYHA HmG mrhd LU OG5
alky gndnr PRt Podd a8 NaRLANT MG

Ethiopia was tardy in copying European technologies: the reigns of Tewodros,
Yohannes, and Menelik were without any notable attainment of modernity. Had
Ethiopians worked hard during the aforementioned periods, their country would not

have been destroyed by the last fascist aggression (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:98).
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The author unlike Gebrehiwet does not relate the indolence which was prevalent in the
country to administrative problems; rather, he admonishes the people for not being far

sighted like the Japanese:

AT 1A ST 0 @18T meace a0y FRET UF a7 ho,t ddh "5k attmm2
AGh NAGATY Nmmbme s MSHEE TNmmma+s quek 70 M4E ©'F med $a0°F 7 A0t a'imka
WmAs Wk Wk quuii TG hng P Enyt ata™% 7YY cAn-F WHUE 7 Aok e
pHInme HmGE 8] aanfor mad? ARGIm AEYT NI AdtSeHTm 9y abhd avbt
PR UVHICE AGANGATFm: a%mi ZUAGHFoe m& LHFoe aPanat 90

Ours is one of the world countries which are outdone with understanding. We spend
all of our time scheming against one another; fighting and arguing over
inconsequential and personal issues .We can never see further than ourselves.
However, people of the developed world, with the help of their understanding, travel
around the world; incite people of the underdeveloped world to violence and civil

war and exploit their natural resources (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:100).

After describing how the Japanese government, wealthy Japanese individuals, the feudal
lords, the emperor and the people cooperated and made a lot of sacrifice to bring in
development, the author again points to the Ethiopian case and underlines that the emperor
is progressive and is doing his best to bring in modernity, but it can not be a substitution for

the effort everybody restrains from exerting for the good of the country:

AW 08 A% Panmy adPT Ny Nk aphue ameankay o 8 dd 0 @58 bR meym qmi
AN PUpme Al mahy® Gé AT PULUCRAOE YT 0PARA- T athABR ik a8RTAI
ATEREE L. Brammy G Ad O midh ddamme ok YR YR R hk
LT BPFANTY mAad® whRHY aRGTm afhmAny T 8w dd 2adat PrTam af
0
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Our king has been exerting a lot of effort to bring in development ;however, that can
only be considered as the flower, the fruit is yet to come — only when everybody
supports each other and fulfils his/her responsibilities can that be realized ( Ibid

1946:104).

Like Kebede, Gebrehiwet believes that the cause of his country’s poverty is not lack of
natural resource: “PitPRYY WIG FmuAd WA mdt PR AL A 45T = “The natural
resource in Ethiopia is one of the rarest in the world.” (Gebrehiwet 1916
E.C/1924G.C:147).His focus rather is on the factors, which he claims, have hindered the
utilization of the natural resources for centuries. He analyzes three major factors of poverty
and anti—development: war, banditry and injustice and concludes that these are the universal
causes of poverty and the very reasons for the regression of Ethiopia’s civilization as well as
her inability to attain development with in the desired period of time. He describes Ethiopia
as a country enormously ravaged with banditry and intermittent war and he describes war

and banditry as the worst enemies of progress in human life (Ibid 1916 E.C/1924G.C).

He not only describes the state of the people and the kings of his time but also gives
historical background. He starts with reminding the reader of the glory of the Axumite
kingdom and how it fell apart; the aggression of Gragne and its effects; the custom of
appointment or reign of kings and high ranking officials in Ethiopia in his time. Then, he
points out problems, mainly of administrative nature; criticizes them, and suggests possible

solutions with elaborate examples and explanations.
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4.4 Social, Political and Economic issues the authors analyze
in their own ways

4.4.1 Feudalism

Kebede puts abolishing feudalism as the first step of achieving development as was the case
with Japan .Ethiopia was ruled by an emperor like Japan; therefore, Kebede Mikael like other
scholars of his time was of the opinion that the governors took more than their fair share of
authority and wealth in the country. Thus, they should hand it over to the emperor if the
country is to bring about significant progress. However, as noted above, it is not Kebede’s
way to bluntly address issues which concern the government and feudal lords .He rather

discretely touches upon it through the Japanese experience:

h1871 9.9 N4t (fb.f) DETY 416 Rmeue U0t b PO7T5m 0k ks 270 NWet
"RAM AR mant whyyET af MG (Ibid 1916 E.C/1924G.C :18) ..hite AL

P mebhmmnt NWuuHEY Hum? PEA DY adm? BH AmEE Wi ot TNyt mifs nnanty
nyak nmak"t m5F ant &t amytmYy neh 8 fur w8t
ﬁRﬂ.J’Fm-::(Ibidl‘)16E.C/1924G.C:66)...35.:]'"1 W 0T 1R 0y hik-
YIG G AddAm YIG PADEER ATHH @R RE MELT anilc RRWP peant bR
N1871 9.9* (.ku.f)) n Pt Ay gme e A PAR Pmmmy fmagydyt md oy ndh 2 Fome
thdm HAFYG TPy NAR S o At dddalk: b LA my Tk 092 TH nETY
WG PO TR G B mbane NaE BHE QUHE @%hedn Nmamt ah2ames 5 adlfo
e 1:(Ibid 1916 E.C/1924G.C :21)

Before 1871 the country’s wealth was in the hands of the king and about 270 princes
called “Daimios” (Kebede 1946:18). ...Japanese realized that feudalism was anti-
development and anti-industrialization; therefore, they worked hard to abolish it.
Katsu one of the great Japanese of his time, was the first to propose that the feudal
lords give up their long standing family inheritance of governorship and give the king

absolute power. He insisted that if the feudal lords cared for development, then they
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should willingly give up their rights (Ibid1946: 66). ...Accordingly, the princes
heeded Katsu’s advice and handed over their titles, fiefs and lands to the emperor in

1871.Then, the government distributed the land to the people (Ibid 1946: 21).

When it comes to Gebrehiwet, he criticizes not only the feudal lords but also the kings ;
however he does this in two different ways : by directly criticizing the Ethiopian feudal
lords, officials along with the kings and by referring to what he calls “the universal trend of

holding power and administering a people.”

M &&Fm AGtme amaat PYeme et aPT S7Pd RUEGA:hyH AU dd h™Rmi aPF
maT atd PN Pamehd Qawm RPAPQ=PRLTIYT RANANTEAIPEFm Y adad
Nhtnt ARHEE PNk M bR R0, afd et hRE MIE mTy R OTH
RUGA:ARE fd ARATmE AHhEEE P P hEAPES addCR AGtoe ATRY UNE hEao
& MG AR Amt PR ROFPQL AR PRy BT AWA0G 4000 NHUYT NuudhGs R Fm
PRt MGt Rl L oy R ¥t UF amdnT Ptyhe Phmancks TMEFFoeyy
WSt REPE AGh NGATUE NERE AmAdh ARMARYE hHUYT 1A ANH &IET Da%E 1R
WAt mE ret fmEpic., QoeamFoey 08RG MHLG POAmMmy AR &a%REHDT adn
SEMRI TS PP MLyt ANH UHIE AGE BT TR PAananmy bR R hmet fardab .
+hg LM Pmamry mat 7RG ARG almmGieand vyt 2t akt 0ike ™ nad i
R0HA PG R BRYLG YUY T meHARS WRIG Yok

Before becoming a ruler of nations, a person gathers around him indolent
vagabonds like himself. Then, he forces the peasants to give to him and to his
followers the fruit of the workers’ labors...Feudal lords expand their territories at
the expense of their vassals. .... The feudal lords may not seriously hate each other
;all they want is additional tribute and additional title ;they may remain friends even
during the time their vassals are engaged in a serious battle. ...Murder and robbery
gain one reward and appointment to high ranks ... This destroys what little
development there is and increases the woes of the people. When chaos and raid
prevail, the people know for certain that they would be forcefully robbed of their
possessions. Therefore, they despair and never try to redevelop the land that is

destroyed. Thus, poverty, migration, pestilence and death become prevalent in the
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country. However, the ultimate goal of all these battles is securing the victor’s

interest by means of raid and tribute. (Gebrehiwet 1946: 31-33)

Though Gebrehiwet does not say it word for word, from his book one can easily discern that
the implied meaning is a king is simply the most powerful of all robbers in a country. He
states that instead of protecting the people from bandits and robbers, they reward them by

bestowing titles and giving prizes to the worst of the robbers and the bandits. (Ibid 19 16

E.C/1924G.C)

After defining the responsibilities of the government; however, the author describes the
character of Ethiopian kings and feudal lords .From his description of the responsibilities of
the government and the character of the kings and the feudal lords, one can understand the
point the author wants to get across without having to say it word for word —which is his
contemporary Ethiopian governors were feeble leaders whose structure of administration

never fitted in his definition of “government”.

The author also complains that the then officials did not encourage investment at
all:

PR mAad® mn G ddqldh admak P doe Lo R Haoe P1ATY MY alH LY
Lhahan:=ane v nad falme QA @hEMEATAT AfdTm ara PWammy MG
SNHNFA:R R EYT B DaYuey mét akE T HEE andanlt 0 ame mm™aF G &% E,
AIRYT CRF hATERD BWYE ATV chH Y YRR Bhia MATPRE Gdldh ak™ 04
fndnl: PUAY PULEAN ARV antPR am NALRTYS Da™hdh aR75Y0:PHE BT MYt
mwykFmy &M kneatm addrt BUS m atRmee He me adchdl a%t-
Nenrur gmeéen-::

...If an investor wanted to establish a textile industry, the current officials would
prohibit it. Otherwise, they would over tax him. Even if a person came to till the
desert and grow cotton, he would not get a thing from Ethiopian officials. As a result,

no European or American investor intends to establish a factory in Ethiopia. Today,
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instead of making an agreement with Europeans to modernize their country,
Ethiopian officials keep boasting that they cancelled an agreement as if it were an

indication of their loyalty to their government. (Kebede 1946: 81-82)

4.4.2 Population Growth

Both Kebede and Gebrehiwet promote the benefits of population growth. They claim that
human resource if appropriately used is an asset. Kebede asserts that population growth can
be a problem only when a country does not have sufficient resource to provide the people
with. Even then, if there is a determination, the challenge can be turned into an opportunity.
... He explains that the Japanese were less fortunate than the Ethiopians in natural resource :
this forced them to formulate a law which restricted the number of children a couple can
have; however, eventually when the foreign educated Japanese created awareness that
human resource can be turned in to economic growth, the government lifted the legal

restriction. Eventually, this helped the Japanese in two ways:

The ever increasing number of population facilitated development by providing cheap
labor for the industries.The government also recruited as many soldiers as it
needed..., and Japan got soldiers to occupy the neighbouring countries and exploit

raw materials for her industries. (Kebede 1946E.C /1954 G.C: 32-33)

After explaining its advantages, he recommends that the government should do everything

in its power to increase population growth:

PATERE 16 hET™ W16 et et TH HheR R00mMA =mad ey DAY &6 an et
WAEY WHA ATGNY ddt TH thed A"NAmMoe d6 QYD 05 Q76 PG Am PUHITY
BTG fnh dnde aat "LAEY AR o attin R7mkQsUHE Puhytsy absk 0w
W7 Ty LA RT PU0H mle Phme
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Ethiopia is 3 and a half times as big as Japan .However, a small country as it is ,in
Japan about 75 million people live, but in Ethiopia, the number of population is
estimated only at 10 to 15 million. When the people are provided with ample medical
treatment ... the number of population will increase enormously. (Ibid

1946/1954G.C:110 - 111)

Gebrehiwet on his part argues that population growth can be a nuisance only in one
condition which is when the number of dependents surpasses the number of workers; as long
as the number of breadwinners is more than the number of dependents, population growth is
an asset. He also relates its advantages to knowledge which he affirms facilitates division of

labor and specialization (Gebrehiwet 1916 E.C/1924G.C)

4.4.3 Domestic and International Trade

Both authors raise domestic and international trade issues. Kebede is highly concerned about
the monopoly of Ethiopian domestic and international trade by foreigners. He believes that
commerce and industry are the most decisive organs of a country’s economy, and thus should

be run by the countrymen:

o DOHA ATPRE Naomi A EtemE AMELT QEF datur PUHFme AdtRERLPT miry
AN BT AT ELT QEE PHIMGE anmt HYUGT FEFm 1R AR hme ' /6
1T i Auertue TaZFo WAt fadn)Tea:

...If Ethiopia is to advance in modernity, Ethiopians themselves must manage their
wealth. To this end Ethiopians should pursue further education abroad and overtake
the foreigners by controlling trade and industry in their country. (Ibid

1946/1954G.C:n.p)
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At times, Kebede recommends some ways of development which negate with the Japanese
ways; for instance, he states the Japanese experience that it was only the government which
sends students abroad, that parents can not send their children abroad only because they
afford the expenses (Ibid 1946/1954G.C). Kebede never criticizes this stand of the Japanese
government .However, he urges the Ethiopian merchants to send their children abroad so
that their children learn European technologies and run their parents’ businesses with the

help of the modern ways they learn abroad( Ibid 1946/1954G.C).

Gebrehiwet is rather worried about the ever increasing over dependence of the people on
foreign products and the eventual extermination of indigenous crafts as a result of legally

unrestricted entry of foreign commodities:

hHAUY BBV QUTETY ATy numadt arFaoe PNim dd ki Hé tLa: L. PAET aPT 18T
hmoes Wk mBYU ahhY aukkt QMG AR SReRvh fde kR TMET HAm-
LEY P TYE Y Al hERL mB ARh 400 tadar PYURE NG PR idhGA LH Bl
tamy At ame ARGy WHIE PUhR T YIG k0 dukkd 0T m AT6TF Nuh 55 0400 madd
TaGt amm ®lm 074 htadm BAhans arlne a0 1 Pradmy e @6 Pmmey
LTHQ : AT ML oear PNt adet® T PAdtT fd PULUHFDE ATt PAmAAT fde o
pant avEd PUTROYY 0 hde BRHM < hH M Phva UHIE ameht 2T BAPPAL Por w6
UHICE U RU50 =

Today, half of all indigenous crafts are forgotten. What crafts are retained are not
encouraged to remain in the market; they are all shunned in favor of imported
products. Since Europeans entry in our country, let alone adding up knowledge and
wisdom, we have lost what knowledge and wisdom our fathers passed down. What
little indigenous wisdom we have retained will most likely be lost as a result of the
newly constructed Djibouti — Addis Ababa railway (Gebrehiwet 1916 E.C
/1924G.C:79-80).
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To solve this problem, Gebrehiwet gives emphasis on devising rules for import and export of
products and hopes that the government will do what it takes to produce commodities to
meet local demands and to export only processed commodities instead of raw materials.
However, best of all to facilitate the above noted activities ,he insists that the government
needs to ratify well thought out customs rules- rules which encourage importation of
disassembled factory equipments that can not be produced in the country without tax, and

overtaxing imported products that can be produced in the country (Ibid 1916/1924G.C).

He is also against the very idea of exporting unprocessed goods or raw materials. “We need to
export processed goods in order to get better revenue; unprocessed items are sold cheaply.”
(Ibid 1916/1954G.C:99). “...It is exporting processed items that brings development, not
exporting raw materials/unprocessed goods.” (Ibid 1916/1924G.C:114).Gebrehiwet raises
many factors related to trade and what the government’s treatment of them should like.

Some of them are tax, kella/toll posts, price and Merchants.

4.4.3.1 Tax

Gebrehiwet’s recommendation concerning levying tax on imported products varies
according to the type of the products. He believes that equipments meant for setting up a
factory should not be taxed at all because the more factories are established, the more the
people use local products and the less imported products dominate the market ... “Let
factories be established; let disassembled factory equipments be imported without tax and

foreign produced commodities be over taxed.” (Ibid 1916E.C/1924G.C:86).

He promotes the idea that local products should overflow the market; that Ethiopians should
not altogether forget their indigenous crafts and wisdom in favor of foreign commodities .He

opposes the fact that commodities which can be produced with traditional means have been
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replaced with their foreign counterparts (Ibid 1916E.C/1924G.C).To bring the
aforementioned idea into effect he highly recommends over taxation of imported products:
“Let’s increase tax on imported products so as to help make domestic products competitive

with the imported ones, and encourage the society to use local products.” (Ibid

1916E.C/1924G.C: 14).

4.4.3.2 Kella/Toll posts

Toll posts the government set up in different regions were criticized by many scholars and
Gebrehiwet on his part analyzes its negative effects on production and government revenue.
He gives an elaborate explanation about how these toll posts are detriments of economic

growth:

Wy TRt .. hild meaT B8 Ak AHTS Ao MRS Phim aRU0Y athoe abto
PO APOM-TYT Al 1R mddet $UN vk L AddE 0ATE Sunt PNk Q4h b1 AGE
WAL At TRmY ARy AR mY AahE Ymt P ARmY aAud W1 H0E aT5al dn
fddt AmenT ARLEYadds @R 0T P YIG TRt Al PUALEY ad
EhaAnchdetFE de bk WL AT PULALDE Ade $a0 w0y AR TG LT Ry
AAHA PUHIET QW45 P&0T TR PLAT my It 174 maT 18 me sk mE %4 me s ™Y A
TIG Uik 92490 LY BT NG ™NET a8 T0mYe:

When tax becomes extremely high on domestic products, it deters surplus
production....when a domestic product is taxed at every toll post, the producers
become discouraged....In this state the farmer after buying enough clothes for a year
will not trouble to find the weaver ; the weaver in turn buys what food suffices for a
year and refrains from trying to buy more food. This means when the farmer’s and
the weaver’s needs are limited, their work as well as their production dwindles. As a

result, the government’s tax revenue falls. Therefore, a government which cares for
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the people and the tax revenue, never taxes products at every toll post in all regions

commodities are sold (Ibid 1916: 76).

He also criticizes the trend of levying excessive tax on luxury items like silk and champagne
because it does not bring much revenue so far as luxury items in the first place are meant for

the privileged few (Ibid 1916).

4.4.3.3 Price

One of the most complex economic aspects Gebrehiwet presents in a language a layman can
understand is “price”: The price of an item is determined by its availability. Any item’s price
becomes cheap or dear in direct proportion to the effort it requires to be found or produced

(Ibid 1916/1924G.C).

Thus, price is the standard of work. Only because the amount of money people pay for 1
dawulla of teff increases from 1 birr to 30 birr doesn’t mean the price sky rocketes because it
is not the amount of money that should count but all the effort one has to exert to get the
money (Ibid 1916E.C /1924G.C). Gebrehiwet further substantiates his argument by giving an

example:

AGYUY BHY mE auifmt mi M 1428 = lamb adt &5 mey kot @4 Laun:yym LG
118 Bma afimt aninay™y nu Atmihue 00 me PR Huoyy TN pe o [,
hlry W RN AN RrQanla: mBE PR BE i E 6 A6 W7 N Sy SadnT vk oy
HYHAYT YR PT NET AWt ot D&%, @GS Nhoea MY $am% whée b aR0d
YGRS DRV M amG hdty? SakGfor 306 = Hé 17 AT A™75t BY ki Bhym
AMAANTYR:RE 678 NG AT A.RhY? P my BhY0 He aaq NG SEGERLRA: PaGiine By
ok @R BGme oz Rhmedt payaoedt o L 1R NatE AL 4% Bma antiimt Hé
Burqmey Nand NG @ Rmimt U e
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If someone asks a merchant why the price of teff got dearer, he may explain it to him
as follows: My friend, previously it took a lot of trouble to earn 1 birr. Even that you
find with a merchant. To make 1 birr this merchant had to cross Danakil and Awsa
deserts, and bandits and diseases used to kill many of his cattle and even his men
.However, today there is no need to pass through all this trouble to make money. One
can make 30 birr with all the effort people used to exert to make 1 birr formerly. In
the mean time, the effort the farmer has to exert has remained the same; therefore, it
is not that the price sky rocketed, but it is the effort to make money which became

less (Ibid 1916/1924G.C:45 - 46).

4.4.3.4 Exchange

Among the workers, Gebrehiwet gives special emphasis on soldiers, officials and merchants.
In fact, he doesn’t call them “workers”. He believes that the more the number of productive
citizens the more development is achieved; yet, the more the number of soldiers, officials
and merchants the less the number of workers and the poorer the country grows. He argues

that their number should be limited to the least possible:

o NS WG WA 18 A0H YU o BEYT hMEMY ROHO: Pht PhRYT dd MhEk adad
MaTBHA #A A6 meace U GRh9FYR: BURES FIC OFHY b9 A apd +RRHm-
LN

When the number of merchants gets higher than what is needed, officials, soldiers
and robbers also dominate the society, and what little work is produced gets

consumed as soon as it is generated. In this country poverty, disease and death will

reign (Ibid 1916/1924G.C:66).

He also insists that Merchants who sell local products in the country should be encouraged,

yet merchants who sell imported commodities should be discouraged. He believes that the
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loss the latter brings to Ethiopia is two fold: first, it loses her raw materials in an unbalanced
trade; second the people get used to foreign produced commodities and cease to buy domestic

products which in turn results in extermination of indigenous crafts (Ibid 1916/1924G.C).

The author does not limit the concept of exchanging goods and works to merchants.
According to his explanation everybody wittingly or unwittingly is engaged in the process of

exchanging works in his/her daily life:

w1RM nam PRI PRm YIE ddmy theGAe Phdmy Bd maPmT yme: dddamy
thikie hd-ta®tmm T UFo Al WYFe ade 19 alahntyt: L mapPoTt taoe
PHLTE NUA WPy hame w6 okt 5T 4&T TG adtoeny Nteant &80 10y
Wat hREG DLt e actur Padtt dde BaPmmt: A0S &5V Quime anakt QEE
WERT Nhde BB MAEFFmrYY? A SLE RmETFPR: Nt admy® WLy andt mE Renag:
ALY MG ATt PR WAT $750:: 1Ay YIG ba & RH L Y aumkhd DAms AHA mhh 7y
BRI "LAT ame PaYe: Dhy-EY P00 Ao Pade:

If a person does not Exchange goods, it becomes hard for her/ him to execute any
task. One can easily understand by looking at any part of human life how exchanging
things is part of natural human behavior. Husband and wife work at home and
outside home and exchange the fruits of their works. Parents, bring up their off
springs, when grown up, the children in turn help their parents in household and
field works as well as support them when they get old. The blacksmith produces or
repairs a plow and gets teff in exchange for it, and the farmer in return for teff
receives a better plow. The same goes in every country of the world. And no one
gives anything freely nor eats without contributing a thing if the people in a country
are knowledgeable. Since everyone’s life is founded on exchange, people exchange

works (Ibid 1916/1924G.C:63).
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4.4.4 Nationalism

One of the requirements Kebede puts for development is nationalism .He argues that people
need the feeling of self importance to prove how great they are, and passion comes out of self
trust. Japan and Germany became successful because both countries’ peoples were
brainwashed into thinking that their races were superior to the people of the rest of the
world. The author argues that the very thought of being of superior race inflames their
passion to be industrious and show how great they are .He states that if people do not have a
tradition that promotes superiority, they are like a disoriented traveler in a dark forest (Ibid

1946/1954G.C).

Being selective in copying European mode of life is also the other point kebede raises as a

way of demonstrating nationalism :

ATEF PAMRET a0my 15 @870 L. PULSALQFITS P me Ty UF adtm hmak 0a
PUASTFMYG P ATy a RNy ame mAmd -t L. ayan et BYRE HRRR Pnnmok
PURTEHFme APUUGT AFmy $WART Q8T A 80T AR mant ahtYUETRR: L. PhdT
P aYFae FQLH DUHFoE mdh ard e LY AR EE addalmy VG b a BT

Japanese brought in what they deemed beneficial and yet rejected what they thought
would corrupt the people and destroy their culture ... for instance, the longstanding

Japanese religion states that the Japanese are children of gods and they have retained

this belief (Ibid 1946: 83).

Kebede insists that the people should make sacrifice to bring about development, and love of
their country ignites their passion to work hard regardless of what sort of administration
there is (Ibid 1946E.C /1954G.C). On the other hand Gebrehiwet argues that the government

should fulfill its responsibilities first before expecting the people to be ready to make any
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sacrifice. Gebrehiwet warns the government that the possible consequence of the prevalence
of monopoly can be lack of patriotism on the part of the people (Gebrehiwet 1916 E.C/1924
G.Q).

4.4.5 Independence

Both authors believe that only equality in modernity can bring about respect among
countries which results in independence. Gebrehiwet Baykedagne does not sound impressed
with the victory of Adwa; he even bluntly states that Ethiopia is not independent in every
sense of the word. He classes her among the non-colonized countries that are under

neocolonialism:

it a7 A% PATERE UHA ALY a0 ANQ Yot ? AGYT faue UHA M0t aoeitd e
MUFme It fame UHA WAt AF AR T AaYT RFQ UHA Wt e 5hE o PRAPEY
WHA fdh He BLh 15 &% adFad™: ant PADRYmY @48 T hm& A Phads Y fmmae ym- ?
P Rk U hm & Pomm yue ? L AT hoeSr A6 Puum aRRAYEY ?

Do we Ethiopians really have independence? A free nation does not mean a nation
with a government but a self reliant nation. Ethiopians are not yet self reliant. Let’s

see our clothes and household items - all are imported products (Ibid 1916:79).

When it comes to Kebede, he believes that Ethiopia is independent, but he insists that this
can not be taken as a guarantee for a better prospect. He reminds the reader of how
Ethiopians suffered a sound defeat by the fascist army as a result of lack of modern
armaments. Kebede insists that in the modern era industrialization is the only assurance for
people to be fit militarily , and argues that industrialization / modernization is not an option,

it is the only thing to be achieved in order to retain independence.”(Kebede 1946 E.C).
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Kebede indicates that the motivating factor behind the Japanese development was the
question of “independence”. He underlines the fact that the Japanese did not learn how far
they were behind the world powers until their impregnable - for-250 years close door policy
was violated and their territory was broken into by European and American military forces.
Japan threw itself on their mercy. Europeans made Japan to feel how weak she was to keep
them away from her territory, that if they wanted to they could colonize her. Therefore,
Japan learnt the European ways of attaining modernization in order to get back its dignity
and independence. They regretted the fact that they were far behind the Europeans and
devised ways to catch up with Westerners without having to take all the time it took the

Europeans to modernize (Ibid1946/1954G.C).

The author also warns that today’s independence of Ethiopia can not be a gurantee for

tomorrow:

AT ATERE BT NPRAT NN 0L DAmAY mdd YUhEt PRLANYTT mhd
tghmaoe 7 HANWGE A LH DESYRE atmiks a28Y anhly 1999ES MRAE AT et anhd ad
B ANy AR LR SRAAYT a¥mah AT umaTy PYEAm 1T PAES A0 AT
L WS AR PPRSTROTT muad® MHu A0S fmeht AL QT mumdl mat mhan?
hHELTE

Remembering the aggressions of Ethiopia by Yodit Gudit and Ahmed gragne, one can
easily discern how God kept Ethiopia with its freedom and honor miraculously.
Therefore, we in our turn should show how grateful we are to God’s favor by working
hard and attaining knowledge which enables us to produce arms and defend our god-
given freedom instead of making our freedom an assurance to live indolently

(Ibid1946/1954G.C:122).
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4.4.6 Foreigners

Both scholars agree that foreigners can be useful to Ethiopians .However, what the authors
are not comfortable with is their negative influence in the economical and political life of the
society like giving the officials bad advices,exporting raw materials,importing commodities
that can be produced at home. They believe that the government should ratify laws which
limit their influence and business activities in the country and turn their negative influence

into some sort of positive contribution to the development of the country.

Kebede acknowledges some of their positive contributions, “foreigners shall be praised for
investing their money and knowledge in our country; for creating job opportunities, and for
bringing additional revenue to the government in the form of tax etc.” (Ibid1946:116) yet,
even then he reminds the reader of their possible role in the country‘s future if they are let
loose: “... however, foreigners now have stepped on our feet: if we stay like this and do not
do something urgently, they will step on our neck.” (Ibid1946:116). Then he shifts to his

model of modernization —Japan - to give what he calls “tried and proven great experiences’:

ETEF L PR, YIG PG FAR mifry antd Bt IR A A TARTI Dot 476 4P Al
AR ARG MHA 478 &AWy amFd myhim tmmd: o AaHY ATERY nadmi
ey AMELT QEE PHMGRor anms HPUGT TETOE YIRS AR hmed w6
AP amerrm MRETFo T PAE)TE o PATER Y VIAPT AEFETT mE o /16
atany PRy Al VLD AR mmey YT QHms admy ameht R anAt 1IN
A @8RG ahldanet Padndn:ant e 1T b LH U aTeTo o @6 aPF 0HE
Py B &bz

The Japanese took the utmost care not to allow the foreigners to control their
country’s trade and industry because they wunderstood that economic
independence is the essence of modernization. ...Likewise, if Ethiopia is to

advance in modernization, Ethiopians should be the managers of their wealth.
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Ethiopian merchants should be motivated to send their children abroad so that
their children learn how to run business in modern ways. Otherwise,
Ethiopians will continue leading a far less comfortable life than the foreigners

who live in the country (Ibid1946:n.p).

In order to facilitate the involvement of Ethiopians on major business activities Kebede
suggests: “... MATETY PR mbme-+y L1IRPTF a5 00 @180 t4P T b AP a3y A6 hTHFo ad
Nate) A2RLT ffld o DA AhA P A RAd "A1RE Yok 27 “Foreigners should be forced (by law)
to work in cooperation with Ethiopians.” (Ibid1946:116). Gebrehiwet as well agrees with
Kebede that the Ethiopians shall get the chance to learn from their foreign business partners:
“ P A0 APT ERUEYY mm-a 8T m ARG AmTTET atad Lmakt REan = “If foreigners are to

take our fruit of labor then let them take it working with us.” (Ibid1946:98).

Gebrehiwet blames foreigners who live in Ethiopia for giving the officials bad advices:

PRSI HUYE b atRSE ATHAU Phannd At whER Whme aRSTmy feyme

Lhnhd, Fea : amept a0yt ook LAaFme BHED = meQ Foed® ddS dhme DhGhES Do R
ko WIIET Mo DahERY Bt mh AR Ry w2t BHA e Lk nWRe APt
Pty WHN HRRA Pm-Yt NETYE mB TR w70t 7 R0y T PMimime vG e =7

...these bad advices have prevented the Ethiopian officials from being far
sighted, and have made them think that they are knowledgeable .yet, they
waste their time arguing and filing lawsuits. The government and the people

these officials serve will be destroyed soon (Ibid1946/1954G.C:82).
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4.4.7 Prediction (Gebrehiwet)

Gebrehiwet is very much alarmed with the situation in Ethiopia: he is completely against the
export of raw materials. He blames the government for its irresponsible act of exporting raw
materials in huge amount - that it is passing down to the future generation a huge debt and

inexplicably great danger:

mdt MEFmyY YIG ATaT MNEG ok o 4RSS hamadeat ari0heT ke T
MmEat am™ Lt 7T oL RS AR almaadt ayen, famy WHA neyANs
ik FeAPaT: ’U ) Yat A7 RREA WY 016 fmanda) = &% L R UL BE0A it
B hnmBht P LT AUN NP9k a%h RUAD aHORTAIEY® hdfet R BTV aRmEt
NG PAGH mwat U0 AU mamey dat™ PREma = AnHA P1TY mdd PHUTT TRh THILE
THRRATHETTHUA TN TV T NP=-TAREY NP9mEd mP o9 416 UL Gl QL Hm 0F 1Ry
PATERE UHN NHE mdt APmOn a%% FREY PTIRA .. AOHM Ameht Bhame UHA
dmphFar hE b WHICE G a708% miummd? RRE BhYt RAmFeQ o ENEEY mdd mBhhe
a0 RUAQ : aRHAYT SAmeYT quort Phame UHA A0H mdk PULAMme Gé ARNhmYn::
ANHY N7H MUY AGE naalk an mét mE Y&0F A6 thite aokdet mBFm YVHE A6
Lak&N =

The earth gives everything on loan. Like a bank when the loan is not paid up, the
earth brings troubles....it punishes the people who refuse to pay up the debt with
hunger and disease. Any peasant can approve of this statement. After a land is
ploughed ones if manure is not applied to it, the production dwindles every year and
at some point the land remains barren altogether. Thus, our land is exported to abroad
every year in the forms of ivory, musk, skin, coffee, cereal, ox, cow, horse, donkey
and mule. We may not feel the loss now. However, the people will eventually suffer
when the population keeps growing and the land becomes too small to accommodate
the population. Therefore, an ignorant people while doing business with the
developed countries firstly the former gives extra labor to the latter; secondly, the
land (in the form of the above noted commodities) gets exported. And when it comes

to production, the land in the hands of such an ignorant people does not give the

78



expected production. Therefore, in the long run to keep their flesh and soul together,
the people will immigrate to foreign countries where their fathers exported the land

(Gebrehiwet 1916E.C/1924G.C:70- 75).

From the current situation of the country it can be clearly seen that unfortunately
Gebrehiwet predicted right. The desire of the Ethiopian youth to immigrate to Europe and
North America and live and work there is getting stronger as time goes by; living abroad

seems to be most Ethiopians “hope”.

4.4.8 Monopoly of Land

Among timely issues Gebrehiwet raises is the question of land ownership. He bluntly
criticizes the government for not doing anything to put an end to monopoly of land, and
warns about its repercussions: “ RAHAUY® T'FTR POHAYT @16 hmab n0 @my0&™ ROHLEQ = 7
“Monopoly of anything is a detriment to both the government and the people because it

increases the number of vagabonds and cheats.” (Gebrehiwet 1916E.C/1924G.C: 143)... ©

Wyt P meyent tald U0t iret aPT o aanad s L LRGP a g 18 L Bk
afae BLAQ = BUCTY Aamylat g ARt ok o PR PR UHA Wk Qtmmahd 7tR2A L e et
W RRRGA Phed0: 7 “the land is monopolized in the hands of the few ... as a result, the gap

between the poor and the rich is widening unduly, yet this is a sign that the government will

collapse soon.” (Gebrehiwet 1916E.C/1924G.C: 93,119-120,).

After discussing how the prevalence of monopoly results in unnatural increment of the price
of everything, the author again warns the government that to solve this problem it should

never devise a rule that prohibits sale and exchange of land:

... Mgt GRAT AfamT N0 LimE AVHE fNam FAT RIEYGR 0974 fame TYHIE mek
AR oG BUYR Ramy TYHIFY @ Balk hadim haamm 7TH o Pamty Y6 LA fma =
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NAaky" NYH ok PUtmmit YIE AR7HY = “MIGYT ANHDY ARRAT anthahn ... wdky
n&my +4++ Ralin:

Since all a peasant has is land, if he is not allowed to sell or exchange it, it means he
has lost everything. If he can’t mortgage the land to pay up his debt and overdue tax,
there will not be a reason for him to keep it, so he would desert it. As a result, if a
farmer does not feel he is the owner of that land, he will not develop it with all his

might (Gebrehiwet 1916E.C/1924G/C: 88).

Even though this recommendation is made to the feudal regime, it rather sounds strange
because the author claims that the land is in the hands of the few, and the peasants are
dispossessed of their land; however, this recommendation rather applies to the Derg and
the EPRDF governments because it is after the fall of the Hailesillassie regime that land has
been given to the tiller and again land has been decreed to be the property of the

government.

4.5 The Methods of Presentation of Concepts the Authors Use

Kebede and Gebrehiwet raise issues they deem necessary to bring about development in
Ethiopia. However, their areas of focus are quite different. Many reasons can be given to

their differences; however, there are two possible explanations.

The first reason might be Kebede and Gebrehiwet wrote the books in different times:
“Mengistina Yehizib Astedader” was published in 1916 Ethiopian calendar though it was
written some 4 years back, and Kebede’s “Japan Endemin Seletenech?” was published in 1946
Ethiopian calendar; there is a difference of more than 30 years between the two books. With
in these years, Atse Menelik and Lij Eyasu, Gebrehiwet’s contemporaries were replaced with
Hailesillassie. Hailesillassie was also said to be relatively progressive and affiliated with

Gebrehiwet’s development plans. He had also made some amendments Gebrehiwet
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recommends. (Bahrul991:99) This can be taken as one reason Kebede doesn’t touch upon
some problems Gebrehiwet focuses on in his book. Kebede believes that compared to his
predecessors, Hailessilssie was far more progressive : “If Ethiopia can spread education and
industry side by side, then it can fulfill the great vision her king has to her.” (Kebede:
1946/1954G.C:n.p,); “...Our king has been exerting a lot of effort to bring in
development.”(Ibid 1946/1954G.C:104)

However, this can not explain away the question altogether because there were still unsolved
problems during the Hailesilassie government in spite of Gebrehiwet’s emphasis on their
enormous negative effects; Kebede touches upon them slightly and indirectly; among these
was the issue of monopoly of land — the most burning issue of the time which eventually
brought Hailesillasie down. Instead of directly addressing it in the Ethiopian context, he uses

the Japanese experience and does not clearly relate it to the Ethiopian case:

h1871 9.9 N&t (f.fu.f) NETY A6 Pydme UNT U 9750 0%Fa 210kS bt md an
Nkt BRWPh 0t wn Y F il G = L B 68T AT BT 2 gy
atkt YIG Ak B ansAlme Y6 PRIRRQ aTHH @R RG ML ANING BRWPR etant
ey EF 11871 9.9 (f.fw.f) WPt VUG AMGE APLE Pmmmy Puudky it mdfaety

Nep&Far Ahem THRFoYG TPy MRS Far amy et addhlt: (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:

18 - 21). ... &I AQd et amlry hiet a?F a8 _hbde .. U6 P mbmmmy Y6
N™mHH"Y WYY P ddm™ RH AmGE "ad ok ™5 mirsy 012915 0Y*hG nmmakst

mFF and & F aamyTmy MLk S Fo ah R hdhlk ale)Fm: (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:65 - 66
) .. DHA WA wrTack 0% L 0ETY &6 PR GAETE b meban DRE PHY QUHE
afhdn Nuwamt a&ames a2 ad0For a1 = (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:21).

Before 1871 the country’s wealth was in the hands of the king and 270 princes called

“Daimios”. ...Japanese realized that feudalism was anti-development and anti-
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industrialization; therefore, they worked hard to abolish it( Ibid 1946/1954G.C: 18-
21). Katsu, one of the great Japanese of his time, was the first to propose that the
feudal lords give up their long standing family inheritance of governorship and give
the king absolute power. He insisted that if the feudal lords cared for development,
then they should willingly give up their rights (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:66).
...Accordingly, the princes heeded Katsu’s advice and handed over their titles, fief
and lands to the emperor in 1871. Then, the government distributed the land to the

people (Ibid 1946/1954G.C:21).

Therefore, there must be another reason which made Kebede restrain from discussing the
reality as emphatically and directly as Gebrehiwet does: he had a close relationship with the
king (Ibid 1946:118). This might have made him take the utmost care not to raise issues in

public that may threaten the monarch’s interest.

Instead of directly admonishing the high ranking officials and the emperor, kebede points
out the problems in the country implicitly by using the Japanese experience; for instance,
Hailesillassie as well as the people were said to be suspicious of foreign educated intellectuals;
they were said to prefer locally educated Ethiopians. Hailesillassie for the reason that he
believed the traditionally educated were more loyal to him than that of the foreign educated
(Bahru 2002) while the people suspected them of being converted to Protestantism and
Catholicism for the reason that some of the foreign educated didn’t observe some Orthodox
Church creeds (Bahru 2002). It may be to change this status quo in Ethiopia that Kebede
signifies the enormous contribution of the foreign educated Japanese for the development of
Japan (Kebede 1946E.C/1954G.C). This is the main difference between the two authors.
Kebede rarely addresses issues directly. He points out problems in the country by means of
criticizing or approving the activities the Japanese people and government undertook. Unlike
Kebede, Gebrehiwet does not mince his words: he gives credit where he thinks due, and

criticizes anyone be it the king, high ranking officials, or the people.

82



4.6 Fulfilled and unfulfilled recommendations the two authors made

4.6.1 Gebrehiwet Baykedagne’s heeded and unheeded recommendations and
the effects they brought on the administration

Gebrehiwet Baykedagne can be considered one of the few intellectuals to whose concepts of
modernization Hailesillassie paid a special attention. Some of the recommendations he and
other intellectuals of his time made and Hailesillassie fulfilled were, elimination of the
kella/toll posts; spread of education-by opening schools and by sending students abroad;
establishment of customs authority. The major ones among those Hailesillassie ignored were
abolition of feudalism as well as distribution of land to the people and levying of small tax on
products people need on a daily basis instead of levying high tax on luxury goods. Bahru

observes Hailesillassie’s affiliation with Gebrehiwet’s recommendations:

The corner stone of Teferi’s fiscal policy was the centralization of customs
administration...; elimination of the kella (toll posts) which proliferated in the
provinces, and their replacement by a few recognized and centrally controlled
customs posts. Ras Emeru Hailesilassie was instrumental in implementing this policy

during his governorship of Gojjam in the early 1930s (Bahru 1991: 99).

Gebrehiwet’s recommendations concerning imported products as noted above are of two
type: the first and the general recommendation is that all imported products other than those
meant to set up industries should be over taxed, and the other one is that to get a better
revenue from tax, the government should levy small tax on goods the public needs daily and
should not levy high tax on luxury goods since only a few people buy them the revenue will
not be much. Hilesillassie did not pay attention to this recommendation; he kept overtaxing

luxury goods:
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Ethiopian rights to levy import duties had been shackled by the Klobukowsky treaty
of 1908 .The treaty exempted French subjects from the laws of Ethiopia and limited
the customs duty to 10% ad valorem; for liquor it was to be even lower — 8% .The
treaty came to cover almost all European subjects and governments ....The low
import tariff encouraged the inflow of European goods into the country. The repeal or
revision of the Klobukowsky Treaty became one of the main preoccupations of Tafari,
both before and after his coronation as emperor...in 1931 he proclaimed the excise
and consumption tax. This raised the import tax to up to 30% ad valorem on what
were regarded as luxury items, such as alcoholic drinks, cigarettes umbrellas, carpets
and underwear. In spite of protests from the European legations, the government
stood its ground....As a result; out of estimated total annual revenue of about 400,000

pounds the income from the tax was valued at 25, 000 pounds or slightly over 6%

(Ibid 1991: 100).

Spread of education was the other development activity Gebrehiwet and others suggested

and Hailesillassie/Teferi both as a regent and as a king achieved:

The last two years of the 1920s and the following 5 years before the Italian invasion
witnessed a remarkable expansion of educational facilities. ... in a speech that
Dajjach Habte-Maryam of Wellega made on the occasion of his visit to Teferi
Mekonen School, ... he expressed his gratification that he was allowed to expend the
money that he had brought in annual tribute towards the construction of a school

(Ibid 2002: 26 - 27).

4.6.2 Kebede Mikael’s fulfilled Recommendations

Among the requirements Kebede lists for development are fostering population growth, -
which provides a country with human resource or cheap labour- and making students study

in the fields of natural science:
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Population growth

Kebede estimated the number of population during the time he wrote the book in 1954 G.C
at 15,000,000. Now in 2011, after 57 years, CIA world fact book estimates Ethiopian
population at 90,873,739, (Ibid:n.d) which is about 6 fold Kebede’s estimation of the then
number of population. Therefore, regardless of whether the population growth happened as a
natural process or as a eresult of deliberate application of Kebede’s recommendations to

increase the population, Kebede’s one requirement for modernization is met.

Making Most of the Students Study Fields of Natural Science

In order to produce technicians, medical doctors, engineers etc., Kebede also recommends
that natural science should be the government’s focus (1946E.C/ 1954G.C). Kebede’s

recommendation was not paid attention during Hailesillassie and the Derg regimes. It was

paid attention after 40 years Kebede made the recommendation:

As of this year, seventy percent of new enrollees in state universities are engineering
and science students, according to a report from the Ministry of Education. Four years
ago the government outlined a plan to have 70 percent of students entering its
universities studying natural sciences. The goal was also for 40 percent of the total
campus population to be studying engineering. The plan that has been progressively
implemented is now in full effect and the targets have been surpassed, said the MoE in
its nine month performance report presented to parliament on Tuesday.“Among the
students placed in public universities 73.2 percent of them are studying natural science
and technological subjects,” Education Minister Demeke Mekonnen told the House.

(Kirubel 2011)
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47 What do other scholars say about the concepts of

communication for development the two authors raise?

Kebede Mikael and some other intellectuals considered that what the Japanese achieved was
completely achievable in Ethiopia as well. Even though Gebrehiwet does not dwell on it , in
his article entitled “Atse Menelik ena Ethiopia (1912) “, he as well recommends Japanese
way of development to Ethiopia . Kebede compares Japanese history with the Ethiopian and
finds them remarkably similar; he also compares the two countries’ natural resources and
learns that Ethiopia is far wealthier than Japan; then, he examines her history and concludes
before some decades Japan was not any better than Ethiopia. Then, he becomes sure and pens
this: “... therefore, what reason can there be except her own indolence that keeps Ethiopia,
which is backward in modernization, from following the Japanese way, which is proven
perfect, to facilitate its advance to attain modernization” (Kebede 1946/1954G.C:5).
However, some scholars underline that scholars like Kebede Mikael and Gebrehiwet (he
recommends it in his other book “Atse Menelik Ena Ethiopia (1912)” who promoted that
Japanese way of development is the perfect model to Ethiopia have overlooked some

realities. Bahru Zewde observes,

...But these comparisons with Japan and attempts to emulate her experience in
modernization suffered all too often from inadequate understanding of Pre-Meiji,
Japanese history, or what Ian Inkster has characterized as “historical particularity,
ignorance and contextual inappropriateness. The gist of the matter was that
Tokugawa Japan had assets which made the task of rapid modernization easy. These
assets, which were not always so readily available in the countries which were
compared with Japan, included cultural homogeneity ,a high rate of literacy
,extensive urbanization, a strong mercantile base ,developed cottage industries a long

period of peace etc (Bahru 2002:5).
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When it comes to the concepts Gebrehiwet raises in “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader” ,
Alemayehu Geda, an academic at Faculty of Business and Economics at Addis Ababa
University, in the introduction he wrote for the book “Gebrehiwet Baykedagne Sirawich”
asserts that Gebrehiwet theopized “Structural Economics” and “Development Economics”.
The credit for the creation of those economic theories goes to South American, European and
American economists who raised the issues 40 to 50 years after Gebrehiwet theorized them.
Alemayehu also states that after conducting three researches on Gebrehiwet’s concepts, he
tried to publish them on western research magazines, yet they denied him the chance by

stating that he overstated Gebrehiwet’s achievements (Gebrehiwet 2002).

Tenkir Bonger is also another intellectual who contends that Gebrehiwet’s “Mengistina
Yehizib Astedader” has come up with a new theory. Bahru puts it as “Tenkir Bonger ..., puts
the matter in a different perspective, arguing that Gebrehiwet can be regarded as ‘one of the

early theorizers of the dependency theory’.”(Bahru 2002: 114).

4.8 Are the concepts of development Communication the two authors raise

related to any of internationally recognized paradigms of development?

When it comes to the concepts Kebede and Gebrehiwet Baykedagne raise in their books
they have somewhat to do with what Westerners classify as Paradigms of Development;
however, neither of the two authors’ books advocate concepts that can be fully classed

under any of these paradigms.

Concepts Kebede raises which can be somewhat equated with the concepts modernization

paradigm propagates and those which contradict with it:
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+ Kebede contends that modernization can be achieved in Ethiopia by a simple act of
copying Japanese way of development as Japan was a developing nation which turned
into one of the world economic giants. By making this recommendation, Kebede does
not directly advocate western style of development, but he propagates the idea of
attaining western modernization indirectly without having to take all the time it took
the westerners to modernize. Simply put, he propagated the idea of modernizing
Ethiopia just like the westerners by using the shortest possible path which is Japanese
way of development. Modernization paradigm, as discussed in chapter 2 of this study,
advocates the idea of bringing western strategy to modernize the developing world.
Kebede rather recommends selectivity in copying western strategies just like Japan
did; he is against the idea of introducing foreign culture along with the technologies,

and he warns of its possible effect of depriving Ethiopians of their identity.

#+ The modernization paradigm states that the third world countries have no one to hold
responsible for their poverty other than themselves, similarly Kebede contends that
Ethiopian people are fully responsible for the country’s poverty, and that external

factors are by no means the major causes for the country’s inability to modernize.

+ Modernization paradigm propagates the use of communication media technology to
change the mindset of the public, likewise Kebede recommends that the Ethiopian
youth should read Japanese history and act upon the development concepts they learn

from it.

+ Modernization paradigm is criticzed for its focus on economic growth and its
negligence to political social and cultural aspects; likewise Kebede defines
modernization interms of economic growth and refrains from discussing other faces

of modernization like democracy, secularity, and justice and so on.
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When it comes to concepts discussed in Gebrehiwet’s book “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader”,
some scholars like Tenkir Bonger , as discussed in this chapter , liken them with Dependency
paradigm , and even contend that Gebrehiwet can be considered one of the theorizers of
dependency paradigm ; however , the researcher has concluded that not all concepts
Gebrehiwet raises in his book can be considered supportive of or reflective of the
dependency paradigm.The researcher rather has found out that there are also some issues

Gebrehiwet raises which negate some of the concepts of dependency paradigm.

Among those issues Gebrehiwet raises which reflect concepts of dependency paradigm are
unbalanced trade between developed and underdeveloped countries; restricting export of
raw materials to developing nations ; restricting imported products to those that are meant
for building factories and replacing foreign imported products with locally produced

commodities.

Conceptys Gebrehiwet raises which contradict with the dependency paradigm are: he never
holds external factors, factors that are related to the international developing countries
problems widely discussed in the dependency paradigm like colonial past of developing

countries ; unbalanced trade and world politics as the major factors of poverty in Ethiopia.

As noted above, Gebrehiwet does vividly relate some universal developing countries’
problems to the Ethiopian case, yet he never concludes that the problems spring from
external factors for the most part. The problems he focuses on and holds responsible for
poverty are, banditry, war, injustice, monopoly of trade and monopoly of land can only be
solved by the Ethiopian government. This negates with the major tenet of the dependency
paradigm which is: external factors are responsible for the poverty of a country. Mefalopulos

(2008) quotes A.G. Frank whom he classes as one of the founding fathers of dependency
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paradigm: “Hence, neither the causes nor the solutions of underdevelopment should be
sought exclusively, or even mostly, within the poorest countries, but within the broader
international scenario and forms of exploitation such as the richest countries’ colonial past.”
(Ibid 2008: 47).Therefore, the researcher concluded that Gebrehiwet’s concepts of
development can not be explained away interms of dependency paradigm; they go far

beyond what dependency paradigm raise.
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Chapter 5

Conclusion

After a careful scrutiny of kebede Mikael's book “Japan Endemin Seletenech” and
Gebrehiwet Baykedagne’s “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader” as well as some related books
authored by Ethiopians and foreigners, the researcher has come up with some findings, and

based on these findings has drawn the following conclusions:

A government in a country has duties to fulfill and it can not last without fulfilling at least
some of those duties as it is totally impossible for a group of people to form a government and
do nothing .Thus, the question is not whether a government is exhibiting any move towards
modernization, but whether it is doing its best. That’'s what the intellectuals of feudal

Ethiopia including Kebede Mikael and Gebrehiwet Baykedagne raise in their writings.

Gebrehiwet Baykedagne’s book is characterized by critical explanations. His aspiration to
inform the people and the government of different ways of attaining development and
economic independence brought about significant change in the country in the fields of
education and trade, yet his unheeded warning of avoiding monopoly of land brought down
the government. He directly addresses the problems in the country and criticizes the
government officials and the kings. Therefore, Gebrehiwet’s role can be simply considered as
the present day media watch dog’s role because his allegiance is to the public .What crises he
observes among the people, he attributes to administrative problems, like injustice, banditry
and war. Only a handful of the intellectuals of his time dare boldly point out the problems in
their writings; even that they do, not as elaborately as Gebrehiwet does. When it comes to
Kebede , his writing is characterized by discreetness and the concepts he raises could not be
achieved in Ethiopia because he overlooked some qualities the Jaspanese government
possessed which the Ethiopian government lacked , and to execute his plans it required a

government better than one an absolutist headed . However the concepts Kebede raises in his
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books are not all in all good for nothing; what proves it is the idea of training most of
Ethiopian students in the field of “Natural Science” to modernize the country which came in

to fruition during the EPRDF governance after 47 years he made the recommendation.

Kebede analyzes development from the economic angle while Gebrehiwet analyzes it from

political — economic angle.

When it comes to the question of whether the concepts both authors raise have anything to
do with internationally recognized development paradigms, neither of the two books reflects
one paradigm’s tenets ultimately, yet Kebede’s “Japan Endemin Seletenech?” (1946 E.C
/1954G.C) raises some issues which slightly go in line with modernization paradigm in
contrast Gebrehiwet’s “Mengistina Yehizib Astedader” (1916 E.C /1924G.C) raises issues

which somewhat go in line with dependency paradigm.
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