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Incontrovertibly, ensuring human rights is enormously a vital means of 

fulfilling the material and spiritual well-being of humanity. States, 

international actors as well as non-government organizations try to assess 

human rights conditions according to common international policies and 

standards for their protection.  

However, some of the standards currently used by Western INGOs to assess 

the state of human rights within countries are not objective and are often 

insensitive while at the same time employing incongruent criteria to select 

countries to make ‘judgments’. Furthermore, these prominent ‘watchdogs’, 

aim the human rights discourse to be focused on the West-centric practice on 

viewing ‘legitimate’ human rights as civil and political rights mostly 

employing descriptive methodologies and  often geared with predisposed 

conclusion. The ‘watchdogs’ often give low-profile to economic, social and 

cultural (ESC) rights.  

The world has witnessed so many accusations of these INGOs becoming the 

basis for law suits, investigation by International Criminal Court as well as for 

waging war against ‘unfriendly’ state. These ‘’watchdogs” have the unlimited 

power to enjoy the headlines of the international media, most of them 

operating with similar political and ideological agenda. Officials of these 

INGOs are quoted, usually without question or independent verification, by 

journalists, diplomats, and academics.  

The lack of the essential ingredients for the integrity of any report related to 

human rights such as ideological and political impartiality has seriously 

damaged the universality and credibility of these rights groups. Despite the 

persistent urge for the need for professional guidelines for fact finding in any 

claims and counter-claims such as  specified in the International Bar 

Association’s Lund-London Guidelines, these watchdogs have increasingly 

continued to judge nations throughout the world in a manner that fosters 

capitalist values and discredits governments seeking alternative development 

strategies.  
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Over the past thirty years, Human Rights Watch has become one of the 

notable self-plus-West-appointed human rights ‘advocator’ focusing on 

political and civil rights so as to promote the neo-liberal agenda while 

ignoring social and economic rights in the world at the same time practicing 

with ideological and political partiality so as to facilitate the ground for its 

‘experts’ to enjoy the freedom to easily invent, distort, and manipulate 

accusations to suit their predetermined political and ideological agendas.  

Ultimately, Human Rights Watch’s selective and biased application of the 

human rights norms enshrined in the UN Declaration not only continued to 

undermine its credibility, it also continued to promote injustice. 

Human Rights Watch’s clear and selective national and political bias has so far 

indisputably demonstrated in its flow of reports aimed to name and shame as 

well as to discredit Ethiopia’s achievements aimed to tackle poverty through 

its successful indigenous development strategies. As Ethiopia is not seen as 

politically ‘liberal’ or aligned entirely with the West, the country is reported 

on through the reports of Human Rights Watch and other similar ‘watchdogs’ 

in the most negative, non-comparative and exaggerated terms that amounts 

to propaganda.  

Just a couple of weeks ago, Human Rights Watch has published a sensational 

report entitled “They Want a Confession. Torture and Ill-Treatment in 

Ethiopia’s Maekelawi Police Station" claiming the federal police mistreats 

prisoners through torture.  The new report is just one of a series of reports 

published in the last couple of years written by the organization 

unsuccessfully trying to attack the policies of the Ethiopian government.  

Ethiopia is, for the first time, enjoying economic, social and political rights 

throughout its history through its comprehensive development plans focusing 

on agriculture-led economic growth laying the fertile ground for a long-lasting 

solution to the country’s chronic poverty and food insecurity. Ethiopia’s 

robust economic growth owes a great deal to the strong performance of its 

agricultural sector, which is another reason it is rather unlikely that the 

country’s government has it “in” for the estimated 13-15 million smallholders 

who produce more than 95 percent of agricultural output, which in turn 

contributes nearly half of national GDP and even larger proportions of 

employment and export earnings.  



It is acknowledged that while the large-scale farming investment initiatives as 

well as the voluntary resettlement program are parts of the Ethiopian 

Government’s comprehensive development plans focusing on agriculture-led 

economic growth as a long-lasting solution to Ethiopia’s chronic poverty and 

food insecurity. 

Paradoxically, one of the previous reports of Human Rights Watch’s were 

focused in discrediting the government’s villagization program which was a 

case in point in demonstrating the ill-driven mission of the organization. 

Human Rights Watch and few similar organizations as well as individuals who 

claim to be ‘researchers’ in the field yet the fact shows that as they are 

advocating the agendas of the self-appointed watchdogs, have been filing 

negative reports about Ethiopia’s resettlement programme and large-scale 

farming investment through their flawed ideological blinded ‘researches’.  

What makes the report very inane was it was made against the entire 

recognition and acknowledgment of the international development partners 

for the contribution of the voluntary resettlement program for the country’s 

development initiatives. Criticizing the voluntary resettlement programs 

which is recognized by the international development partners as well as the 

United Nations development organs as one of the most important food 

security strategies of the Ethiopian Government can only be taken as a 

crooked intention aimed to deprive people from exercising their development 

rights in the name of ‘advocating for right’. Yet, despite all the consistent 

refutations of Human Rights watch’s report, the organization tend to give 

deaf-ear to the criticisms and counter-claims claiming that any other 

evidence, from whatever source, however reputable, should be disregarded 

unless and except it concurs with Human Rights Watch’s political and 

ideological agendas.  

As Human Rights Watch focuses primarily on biased mission and often geared 

with predestined conclusion, it is not surprising that it only focused to feed its 

urge on fantasizing ‘violations’ of human rights rather than on the positive 

trends and economic achievements.  

Human Rights Watch throughout its series of reports against the Ethiopian 

Government has never been a single reference to any of these achievements 

in social and economic rights, or with regard to the political rights enjoyed by 

the millions of citizens. Throughout its reports the organization has never 

tried at least to acknowledge the remarkable successes of the country in 



guaranteeing economic, political and social rights that merely two decades 

ago could not even dream of.  

One does not have to agree with all or even any of specific political choices 

the country has made but nobody denies even from skeptics’ perspective, 

Ethiopia is making positive political changes that lay the foundation to the 

respect of all fundamental human rights on the land possible despite some 

challenges that may occur in any country’s political evolution. 

Another insane report published recently by the Human Rights Watch tried to 

discredit the country’s development initiatives aimed at harnessing its natural 

resources to generate power to its citizens and also to people of neighboring 

countries yearn to get electricity for their livelihoods.  

The report has been generating a series of accusations on the commune 

program of Gambella and South Omo with the groundless fabrications aimed 

at undermining the accelerated growth and development efforts in these 

areas. Ironically, the report demands the Ethiopian government “to suspend 

the construction of Gibe III and the associated sugar plantations projects 

taking place in the Southern Ethiopia." 

Another Human Rights Watch report also blatantly demonizes the Government 

of Ethiopia’s Productive Safety Net Program (PSNP), which has provided food 

and cash in exchange for building community infrastructure, and has also 

helped to prevent 7.2 million people from slipping into crisis during the 

historic 2011 – 12 drought.  

In this regard, demonizing the Protecting Basic Services program that could 

help millions from starvation and in contrary by promoting the make-believe 

stories of the known terrorist organization Ogaden National Liberation Front 

(ONLF), by calling donors to de-fund the Democratic Institutions Program 

would only show the irrationality of the organization in its mission, research 

and selection of countries as well as fact finding missions.  

It has become part of their main duties for the past two decades to portray 

countries like Ethiopia negatively in all aspects of social, economic and 

political spectrum. All these reports have been effectively discredited by the 

Ethiopian government, the western donors, and their embassies in Ethiopia 

and by NGOs operating in the areas referred to by the allegations. 



Most of the reports of the organization have been refuted by independent 

bodies operating in the country. For instance, the United Kingdom’s Secretary 

of State for International Development, in 2011, rejected Human Rights 

Watch’s methodology as “unsound”. Earlier, it was known that a joint 

statement of western aid organizations has disproved the allegations of the 

organization as the report of Human Rights Watch was inconsistence with the 

facts on the ground. Many donors and INGOs tend to disassociate themselves 

from the unfounded and make-believe Human Rights Watch allegations. 

The latest report of Human Rights Watch that was focused on the prison 

condition of the country has brought nothing tangible claims. Rather, as 

usual, entirely establishing its basis on hearsay collected from unnamed 

individuals, as well as suffering from enormous methodological critical defects 

it makes it difficult to tell whether it was a research report or a fictional 

story. 

Methodologically, the report is based on interviewing some 30 former 

detainees contacted through snow-ball recruitment excessively marred by 

reliance on questionable and unverifiable testimonies and clear omission of 

facts and evidences. The approach deliberately designed so as to derive a 

predetermined conclusion on strengthening the ideological bias of the 

organization rather than any concern on human rights situation in the Crime 

Investigation Sector.  

Even despite its claims for having difficulties access to its ‘experts’ to make 

verifications on alleged facts, the research even didn’t try  to verify alleged 

facts with an independent third party independent organizations such as the 

International Red Cross Society and Prison Fellowship who have regularly 

monitoring the prison conditions without any interference from the 

government authorities. Such endeavor might have helped the Human Rights 

Watch to enhance the overall quality and credibility of the report.  

It is very clear even for beginners on research career to buy that s such an 

approach could help to reflect a balance view on data collection and 

information gathering as well as to avoid bias. Yet, from the start as the 

organization is derived with some sort of ideological inclination, it has 

appointed a politically motivated principal investigator that serves the 

purpose of the organization.  



As Human Rights watch has a mission to destabilize the government with its 

subtle hidden mission of ‘rights promotion’, it had been for so long to recruit 

an executive director for its Africa mission from countries like Ethiopia who 

has good connection with opposition elite and be willing to serve as a tool of 

propaganda and promotion on the organization’s hidden color revolution led 

coup.  

It was during the 2005 parliamentary election, Daniel Bekele, the then Action 

Aid Director, attracted the attention of the executives of the Human Rights 

Watch for the position of its Executive director for its Africa office crediting 

his roles, in the name of promoting voter education and election monitoring, 

for managing to run the failed color revolution attempt.  

After leading grassroots efforts to promote voter education and election 

monitoring Daniel was arrested following the controversial 2005 parliamentary 

elections and spent two and a half years in prison on politically motivated 

charges of conspiracy and incitement to overthrow the government. His role 

in the mechanic of staging of what is called “Color revolutions” which is a 

classic mechanics of destabilizing government and bringing to the power a 

minority elite group with strong Western connections, Human Rights watch 

has awarded him its Alison Des Forges Award which it rather claims as the 

award is meant as the valor of individuals who put their lives on the line to 

protect the dignity and rights of others. 

It was only took the organization to delegate him the position few months 

after his release in 2008 serving two years sentence for illegally conspiring in 

toppling the government.   

It is very ridiculous of the organization that claims and boasts as its goal is 

one of promoting adherence to existing international law and human rights 

standards and to lay the legal and moral groundwork for deep-rooted change 

to appoint a biased and politically motivated individual as its Africa head. 

The Times has also accused Human Rights Watch of filling its staff with former 

radical political activists writing, "Theoretically an organization like HRW 

would not select as its researchers people who are so evidently on one 

side."[wikipedia] 

Organizations who claim as having a moral mandate in promotion of human 

rights have the obligation to act morally themselves, and that means insuring 

that accusations of wrong doing are based on impartial researchers, 
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professional standards, and not on ad hoc procedures, political interests, or 

private ideological biases.  

This seriously damages the universality and credibility of the Human Rights 

Watch and its mission. The recent report of the organization is entirely relied 

on politically motivated former detainees which surely recruited by Daniel 

himself. That is why the report data is filled with testimonials with limited 

credibility due to the inherent agendas of the lead investigator. That is why 

the research protocol and design rejected other triangulation methods to 

verify claims and counter-claims. 

The Human Rights Watch executive body having cognizant of the research 

report as lacking systematic research methodology based on false claims and 

reliance on politically motivated former detainees as well as investigations 

guided by politically motivated lead investigator would only once again 

reveals the organization’s biased mandates and double standards. 

When conducting research like this it is important at least consult with other 

similar organization conducting investigation in similar conditions. As there 

are couple of NGOs locally as well as the Ethiopian Human Rights Commission 

who has the independent power and duties to ensure the respect of human 

rights, including the conditions and humanely treatments of detainees, vividly 

guarantee under the law, Human Rights Watch should be professional at least 

respect their mandates.  

Sound methodologies should be employed to come out with objective, 

rational and transparent report. What can be said about the latest report is 

just rubbish. It is just another of many examples that depict Human Rights 

Watch’s bias making its foundation on misleading or incorrect “evidence.” It 

is also another example that highlights the internal contradictions and 

absence of systematic methodology in the research.  

It is time to call a spade a spade. It is time for the HRW to review its mission 

and priorities and to decide on areas and activities that are compatible with 

its partisan capabilities and resources – disclosing its spheres on promoting 

neo-liberal agendas.   

Just to wind this article, it is important to note some of the critics against the 

Human Rights Watch. Robert Bernstein, founder of HRW, accuses the 

organization of poor research methods, for relying on "witnesses whose stories 

cannot be verified and who may testify for political advantage ..."[wikipedia]  
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The Times also disclose that Human Rights Watch as it "does not always 

practice the transparency, tolerance and accountability it urges on others."[ 

wikipedia] 

Finally, it is important to quote the Ethiopian Federal Democratic Republic 

Ministry of Federal Affairs Sheferaw Teklemariam’s response to the current 

allegation saying Human Rights Watch's report,: 

" Based on our observation on the general trends of your subsequent reports 

on Federal Democratic Republic of Ethiopia; Once again we would appreciate 

your intervention to correct such series of biased and unproductive research 

methods, choice of researchers and claimed faulty findings and greatly 

encourage taking proper actions on the same for mutual understanding and 

productive partnership in the future." 
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