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at the Makelawi Criminal Investigation Department in 
Addis Ababa are reported without providing any names 
or dates of the supposed victims. Allegations of this kind, 
with no tangible evidence, hardly amount to a serious 
charge. Most of these reported cases are gathered from 
opposition parties. They all lack detailed evidence or in 
many instances any evidence at all much less serious 
proof substantiating the allegations.

 2. Allegations of torture and beatings 

    I) The case of Ayana Chere

The State Department report states: 

“In December 2007, student Ayana Chere 
was arrested in Nekemt on suspicion of 
being a member of the 
Oromo Liberation Front 
(OLF). The lower court 
dismissed his case and 
ordered his release, but 
he remained in prison 
until the High Court 
ordered his release. He 
alleged he suffered severe 
and repeated beatings 
while in detention.” 

   
Whereas the investigation of this 
case shows that this individual 
was caught red-handed with six 
of his colleagues while engaged in activties to promote 
OLF’s  objectives. 

Ayana Chere with an emblem of the 
outlawed OLF on his T-shirt
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Following Ayana Chere’s arrest and interrogation, the 
police delivered the records of the investigation to the 
Zonal Prosecution Office so that the later filed criminal 
charges in the Regional Supreme Court. A fellow inmate, 
Dinegde Shune said that Ayana Chere was not beaten 
while in prison:

 “I was active along with Ayana Chere in the same 
clandestine unit of the OLF. We were  recruited 
to be members of the OLF by a common 

friend. We were assigned 
to throw stones at the 
neighborhood houses after 
school that was when we 
were arrested by the police. 
We remained under police 
custody for about three 
months until the police 
complete its investagation. 
Then we were released on 
bail.  While under custody, 

no one violated our human 
rights and never recall that Ayana Chere was 
sumonned to be tortured by the police”

It is clear from this evidence that Ayana Chere was 
a member of the OLF. It is equally clear from the 
investigation that he received no beating after his arrest 
or before he was released on bail. The report appears to 
deliberately try to cover up the real reason why Ayana 
Chere was arrested. The allegation that he was beaten 
is yet another example of the series of false allegations 
accepted by the authors of the Report without any 
serious effort to verify its validity. 

Dinegde Shune
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ii) The case of Gelaye Tadele

The State Department Report states the following about 
the case of  Gelaye Tadele.

 “On February 9, police and militia broke 
into the home of Gelaye Tadele, a resident 
of Arba Minch town in the Southern 
Nations, Nationalities and Peoples’ Region 
(SNNPR), and beat him. They then took 
him to a detention facility in Kofele where 
they fractured his right leg and beat him 
unconscious. He was eventually taken to 
the local police station and later admitted 
to Arba Minch hospital. His mother filed 
a compliant but local authorities took no 
action by the year’s end.”  

The inquiry team, however, uncovered a very different 
story from that contained in the Report which implies 
that he was arrested in connection with his political 
involvement. In fact, Gelaye was not a member of any 
political party, and had never engaged in any political 
activity. He was arrested for a criminal offense along 
with his accomplices. Gelaye and his accomplice Tagle 
had commited  robbery and physical assault against 
Esayas Erbo, a security guard at the Arba Minch 
University. He stayed hiding at Tagel’s parent’s house. 
Another individual, named Afework, who was well aware 
of Gelaye’s involvement in the case, informed the police 
about the incident. When Gelaye learned that Afework 
had informed on him, he stabbed him with a knife and 
went into hiding. The police were tipped off about his 
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where abouts. While the police were in hot pursuits 
Gelaye who was attempting to flee fell and broke his 
leg. Subsequently he was arrested and is currently 
in detention pending trial. While this is the fact, the 
Reports claim that he was taken to a detention center 
at Kofele where his leg was broken, is a total nonsense. 
Besides there is no prison at Kofle, Southern National 
Regional State .

iii) The case of the alleged beating of 
     Wegayehu Dejene and other 
     members of the regional council 
The State Department Report, apparently relying on 
opposition sources, claims that: 

  “There  were   no developments  in   the 
September 2007 beating of regional 
parliamentarian Wegayehu Dejene (Meo 
District, Oromiya Region) and his family 
members. There were no developments in the 
2006 beatings of one regional parliamentarian 
of the Oromo Federal Democratic Movement 
(OFDM) and five members of the Oromo 
National Congress (ONC).”

However, upon close investigation of the case of 
Wegayehu Dejene and his family, an entirely different 
story emerged.  Wegayehu, a resident of Dahilola town, 
Meo Woreda, was a member of the Oromiya National 
Council, who won a seat in the 2005 national and 
regional elections on the ONC ticket. When asked 
whether he had been beaten, Wegayehu Dejene was 
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quite categorical. He stated: 

“I don’t tell lies; 
I received no 
beatings at all.’’ 

It is difficult to believe how either the ONC or the 
State Department could make such an allegation 
when Wegayehu himself denies it. It proved difficult 
to conduct an investigation involving the cases of the 
other parliamentarians mentioned in the Report or 
Wegayehu Dejene’s colleagues in the State Council as 
they were not identified by name. Be that as it may the 
mode of presentation of this case recalls the approach 
employed by Human Rights Watch, which normally 
fails to identify the name, places, or political allegiances 
of those it claims to be quoting. This would appear to 
suggest that the State Department, regrettable as it is, 
is imitating the flawed methodology of Human Rights 
Watch.

iv. The Case of Yosef Abera and nine others
The State Department Report holds that

 “In the case of Yosef Abera and nine others 
who were arrested in 2006 on accusation of 
providing food and arms to the OLF, police 
transferred them from Ayra Guliso town in 

Wegayehu Dejene
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Oromiya to Senkelle Police Training Center, 
also in Oromiya. They were released on 
March 16 after signing a letter stating they 
would not participate in any illegal activities 
in the future.”

To the contrary, the inquiry indicates that Mezgebu 
Benti, a member of the armed gang OLF, surrendered 
to the police in Gimbi and made confession about a 
plan to launch an attack in Guliso town. He said the 
ammunition intended to be used in the attack had been 
stored at the house of Yosef Abera. The police obtained 
a search warrant and searched Yosef’s residence where 
they found a Kalashnikov rifle, a grenade and many 
cartridges hidden in a cattle pen. The evidence was 
recorded on video and is still in the custody of the 
police.  Some of those who were arrested on suspicion 
were released immediately after they were cleared 
of any involvement in the case. Other individuals, 
including Yosef Abera, who were implicated in the case 
were detained for a short while at the Senkelle Police 
Training Center where after given advice expressed 
contrition were released to pursue their normal lives.   

This is just one example of how the government tries to 
treat misguided youngsters caught red-handed planning 
to engage in terrorist activity. Such youngsters could 
end up serving long prison terms. This shows that the 
government, as much as possibile, tries to employ a 
rehabilitation scheme to reform young offenders rather 
than subjecting them to a prolonged detention that 
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might cause mental or physical harm.  As long as young 
offenders, particularly first offenders, are prepared to 
mend their ways, the preferred approach is not to punish 
them to the full extent of the law but to release them as 
soon as they are ready to regret the wrongs they have 
done to society. But, this is hardly was the way the State 
Department Report portrays the situation. Rather, the 
government’s humane efforts are distortedly reported 
as politically motivated incarcerations of innocent 
individuals and violation of their human rights. Such 
allegations, however, only undermine the government’s 
humane approach of educating even detainees of 
terrorist groups like the OLF,  secure for their release 
and facilitate their reintegration into the community. 

  

 v) The case of the beating of 
     MP Gutu Mulisa
Another case mentioned in the State Department 
Report involves Gutu Mulisa, a member of the Federal 
Parliament. The report alleges that, 

 “On March 9, police and local officials beat 
Federal Parliamentarian Gutu Mulisa while 
he campaigned for the UEDF in Elfeta 
district, Oromiya Region. Gutu filed a 
compliant with Elfeta district police. At the 
year’s end the case was pending.”

No date is given, but the alleged incident presumably 
occurred in March of last year. In fact, upon close 
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examination, nonetheless, the facts again reveal a very 
different picture than the allegations contained in the 
Report. The MP was not present in the town of Beki at 
the time of the inquiry.  One 
of his relatives, Kassa Ufga 
Fentenssa, actually testified:

 “Gutu has never been 
hurt or beaten. If he was 
beaten, I would have 
known the case for he is 
my close relative.  Only 
recently he was here to visit 
his relatives.” 

Zerihun Hirpa, who won the 
race in the Woreda where he 
run on the Oromo National 
Congress opposition party ticket 
in the 2005 national elections 
emphatically said: 

    “Gutu Mulisa was not 
beaten.”

In light of these manifestly conflicting reports offered by 
members of the MP’s own party, the State Department 
ought to have carefully checked the accuracy of the 
information before accepting it as fact. The Report also 
claims that although Gutu Mulisa had reported the case 
to the police, no official investigation was undertaken.  
However, police records show that Ato Gutu had in fact 
never filed any complaint at the Elfeta district police 
precinct.

Kassa Ufga Fentenssa

Zerihun Hirpa
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3. Prisons and Prison Conditions

     i) The conditions of prisoners and prisons

The State Department Report states that there are 
three federal and 117 regional prisons.  It also states 
as fact that there are also many ‘unofficial’ prisons in 
Ethiopia. Nevertheless, it made no attempt to identify 
any of these ‘secret’ prisons. This is hardly surprising, 
for there are no such prisons. Despite incessant and 
repeated accusations, neither the State Department nor 
any human rights organizations have produced a shred 
of evidence to prove the existence of any such secrete 
detention center. These stories are pure fabrications. 
The Report goes on to say that in September 2007, there 
were 52,000 prisoners in the country. It does not site 
the source of the information. Nor does it think that it 
is necessary to request for official figures pertaining to 
the number of prisoners in the country. It is no wonder, 
therefore, that the Report overlooks the fact that last 
year alone, 10,000 [The actual number of pardoned 
prisoners according to the Prison authority is 19000] 
prisoners were pardoned.  Had the State Department 
taken stoke of this truth, it would have drawn an 
obvious conclusion that the Ethiopian government 
does not believe in incarcerating prisoners a day longer 
than legally necessary. 

Far from being one big prison where all its citizens 
languish behind bars as the Report implies, the 
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government, as it frequently did, is prepared to release 
any reformed prisoner ready to be reintegrated into the 
community. It might be added that those convicted are 
provided a parole program to help them to return to 
normal life. The government, in fact, is determined to 
reduce the number of legal prisoners as fast as possible. 
Granting periodic pardons is one manifestation of this 
commitment. The government rightly feels proud of its 
record in this area. But to its dismay, all it heard from 
the State Department is condemnation rather than 
praise it rightly deserves. Such condemnation is even 
more bizarre coming from the United States where 1 
out of every 142 persons is behind bars. In Ethiopia, 
the corresponding figure is 1 out of 1,761 persons. 
The US obviously has twelve times more prisoners as 
Ethiopia does, a ratio differential that does not allow 
much comfort for moral sermon. 

4.    On Alleged Arbitrary Arrests and 
        Detentions with out warrant from the 
        courts
1) Alleged Rights Violations in Northern Gondar, 
     Chilga area

Citing the AEPU, the All Ethiopian Unity Party as its 
source, the State Department Report alleges that in 
May 2008 

 “At a wedding in Chandiba kebele in Chilga 
District, Amhara Region, officials arrested 
nine AEUP (opposition) supporters: 
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Wagnew Tadesse, Endale Tadege, Alehegne 
Mekuanent, Setegne Tadege, Kolie Jegne, 
Teffera Alemu, Kifle Tadege, Demissie 
Wale, and Mekuanent Seneshaw. Officials 
accused them of holding an illegal political 
gathering.” 

On the findings of the said inquiry, however, this version 
of the story is very far from the truth. No doubt, the 
named individuals were arrested. But only in connection 
with police investigation with the case of ato Legesse 
Tebeje who was beaten to death. Mekuanent Seneshaw 
who was subsequently arrested, had sold a piece of 
land to a third person with Legesse Tebeje serving as 
witness to the transaction. Some time later, Mekuanent 
wanted to resell the same land to yet another person. 
He asked Legesse to help him trick the prospective 
buyer into believing that the land on offer had not been 
sold.   Legesse refused to be part of the fraud.  Upset 
by his friend’s refusal, Mekuanant threatened to harm 
Legesse. On May 20, 2008 at around 10 o’clock in the 
morning, Mekuanent and his close friends beat Legesse 
severely. They left him badly injured near his residence. 
Shortly later, passersby(s) who witnessed the incident 
carried Legesse to his home. Unfortunately, as the 
victim was badly beaten, he died a few hours later. 

A police investigation conducted to identify those who 
might have committed the crime, led to the arrest of 
a number of suspects.  One of the men arrested was 
Wagnew Tadesse, mentioned in the State Department 
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Report. Regarding the beating incident that led to the 
arrests and subsequent release of Wagnew Tadesse, a 
member of the former CUD had this to say,

 “I heared that they were on bad terms with 
Legesse. They beat him, and then dragged 

him near his residence. 
I saw them and tried 
to follow them, but 
they ran away. Then I 
went back to Legesse. 
With the help of his 
son carried him into 
the house. We asked 
him if he knew his 
assailants. He named 
Mekuanent Seneshaw, 
Alehegne Mekuanent, 
Kifle Tadege and 
Endale Tadege.” 

One suspect, Kifle Tadege, also said, 

“I have nothing to do 
with politics. I have 
never participated in 
any activity against 
the government. I am a 
hard working man who 
doesn’t get involved in 
politics.”

Wagnew Tadesse

Kifle Tadege
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The main suspect, Mekuanent Seneshaw, himself said 

“The disagreement between  
me and  Legesse had 
nothing to do with politics. 
We parted friendship 
peacefully…what has 
politics to do with the 
incident”?

In a marked contrast to the State Department  Report, 
the inquiry into the incident established that the local 
government officials or the police in Chilga Woreda 
committed no human rights violations. There is no 
evidence to suggest that politics had nothing to do with 
the cause of the arrest. The State Department Report 
completely ignores the fact that the arrests were related 
to a murder case where both the victim and the main 
suspect belong to the same opposition party. Taking no 
notice of any of these facts, the State Department Report 
construed this case as an example of arbitrary arrest 
and detention with no attempt to verify the truth of 
the matter. This is a replication of the unsubstantiated 
claim that the Human Rights Watch all too often makes. 
In its 2008 Report on the Somali Region, Human Rights 
Watch denied that ONLF terrorists burnt villages in the 
region despite extensive testimony. Instead it blamed 

Mekuanent Seneshaw



��

Ethiopian security forces for the burning of villages and 
other incidents without any  independent corroborating 
evidence.The State Department and Human Rights 
Watch employ parallel techniques and methodology 
as well as similar partisan, untrustworthy and biased 
sources, to tarnish Ethiopia’s image.

5.  Political prisoners and detainees     

The State Department Report attempts to make 
everything into a deliberate violation of human rights. 
A person who was sentenced by an independent court 
to nine years imprisonment on charges of corruption is 
portrayed, without evidence, as if he was imprisoned 
for political reasons. The State Department, in fact, 
knows fully well that no one is arrested for his or her 
political views in Ethiopia, but only on evidence of crime 
committed. The Report tries to have readers believe that 
there are political prisoners in Ethiopia just by citing 
names of individuals. In every single case, the Report 
fails to furnish any basis for its claims. Nevertheless, 
determined to defame Ethiopia, the Report repeatedly 
accuses Ethiopia of human rights violations for which it 
has never been able to produce solid evidence. It should 
be noted here that the Ethiopian government itself has 
repeatedly expressed its view that using human right 
issues as a cover to promote a political agenda debases 
the very principle of human rights that it upholds.  
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6. Allegations on the  Denial of the 
    Right to a Free Trial

     i) Chaka Robi 
The State Department Report asserts that:  

  “Chaka Robi, a 20-year-old CUD supporter, 
was arrested without a warrant at his Addis 
Ababa residence on March 5. He was said to 
have been held in Maikelawi prison according 
to family members who reported to the 
Ethiopian Human Rights Council (EHRCO) 
and that the police denied them visitation 
rights that they were legally entitled to.”  

After a prompt inquiry, nevertheless, it became 
apparent that no one by this name had been arrested 
by the Criminal Investigation Department of the Addis 
Ababa Police Commission. The allegation was a white 
lie fabricated by its errand boys such as the Ethiopian 
Human Rights Council (EHRC). The State Department 
had, as usual, quoted the story without making any 
effort to verify its accuracy.

ii) The case of Mekonen Deressa and 
    other members  of the Oromo 
    Federalist Democratic Movement
The State Department Report alleges that:

 “on October 2000 E.C a man named Mekonen 
Deressa and some 20 other members of the 
OFDM were arrested and put in an army 
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camp in Dembi Dollo and held for a week 
before being released.”

In the first place, the detainees were held in a police 
precinct and never taken anywhere near any military 
camp. The enquiry also revealed that these arrests 
had nothing to do with the suspects’ membership in 
opposition the OFDM.  The individuals in question 
were arrested on suspicion of being members of the 
outlawed terrorist organization, the Oromo Liberation 
Front (OLF).  The head of Kelem Administration and 
Security Office of West Wollega Zone, Ato Solomon 
Ejigu explained the circumstances of the arrests:

 “Mekonen Deressa and 16 others were 
arrested not because of their membership in 
the OFDM, but rather on suspicion of being 
members of a clandestine urban unit of the 

terrorist OLF. They 
were suspected of 
providing logistics 
and supplies to the 
OLF.  The suspects 
were arrested on 
a warrant issued 
by the court, and 
detained for 15 
days. The police also 
obtained search 

warrants and found various incriminating 
documents, OLF emblems and equipment. 
Following this process several of the suspects 
were tried in a court of law. The rest were 
released on bail on the basis of the available 

Ato Solomon Ejigu
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evidence. Nothing was done to violate their 
rights”. 

Moreover, the suspects themselves have admitted that 
they were taken to police station not to a military camp. 
Mekonen Deressa  said:

 “We were detained 
in a police station 
not a military 
camp. Police 
officers came to 
our homes with 
court warrants 
in their hand. 
They searched 
our homes and 
then took us to 
Dembi Dollo police 
station and kept 
us under custody.”

Another detainee, Thomas Regassa, also said that 
they had been imprisoned in a police station not in 
a military camp.

What is unmistakably 
clear is that members 
of the OLF have been 
trying to use officially 
registered parties, like 
the OFDM and the ONC, 
as a legal cover. The OLF 

Mekonen  Deressa

Thomas Regassa
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has rejected the idea of peaceful struggle preferring 
to wage armed struggle, using terrorism as its chief 
weapon. Since it has been banned for its violent activity 
to operate in the country the OLF tries to use other 
legal parties as its surrogates. The government, duty 
bound as it is to ensure and protect peace and security, 
has cautioned legally registered parties to be careful 
not to become involved with any illegal activities and 
check OLF efforts to infiltrate them.

The State Department, however, deliberately ignored 
these facts and chose to accuse the government for 
using military camps as detention centers.  Contrary 
to the Report’s allegation, the Army in Ethiopia has no 
legal mandate to execute civil arrests nor does to use 
its camps as detention centers. Misrepresenting this 
certainly amounts to wage a smear campaign against 
Ethiopia.

iii) The case of Daniel Bekele and 
       Netsanet Demissie
Under a sub-topic entitled “imprisonment”, the State 
Department report points out that,

“On March 28, the Federal Government 
pardoned two human rights activists, Daniel 
Bekele and Netsanet Demissie, after they 
signed an admission of guilt and served 28 
months in detention.   These two were the 
last of the high-profile political detainees 
arrested after the 2005 national elections.  
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Both originally declined to admit guilt, and 
instead decided to defend their case before 
the Federal High Court.  The court ultimately 
convicted them of incitement, a charge that 
had never been alleged or raised until the 
day of the court’s verdict, and sentenced 
both to 30 months imprisonment.’’ 

Two corrections must be made to the story cited above. 
The first relates to the claim which falsely holds that 
the two individuals were convicted on grounds of 
incitement about which they only knew at the time the 
verdict of guilt was passed against them. The second 
assertion is nothing more than a tacit attempt to 
mislead  readers that the accused  were not informed 
of the charges brought against them throughout the 
trial  proceedings. How ever, the truth of the matter is, 
that Daniel and Netsanet were from the very beginning 
accused of participating in a conspiracy to overthrow 
the lawful government of Ethiopia by means of force. 
They were detained by a duly issued arrest warrant as 
co -conspirators in an attempted insurrection organized 
by leaders of the CUD. And it must be recalled that 
the Federal prosecutor had charged them on the same 
count along with other conspirators. The two individuals 
were named as 94th and 95th defendants in the first 
count which conjoined 131 defendants. The prosecutor 
produced evidence implicating the two defendants as 
co-conspirators with the accused CUD leaders. The 
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prosecutor summoned several witnesses and produced 
evidences to show how the two individuals had used 
their associations, in contravention of their registered 
objectives, to incite the membership to over turn the 
lawful government of Ethiopia as stated in the charge.  
From the very beginning they were joined as principal 
defendants with other conspirators in the first count of 
the charge brought against them.  They entered a plea 
of not guilty, but were convicted on the basis of the 
prosecution evidence which they failed to rebut during 
their defense. The court sentenced them to 30 months of 
imprisonment.  Subsequently, the two lodged a petition 
for pardon in which they admitted their guilt as others 
had and secured their release. 

It was made quite clear during the proceedings that 
Daniel and Netsanet were fully aware of the nature of the 
charges brought against them. It is equally clear  that 
the Court sentenced them on the basis of the strength 
of evidences produced in support of the criminal 
charge filed against them. Accusations that Daniel and 
Netsanet along with other co-defendants were detained 
and subsequently convicted without being served with 
a copy of a charge is unfounded for the charge contains 
the particulars  of the crime which clearly states their 
direct involvement in organized incitement for violence. 
Equally preposterous is the report’s attempt to discredit 
the integrity of the Court by leveling an accusation of 
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reaching a verdict of conviction against defendants for 
who had been kept in the dark about the charge on  
which they were convicted. 

iv) The case of Assefa Abraha  
Among those listed as political prisoners in the State 
Department Report is Assefa Abraha, the former head 
of the Supervisory Authority for Public Development 
Enterprises and the brother of a  former defense 
minister.  The Report says

 “...following the split in the governing party 
in May 2001, police arrested former defense 
minister, Siye Abraha, and four of his siblings 
on corruption charges. His  siblings were 
released in 2007, while Assefa was eventually 
convicted in July 2007, sentenced to nine 
years imprisonment before being paroled.” 

The Report suggests that Assefa was arrested not on 
charges of corruption but as a consequence of political 
retribution in connection with the split that occurred 
within the ruling party. Certainly, ideological differences 
had surfaced between members of the ruling party 
at that time. As a result a number of individuals in 
leadership position had left the party.  But no measures 
were taken against them. They continue to enjoy their 
constitutional rights without infringements. Only a few 
among them were, however, brought to court on charges 
of corruption. One of these was Assefa Abraha, Siye 
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Abraha’s brother who was convicted and subsequently 
sentenced to serve prison terms. Despite the Reports 
attempt to misrepresent the fact, Assefa’s case was no 
more  a political matter than Siye’s , a former senior 
party member .
The Report persistently tries to paint Assefa as a 
prisoner of conscience. The fact is that he was not a 
member of the party. If truth be told, the ideological 
differences within the party were of no concern to 
him. Besides, in a country where no one among those 
involved in the split within the ruling party can be 
imprisoned for holding opposing ideological position, it 
makes no sense to believe that an individual who was 
not even remotely connected with the dispute would 
be incarcerated on trumped up charges of corruption. 
Assefa was specifically implicated in a corruption 
scandal. He was accused of corruption in which he 
misused his senior position to benefit his immediate 
family members in the process of transferring sate-
owned enterprise to private hands. There were others 
who were also charged along with Assefa. The court 
acquitted several of the accused. Among which include, 
Timnit Abraha and Fisseha Abraha, the brother and 
sister of Assefa Abraha. If Assefa’s case had anything to 
do with the fact that he is the brother of Siye Abraha, 
it stands to reason that the other siblings should not 
have been acquitted.  
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v) On Birtukan Mideksa’s Re-arrest
Regarding Ms. Birtukan Mideksa’s re-arrest the Report 
contends that 

      “On December 29, Unity for Democracy and 
Justice Party president Birtukan Mideksa was 
re-arrested for accurately telling European 
media organizations that she had not requested 
from the government a pardon leading to her 
release from jail in July 2007. The Government 
revoked her pardon and reinstated her life 
sentence.”

Despite repeated clarifications on this matter, the Report 
continually ignores the facts, and moreover adds to the 
inaccuracies that Birtukan’s statement that she had 
not petition for pardon plea  was not made to the media 
but to her supporters in Sweden. 

It is to be recalled that Ms. Birtukan was prosecuted for 
attempting to overthrow the constitutional order through 
violence and subsequently convicted and sentenced to 
a life imprisonment. She and the other co-conspirators  
subsequently acknowledged  the criminality of their 
mistakes. They had lodged a written petition in which 
they repented their past unlawful conduct and appealed 
for pardon in June  2008. Their petition was granted.  
As the Government has frequently indicated, it is 
prepared to grant pardons in certain cases to those who 
sincerely express remorse for past misdeeds and pledge 
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to desist, from repeating any transgressions of the law. 
Ms. Birtukan and the other convicts were subsequently 
released on conditional pardon.

Shortly after, however, Ms. Birtukan publicly declared 
to an assembled audience that she was released   on 
account of the political pressure exerted by her 
supporters  and not because she had petition for 
pardon. Under Ethiopian law a pardon obtained through 
fraud or deception can be revoked at any time by the 
appropriate authority.  Ms. Birtukan’s statements, not 
to mention her earlier public utterances in which she 
vilified  the judicial process as mockery and the rending  
court as Kangaroo court, she made a declaration as 
if she was released as a result of the pressure her 
supporters brought to bear on the government. Ms. 
Birtukan  declaration clearly proves that she obtained 
pardon through deceit. Nevertheless the government 
did not rush to revoke the conditional pardon granted 
her. Instead, by reminding her of the seriousness of her 
mistake, the government gave her ample time  to rectify 
it. However, she remained adamantly defiant. Hence, 
the pardon grant was revoked and Ms. Birtukan was 
made to serve the sentence passed against her by the 
court. Since such is the standard legal procedure in 
Ethiopia, it is clearly Birtukan Midekesa who from start 
to finish that violated the law and not the Ethiopian 
government. 


