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An opinion piece published on AigaForum.com, a pro-EPRDF website, heavily criticized 

Honorable Girma Seifu (MP) about his recent informal letter to the Prime Minister.   

The letter of Hon. Girma was about the so-called security forces who, under the cloak of 

“intelligence and security operations”, keep harassing citizens who hold opposing political views 

to that of the regime. To his credit, Hon. Girma has supported the allegations with his latest 

encounter in the public demonstration he partook at the end of last month.  

Ironically, what alarmed the critic -- at least primarily -- is not the aforesaid allegations that was 

raised by the MP but rather, how the allegation was presented and communicated. The critic single-

mindedly argued that Girma had been unethical and that the letter was written in unmannered 

fashion, full of exaggeration and most of all with an ulterior motive.  Along the way, the critic also 

attempted to put Girma’s credibility into question, drawing on a different allegation. 

One of the first complaints of the critic is how come Girma sent an unsigned letter to the Prime 

Minister by way of the media, while he could have sent a formal one directly to the PM with his 

signature on it.  

Indeed, it would have been nicer if Girma had sent a formal letter to the PM along publicizing the 

informal one over the media; still, opting not to do so doesn’t mean Girma had trespassed the law. 

Neither the Parliament’s Members’ Code of Conduct Regulations nor any other common 

parliamentary practices mandate that.  Obviously that’s also why the letter -- being informal -- 

didn’t bear the signature of Girma.   

Yet, the critic seems to be all the more displeased with the fact that Medrek gave a press statement 

regarding his MP’s letter.  Well, again, Mederk was in its rights to issue a press statement on any 

matter of public concern - especially one that its own MP has advanced. That’s a common public 

relations activity in reaffirming a concern that merits the media’s attention. Perhaps, the critic can 

be excused for being unaware of how modern political parties function, since Ethiopia’s political 

culture is still babe in arms. 

Amusingly, the critic’s next accusations was to blame the MP for critiquing Ethiopia’s intelligence 

and security forces “using an isolated alleged incident”, and for further denigrating them as a mafia 

group.  

http://aigaforum.com/articles/on-girma-seifu-dilwenberu.php


To start with, Girma never criticized the intelligence and security forces at large nor referred them 

as mafias, as the critic cunningly made it look like. In fact, if anything, it is Girma’s trust in the 

police officer that was demonstrated in his letter, and his subsequent disappointment when the 

police officer he resorted to turned out to be not that much of a help. Because the police officer, 

unfortunately, has no power over the “security personnel” and whom Girma actually likened with 

a mafia group. If the critic had read Girma’s letter impartially, he would have got that gist.   

Same thing with the intelligence operations; right at the beginning of his letter, Girma has let 

known that he had voted in the parliament for the proclamation that back the restructuring of the 

National Intelligence and Security Service (NISS) into a ministry office, so that the Intelligence 

and Security operations could defend the peace of the people in an accountable and more 

professional manner. Evidently, unlike the critic’s claim, Girma has a proof to show his 

appreciation for the works and efforts of the police and intelligence forces, as well his interest to 

see them grow and continue to serve the nation. 

Clearly, the critic’s argument is further exposed to be cock-eyed when it purport that Girma had 

tried to make a case out of “an isolated incident”.  Seriously?! In case the critic fancy to know how 

prevalent these incidents are, please allow me to mention few of among the many people, 

journalists and Andinet members who were abducted/harassed by “security forces” recently: Mr. 

Bisrat Woldemichael, Mr. Tesfaye Tekalegn, Mr. Bahiru Rahmeto, Mr. Yanito Wegaso, Mr. Betre 

Yacob, Mr. Tegegne Sisay, Mr. Mengistu Bekele,… Belittling the rampant abduction/harassment 

that’s taking place all over the nation as “an isolated incident” could only come out of either sheer 

ignorance or intentional deceit – none of which are excusable! 

The critic, in conclusion, tried to question the credibility of Girma by raising an ongoing allegation 

currently being handled in a court.  Yes, Girma has been sued along with other peoples, in a case 

that’s involved with the default of a car-manufacturing company. Until the verdict of that case is 

heard, he’s still innocent and remains to be an MP; so ascribing him as a mafia is senseless.  

Not only of this name-calling but, the critic had also attempted to paint Medrek as a desperate 

Front of an unsuccessful campaign.  Well, quite to the contrary, both the Front and Andinet party 

are largely content with their latest campaigns, taking into account that their campaigns took place 

amidst a very oppressive environment.  

In fact, latest developments have encouraged both the Front and Andinet to carryout similar 

campaigns in the near future. Which is also why Girma had to let know the PM that next 

demonstrations need to be free from harassments of any kind as witnessed on the previous one. So 

for the critic to say the Front is getting frantic is simply an act of extrapolation.  

Apparently, the critic didn’t even seem to be worried with citizen’s ordeals under the so-called 

“security forces”, who in fact are no different than a mafia group. That’s the concern of Girma -- 

sadly, it wasn’t shared by the critic who rather in vain attempted to dampen it in every possible 

way. What a shame! 


