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                                          Preamble 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Dear Chief Prosecutor, 

 

Conscious of our international legal and moral obligations as partial subject of international law, we, 

Cabindan National Movement (MNC)1, cannot help providing your Office with information regarding 

Angola’s internationally wrongful acts in Cabinda, as well as in Cabinda’s two sole bordering countries, 

i.e. the Republic of the Congo (Brazzaville) and the Democratic Republic of the Congo. We do so for we 

believe such information constitutes a reasonable basis for an investigation. As can be seen, Angola’s 

internationally wrongful acts in Cabinda and abovementioned neighboring countries involve the most 

serious crimes of concern to the international community as a whole, as referred to in the Rome Statute, 

and which, as a result, fall indisputably within the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court.  

 

One of the founders of international law, Francisco de Vitoria (1480-1546), taught that even in war one 

was bound to do as little harm as possible to the enemy. For his part, Samuel Pufendorf, who occupied 

the first chair of international law founded at a university (Heidelberg), wrote in 1688 that human 

beings owed each other the duties of humanity. Hence, considering Angola’s evident denial of the right 

of existence of the entire national group called Cabinda, and Angola’s acts committed as part of a 

systematic attack directed against the civilian population of Cabinda throughout the world, we can’t 

help denouncing aloud Angola’s international crimes concerned as crimes of genocide, crimes against 

humanity, and war crimes for which the responsible officials should be held accountable.  

 

Since working together for a better world is the ideology behind the United Nations, and for the reason 

that international law sets out rules governing the rights and obligations of States, international entities 

like Switzerland, Portugal, Holy See, Indonesia, India, South Korea, Japan, the Kingdom of Norway, the 

United Kingdom, Canada, Spain, Germany, the Netherlands, the Russian Federation, Uganda, Ghana, 

South Africa, Australia, and any other State or global player bold enough to champion international law 

are respectfully requested and expected to explicitly and justly endorse our appeal for a United Nations 

hearing of our charges that the State of Angola is guilty of international crimes both in Cabinda and in 

Cabinda’s bordering countries. We ultimately believe that your standing device, as Chief Prosecutor, is 

that crimes against humanity, war crimes, and crimes of genocide must in any case be prosecuted, even 

if the perpetrator is an acting head of State. 

 

 
 

                                                
1 In Portuguese: Movimento Nacional Cabinda (MNC) 
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Crimes within the Jurisdiction of the Court 
 
 

 

 

CRIMES OF GENOCIDE  
 

Since Angola’s belligerent occupation of Cabinda (1975) and ensuing maintenance by force of colonial 

domination involve acts committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, the national group called 

Cabinda, by: killing its members; causing serious bodily and mental harm to its members; deliberately 

inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in 

part; imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group; and forcibly transferring children 

of the group to another group; we contend that the government of Angola is carrying out self-evident 

crimes of genocide in the Non-Self-Governing Territory of Cabinda. As a result, we respectfully refer to 

your fair-minded Office because we believe it is about crimes for which the responsible officials should 

be held accountable.  

 

 

 

CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY  

 

Considering that Angola’s flagrant violation of international law in occupying Cabinda consists of acts 

committed as part of a widespread and systematic attack directed against the civilian population of the 

occupied territory, with undeniable knowledge of the attack, by means of: murder; forcible transfer of 

population; imprisonment and other severe deprivation of physical liberty in outrageous violation of 

fundamental rules of international law; rape, sexual slavery, enforced prostitution, forced pregnancy, 

enforced sterilization; torture; persecution against Cabindans at home and abroad on political and 

national grounds; enforced disappearance of Cabindans; and deprivation of access to food (livelihood) 

calculated to bring about the destruction of part of the population of Cabinda; we seriously claim that  

President Dos Santos’ regime is performing several crimes against humanity. Since such grave crimes 

threaten the peace, security and well-being of the world, we sincerely hope that the Court will endeavor 

to put an end to impunity for the perpetrators of these crimes and thus to contribute to the prevention 

of such crimes.  

 

 

 

WAR CRIMES  

 

Given the government of Angola’s grave breaches of the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and 

other serious violations of the laws and customs applicable in international armed conflicts, which are 

committed as part of a policy aimed at suppressing the legitimate aspirations of the people of Cabinda 

for self-determination and independence by means of: willful killing; willfully causing serious injury to 

people’s health; extensive destruction and appropriation of property, not justified by military necessity 

and carried out unlawfully and wantonly; willfully depriving prisoners of war and other protected 

persons of the rights of fair and regular trial; unlawful deportation and confinement; taking of hostages; 

intentionally directing attacks against the civilian population as such and against individual civilians 

not taking direct part in hostilities; attacking or bombarding villages which are undefended and which 
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are not military objectives; employing poison and poisoned weapons; committing rape, sexual slavery, 

enforced prostitution, forced pregnancy, and several other forms of sexual violence also constituting a 

grave breach of the Geneva Conventions; conscripting children under the age of fifteen years into the 

Angolan armed forces and using them to participate actively in hostilities; the transfer by the occupying 

power (Angola) of parts of its own civilian population into the territory it occupies (Cabinda); expressly 

using starvation of civilians as a method of warfare by depriving them of objects indispensable to their 

survival; and committing outrages upon personal dignity, in particular humiliating and dishonoring 

treatment; we cannot help stating that President Dos Santos’ colonial regime is performing self-evident 

war crimes in Cabinda and in Cabinda’s neighboring countries. As all crimes abovementioned prove to 

be within the jurisdiction of the Court, and considering our common belief that international law is not 

something merely to be admired and laid aside, but it is something to be implemented as the only way 

of redressing wrongs without creating further injustices, we hope that your Office will soon and freely 

do its best so that the perpetrators of these crimes be eventually held accountable. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       Victims of Angola’s shocking Atrocities 
 

 

 

The victims of Angola’s atrocities that deeply shock the conscience of humanity are without a doubt the 

people of Cabinda as a whole. With reference to the social rank of the victims, we appear to be peasants, 

working-class, and intellectuals. Angola’s effort to wipe off the national group called Cabinda goes as 

far as to assassinate even pregnant ladies, children, and religious figures. With regard to the location of 

the Cabindan citizens being deliberately killed by the MPLA-regime, one third of the population is the 

proportion remaining on the territory, whereas the two thirds are found in the Diaspora as refugees.  

 

In Cabinda the Angolan government has long since legislated a criminal rural policy that consists in 

allowing croppers to go and work in their farms a few particular days a week. To coerce the Cabindan 

peasants respect its policy, the Government of Angola has given its army the green light to slaughter 

any Cabindan (man or woman, child or old) who is found in his/her farm on unauthorized days. Before 

resigning themselves to observing this terrifying policy imposed by the MPLA-regime, the Cabindan 

peasants had seen thousands of their fellow villagers murdered in an unexpected and appalling ways. 

Thus, to enhance the odds of not being victim of the Angolan government’s intentional manslaughter, 

entire rural families left and are still leaving the countryside, some to Cabinda’s main cities, while most 

of them prefere to go and be hiding themselves in the forests of the neighboring countries. As a result, 

Cabindans who are victim of extreme hunger turn out to be countless nowadays.  

 

Consecutive complaints about oil spills used to come from Cabindan fishermen. In fact, oil spills prove 

to be the MPLA-regime’s criminal tool to prevent Cabindans on the coast from fishing. In the wake of 

this pitiless and revolting conduct of the government of Angola, a number of Cabindan families used to 

see themselves unjustly deprived of their livelihood. The truth is that, by depriving Cabindan croppers 

and fishermen of their respective livelihood, the State of Angola is undeniably causing serious bodily 

and mental harm to members of the national group called Cabinda, and is deliberately inflicting on the 
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very national group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in 

part. Both the murderous rural policy and the oil spills are intended to prevent possible mercenaries, 

acting on behalf of the rightful struggle of the Cabinda people, from having peasants support and from 

infiltrating local fishermen to reach and carry out armed attacks against offshore platforms located in 

Cabinda and against related commercial crude oil tankers.  

 

As there is no international legal duty of obedience for the population of an occupied territory towards 

an occupying State, to compell enhanced obedience aimed at defeating the Cabinda people’s legitimate 

hopes of achieving self-determination and independence, the MPLA-regime’s shocking atrocities do not 

spare intellectuals from Cabinda on a worldwide scale. Inside Cabinda, ever since 1975, all those who 

have tried to stand as human rights defenders as well as those who have dared to voice the legitimate 

political aspirations of the people of Cabinda have inevitably been victims of the Angolan government’s 

distinctive cruelty. In this connection, it is worthwhile reminding here the fact that in the course of the 

last three decades various Human Rights monitors and groups have relentlessly been reporting human 

rights abuses in Cabinda, including extrajudicial executions, arbitrary arrests and detention, torture and 

other mistreatment, sexual violence, and the denial of civilians’ freedom of movement. Angola’s Army 

(FAA) has been rightly and several times accused of committing human rights abuses against civilians 

with almost complete impunity. The circumstances surrounding the death of Dom Paulino F. Madeca, 

the Roman Catholic Bishop of Cabinda who died at the Military Hospital of Luanda on 9 January 2008, 

as well as those surrounding the arbitrary arrest and detention of Father Dr. Raul Tati and several other 

intellectuals in January 2010, are some of the most conclusive illustrations of the Angolan government’s 

distinctive Machiavellian nature and terrorist conduct in central and southern Africa. 

 

The two thirds of the Cabinda people living in the Diaspora as refugees are likewise victims of Angola’s 

terrifying atrocities. As we understand it, the existence of such a number of Cabindans in exile confirms 

the fact that there is between Cabinda and Angola a legal-political problem still to be resolved with the 

assistance of the international community as a whole. Thus, in the eyes of the MPLA-regime, Cabindan 

refugees cannot help being a serious threat to Angola’s colonial power over Cabinda, and a menace to 

its growing international standing. Since Angola draws its national strength and international prestige 

from the occupied territory’s natural wealth and resources, the colonial government of Angola is forced 

to erase the presence of the Cabindan refugees by all means. It is worth to emphasize here the fact that 

the occupied territory of Cabinda has become the source of Angola’s 90 percent of the State budget, and 

that thanks to Cabinda’s crude oil Angola has become in Africa the most strategic partner of powerful 

United Nations member States.  

 

To perform its political policy aimed at eliminating the abovementioned existence of Cabindan refugees 

all over the world, the Angolan government has two chief devices at its disposal, i.e. the use of both the 

illegal and legal tools successively. While the illegal tools comprise the use of military or armed attacks 

on Cabindan refugee camps and settlements as well as the use of blackmail toward the States that have 

refugees and asylum seekers from Cabinda, the legal tools include the partial use of the United Nations’ 

recommendations like the UNHCR’s Executive Committee Conclusions on durable solutions to refugee 

problems. While in Africa, especially in the Democratic Republic of the Congo and Congo-Brazzaville, 

Cabindan refugees used to be killed outright, kidnapped, or subjected to sexual violence by the army of 

Angola’s President Dos Santos, and, in Cabinda, returnees continue to be subjected to murder, armed 

attack, sexual abuse, forced military recruitment, separation of families, violations of or threats to their 

personal security and other fundamental rights; within the European Union, as well as in the rest of the 

world, international protection and humanitarian assistance are increasingly being denied to refugees 

from Cabinda.  
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Most powerful countries offer Angola their endeavor to coerce Cabindan refugees to accept voluntary 

repatriation or local integration as the unique durable solution to Cabindan refugee problems, in return 

for valuable forest concessions or rights to minerals and oil. Blackmailled by the government of Angola, 

powerful countries across the globe that purchase Cabinda’s oil are doing their best so that resettlement 

be refused to refugees from Cabinda in need of international protection to force them accept voluntary 

repatriation or local integration through marriage or naturalization as our unique remaining chance to 

survive. So Angola’s coercive diplomacy with respect to Cabinda as well as the connivance of its main 

partners turn out to be a worldwide persecution intended to deprive Cabindans of fundamental rights 

by reason of our national identity. This terrifying persecution brings about enforced disappearance of 

persons, forcible transfer of populations and serious injury to menthal and physical health of thousands 

of Cabindan men and women on the territory as well as in the Diaspora. Even those Cabindan figures 

who have integrated the MPLA-regime (by means of bribery!) are similarly victims for the government 

of Angola tries to constantly have them under scrutiny, and to murder those with equivocal conduct.  

 

We finally maintain that the persisting absence of appropriate measures taken by the international legal 

community with respect to Angola’s international crimes in Cabinda, particularly those of international 

concern as referred to in the Rome Statute, suggests denial of justice.   

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

         Grounds of Angola’s Crimes in Cabinda 
  

 

 

 

IDEOLOGICAL DEFINITION OF ANGOLA 

 

With respect to the grounds of Angola’s international crimes in Cabinda and related sub-region, we 

would like first of all to direct your charitable attention to how «Angola» is ideologically defined by the 

MPLA (Angola’s ruling party) since the 1960s. Depending upon the definition of Angola’s self-styled 

progressive party: «Angola: Trench steady of the (progressive) revolution in Africa». In order to prove 

to Angolan Marxists in particular and world progressives in general of its ideological pragmatism and 

absolute conviction, the MPLA-regime has openly reacted against international crimes then ongoing in 

Namibia, East-Timor, and South Africa, i.e. the «maintenance by force of colonial domination» in the 

two first countries and «apartheid» in the latter. By embracing those rightful causes, the MPLA-regime 

has enhanced, in the eyes of various peoples across the globe, the image of Angola as the "trench steady 

of the progressive revolution in Africa".  

 

Though, Angola’s self-styled progressive countenance for the sake of international order of justice and 

peace is nothing but a political tool intended to cover its real and upsetting nature. In fact, Angola has 

ever since its attainment of independence in 1975 been converted into a mercenary entity in charge of 

terrorizing the Cabinda people, in order that a malevolent international corporation can deprive us of 

our political sovereignty and freely loot our natural wealth and resources, particularly oil, without the 
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slightest regard for the United Nations General Assembly resolution 1803 (XVII) of 14 December 1962 

concerning the permanent sovereignty over natural wealth and resources. Given the legitimacy of the 

Cabinda people’s struggle for self-determination and independence, to distract international attention 

from its flagrant violation of international law in occupying Cabinda; in frustrating the free functioning 

of democratic institutions in the African continent, and in promoting fragmentation and corruption of 

the Cabindan independence movement itself, the opportunistic Angolan government is used to hastily 

embracing progressive causes across the globe.  

 

The MPLA-regime would have presented itself as the "trench steady of the progressive revolution in 

Africa" by recognizing Cabinda’s legitimate right to self-determination and independence. This, bearing 

in mind the 1885 international protectorate treaty between Cabinda and Portugal which highlights the 

political status of Cabinda as subject of international law, i.e. a State; taking into account the Portuguese 

imperial Constitutions, especially the one of 1933 in force up to 1976, which makes a precise distinction 

between the political status of of Cabinda and the one of Angola; bearing in mind the Organization of 

African Unity’s list of the African countries1, in which Cabinda is fairly ranked as the 39th national 

State, with Azânia (South Africa) as the 49th, the Western Sahara as the 6th, and Angola as the 35th; 

given the provisions of the United Nations General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 

1960, upon the granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples; the stipulations of Article 1 

of the 1966 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights; and at last considering the United 

Nations General Assembly resolutions 1807 (XVII) of 14 December 1962, 1808 (XVII) of 14 December 

1962, and resolution 1871 (XVII) of 20 December 1962, which happen to be the UN response to the 

Cabindan petitioner at the UN GA in November 1962 – (Doc. of the 17th Session of the UN General 

Assembly – 4th Committee A/C. 4/SR 1391 - 23 November 1962).  

 

To erect itself as the trench steady of the progressive revolution in Africa, Angola has no choice but to 

possess Cabinda by force of colonial domination in order to finance its progressive revolution in Africa 

thanks to its free access to Cabinda’s natural resources, i.e. oil, gold, uranium, diamonds, and so forth. 

Hence, with the aid of Cabinda’s natural resources it loots ever since 1975, Angola has turned itself into 

one of Africa’s biggest oil producers, and China’s second most important source of petroleum and most 

important partner in Africa. Depending upon «Human Rights Watch’s World Report 2010», we quote: 

«this oil wealth, and Angola’s regional military power, have greatly limited leverage of partners and 

international organizations pushing for good governance and human rights. Commercial partners 

remain reluctant to criticize the government to protect their economic interests.» As we understand it, 

to continue standing as one of Africa’s biggest oil producers, and China’s second most important source 

of oil and most important partner in Africa, the MPLA-regime cannot help perpetrating deliberately the 

most serious crimes of concern to the international community as a whole, crimes that prove thus to be 

within the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court. 

 

 

 
 

 

                                                
1 The 1963 OAU (Organization of African Unity) list of the African Countries:  

 

/ Key / 1- Morocco, 2- Algeria, 3- Tunisia, 4- Libya, 5- Arabian United Republic, 6- Sahara, 7- Mauritania, 8- Mali, 9- Niger, 10- Chad, 11- Sudan, 

12- Ethiopia, 13- Djibouti, 14- Somalia, 15- Canary Islands, 16- Senegal, 17- Gambia, 18- Guinea-Bissau, 19- Guinea, 20- Upper Volta (Burkina 

Faso), 21- Nigeria, 22- Cameroon, 23- Central African Republic, 24- Congo-Kinshasa, 25- Uganda, 26- Kenya, 27- Rwanda, 28- Burundi, 29- 

Tanzania, 30- Zambia, 31- Malawi, 32- Mozambique, 33- Zimbabwe, 34- Botswana, 35- Angola, 36- Congo-Brazzaville, 37- Gabon, 38- Rio Muni 

(Equatorial Guinea), 39- Cabinda, 40- Dahomey (Benin), 41- Togo, 42- Ghana, 43- Côte d’Ivoire, 44- Liberia, 45- Sierra Leone, 46- Namibia, 47- 

Swaziland, 48- Lesotho, 49- Azânia (South Africa), 50- Madagascar; 

  



Referring Angola’s International Crimes to the Chief Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court/MNC/7_February_2011 10 

 

        Angola’s lack of Legal Title over Cabinda 
 

 
 

 

Within the framework of Angola’s ongoing belligerent occupation of Cabinda, it is self-evident that the 

government of Angola is identifying sovereignty with might instead of legal right. Though, by doing 

so, the colonial regime of Angola is removing the term sovereignty from the sphere of jurisprudence, 

where it had its origin and where it properly belongs, and is importing it into political science, where it 

has no chance but to be source of confusion and shocking atrocities. In other words, the MPLA-regime 

is long since endeavoring to confer, by the principle of effectiveness in the exercise of power, a legal 

title to its acquisition of the territory of Cabinda by military conquest. It is nevertheless clear that, under 

international law and practice, mere force unaccompanied by a legally recognized form of acquisition 

does not confer a legal title. The general principle of law is that a right cannot arise from a wrong. Thus, 

a claim to a territorial title which originates in an illegal act is invalid.  

 

So the MPLA-regime’s effectiveness in the exercise of power does not confer a valid title to its illicit act 

that is the conquest of Cabinda by war. Effectiveness produces legal results if, after a reasonable time, 

the illicit act is not effectively contested. Accordingly, the principle of effectiveness proves to have two 

limitations. First, it has no application where a claim of title is maintained or, at least, is not abandoned. 

Secondly, the principle of effectiveness has practically no application in the case of legal sovereignty in 

contradistinction to political sovereignty for the simple reason that the existence or non-existence of a 

right cannot depend on the effectiveness of the usurpation. In all the instances where the sovereignty of 

a nation was revived or restored on its territory, despite its conquest and annexation, the conqueror’s 

annexation was fully effective, and regardless of its effectiveness the legitimate title was restored. This 

comes to underscore the fact that a distinction exists between legal and political sovereignty, the latter 

meaning factual dominion and control and the former signifying the rightful and inalienable title of a 

people to its territory. Such a distinction corresponds to the difference between sovereignty in law (de 

jure sovereignty) and sovereignty in fact (de facto sovereignty).  

 

In view of its present-day two spheres (of jurisprudence and political science), sovereignty combines 

legal and political connotations relating to right and power. Professor Schwarzenberger has expressed 

the distinction between legal and political sovereignty in the following terms: "The last word is still not 

with law, but power. On such a level, the counterpart of legal sovereignty is political sovereignty." And 

Professor Jèze has pointed out that the belligerent occupier acquires "sovereignty in fact but not in law", 

we quote:  
"Cette prise de possession, qui repose exclusivement sur la force, n’entraîne pas au profit du vainqueur l’acquisition du territoire 

occupé … Supposons d’abord que l’Etat dont le territoire est envahi se refuse à traiter, et que le vainqueur maintienne son 

occupation. La domination de l’Etat victorieux sera une souveraineté de fait et non de droit … Tant que des protestations se feront 

entendre, il y aura bien une domination de fait, mais non un état de droit." 

 

The materials of international law employ the term sovereignty to describe both the concept of title and 

the legal competence which flows from it. Territorial sovereignty bears thus an obvious resemblance to 

ownership in private law. So, territorial sovereignty refers neither to a relation of persons to persons, 

nor to the independence of the State itself, but to the nature of rights over territory. The relationship 

between sovereignty and property has fortunately been maintained both in legal theory and in existing 

international practice. Van Kleffens notes: "Under the influence of Roman law sovereignty with regard 

to territory was long regarded and interpreted in terms of property." Fauchille states the following: "Le 
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territoire d’une nation est sa propriété exclusive. Seul cette nation a le droit d’en user." Similarly, Hall 

calls territorial sovereignty "property". The Italians uphold alike the relationship between sovereignty 

and property, and Donato Donati is the strongest exponent of the doctrine.  

 

On the other hand, under international practice, the relationship between sovereignty and property has 

served to determine the legitimacy of title of a State to the territory that it occupies. Even though in its 

political aspect sovereignty means the supreme power of a State over a certain territory and its people 

regardless of the legitimacy of its origin, in its legal appearance sovereignty entails a broader and more 

fundamental concept: the legal and inalienable title of a king or a nation to a territory. It was indeed on 

the basis of this concept of legitimacy of title that the pre-Napoleonic sovereigns were restored to power 

and Europe was reconstructed after 1815. It is on the basis of the same concept that the nationhood of 

Poland was preserved during the long interregnum between 1795 and 1919 until it eventually triumphed 

with the restoration of its sovereignty and of its international personality. Again, it was on the basis of 

the same concept that Poland’s title and legal sovereignty survived the Russo-German conquest of its 

territory in 1939.  

 

The same concept of legitimacy of title sustained the continuance of Ethiopia’s sovereignty despite its 

annexation by Italy in 1936. Many States then accorded recognition, either de facto or de jure, to Italy’s 

annexation and accredited their diplomats to the King of Italy as Emperor of Ethiopia. Nevertheless, the 

fact of recognition by other States did not terminate Ethiopia’s legal sovereignty or extinguish its title to 

its territory. During the whole period of Italy’s annexation of Ethiopia and of the recognition of such 

annexation by other States, Ethiopia retained its title to its territory. The same fundamental concept of 

legitimacy of title also explains the survival of Austria’s sovereignty during the era of its forced union 

with Germany in 1938 until its formal re-establishment in 1945, as well as the restoration of Albania’s 

sovereignty after its invasion and annexation by Italy in 1939. All these States were restored regardless 

of their complete annexation and even extinction as political entities. These various cases of restoration 

of States and their territories can be considered as constituting applications of the modern principle that 

conquest is not a source of title.  

 

Under international law, before and after the establishment of a complete protectorate, the protected 

State is a State in international law and subject to this legal order. Since the protected State transfers to 

the protector the competence to act in its name in the field of foreign relations, its sovereignty is then 

restricted. However, the protected State is still entitled to exercise territorial jurisdiction over its own 

territory. Its citizens are neither subject to the legal order of the protecting State nor nationals of this 

State. Consequently, international law asserts that a State does not cease to exist as a legal entity even if 

its entire territory is occupied by the enemy.  

 

For the reason that Angola’s lack of legal title over the territory of Cabinda is the principal cause of the 

crimes being committed ever since 1975 by the State of Angola, including those within the jurisdiction 

of the Court, both to hold the perpetrators of the crimes accountable and to restore Cabinda’s political 

sovereignty on the basis of the broad concept of legitimacy of title turn out to be the most appropriate 

way to stop once and for all Angola’s international crimes in question. This, also for the reason that ever 

since 1975 up till now the people of Cabinda are effectively and always contesting Angola’s  usurpation 

of our homeland (Cabinda) and consequent confiscation of our political sovereignty. Considering that 

Angola’s acquisition of the territory of Cabinda was accomplished in disregard of the accepted forms, 

and given Angola’s shocking atrocities, we cannot help reminding the fact that international law insists 

that a subject of international law which commits an internationally wrongful act towards another is 

liable for reparations - restitutio in integrum. 
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 Angola’s Atrocities and the United Nations 
 
 

 

 

To completely root out Angola’s crimes of international concern in Cabinda and related African region, 

we contend that in addition to doing its best in order that the perpetrators of such crimes be eventually 

held accountable, the United Nations should once more and explicitly recognize the legitimacy of the 

peaceful struggle of the liberation movement of Cabinda, i.e. the Cabindan National Movement (MNC), 

in its demand for achievement of self-determination and independence, reaffirming thus the inalienable 

right of the oppressed people of Cabinda to self-determination and independence, as recognized by the 

United Nations General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960, as well as by the proviso 

of Article 1 of the 1966 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. 

 

Since the United Nations member States that purchase Cabinda’s oil appear to be reluctant to criticize 

President Dos Santos’ criminal regime to protect their economic interests, reluctance that is regrettably 

permitting the government of Angola to place itself above the international law; and for the reason that 

the International Criminal Court (ICC) was founded on the principle that accountability for the world’s 

most serious crimes is a prerequisite for long-term peace and security; we cannot help believing that to 

impartially and successfully exercise its jurisdiction with respect to Angola’s shocking atrocities, the 

Court has to be fully backed by the UN Secretary General and by any subject of international law that is 

bold enough to battle so that justice be a partner to peace, not and impediment to it. That is our reliance, 

for Angola’s prevailing Head of State proves to be convinced that politics can trump justice, that justice 

is negotiable, and that the United Nations as a whole can be held hostage to his threats.  

 

Considering the existence of obligations owed to the international community as a whole, it is worth to 

remind here the fact that ILC (International Law Commission) has singled out some, like the obligations 
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prohibiting «genocide», «slavery», «aggression», «apartheid», «the maintenance by force of colonial 

domination», and «the massive pollution of the atmosphere or the seas», whose violation qualifies as an 

international crime and, as a result, gives all States the right to react. In view of the founding principle 

of the Court, and in view of the abovementioned obligations owed to the international community as a 

whole, we justly claim that the absolute eradication of Angola’s crimes under way depends partly upon 

the free will of Angola’s most important trading partners, particularly those powerful United Nations 

member States that purchase Cabinda’s oil, to act in line with the core values articulated in the tools of 

the international law. Since the United States of America and China appear to figure among Angola’s 

most important trading partners, we would love to see both China and the United States not only to act 

boldly and collectively on behalf of justice and prosperity at home and abroad, but also to listen and 

work shoulder to shoulder with the International Criminal Court. 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

              Cabindan National Movement’s Status 
 

 

 

The Cabindan National Movement (MNC) was founded in 1989 in Kinshasa (Democratic Republic of 

the Congo) by refugees from Cabinda. The Movement’s primary goal is to embody the legitimate and 

peaceful struggle of the people of Cabinda for national liberation from Angola. MNC draws its legal 

basis and relevance from the self-determination of peoples which is one of the valuable purposes of the 

United Nations. Therefore, the Movement is acting as partial subject of international law. Its founding 

principle is to be the Cabinda liberation movement that tries to combine legitimacy, integrity,  and the 

genuine desire to pursue its declared aims. Since the Movement is committed to contributing to the 

fulfillment of international order of justice and peace, it accepts in advance the obligations of peaceful 

settlement provided in the Charter of the United Nations. In that case, the author of this communication 

proves to be entitled to refer to the United Nations and to any other actor of the international relations 

as Chairman of the Cabindan National Movement. 

 

Considering the provisions of the General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14 December 1960, whose 

preamble underscores the General Assembly conviction according to which the continued existence of 

colonialism prevents the development of international economic cooperation, impedes the social, 

cultural and economic development of dependent peoples and militates against the United Nations 

ideal of universal peace, the Cabindan National Movement contends that the military occupation of 

Cabinda by Angola is a legal-political problem that falls indisputably within the competence of the UN 

High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the UN Office of Legal Affairs (OLA), the UN Special 

Committee on Decolonization, the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights (UNHCHR), particularly 

its Human Rights Committee, and the UN General Assembly and Security Council at the same time.  
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Documents on Angola’s Crimes in Cabinda 

 
 

 

 
http://cabindas.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/2009-04-02-the-need-to-stop-angolas-war.pdf 

 

http://cabindas.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/2008-02-06-to-special-committee-on-decolonization.pdf 

 

http://cabindastrength.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/2008-09-23-can-angola-coerce-the-united-nations.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/01/2010-01-20-cabinda-peoples-statelessness-unhcr-international-legal-duties1.pdf 

 

http://cabindacitizenship.files.wordpress.com/2010/09/2010-09-24-cabindas-individual-complaint-to-the-un-human-rights-committee.pdf 

 

 

 

 

http://cabindas.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/2008-12-02-request-for-change-to-the-president-of-portugal.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/01/2010-01-04-brazils-international-legal-obligations-regarding-cabinda.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2009/11/2009-11-24-algerias-international-legal-obligations-with-regard-to-cabinda.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/05/2010-05-18-south-africas-international-legal-obligations-regarding-cabinda.pdf 

 

http://cabindacitizenship.files.wordpress.com/2010/04/2010-04-07-russias-international-legal-obligations-regarding-cabinda.pdf 

 

 

 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2009/07/2009-07-02-request-to-his-holiness-pope-benedictxvi.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2009/05/2009-05-27-ghanas-president-to-intercede-with-us-president-obama3.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/02/2010-02-10-referring-angolas-crimes-to-international-committee-of-the-red-cross.pdf 

 
http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/06/2010-06-02-exhorting-icrc-to-play-a-positive-role-in-the-just-resolution-of-the-cabinda-issue.pdf 

 
http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/11/2010-11-23-referring-angolas-international-crimes-in-cabinda-to-the-swiss-federal-council.pdf 

 

 

 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/01/referring-angolas-international-crime-to-us-secretary-of-state.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.wordpress.com/files/2009/09/2009-09-16-beseeching-the-queen-elisabeth-ii-to-side-with-cabinda.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2009/08/2009-08-04-the-right-to-freedom-america-cant-afford-to-trample-eternally.pdf 

 

http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/06/2010-06-21-chevrons-international-legal-and-moral-obligations-regarding-cabinda.pdf 

 
http://cabindastruggle.files.wordpress.com/2010/07/2010-07-21-is-washington-only-free-to-do-the-wrong-thing-with-regard-to-cabinda-and-africa.pdf 

 
 

 

 

http://www.voxafrica.com/en/ShootTheMessenger/angola-ready-or-not 

 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2010/jan/12/angola-oil-cabinda-togo 
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Dear Chief Prosecutor, 

 

We ultimately trust that thanks to your Office’s fair-minded nature the perpetrators of Angola’s serious 

crimes in Cabinda and Cabinda’s neighboring countries will eventually be held accountable. We cannot 

help having such a belief, for the States parties to the Rome Statute which have agreed to establish the 

International Criminal Court, are still mindful that during this century millions of children, women and 

men have been victims of unimaginable atrocities that extremely shock the conscience of humanity; are 

still recognizing that such grave crimes threaten the peace, security and well-being of the world; are still 

affirming that the most serious crimes of concern to the international community as a whole must not 

go unpunished and that their effective prosecution must be ensured by taking measures at the national 

level and by enhancing international cooperation; are still determined to put an end to impunity for the 

perpetrators of these crimes and thus to contribute to the prevention of such crimes; are still reaffirming 

the Purposes and Principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and in particular that all States shall 

refrain from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any 

State, or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations; and still resolved to 

guarantee lasting respect for and the enforcement of INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE. 

 

 

May it please Dear Chief Prosecutor to accept our sincere gratitude for both your time and help in this 

matter and your valuable contribution to the accomplishment of the purposes of the United Nations. 

 

 

 

 

Yours faithfully,  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Bartolomeu Capita (Mr.)  

Chairman oh the Cabindan National Movement 
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