EROSION OF CIVIL LIBERTIES FOR SECURITY RAISONS

How national security threats can erode liberties in case of emergency and how can it

apply in the case of Angola

National security threats can lead to the erosion of civil liberties in several ways, particularly

during emergencies. Governments may enact stringent measures to ensure public safety

and order, which often involve restrictions on personal freedoms. Here are some common

ways this can happen:

1.

Surveillance and Privacy: Governments may increase surveillance and monitoring
of communicationsto detectand preventthreats. This can involve intercepting phone
calls, reading emails, and tracking internet activity, which infringes on privacy rights.

Freedom of Movement: In times of emergency, authorities might impose curfews,
travel bans, or lockdowns to control the movement of people. These measures can
restrict the ability to move freely within a country or travel abroad.

Freedom of Expression: Governments may censor media, limit access to
information, or suppress dissent to maintain public order and prevent the spread of
panic. This can affect the freedom of speech and the press.

Arbitrary Detention: During emergencies, authorities might detain individuals
without due process or extend the period of detention without charges, often justified
by the need to prevent imminent threats.

Militarization and Use of Force: The government might deploy military forces
domestically to manage the crisis, which can lead to an increase in the use of force
and potentially abuse of power.

Legislative Changes: Emergency situations can lead to the passing of laws or
executive orders that grant the government extraordinary powers. These changes can
be difficult to reverse once the emergency is over.

Case of Angola

In Angola, the erosion of civil liberties in the face of national security threats can manifestin

several ways, particularly given the country's political history and current governance:

1.

Surveillance and Privacy: The Angolan government may intensify surveillance on
opposition groups and activists under the guise of national security. This can lead to




increased monitoring of communications and activities of individuals deemed a
threat to the state.

Freedom of Movement: During periods of unrest or perceived threats, the Angolan
government might impose curfews or restrict movement, especially in regions with
high opposition activity or separatist sentiments.

Freedom of Expression: Angola has a history of suppressing dissent. In an
emergency, the government could further restrict media freedom and crack down on
social media platforms to control the narrative and prevent criticism of the
government.

Arbitrary Detention: The government could detain activists, journalists, and political
opponents without due process, justifying these actions as necessary to prevent
threats to national security.

Militarization and Use of Force: The Angolan government might deploy military
forces to maintain order during crises, leading to potential human rights abuses.
There have been instances in the past where security forces used excessive force
against civilians.

Legislative Changes: In response to security threats, the Angolan government might
pass laws that grant it extensive powers, such as extending the state of emergency or
enacting anti-terrorism laws that can be used to stifle opposition.

The MPLA’s selective employment practices can further exacerbate these issues by ensuring

loyalty within the public sector, particularly in security and intelligence agencies. This loyalty

can result in biased enforcement of emergency measures, where opposition groups and
critics of the government are disproportionately targeted. Additionally, the control over key

sectors allows the MPLA to maintain a grip on power by marginalizing dissent and

consolidating its authority under the pretext of national security.

Impact on democracy?

The erosion of civil liberties due to national security threats can have profound impacts on

democracy, particularly in countries like Angola. Here are the key impacts:

1.

Weakening of Checks and Balances: Emergency measures often concentrate
power in the executive branch, reducing the effectiveness of legislative and judicial




oversight. This undermines the principle of separation of powers, a cornerstone of
democratic governance.

Erosion of Rule of Law: Arbitrary detentions, increased surveillance, and other
extraordinary measures can erode the rule of law. When laws are applied unevenly or
selectively, it diminishes public trust in the legal system and the government.

Suppression of Political Opposition: By using national security as a pretext,
governments can suppress political opponents, activists, and dissenting voices. This
reduces political pluralism and undermines the democratic process, where different
viewpoints and parties should compete fairly.

Censorship and Propaganda: Restricting freedom of expression and controlling the
media limits the public's access to information. It allows the government to
propagate its narrative unchallenged, thereby reducing the public’s ability to make
informed decisions and weakening democratic discourse.

Chilling Effect on Civil Society: Increased surveillance and the threat of arbitrary
detention can create a climate of fear, discouraging citizens from engaging in activism
orvoicing dissent. This weakens civil society, which is crucial for a healthy democracy
as it provides a platform for diverse interests and holds the government accountable.

Elections and Political Participation: Emergency measures can be used to
manipulate electoral processes, such as delaying elections, restricting campaign
activities, or disenfranchising certain groups. This compromises the integrity of
elections, which are fundamental to democracy.

Specific Impact on Angola

In Angola, these impacts are particularly pronounced due to the historical and political

context:

1.

Centralization of Power: The MPLA (People's Movementfor the Liberation of Angola),
which has been in power since independence, often uses national security threats to
justify the centralization of power. This diminishes the role of opposition parties and
reduces democratic accountability.

Control over Media: The Angolan government has a history of controlling media
outlets and suppressing independent journalism. During times of perceived national
security threats, these controls tighten, reducing transparency and limiting public
discourse.




Repression of Opposition: The MPLA has used security forces to intimidate and
silence political opposition. During emergencies, such tactics can become more
severe, further weakening democratic opposition and consolidating the ruling party's
power.

Intimidation of Civil Society: Activists and civil society organizations in Angola often
face harassment and intimidation. National security measures can exacerbate this,
leading to a shrinking space for civil society and reduced civic engagement.

Manipulation of Electoral Processes: The Angolan government has been accused
of manipulating electoral processes to maintain its grip on power. In times of
emergency, these practices can intensify, undermining the credibility of elections and
the democratic process.

Economic Inequality and Patronage: Emergency measures can exacerbate
economic inequality and reinforce patronage networks, where resources are
allocated to loyalists. This undermines the principle of equal opportunity and
fairness, which are essential for democracy.

The combined effect of these factors leads to a weakened democracy, where power is

concentrated in the hands of a few, and the principles of democratic governance—such as

accountability, transparency, and political plurality—are severely compromised.

Human rights impact?

The erosion of civil liberties under the guise of addressing national security threats can have

severe impacts on human rights. In the context of Angola, these impacts are particularly
significant due to the country's political landscape and history of governance. Here are the
key human rights impacts:

1.

Right to Privacy: Increased surveillance and monitoring of communications infringe
on individuals' right to privacy. In Angola, this can lead to a climate of fear and self-
censorship, as people become wary of expressing dissenting views even in private.

Freedom of Expression and Information: Restrictions on media and freedom of
speech curtail individuals' right to express opinions and access information. The
Angolan government’s control over the media and crackdown on independent
journalism exacerbate this issue, limiting public discourse and stifling dissent.




Freedom of Assembly and Association: During emergencies, the government may
prohibit public gatherings, protests, and the activities of civil society organizations. In
Angola, this can prevent opposition groups and activists from organizing and
advocating for change, thereby suppressing collective action and civic engagement.

Arbitrary Detention and Torture: The use of arbitrary detention, often without due
process, violates individuals' right to a fair trial and protection from unlawful
imprisonment. Reports of torture and ill-treatment of detainees in Angola highlight
the severe human rights abuses that can occur under the pretext of national security.

Right to Life and Security: The deployment of military and security forces to maintain
order can lead to excessive use of force and extrajudicial killings. In Angola, there
have been instances where security forces have used lethal force against civilians,
leading to loss of life and widespread fear.

Economic and Social Rights: Emergency measures can exacerbate existing
economic inequalities and hinder access to essential services such as healthcare,
education, and employment. In Angola, where there are significant economic
disparities, these measures can disproportionately affect marginalized
communities, worsening their living conditions.

Discrimination and Marginalization: National security measures can
disproportionately target certain groups based on political, ethnic, or regional lines.
In Angola, this can lead to further marginalization of minority groups and opposition
supporters, exacerbating social tensions and divisions.

Specific Human Rights Impacts in Angola

1.

Surveillance and Intimidation: Activists and journalists in Angola often face
surveillance and intimidation by security forces. This undermines their ability to
operate freely and advocate for human rights, leading to a chilling effect on activism
and free expression.

Media Suppression: The government’s tight control over media outlets and frequent
censorship of critical reporting limit the public's ability to receive unbiased
information. This impacts the right to freedom of information and reduces
transparency.

Crackdown on Protests: Protests and public demonstrations are often met with
heavy-handed responses from security forces. Instances of excessive use of force,
arrests, and beatings of protesters have been documented, violating the rights to
peaceful assembly and physical integrity.
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4. Judicial Independence: The judiciary in Angola is often influenced by the executive,
undermining its independence and the right to a fair trial. Political detainees and
opposition figures frequently face biased judicial proceedings, leading to unjust
imprisonments.

5. Human Rights Defenders at Risk: Human rights defenders in Angola face significant
risks, including harassment, arbitrary arrest, and violence. This creates a hostile
environment for those working to protect and promote human rights, further
entrenching abuses.

6. Socio-Economic Disparities: Emergency measures can deepen existing socio-
economic disparities, particularly affecting the poor and marginalized. In Angola, this
is exacerbated by the government’s control over economic resources and allocation
of benefits along political lines.

Conclusion

The impact on human rights due to the erosion of civil liberties in the name of national
security is profound and multifaceted. In Angola, this is characterized by increased state
control, suppression of dissent, and violations of fundamental rights. Addressing these
issues requires a commitment to upholding human rights principles, ensuring
accountability, and promoting a democratic and inclusive society.

Global examples?

There are several global examples where national security measures have led to the erosion
of civil liberties and human rights. These examples illustrate how governments, in
responding to perceived threats, can impose restrictions that undermine democratic
principles and human rights. Here are a few notable instances:

1. United States (Post-9/11)

Erosion of Civil Liberties: After the September 11, 2001 attacks, the U.S. government
enacted the Patriot Act, which expanded surveillance capabilities, allowed for the indefinite
detention of immigrants, and broadened the definition of terrorism. The National Security
Agency (NSA) was given wide-ranging powers to monitor phone calls, emails, and other
communications.




Impact on Democracy and Human Rights: The increased surveillance infringed on privacy
rights, while the indefinite detention of suspects at Guantanamo Bay without trial violated
due process rights. The use of torture and enhanced interrogation techniques further
violated international human rights standards.

Turkey (Post-2016 Coup Attempt)

Erosion of Civil Liberties: Following the failed coup attempt in July 2016, the Turkish
government declared a state of emergency, which lasted until July 2018. During this period,
the government detained tens of thousands of people, including journalists, academics, and
opposition figures, on charges of terrorism and involvement in the coup.

Impact on Democracy and Human Rights: The crackdown severely restricted freedom of
expression, freedom of assembly, and judicial independence. Many media outlets were shut
down, and civil society organizations faced significant repression. The prolonged state of
emergency and subsequent constitutional changes have concentrated power in the
presidency, weakening democratic checks and balances.

China (Xinjiang and Hong Kong)

Erosion of Civil Liberties: In Xinjiang, the Chinese government has implemented a vast
surveillance system and detained over a million Uyghurs and other Muslim minorities in "re-
education camps" under the pretext of combating extremism. In Hong Kong, the imposition
of the National Security Law in 2020 has led to the arrest of pro-democracy activists and the
suppression of dissent.

Impact on Democracy and Human Rights: In Xinjiang, the measures have resulted in
severe human rights abuses, including forced labor, torture, and cultural assimilation
policies. In Hong Kong, the crackdown has undermined the "one country, two systems"
principle, eroding freedoms of speech, assembly, and the press, and stifling democratic
movements.

Egypt (Post-2013 Coup)




Erosion of Civil Liberties: After the military coup in 2013, the Egyptian government led by
President Abdel Fattah el-Sisi has implemented harsh measures to suppress dissent. The
government has enacted laws restricting protests, expanded military courts' jurisdiction,
and used mass trials to silence opposition.

Impact on Democracy and Human Rights: Thousands of political opponents, including
members of the Muslim Brotherhood, have been detained, often in conditions amounting to
torture. Freedom of expression and assembly have been severely curtailed, and the
judiciary's independence has been compromised, leading to widespread human rights
abuses.

India (Kashmir and Citizenship Laws)

Erosion of Civil Liberties: In August 2019, the Indian governmentrevoked the special status
of Jammu and Kashmir, imposing a strict lockdown, communications blackout, and mass
detentions. Additionally, the Citizenship Amendment Act (CAA) and the proposed National
Register of Citizens (NRC) have raised concerns about discrimination against Muslims.

Impact on Democracy and Human Rights: The measures in Kashmir have restricted
freedoms of movement, expression, and access to information. The CAA and NRC have
sparked nationwide protests and concerns about statelessness and discrimination against
Muslim citizens, undermining India's secular democratic framework.

Conclusion

These global examples highlight the delicate balance between national security and civil
liberties. While governments have a duty to protect their citizens from threats, it is crucial
that measures taken do not undermine the fundamental rights and democratic principles
that form the foundation of a just society. Ensuring transparency, accountability, and
adherence to human rights standards is essential to maintaining this balance.

Recent Angola protests?

Recent protests in Angola reflect growing public dissatisfaction with the government over
issues such as economic hardship, corruption, and political repression. These protests
highlight the tensions between the government's approach to maintaining control and the
populace's demand for democratic reforms and better living conditions. Here are some
details on recent protests in Angola:




Background and Causes

1. Economic Hardship: Angola, despite being one of Africa's largest oil producers,
faces significant economic challenges, including high unemployment, inflation, and
poverty. The fall in oil prices has exacerbated these issues, leading to public
discontent.

2. Corruption: Corruption has long been a problem in Angola, with allegations of
mismanagement and embezzlement of public funds. Many citizens feel that the
wealth generated from oil and other resources has not been equitably distributed.

3. Political Repression: The MPLA (People's Movement for the Liberation of Angola) has
been in power since independence in 1975. Accusations of political repression, lack
of transparency, and failure to implement democratic reforms have fueled
opposition.

Key Protests and Events

1. 2020-2021 Protests: There were significant protests in October 2020 and March
2021. These protests were driven by demands for better living conditions, more job
opportunities, and political reforms. Protesters also called for the release of political
prisoners and criticized the government's handling of the economy.

2. June 2022 Protests: In June 2022, thousands of Angolans took to the streets in the
capital, Luanda, and other cities. The protests were sparked by economic grievances
and the government's perceived failure to address corruption. Demonstrators
demanded better public services, job creation, and an end to police brutality.

3. August 2022 Elections: Leading up to the general elections in August 2022, there
were numerous protests. The opposition party, UNITA (National Union for the Total
Independence of Angola), mobilized supporters to protest against what they claimed
were unfair electoral practices and lack of transparency in the electoral process.

4. Post-Election Unrest: Following the 2022 elections, which saw the MPLA retain
power but with a significantly reduced majority, protests erupted over alleged
electoral fraud. The opposition and civil society groups called for an independent
audit of the election results.

Government Response

The Angolan government's response to these protests has been characterized by a mix of
repression and promises of reform:




Security Crackdown: Security forces have been deployed to disperse protesters,
sometimes using excessive force. There have been reports of arrests, beatings, and
detentions of activists and opposition members.

Political Repression: The government has been accused of using the judiciary to
target opposition leaders and activists. There have been instances of political
opponents being detained on charges that critics argue are politically motivated.

Economic Measures: In response to economic grievances, the government has
promised reforms and initiatives aimed at improving economic conditions. However,
the implementation and effectiveness of these measures remain in question.

Dialogue and Engagement: There have been some attempts at dialogue with
opposition groups and civil society, but these have often been seen as insufficient or
insincere by critics.

Human Rights Concerns

The protests and the government's response have raised significant human rights concerns:

1.

Freedom of Assembly: The heavy-handed response to protests has raised questions
about the government's commitment to the right to peaceful assembly.

Freedom of Expression: The suppression of dissenting voices and the targeting of
journalists and activists have impacted freedom of expression.

3. Police Brutality: Reports of police brutality and excessive use of force during

protests highlight issues with law enforcement practices and accountability.

Conclusion

The recent protests in Angola reflect deep-seated issues related to economic hardship,
corruption, and political repression. While the government's response has included both
repressive measures and promises of reform, the effectiveness and sincerity of these efforts

are under scrutiny. The situation underscores the ongoing struggle for democratic reforms

and better governance in Angola, with significant implications for human rights and political

stability.

Global protest comparisons?




Comparing protests globally can provide insights into common themes of public
dissatisfaction and government responses, as well as unique factors specific to each
country's context. Here are some key global protest movements and how they compare to
recent protests in Angola:

1. United States - Black Lives Matter (BLM) Movement

Background and Causes: The BLM movement gained significant momentum in 2020
following the killing of George Floyd by police. The protests focused on police brutality, racial
injustice, and systemic racism.

Government Response: The response included heavy police presence, use of tear gas and
rubber bullets, and, in some cases, National Guard deployment. There were also instances
of violence and looting.

Comparison with Angola:

e CommonThemes: Both movements highlightissues of police brutality and systemic
injustice.

+ Differences: While BLM is centered on racial injustice and police violence, protests
in Angola are driven by economic hardship, political repression, and corruption. The
scale and historical context of racial issues in the U.S. differ from Angola's post-
colonial political dynamics.

Hong Kong - Pro-Democracy Protests

Background and Causes: The 2019-2020 protests in Hong Kong were triggered by a
proposed extradition bill that many feared would erode the city's autonomy and judicial
independence. The movement evolved to demand broader democratic reforms and resist
Beijing's increasing influence.

Government Response: The Hong Kong government, with support from Beijing, responded
with severe crackdowns, including mass arrests, use of tear gas and water cannons, and
implementation of the National Security Law.

Comparison with Angola:

e Common Themes: Both feature demands for greater political freedom and
resistance against perceived authoritarianism.
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o Differences: Hong Kong's protests are more focused on preserving autonomy and
resisting external influence from China, whereas Angola's protests are largely driven
by internal issues of governance, economic management, and political repression.

France - Yellow Vest Movement

Background and Causes: Starting in 2018, the Yellow Vest (Gilets Jaunes) movement
protested against fuel taxes, high living costs, and economic inequality. The protests grew to
encompass broader grievances against the French government and President Emmanuel
Macron's policies.

Government Response: The French government used riot police, tear gas, and water
cannons to control the protests. There were also measures to address some of the
protesters' economic concerns.

Comparison with Angola:

e Common T Themes: Economic hardship and dissatisfaction with government policies
are central to both movements.

o Differences: The Yellow Vest movement in France is less about systemic political
repression and more about specific economic policies and government austerity
measures, whereas Angola’s protests also include significant elements of political
and civil rights issues.

Lebanon - 2019-2020 Protests

Background and Causes: Triggered by a proposed tax on WhatsApp calls, the protests
quickly escalated to address widespread corruption, economic mismanagement, and
sectarian politics in Lebanon.

Government Response: The government responded with both concessions, such as
proposed economic reforms, and crackdowns, including arrests and use of force against
protesters.

Comparison with Angola:

¢ Common Themes: Both movements are driven by economic mismanagement,
corruption, and demands for political reform.




o Differences: Lebanon's protests are heavily influenced by the sectarian political
system, while Angola's protests are more focused on the long-standing dominance
of a single political party and its governance.

Belarus - 2020 Protests

Background and Causes: The 2020 protests in Belarus erupted after the presidential
election, widely regarded as rigged, which saw President Alexander Lukashenko claim
victory. Protesters demanded his resignhation, fair elections, and democratic reforms.

Government Response: The Belarusian government responded with a harsh crackdown,
including mass arrests, beatings, and detention of protesters and opposition leaders.

Comparison with Angola:

e Common Themes: Both movements involve demands for democratic reforms and
fair elections, and both have faced severe government crackdowns.

o Differences: While both countries face issues with long-standing authoritarian
leadership, the scale of international attention and geopolitical implications differ,
with Belarus being more directly influenced by its proximity to Russia and the EU.

Conclusion

Global protests share common themes of economic grievances, demands for political
reform, and resistance to corruption and authoritarianism. However, each protest
movement also has unique characteristics shaped by its specific historical, cultural, and
political context. Understanding these similarities and differences can help in crafting more
effective responses to address the underlying issues driving these protests.

Protesters' demands specifics?

Understanding the specific demands of protesters can provide deeper insight into the
underlying issues driving each movement. Here are the detailed demands from some of the
notable recent protests globally, including those in Angola:

1. Angola Protests
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Background and Causes: Economic hardship, corruption, political repression, and lack of

democratic reforms.

Specific Demands:

1.

6.

Improvement in Living Conditions: Address high unemployment, inflation, and
poverty.

Anti-Corruption Measures: Investigate and prosecute corrupt officials, ensure
transparency in government spending.

Political Reforms: Implement democratic reforms, ensure free and fair elections,
and reduce the power of the MPLA.

Release of Political Prisoners: Free all individuals detained for political reasons.

End to Police Brutality: Investigate and hold accountable those responsible for
excessive use of force against protesters.

Better Public Services: Improve healthcare, education, and infrastructure.

2. United States - Black Lives Matter (BLM) Movement

Background and Causes: Police brutality, racial injustice, systemic racism.

Specific Demands:

1.

Police Reform: End police brutality, implement accountability measures, and
defund or reallocate police funds to community services.

Justice for Victims: Prosecute police officers involved in killings and misconduct.

Racial Equity: Address systemic racism in various sectors, including criminal justice,
education, and employment.

Policy Changes: Implement policies to prevent discrimination and support
marginalized communities.

Community Investment: Increase funding for health, education, and housing in
Black and minority communities.

Hong Kong - Pro-Democracy Protests
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Background and Causes: Proposed extradition bill, Beijing's increasing influence, demand

for democratic reforms.

Specific Demands:

1.

2.

Withdrawal of Extradition Bill: Ensure the bill is completely withdrawn.

Universal Suffrage: Implement universal suffrage for electing the Chief Executive
and all Legislative Council members.

Amnesty for Arrested Protesters: Release and drop charges against all arrested
protesters.

Independent Inquiry: Conduct an independent inquiry into police conduct and use
of force.

Non-Labeling of Protests: Stop labeling the protests as "riots" to avoid criminalizing
participants.

4. France - Yellow Vest (Gilets Jaunes) Movement

Background and Causes: Fuel taxes, high living costs, economic inequality.

Specific Demands:

1.

Economic Relief: Reduce fuel taxes, increase minimum wage, and improve
pensions.

Tax Reforms: Implement fairer tax policies, targeting large corporations and the
wealthy.

Better Public Services: Improve access to healthcare, education, and
transportation.

Direct Democracy: Introduce mechanisms for direct democracy, such as
referendums on key issues.

Government Accountability: Increase transparency and reduce government perks
and privileges.

5. Lebanon - 2019-2020 Protests
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Background and Causes: Proposed tax on WhatsApp calls, corruption, economic

mismanagement, sectarian politics.

Specific Demands:

1.

Resignation of Political Leaders: Call for the resignation of leaders perceived as
corrupt and ineffective.

Technocratic Government: Form a government of experts to manage the economy
and implement reforms.

Anti-Corruption Measures: Investigate and prosecute corrupt officials, recover
stolen public funds.

Economic Reforms: Implement measures to address economic mismanagement,
create jobs, and reduce public debt.

End to Sectarianism: Reform the political system to reduce sectarian divisions and
promote national unity.

6. Belarus - 2020 Protests

Background and Causes: Alleged electoral fraud, demand for democratic reforms.

Specific Demands:

1.

2.

Resignation of Alexander Lukashenko: Demand for the president to step down.
Free and Fair Elections: Call for new elections under international observation.
Release of Political Prisoners: Free all individuals detained for political reasons.

End to Police Violence: Investigate and hold accountable those responsible for
violence against protesters.

Democratic Reforms: Implement democratic reforms to ensure fair political
competition and respect for human rights.

Conclusion

While each protest movement has unique elements, common threads include demands for

better economic conditions, anti-corruption measures, political reforms, and an end to

police violence. The specifics of these demands are shaped by the local context and the

unique challenges faced by each country.




