Mr.. Chairman, Chiefs and Members of Council.
i

I have read through the Memorandum prepared by Chief
Tshekedi for transmission to the British Government and regret that
I have been absent from the proceedings for a few days owing to an
unfortunate accident that occurred th my wife.

In looking through the Memorandum I must express strongly
that 1 cannot support the Memorandum at this stage, and v~ry much
doubt whether at any stage the contents of the mMemorandum can be
supported by me.

In the Tirst paragraph of the Memorandum, we, as Chiefs
of the Bechuanaland Protectorate, allege that 'on behalf of ourselves
and our respective peoples we are presenting this memorandum™.
This is not correct; in fact i1t is very far from being correct as
our peoples have not been consulted and asked for therr opinions
about the matter.

This Memorandum has been rushed and forced upon the
Chiefs without due consideration by them or their peoples. The
matter is one of the greatest importance to the people of Bechuanalan
Protectorate and our Intervention one way or the other may have the
strongest and most damaging repercussions that one can imagine.
You wish now to interfere with the rights and liberties of people
in the neighbouring country without taking iInto any consideration
what their feelings iIn the matter may be.

We have, as stated in the Memorandum, from time to time
recorded our protest against any suggestion for the inclusion of
Bechuanaland Protectorate in the Union of South Africa, always
using the argument that, before such a move can be considered by
the British Government, the residents of aechuanaland would be
fully consluted. Here we are now trying to interfere with the
people of South West Africa without our FTirst having consulted them
as to whether they wish to make a change from their present position--
into the suggested status of bringing their country under the Mandate
of the British Government. It must be apparent, therefore, that
the very argument that we tried to use in paragraph 3 will be thrown
back at us as soon as the Memorandum is presented to the British
Government, 1If ever It IS so presented.

Have you however stopped to think what would happen if,
in compliance with your request, the Mandate of South West Africa
is taken away from the Union  GolVernment and placed under the
British Government? It Is quite clear that if*that were done the
Union Government would feel slighted and would feel that the British
Government is accusing them of mal-administration of the Mandate of
South West Africa. There can only be one result from such an
action and that is that the feeling between the British Government
and the Union Government would become strained and that Bechuanaland
Protectorate (an intergral part of the British Empire) which wishes
to i1naugurate the change will as a consequence have barriers thrown
up against it economically.

It cannot be denied, and is an accepted fact, that without
the markets of the Union of South Africa we are hopeless. IT the
Union closes 1its borders to us where are we to look for markets?

Our egress according to the Memorandum is South West Africa. Are
we to move our livestock and produce across the desert to South
West Africa without adequate transport; and then when it arrives
there who iIs going to buy our cattle and produce?

Referring to paragraph 5 of the Memorandum., I would ask
you to consider for a moment how far our Territory would have
developed were it not for the concessions that have been granted to
us from time to time by the Union and Southern Rhodesia.

With regard to the native policy of the Union of &outh
Africa, have we anything before us in the shppe of proved facts

that/



that the native policy in South West africa, as mposed by the
Tinion Government, has placed these native people m any wofse
position than they were before the Mandate was taken over by
Union Government?

While on this question it TIt=t ill becomes us to talk
about displaced people from South West Africa. We have always had
displaced peoples in Bechuanaland even before the arrival of the
British.

In the Memorandum we are asking for a iree and open route
to a free West Coast port. Have we ever made application for
free Ind open route? Has such an application ever been refLusedA
to us bv the Union_Government as_a_mandatory_ power.
fitP we iIn a position to build a railway Ilne' and

I s are, ars Wig aRle to meet the expendifurg fof, thg,&r&etiP a7

toat”™Britain has economically suffered iIn this war that she 111
provide funds and carry the losses for the running
railway line?

All these are points that have not been given consideratio

to either by ourselves or by our X thin™that we°wouia be

doS® rye?rCngSth?ngrandumaWn6 ourselves ludicrous if this

peoples for full discussion and authority for us to sign an,v sue
proposals.

It may be true that the Bakgatla are to a minor extent
differently situated in comparison to other tribes but what applies
to the nakgatla must iIn a very great measure apply to the other
tiHbes of Bechuanaland Protectorate,

As you know, a big proporting of my people live
in the Transvaal under the Union Government and have common
interests With us in Bechuanaland protectorate. Up to now, 1 have

had no c I_ﬁlalnts of wrong treatment hy the Union authorities

Wil ingtifv me iIn any way suspecting the suggestion dist if
Se UnloS Gove?SeSt ?n“ rpSat?d Sou?h West Africa in the Union

the position of the Bechuanaland Protectorate would become vrtiwl
worse.

I must, therefore, lodge my strongest protest against
the Memorandum and’cannot associate myself with it m any way.
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