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Item 5 of the igenda

PiTITION FROM CHIEF V. VUGE(l) CONCERNING
- THE CAMEROONS UNDAR BRITISH ADMINISTRATION

Observations of the Administering Authoritx

Note by the Secretariat: The follawing observations were
communicated to the Secretariat on 3 March 1950 by the

representative of the United ningdom of Great Britain and ~

Northern Ireland on the Trusteeship Council,

1. For many years now the petitioner, who ranks second in séniority
among the Bafut Chiefs, has been trying to establish a claim.to precedence
over the Fon of Bafut as the head of the Bafut. ‘

2. Investlgatlons by administrative officers in 1926 and 1934 into the
social structura of the Bafut Clan bo*b revaaled that Bafut had unquestionably
the stronger claim to headship of the Clan.

3. In 1934, the petitioner's attempts to claim pracedence over the Fon of
Bafut culminated in an unsuccessful petition to His dxcellency ths Governor.
In reply, hs was informed, intar alia, that two exhaustive enquiriss.by

two District Officers had proved the relationship bstween Babanki and Bafut
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and that His Honour the Chiof Commissioner was satisfied that the Chief of
Bafut had ths better claim to precodence, -

4. With regord to thepetitionerts claim to recz2ive a sélayy as paid to the
Fons of Bafut and Banso, at a meecting of the ilative authority of the South
sastern Federation (which includes the Bafut and Banso arcas) and of the
Finance Committes of th: Native authority, attended by the District Officar,
the Subjcct of salarics comparablz with thoss puid to the fons of Bafut

and Banso was not raisczd, The mesting dscided that no other salariss should
be paid to Chiefs, but that M:mﬁers of th: Nativ: nuthority who among thair

* other duties act as Tex Collactors, should bz pzid sélaries‘based on the
amount of tax collect:d in thzair respective arsas, in addition Councillors

should receivs allowances for attendanc: at mestings.

5. The patitioner's statement that in 1941 he rec2ived no payfor his -
dutizs as Nativa Tr:asury nazyhold:r is misleading. at that time, all the
Bafgt Chisfs were on gradsd salcriss; and ths Chiofs of Bafut and Babanki,
drawing higher salaries than the others, received no additional remuneration

for their duties as ..gyholders.

6. The petitionsr's grisvances. anpsar to b: of the xind which can only be
resolved within his own community and in which no outside authority can
usa2fully intorfars.






