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c c p y 

tBANGI, PARE DISTRICT, 
P.o. Lembeni. 

11th September, 1951. 

The Chairrr.un, 
U.N.•. VlcitinG Mission 

Sir, 

'.!e bo.vc rccolvecl thr:; U.N.0 1 o reply to our r;etition~/ on tho chieftancy of 

Ysongi oncl in it 11e note tho U.N.O. Council had reached a conclusion that no 

action :i.CJ cnllcc1 i'ur by ttc: Council, lmt that should ,,10 11ish to interview your 

Jv~icwicn on the :~u.bjec;t, '\78 uro c: .. t liberty to do so. Fe nccordingly take the 

liberty to :.:cc you on tl:o surr.e: subject. In brief, 110 offer the follmling 

uQainot the A(lrlini:Jterinc; Authority's oboorvations on our r:etition. 

(l) Tho colcctlon o.r::cl apr:ointn:cnt of the nev chief 11as not pror:erly conducted 

tocauco .::tl1 tl:.o villocors 11cro not informed of this and thore is no truth 

that h: is lilwd by half of the r:o oplc of the 'r illage. 

It is -(.rue that ·on the day of the selection the District Corunissioner i·Jas 

tllJl"o 11itll t110 other chiefs, but these chief's 11ere not given an opportunity 

to exl_Jrcso their vim1s on the select~ on, nor 11ere they given a liberty of 

cay on the n'attcr by the District Corr_missioner. 

J'h.:: stntcrr.cnt of tte AdministerinG Authority that vie 'IWre given a chance 

to ::_!cJ.t 1~orlla:ccl our claim is not true, ·for 11e 11ere not given the liberty to 

::1rc,uo ~ilth the "Mrr.bagha". Instead, the District Corunissionor stood as an 

advocate of the other clan. In fact that \!aS not the day of selection for 

tho cllicf hGcl_ previously been secretly selected and this vias a n:.ere shm1. 

(1-t-) The;so olckl'S are th6 same 11ho n:et secretly ancl chose the no"W chief and were 

the.: c::1w to lioten to our claim. The bw chiefs rr.entioned by the 

A0mini:::aerin::; Authority 'l/8re not present at the deliberations. Instead of 

listeninc; to our claim they 1;ero cmay 1lith the District Corrmissior..er. 

]:_/ Note 1)y the i3ocrctariat: Docv.rr.ont T /FET .2/96 and Resolution 329 (VIII). 

(5) In fact 
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(5) In fact those 37 elders agreed and acknm1ledged the right of our claim of 

chieftaincy but they did not grant it to us. 

(6) Disagreement with the selection appeared not only from other clans as well 

but the District Comissioner did not listen to them, and in other ways, 

he was very acrimonious on them. This was. the reason that led them to 

addressing petitions to His Excellency the Governor. Before writing these 

petitions lve went on foot with them to the Provincial Commissioner, Tanga, 

and the latter visited Same. lie all presented the '1-lhole matter to him 

in person but he did only follow his District Commissioner's steps. 

(7) The selection '1-laS not made according to traditional tribal rites, since 

the clan with such traditional rites are the Hasangi, who have the root of 

the important and major native ceremony and iniation known locally as 

"Ngasu ya Mshitu11
• The 11!vlr:Jbagha" is a foreigner, having no such traditional 

ceremony within the village o Had Government intended to do all according 

to traditional rites, then this chief should be appointed in his village 

of origin - in South Pare - where his relatives hold ruling power and 1qhere 

the traci_i tional rights differ from those of ours o 

(8) The Administering Authority's denia~ of having used armed force is not 

true. The wanted_ Msangi for arrest vias taken unexpectedly and no neighbour 

ne1,1 that a police would come to the village and arrest him on that day. As 

none of the neighbours was aware of this, to say that clan members gatherec1_ 

arn:ecl with bm1s and arrov1s and matchets is not true. If it was known that 

a police v7ould be there that day and if it was intended to resist arrest, 

surely the askari would have been vmylaid and attacked before he could have 

fired a single shot and before he could have effected the arrest. No body 

threatenecl the police, but the police vias specifically ordered to fire in 

order to shm7 Government's determination to fulfil its challenged decision. 

(9) The Administering Authority is a 1vitness that 1ve have been victimised, 

because 1-1ben we appeared before him, the District Cownissioner found that 

11e -v1ere unjustly treated and so approved our case to go to the Tribal 

Council. The Tribal Council found that 1ve v1ere unjustly treated and 

q_uasheo_ the chief 1 s conviction against us. The case of those who have 

been fined -vms not permitted to be sent to the Tribal Council, although 

/these people 
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these ~eople have applied for permission to do so. Ho~ever, they are 

still in need of lodging appeals against the fines if they are given the 

liberty to do so. 

(10) The state~nt of the Administering Authority that ~e made the chief's work 

as hard as possible is not true, the fact being that ~e considered it unwie 

to co-operate with him and this fact ~as made clear to the Government. 

(11) Our argureent against the selection is not only because the selection was 

improperly conducted, but because ~e have every root in the village, o~ 

ancestors being the first to live in it and giving it the name of "Usargi". 

(12) The staterr.ent that there is little to choose bet~een the back history :f 

the Sangi and the Mbagha is not correct. In fact tl:ere is a great 

difference. One, that we have "Ngasu ya mshitu" in village, and secor1dly 

that neither of the two clans can inherit ruling po~er from the other. 

After our ancestors rule for a long time in the past, the Mmbagha was 

brought in rrere ly as rain maker. This, ho-v1ever, cannot be taken as 

being inter-hereditary. He have it on our records that in 1915 and 1918 

Chief Bakari Sangiwa applied for ~ermission to ~erform the traditional 

initiation ceremony in and vlithin the village, but chief Sabuni had to ask 

permission to take his children to Mbagha, his country of origin. 

(13) The Governrr.ent says that the question is one which cannot be decided solely 

on the basis of historical claims. May ~e knov1 from v1hat source has it 

accepted that the elders were the traditional elders who select a ne~ chief. 

History and tradition go hand by hand. Within the limits of our country one 

tirr.e -v1hen a chief - one Selemani - of Mbagha ~as selected the chief now 

ruling there stood up and claimed his tradition~l ruling right. According 

to this, he ~as approved as the right ruler, and this was done under this 

same Government. 

(14) The Administering Authority's statement that we ~ere left with no doubts 

about its decision. is not true. He ~ere left in much doubts and ~e are 

still in doubt because ~e have not been given our ruling po~er which ~e 

exercised before the advent of ~hite rule. Our ancestors ~ent to ~ar with 

the neighbours for the cause of this village and those with ~hom ~e fought 

are still living. 

(15) The statement 
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(15) The statement that ~eo~le like the new chief because they turn out for 

communal work of ~uilding school and roads is not correct. Peo~le do not 

work corr®uncally because they like the chief, but because they like the 

common ~rogress of the tribe. Tribal conmunal work is not under the 

control of or directed by the chief, because to fail to do it entails a 

~enalty in kind which falls in the hands of those who turned out on the 

day. 

(16) The question of relationshi~ of· the chief with the elders who chose the 

new chief would a~pear to have been misunderstood as stated by the 

Administering Authority.· Connection by marriage is se~arate from friendly 

relationshi~. 'de argued that the chief's in-laws should be removed from 

the ~anel. This was not acce~ted. 

( 17) The staten:ent that ve would fail had we been allowed to select one of us 

as a ruler is nlisleading. Since we have the local traditional initiation 

ceremony 11hich all clans in the village, except the Wambagha, partici~ate, 

it is hare_ to see how we could fail. All clans prefer to be ruled 

accorcling to tractitional ruling clan. Could Government say how vie could 

fail or can it tell us of the political crime comited by our past 

ancestors, fron Makoko, Sanghm and Bakari and the latter ruled under 

British rule. Government statement shows clearly that it advocates for and 

s tancls on one side • 

(18) The statement of this Government that one elder's signature on a l€tter to 

the C',.overnor viaS forged is not true. We have witness who saw this elder 

signinG the letter. It may be the elder now fears re~risals from this 

Goverrur.ent. 

(19) Since Government admits that our supporters ar~ those v1ho are associated 

with us in the initiation native ceremony then we do not see hov7 we could 

fail to gain our aim, because all in the village, exce~t the vJambagha, 

~articipate in and our initiation ceremony is the same. 

(20) Finally 11e have reg_uested the Government to allow our claim to be submitted_ 

and considered by the Local Tribal Council which is well versed in all 

district tribal traditional rights and which is recognised by all the 

people as our mothpiece. This reg_uest is not allowed although we have 

/firmly 



T/PET.2/136 
Page 6 

firmly assured the Government that should ue loose our claim there, ~e 

shall have nowhere to go. 

S gd. SEMVUA KAMWE 
SALJM LC6NDILO 

for ULASANGI 




