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_ posals, we re;ect the Government * This
 dominant motivation of African rejection af
 areas. One is forced to ask why the Comm
; ‘explam to these Africans that the question bef
~ involve conﬁdence i the Rhodes1an Govemment nd th
 the ultimate answer was “Yes” or “No” there 'wou d
‘ of Govemment' :
.  Dealing thh the questlon of mtxmxdatlon aH ~the
“Commxssnoners reported that there was mtnmxdatxdn
o teams stated that they were unable aecurately
 position because of the consxderable intimidation. Mo
Rho:iesxan Attomey—General presented to the C n
~fonmdab1e case hxstory of the serious intimidation w
 taken place since the agreement was ‘made. How
 ofall this evxdence the report- states that the Comm ssxo‘
- unable to accept that opinions were mﬁuenced by i
- As a final example, let us look at the statlstlcs _quot
"report Out of slightly more than 100 000 Europea
o “Yes”, 1790 said 0” In other words, more than
. said “Yes”, In the case of the Coloured people 391
~ while only 10 said “No”. In excess of 97 per cent. in
Dealing with the Asian comrnumty, 624 said “Yes” .
 More than 96 per cent. in favour. Deahng w1th the ;
ﬁreport concedes that the Commxssxoners saw less than
of the adult African population, Acceptmg that the majc
 these were opposed to the terms, however specious tf
*L;What about the other 94# per cent. of Afmcan opinion?
. When all this is added up (and there is much mo
. ‘evzdence) I submit that there is only one concluszon the
o Commxssxon had the wOoI puHed over us eyes




ther loglca.l

-an adult -pcpﬁlatio'n ~fthe*onlyfo

:fore, the ,
ponsrbrllty _
1y, after all we have been through culmmatmg inan
eement, signed by the two governments, the whole thing has
d up'on the rocks, through their bunglmg of the test on
which 1 the Umted ngdom Government insisted, agamst our

xperts when it came to planning and preparing the exercise.

~ We have had many different inquiries and reports during our
tory; I believe this one w1ll ~go down as the most irresponsible
of them all. i
As far as 1 and my colleagues in Government are concerned '
we jdrd our best, to ensure the success of this operation — we
dedicated ourselves to obtaining a “‘Yes” answer. However, all of
thrs is in the past and we must now look: to-the future. ' -
My mtentlon this evening is therefore to dlspel any doubts
hat you may have in this regard. '
 Firstly, 1 have informed the BI‘ltlSh Government that we
are fully prepared to implement the agreement if they will do so.
_There will, however, be no question of any part of the proposals
being | xmplemented unilaterally by the Rhodesian Government..
_ Secondly, it is generally acknowledged that in- reaching agree-
ment last November ‘both the British and Rhodesian Governments
went to the limits of negotiation in terms of political reality. Sir-
Alec Douglas Home and I have both stated, on a number of
ccasmns that if these terms were rejected there would be no
ther negotrauons Some chose to disbelieve this statement and

ith a view to changing any of the terms of the settlement.

. Thrrdly, if the British Government are not prepared to 1mple-
,ment the agreement it follows that we shall continue to govern
' Rhode51a in terms of our existing Constitution. I give you my
assurance that we shall govern firmly and that we shall not tolerate
any attempt to disturb the peace and harmony to which, in very
rge measure, the country has returned since the departure of the -
Pearce Commission. - . .
There are those who have predicted that a rejection of the pro-
sals by the Africans would be followed by a white backlash—-— :
surge of anger that for the second time the Afrrcans have

ce. To make things worse, they spurned the help of all our

,herr benefit I now repeat that there will be no negotiations



- Qshould therefore not blame the ordmary decent Afrrcan e

. Sir Alec Douglas Home in the House of Commons to be fully

difficult to see. how the British Government could in hon

. ;“Alec Douglas Home hrmself who said in the House of Comm

' ;had” Surely the British Government w111 not ‘wish to _punis

- them.

- ‘much good at present unseen wrll ﬁow from this experrence

_ all, is the biggest loser. And, I reiterate, less than 6
 the Alricans felt it “worthwhrle to express an op ion t
Commxssron . -
1 know that the great ma;onty of you wrll be as drsap
as Iam at the outcome of this unnecessary exercise, but there
; of course, a bright side to it. There has been, since last Nov ‘
an mcreasmg rate of erosion of the economic sanctrons again
- This is no way unphes that we should lower our guard. On
~“contrary security of economic information remains of paramo
- importance, but because of the hrgh quality of many*of
~ products more and ‘more countrles are prepared to trad qt
~ and unobtrusrvely withus. ‘
In the pohtrcal field we have gamed consrderable adva
from the agreement we reached with the British Governmen
November No longer can the charge of mtransrgence ‘or', unt
ableness be levelled at us, for the agreement was commended |
Rhodesian people by the Brrtrsh Government and was stat‘

~ accord with the ﬁve prmcrples whrch Bntam had Iald down
. the declared purpose of sanctions was to brrng us to the neg
ing table with a view to reachmg just such an agreement

a party to the continuation of sanctrons Furthermore it was Si

as recently as Ist Decenrber 1971, that “it is unhapprly the Af 1C1
"fwho are the witness (or vrctrm) to any success that sanction:

Africans for re]ectmg the proposals by contmumg sanctr

; So n the end this i is a drsappomtment for us. H
‘ fworse thmgs have happened to Rhodesia, and ~



of the Pearce ;' -
gress and shccess are assured. .
“inally, let me take this opportunity to thank you, the people
odesia, for the great strength which you have shown, and the
It whlch you have ngen to your Government durmg this

,;zs my predlcnon that because of your respons1b1e behav1our
: {beneﬁt w111 accrue to Rhodesia in the years which lie ahead.




o s‘excludes wives.

k ,k‘kaccepted the Proposals because of the intimidation and_, e
- comprehensmn of the Proposals The other teams of Commxss

~ }appendxces, occupxes ju‘st over 200 pages. It cont
'_';detaxl and requires careful study Although the
__in the Government’s hands for only a short time, Governm
 been able to form some prelnmnary views, and the* urp
- Statement is to acquaint Rhodesians with these views.
. The Pearce Commission arose out of a Brmsh requn'em
_ their Fxfth Prmcxple«that the Proposals for a Settlemen
acceptable to the people of Rhodesia as a whole. The Comm
~ was appointed by the British Government to asoertam'whe
_not this was so. '
- ‘The task of the Commission was an. extremely dxfﬁcult
~ This was not surprising to the Rhodesian Government, W
_ never been convinced that complex constitutional proposals sho
jbe the subject of an exercise of this nature. -
 Certain aspects of the Report are unsatxsfactory"yan
_ conclusions do not carry conviction, and these w1ll be cotr
~ on later in this Statement. -
The Commission concluded that the Proposals were ce
to three out of the four racial groups in Rhodesia, name
European, Asian and Coloured groups, but that on all the evide
_ including that on intimidation, the ma]onty of the Afncan
. them. In their opinion, therefore, the people of 'Rhodes
_ whole did not regard the Proposals as acceptable as a
_ independence. ~
- With regard to African opinion, the Comm1ss1on fou
. African agrlcultural ‘workers in the European Area were
_in favour of the Proposals These number + mllhon WbJC fi

. ‘The Commission. were unable to obtam mformatwn on
o 'v1ews of the 116 000 domestxc servants, which group con:
- large and important sector of the African adult population.
~ Two of the teams of Commissioners, namely those wh
~ opinion in the Provinces of Matabeleland North and Vic
_unable to determine whether or not the Africans in those Pro




nsufﬁcxent welght by the ma]onty: “

'African tnbesmen 1s of doubtful vahchty and we sha]l also

to whxch atten’uon should be drawn is that the

/s at mass meetings. It will therefore be appre- ‘

ommlssxoners We also believe that the hndmg of the "‘f
ty of the Comxmssmners that the Proposals were. underotood o

mission : esﬁmates that the Commissioners saw 6 per cent.
a‘d‘ul,tff po‘pu ation in the Tribal Trust Lands. The vast L
ty of these, that is to say 100 000 out of a total of 114 000,

as an enormous silent majority in the Tribal

\m ‘kntmg to 94 per cent. of the adult population,

ch did no Ss an opinion on the Proposals In the absence
y dlrect ev1derce of their views, the Commxssxon had this to»

have supported them.”.

e come forward Moreover the Report states-—- a
of the Afncan, "

‘e; cannot neeessarﬂy be sure that this pattern (of vxewsk
‘pressed by those who were seen) would have obtained

ongst those whom we did not see but, in the absence,of;k
:1dent1ﬁab1e undercurrent of approval of the Proposals, we -
ink it would be totally wrong to infer that such people would‘- -

Thus the views of 94 per cent of the adults in the Tribal Trust‘kl - J}
ds were not ascertained, even though Lord Pearce had appealed“ -

Nauonal Counc1l clalmed that there was no part of Rho desm,{ .

ibal Trust Lands, to which their canvassing
ated. We think that this was substantially

‘ect and that there was no material section of the populatlont ; -
was prevented from bemg canvassed by some means or“‘ -



o ,,»remamed sﬂent In December the Council of Chiefs had om

7 _ of these Africans had a sufficient understanding of the Proposals to

in favour of the Proposals and this had received
- may be that the majority of tribesmen had accepte th1
_ expressed their views. However this may be, it is evxden th:
~ views of the majority of the tnbesmen who compnse the great
- part of the African populatxon remain unknown.
We now turn to the finding by the Comrmssxon tha, th
majority of the tribesmen understood the Proposals. ©
~The campaign - against acceptance of the Proposals w:
organized by the African National Council, most of whose office
bearers are known African nationalists. It is not, therefore, surprl
- ing that the Report states, under the headmg “Reasons for African
Rejection”, that mistrust of the intentions and motives of the
Government transcended all other con81deratxons The Repo
goes on—
“One summed it up by saying ‘We do not reject the Proposals ,
we reject the Government’. This was the dominant motivation
of African rejection at all levels and in all areas.”. -
This dominant reason for rejecting the Proposals———that,%th"
Government could not be trusted—illustrates, in so far as it relat
to the implementation of the Proposals that they do not seem to,
have been understood. .

In terms of the Proposals, before any Settlement can bef
_ effected the Rhodesian Government have no option but to unple ,
ment- the Proposals. The Proposals for a.Settlement provide that
it is only after the Rhodesian Government have given effect to the"‘
~constitutional changes by the passing of a Constltntlon Amend
- ment Act that the British would carry out their part in melemen'
ing the Agreement o

The great majority of the Africans seen, were at the largev
gatherings in the Tribal Areas. The Commision found that most

‘pass a valid judgement. Notw1thstand1ng the efforts of the Comm1$-"
sion and the Government to explain the Proposals we believe that
this finding of the Commission is open to serious doubt. Two.
~ teams of Commissioners—those for Matabeleland North Provmce’,f
and Victoria—came to the opposite conclusion, and the probabi-
lities support their view. Firstly, there is the basic lmprobabﬂlty,‘
,'that unlettered African tribesmen can understand and assess com-
plex constitutional matters, even though explained i in simple term
Secondly, account must be taken of the mtmndanon found by ,
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r disposal; they could only have done so
stifle discussion and explanation, by
rmity or by appeahng to emotxon
that this is what happened.

w of all thls it would be fanc1fu1

P

the Proposals

;omxmssron do admit the difficulty of
rehension among those attendmg the 1
rt refers to the dlﬁermg views of the
The Report says— S
owever all our Comm1ssmners were agre

easonable level of comprehension of
ngst the polztzcally motzvated and

hmthxs class
e many Africans who 2

Clearly there ‘wer

Few could understand the complexities of
stxtutlonal document ‘But all our teams

\fricans whom they mret sufficient
pnnczples and 1mphcat10ns of the P

e anti-Settlement element could"fhardly have achleved
. xposmon and loglcal persuasion i

{‘here can be litile

one (Matabeleland North) concluded that a majority

in the short time
by methods which
dragooning people =~

RS

o think that the

Sm gave thelr answers in the hght of an adequate under- . "

assessiﬁg' the leve'l '

eeeee

Commxssmners on

ced that there Was -
the broad issues
better educated

ost ¢ of the tnbesmen attendmg the mass meetmgs would not -

=

at the end of our

bours had at best a limited understandmg of the Proposals o “

an elaborate con-
of Commxssmners‘

ly understood the . '
roposals to pass a.

Aficans whom they

) ly 10
rlcans at the mass meetmgs At these
een impossible for the Commissioners

the great majority
meetings it would =~
to have met and

to have ascertained the level of comprehensxon of, more
ew tribesmen in relatmn to the numbers at the meet-
g in mmd that the crowds varied in number from fifty




inf=rence of con
drawn. Indeed ti
own mterests

~the Comm1ss1on of the vahdlty of the oplmons of those Who
the Proposals for reasons not connected with those Proposals.'
Commission decided that the test of opinion must .}:
quantitative, that is, it must be based on the numb
given; but that there must be some qualitative hmxtanons,f
the disregarding of the opinion of those who are mduoed )
_take or duress to give an answer which does not reﬂec
‘genuine intentions. :
 Nevertheless, when deahng with those who saxd “No” b
: they disapproved of Government policies or distrusted Go
ment’s intentions rather than because they dlsapproved
Proposals themselves, the Commission stated that this was
valid reason for rejecting such ‘“No’” answers. It would seem t‘ t
this unqualified acceptance of “No” votes for reasons not relevant
“to the Proposals is not consistent with the rejection of- votes gi
by mistake, or with the aim of the test, which was to determ e
whether or not the Proposals were acceptable. .

Intimidation

The manner in which the majority of the Commlssmn dealt’-’
with the question of intimidation and the assessments made
connexion therewith are not at all convincing.

The Matabeleland North Team of Comm1ss1oners wa
vinced that all public meetings and not a few mdmduals Wi
influenced to a considerable extent by fear engendered by the anti
~Settlement section of the population. The Victoria Team of
missioners was ‘“‘unable ‘accurately to assess how far the result
obtained were the consequence of intimidation and. fear (whlc
they believe to have been considerable)”’, Virtually all the Tea
of Commissioners report that there' was intimidation. Howeve
the Commission states that the meetings must be recogmzed ,
giving an indication of the view formed by large sections of the
populatxon because of the atmosphere of the ‘meetings, an
consastency of the response exhibited at them and the exte

12




timidation, the Report deals first with the
1 centres and finds that there were .
us intimidation against some who were likely 0.
roposals. However, the Commission concludes that
ould not be read into the long-term effects of these
and said that as the state of tension did not
Dot have a lasting or overwhelming effect on
en (o them. It must be remembered, though, that
ntinued until the 21st January and the Pearce
ft Rhodesia on the 1ith March, only seven weeks
ficult to accept that the effects of the rioting and inti-
ould not be felt for that short period of time. One
eve that because the outbursts were quickly brought
ntrol by the authorities, the effects of the intimidation
culously ‘;disappear‘"“vviyihih~a~-‘feW~3hort days.
> Report then deals with the individual threats of intimi-
and finds that this part of the Goverament's case prowes
vestigation. Bearing in mind that these Special Com-
eceived the dossier from the Government on the2opnd
| departed on the 11th March, it seems that they
e had little time for a full investigation since in that
o investigated complaints from the ANC against the
and against employers. In fact, the offer by the
nt to make available for questioning every person who
1ade a‘;fSWostta‘tém‘ent O report contained in the :‘poi‘i'cﬁey;; .
was not accepted. In the light of this offer it is not clear
s said, in relation to the police reports, that “other than
at their face value there was no ‘means of deciding

ithenticity””.

- Report then deals with Pressures at Public Meetings,

eam of Commissioners reports a caleulated cam-



f2)’vtwo of the teams of Comtmss:oners
famongst Afncans the mnmxdat;on

‘ scale and the level of comprehensxon
possibl

- of Afncans, ,
3 'the reasons ngen by the remammg; ;
o concludmg that the intimidation was n
- a against the ma}onty and that there wa
~ degree of comprehensxon of the 'fPropo
Afncans are unconvmcmg' .
(4) it was unreasonable not to dlscount th' weig
~ votes of those who ‘were not re;ectmg;th '
but were expressmg dxsapprovai 0 Governme
. or distrust of Government s mtennon ‘
For thesc reasons Govemment is unable to aocept as being
the conclusions reached by the Pearce Commxssmn{ ,

Mmlsiry ;of Informazzon, Imngrat'yn and
P{) Box 8232, Causeway, Salxsbury

altsbury. '

‘Pabhshed by the

Prmzed by the Govemment Prmter, S
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