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Chapter One

The Question of Legal Completion

For more than sixty years, one question has remained unresolved:

By what legal instrument did Southern Cameroons complete its transition
from United Nations Trusteeship into its constitutional relationship with
La République du Cameroun?

The importance of that question lies in its precision. Political disputes can be argued through
competing narratives, shifting alliances, and the exercise of power. A legal question requires
something more exacting: documents, authority, procedure, and a verifiable institutional record.

This inquiry therefore begins neither with a preferred political outcome nor with a
predetermined conclusion. It begins with the historical records, United Nations documents,
constitutional practice, and legal principles that governed the transition of a Trust Territory.

From Plebiscite to Legal Arrangement

In February 1961, the people of the Southern Cameroons voted in a United Nations-supervised
plebiscite to achieve independence by joining the independent Republic of Cameroun. The vote
established a direction. It did not, by itself, describe every legal and constitutional step needed to
complete that direction.

United Nations General Assembly Resolution 1608 (XV), adopted on 21 April 1961, endorsed the
result and set 1 October 1961 as the date on which the Trusteeship Agreement would terminate
with respect to the Southern Cameroons. Its fifth paragraph invited the administering authority,
the Government of the Southern Cameroons, and the Republic of Cameroun to begin urgent
discussions to finalize the arrangements by which the agreed and declared policies of the parties
would be implemented.
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The Documentary Standard

The central issue is not whether political meetings occurred or whether constitutional texts were
later adopted. The issue is whether the legal transition contemplated by the international
trusteeship process was completed through an instrument with identifiable parties, authority,
consent, ratification, and—where required—international registration.

A documentary inquiry asks basic questions:

* What instrument or instruments lawfully completed the transition?
* Who were the parties, and in what legal capacities did they act?

* Who signed, and by what authority?

* How were the arrangements ratified or otherwise made binding?

* Where were they deposited or registered?

* What international body received and acknowledged them?

These questions do not assume an answer. They establish a method. If the relevant instrument
exists, it should be identified and examined. If no such instrument can be produced, the absence
itself requires responsible legal and institutional attention.

Why Institutions Matter

Legal clarity is not achieved by slogans. It depends on archives, qualified research, disciplined
analysis, peer review, and institutions capable of preserving evidence over time. The work must
be credible enough to withstand scrutiny by lawyers, historians, diplomats, policymakers, and
the public.

That is the purpose of this book: to move the Southern Cameroons discussion from assertion
toward verification, from personalities toward institutions, and from inherited assumptions
toward a documented legal question that can be examined on its merits.

Continue reading
The Southern Cameroons Question is available worldwide on Amazon.
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