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Zambian Watchdog’s reported HH’s “triumphant entry” in Mungu (misspelt as Mongu) on 
June 15, 2014 made very sad reading indeed.  In the words of the Watchdog, “UPND 
president Hakainde Hichilema yesterday arrived in Mongu to a thunderous welcome and 

promised to find a lasting solution to 
the Barotseland question when UPND 
forms government in 2016.”  However, a 
look at the Watchdog’s picture of the 
road on which HH made his triumphant 
entry, revealed a dangerously dilapidated 
road infrastructure, a few individuals and 
vehicles – my heart sunk to its lowest 
ebb.   
 

What Zambian politicians do not seem to get is that Barotseland is no longer part of Zambia – 
nor is she interested in Zambian politics, let alone political campaigns.  It is common cause 
that Barotseland, through the Barotse National Council (BNC), has already found “a lasting 
solution to the Barotseland question” when it put Barotseland on a trajectory towards 
complete independence as a Sovereign State.  There is no other “lasting solution” that is 
needed.  What is left is only to work out the transition towards the realisation of these ends – 
including civilised discussions about sharing of assets.  As the Draft “Barotseland Economic 
Policy Framework and Strategy (2015-2018)” states in its Introduction: 

 
“Barotseland is an old nation under occupation by a new state called Zambia (former 
Northern Rhodesia) and currently seeking recognition and support from the 
international community as Africa’s newest 55th state. On March 27, 2012, 
Barotseland declared its independence from Zambia, following its acceptance of 
Zambia’s unilateral abrogation of the Barotseland Agreement of 1964(BA’64) in 
1969 …” 

 
As such, any political party that seeks to advance the aspirations of the people of Barotseland 
must align itself with the already espoused “lasting solution” by working with the progressive 
forces that are seeking the complete disengagement of Barotseland from Zambia’s yoke of 
slavery, subjugation and repression.  This must start with the withdrawal of Zambian security 
forces from Barotseland in order to enable normal life to take place – including open political 
activity.  Zambia has so far failed to present its reasons for militarily occupying Barotseland 
at the African Commission for Human and Peoples Rights, and has equally failed to appear 
before the Permanent Court of Arbitration to argue its case as to why it continues to rule 
Barotseland by force.  On both moral and legal grounds, therefore, Zambia has no right to 
continue frustrating the aspirations of the people of Barotseland by preventing them from 
actualising their sovereignty.  In the same vein, and on the principle of “Common Purpose”, 
Zambian political parties will be equally guilty of frustrating the disengagement of 
Barotseland from Zambia if they continue to engage in rhetoric that goes against the 
resolutions of the BNC – chief of which was Barotseland’s total disengagement from Zambia, 
as “the lasting solution to Barotseland’s question”.  So, the point is not that PF is a bad 
government and therefore another Zambian political party must come to Barotseland to sort 
things out, NO!  The point is that whether PF, MMD, UPND, UNIP, or any other Zambian 



political party, none is welcome in Barotseland.  Barotseland must be left alone to chart its 
own course towards complete political independence.  In other words, why should an 
Angolan political party, or a Chinese one for that matter, go to Bulgaria to campaign for 2016 
elections? When a Chinese political party wants to campaign to form the next government, it 
must campaign in China, etc.  More specifically, we understand UPND to be campaigning to 
form the next Zambian government, so why are they campaigning in Barotseland?   
 
Barotse nationals also need to make the mind-set shift away from thinking that Barotseland’s 
political solutions will come from Zambia.  The BNC has already spoken – and that is the 
bottom-line.  Barotse nationals must stop engaging in political sloganeering, and embrace 
their new reality – i.e. that they no longer constitute part of the Zambian political landscape; 
that politically, they are still hanging in the air because Zambia Police, Zambia Army and 
other Zambian security forces are waiting to hack them to death should they engage in 
meaningful (i.e. Barotse-based) political activities; that, therefore, at the moment they should 
just work with the civil society organisations (such as the Barotse National Freedom 
Alliance) that are pushing for Barotseland’s total emancipation; that, presently, there is no 
relevant political party in Barotseland to which they can belong; that, in fact, they presently 
cannot exercise their political rights while looking directly into the barrel of Zambia Army 
machine guns – smoking tear gas and gun powder.  I know that mind-set changes can most-
times be stubborn, but it is the only way that progress takes place.  There is no progress that 
can be made in doing the same things, year in and year after.  You have to think out of the 
box – which involves a mind-set shift. 
 
On the social aspects of HH’s visit to Mungu, it is not surprising that there were people who 
went to welcome him on his arrival in the town.  This could be attributed to three main 
factors: (a) HH is not a stranger in Barotseland, (b) Mungu lacks entertainment, and (c) some 
Mungu residents still want to have their cake and eat it.  They still need to understand what is 
really happening around them.    
 
On a positive and progressive note, it was reassuring to learn that the BRE has started 
speaking the same language as the people.  I hope that they now realise the immense power 
and authority they actually have – much of which they have so far been reluctant to exercise. 
They should continue to fight with, and for, their people; this will greatly quicken the 
attainment of our freedom. 


