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BIOT RESETTLEMENT: NEGOTIATIONS WITH THo
MAURITIUS GOVERNMENT : S

o Now that the Secretaryugf State has aﬁ

the opening of negotistions with the Mauri
Covernment regarding reseﬁt%ément-ﬁf %ﬁ'
of the Chegos Archilpelsgo; it me¥ bh' Lerd
provided some guidance, from thehiégaiiﬁa
on the line we could take with tﬁg,@guriti#
Government. Up $11l now I thinkfﬁnduéiéﬁ
heen placed upon the dual nationa@it :
the inhabitambs o Ghecae: It would,
a mistake for us to bé‘Wortieﬂ ﬁﬁdﬁl
We should take the line that it is quite
te the éusation of résettl&ment.' In orde:
explain-this, I will set out briefly how tl
natlonelity situation arose andfdiécusgffhe
the term "Ilois", .
Dual Nationality :
2. When BIOT was created in 1965 the 1nhab
of Chagos coneisted of citizens bf-thé'ﬁni; 
Kingdom and Colonies by virtue of birth i ma
Ssychelles or Mauritius, or in island ééﬁéﬁé 1
of thosd two countries. The creation of BIOT &
not 311;61' the statug of the inhabitants whiehmz‘hil
the independence of Manritius dn &archiﬁ?&ﬁﬁ?§§miégé

the é&mew

bution
of Mauritius provided that citisens of the Ual

3, Section 20(1) of the Indépenﬁanca‘ﬁané:

Kingdom and Coloniles vorn in Mauritius became e
sitizens of Mauritiue sutomatically anﬁ@nﬂ@@%&ﬁﬁn§§é
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Section 111(1) defined "Mauritina ‘a8 the tsmx_i
which ilmmedlately before independence day .- :
constituted the colony of Mauritius,_ As Ghag¢ﬁ
not form part of the territories of Msuritiu
mmediately belfore 1nﬁcpendence day, & peraanbaz
Chagos would not under Secgtion 20(1) h&v& 5&
citizen of Mauritlus unleas his father waé o
mainland Mauritius (see Section 20(3))
because the then colonisal governmant o
recognlsed that the inhabitanta of. Chago he
tiep with mainland Mauritius,.the
very speuial provialons of Sectiou 2@
previded in effect that (with the e3
pepsona with fathers born in Seychelleé
born inChagos befgre.BIOT»wasicréaféé
regarded as having been born in Mauritiua and
therefore automatically entitled to ﬁaurit '
citizenship on independenee.

4, Thus, except for certain citizens of the
United Kingdom snd Colonies connected with Seye
all the inhabitants of Ghagos.bedaméﬁﬁgg%i%ian
citizens automatically 6n independences 'ih“ddé
they retained their citizenship ®f the Ghiﬁ&d  
Kingdon snd Colonien, The effect of Secti $na"
3(1)(&) and 3 (5)(a) of ine Manritine InﬁEPpnﬁﬁﬁ@
Aot, 1968, 1s to pmsww citizenship of the
‘Unjited Kingdom end Colonies for thqsb?inhﬁﬁit&ﬁygf
of Chagos who, or whose rgth&r-av;fath&rfa>fﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ;
was born in Ghéga&a Such parsané-ﬁhﬁrefﬁvﬁ bﬂaégg‘

dusl citizens of the United Kingfom and Colonles
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Reference .

and of Mauritiuﬁ..

nefustetake. an

United Kingdom
o i

ary to the principle

law to deprive persons born in & ]
6t111 a colony ie BIOT of their UK el

S

Ilois
5. Our High Commissloner in Port Loui
confirmed that the term "Ilois" is u
dencte s person from any or:thé_ﬂagca#en
whether such persons have connectibh
ar Seychelles. It is clear that the t
relevance to nationality and hes only be

uB 88 & convenient, though thoroughly mi

serm to cover dual-natiqnala_wh

refer to the dusl natlonale in Chagos in.

Meoritivs Government used such knowledgo g

I thinh our fears have vees axaggarataﬂ ﬁnd't

chould instesd of WOrrying bout natlonq*IQ
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problems, or the ex&cf.m&aning_of”§h¢4’

the Msuritiue quernment'ih 1965 when‘ﬁﬁQT

created. I sce no need to mentién théxﬁét

Premier of Mauritlus, to a quest on I'ro
in 4he Legislative Assembly on 25D
The wording of the answer wae éygraveﬁl ¥
Government. In parﬁicular Ny, Duval

¥pi1l the Mauritisns’ now 1iv1ng in

be resettled in Mauritiue. ‘The cc%ﬁ
tion will be met from the British E
all costs of rehousing them Wili? 5 m
British, snd that work"wou1a=ba”f§§u&
the British Gavernment“,_'Mr Fargéf'g
"The British Government hag | &
full cost of the réa@ttlamaﬁtzéffﬁaﬁ;

present living‘in'%he.éhagoa'érch ggl&g
B, One can drow two conclusions fxa& thi
undertaling: :

{a}

(p)

Vs Tha &quﬂxtiua Govempent wigné Beoek

thet the ﬂnﬁsrﬁaking dued mﬁﬁ'ﬁ@Y%
sitigens whe arﬁ‘alﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁiwﬁiﬁiﬁgéﬁ”
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Chagos wae recognised by the Mauritiua_&ové

by their sgreement to the provisions. of Sec

10, The Mauritius Government might'ala‘
argue that although the undertaking places
obligation on HNMG to pay the cos@sfof res

it dves not place an obligation on thé‘ﬂa

implication that, but for such a promise,
Government of Mauritius would itselfl have

the cost of resettlement. If resettlement

have been no need for the undertaking as the

Meuritiueg Government would ‘have ha& ng«liﬁbiii

regebtied in Mauritius. Thus resetilement in
Mauritivs mast heve been in the contenplation
Beth Governments at the tiwe the statement wag

made o the Legilslative Assenbly.
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11, Pailuve of the Mauritilus. Gevarnmﬂnt ] agree
to the reaettlement of peresons OC Mauri%lﬂn orl?in
in Mauritiue would entitle us to treat our ctherf§'7
undertakings (e.g. as to oil end fianing righta)fn“

as no lenger binding upon us, because tha un&arw ;

taking on resettlement is only par& of: a Packgggff:,

deal and nmust be viewed as such‘

e Mc
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