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U N D E R D E V E L O P M E N T I N KENYA A N D SOUTHERN RHODESIA 

1890-1923: A C O M P A R A T I V E S T U D Y 

HENRY V U S S O MOYANA"*" 

Kenya and Rhodesia are two colonies on the A f r i c a n continent i n which 

European s e t t l e r s explo i ted the indigenous people w i t h considerable 

i n t e n s i t y i f not v i c i ousness . I n these two B r i t i s h co lonies , land*, labour 

and taxes came to be used as the major instruments oi exp lo i tat ion as 

was the case e lsewhere i n co lon ia l A f r i c a . Kenya and Rhodesia are 

suitable f o r a comparat ive study f o r a v a r i e t y of reasons . Both were ip p^^j^^ 

occupied by s e t t l e r s , the bulk o f whom came f rom South A f r i c a , b r i n g - A f r i c 

ing w i t h them f i x e d notions about l and and the equal i ty or i n e q u a l i t y of a l t e r n a t e 

r a c e s . ^ Equedly important was the fact that these se t t l e r s regarded both f r o J 

Rhodesia and Kenya as areas suitable f o r permanent European se t t l e - under M 

ment i n the t r a d i t i o n of such settlement areas as A u s t r a l i a and New 

Zealand. Both colonies were i n i t i a l l y occupied by B r i t i s h char tered 

companies namely , the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a Company for Rhodesia and 

the I m p e r i a l B r i t i s h East A f r i c a Company f o r Kenya. 
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These fac tors combined to make these colonies unique i n many 

respec t s . The r a c i s t menta l i t y prevalent among these se t t l e r s meant 

that " n a t i v e " po l i c i es w e r e based upon the South A f r i c a n model . The 

A f r i c a n came to be r e g a r d e d as an ob ject , and a source of cheap labour 

to work the lands and mines of the se t t l e r communities. Great economic. 
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hardships were c reated i n the A f r i c a n sector and i n many instances the Southern 

d is locat ion of f a m i l y l i f e and the eros ion of t r a d i t i o n a l values became in 1890 fol 

c h a r a c t e r i s t i c features of the A f r i c a n communities . The expulsion of famous B r I 

A f r i c a n s f r o m a l l al ienated land and the impos i t ion of heavy taxes on ^j^^ counti J 

them i n an e f f o r t t o st imulate cheap labour was a source of many iniqui- profit was 

t ies to the A f r i c a n i n both co lonies . I'QJ, Ĵ̂ ^ A f r l 
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I t i s my thesis that i n both t e r r i t o r i e s , the i n t r o d u c t i o n of l£m.d 

segregation d id not on ly keep the Africem. people i n a state of serfdom 

but also r e t a r d e d the economic development of these countr ies by 

preventing the m a j o r i t y of t h e i r inhabitants f r om act ive p a r t i c i p a t i o n 

in the exp lo i ta t ion of t h e i r r e s o u r c e s . F i r s t , European se t t l e r s grabbed 

more land than t h e y could u t i l i z e , so that w h i l e A f r i c a n s were compelled to 

crowd i n uncu l t i vab le r e s e r v e s , a s igni f i cant percentage of European-

owned land remained unused, thus c ont r ibut ing nothing t o the Gross 

National Product . Second, because of adverse environmental conditions 

in the r e s e r v e s , A f r i c a n s w e r e unable to engage i n p r o f i t a b l e a g r i c u l t u r e 

and so contr ibuted l i t t l e o r noth ing to the nat iona l economy. F i n a l l y , the 

policy of l a n d segregat ion l e d to the c r e a t i o n of a cheap labour r e s e r v o i r . 

Africans who l i v e d i n European areas and who were without adequate 

alternatives at the t ime of ev i c t i on were f o r c e d to accept small p lots of 

land f rom European land lo rds i n exchange for t h e i r l a b o u r . The conditions 

under which they w o r k e d w e r e b r u t a l and v e r y often amounted to chattel 

labour i n both t e r r i t o r i e s . I t was d u r i n g t h i s e a r l y per i od that the seeds 

of s tr i fe between the races were sown and the calamit ies of the succeed-

ing years were m e r e l y postponed. 

Th i s essay w i l l compare and contrast the implementation of l and 

policy and the l e v y i n g of exorb i tant taxes i n both Kenya and Southern 

Rhodesia and w i l l examine the effects of l a n d segregat ion on the labour 

situation i n the two t e r r i t o r i e s . 

THE E A R L Y A L I E N A T I O N O F L A N D IN R H O D E S I A , 1890-1925 

Southern Rhodesia was occupied by the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a Company 

in 1890 f o l l owing the g r a n t i n g of a c h a r t e r to C e c i l John Rhodes, the 

famous B r i t i s h i m p e r i a l i s t , by the B r i t i s h Government i n 1889. That 

the country was occupied by a commerc ia l company f ixed on making 

profit was a cause of i n n u m e r a t l e economic, soc ia l and p o l i t i c a l hardships 

for the A f r i c a n people, whose e f forts to o v e r t h r o w the new o r d e r ended 

in ignominious defeat. L a n d segregation d i d not begin, however , u n t i l 

1894- when two r e s e r v e s , the Gwai and the Shangani were carved out 

from the occupation of the Matebe le , who had been wors ted i n a war 

better known as " the war of d ispossess ion" i n 1893. When the B r i t i s h 
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South A f r i c a Company a r r i v e d i n Rhodesia i n 1890, i t s men had c a r e -

f u l l y avoided a head-on c lash w i t h the Matebele whose m i l i t a r y might 

was w e l l k n o w n , by moving to Ma«honaland where the absence of a 

c e n t r a l i s e d a u t h o r i t y and ignorance of the whiteman's ways among the 

Mashona made res i s tance l ess l i k e l y . But the gold which the European 

pioneers had hoped to f i n d i n MashonalanA was d isappoint ingly scarce 

and the s e t t l e r s soon t u r n e d t h e i r eyes to the tempting lands of Matebe le -

l a n d . On 14-August l 8 9 3 , S t a r Jameson, Rhodes' r i ght -handman i n 

Rhodesija, s igned a secret agreement w i t h would-be se t t l e r s at F p r t 

V i c t o r i a f or the invas ion of Matebele land. ^ One of the clauses of the 

agreement r e a d that ' Each member of the attacking f o r ce w i l l be ent i t l ed 

to mark out a f a r m of 3,000 morgen (6 ,000 acres) i n any p a r t of 

M a t e b e l e l a n d ' . ^ The s igni f icance of t h i s clause is that since the t roopers 

who made up the invas ion force nvimbered s ix hundred and seventy- two , 

about f our m i l l i o n acres of Matebe le land were al ienated i n advance. 

A f t e r the w a r of 1893, a L a n d Commission was appointed to "deal 

w i t h a l l questions r e l a t i n g to the settlement of A f r i c a n s i n Matebe le land" . 

As a r e s u l t of i t s w o r k the two r e s e r v e s a l ready mentioned were created . 

7 

Both were w a t e r l e s s , sandy and u n f i t f or human settlement. A young 

Ndebele scholar has descr ibed the Gwai Reserve as a "water less desert" 

a v i ew which is r e i n f o r c e d by the fact that a Government school ca l led 

T j o l o t j o which was opened i n the area i n the la te twenties was forced 

to move to a place c a l l e d EssexvUle on account of the endless dr3rLng up 

of boreho les , the only source of water i n the a r e a . ^ 

The c rea t i on of the two r e s e r v e s i n Matebele land marked the 

beginning of the implementation of l and segregation i n Rhodesia. One 

feature which made the o r i g i n s of l a n d segregation i n Rhodesia dif ferent 

f r om t h a t of Kenya was i t s v igour at the outset . The Rhodesian set t lers 

pursued t h e i r object ives w i t h determinat ion and decisiveness f rom the 

s t a r t . U n l i k e the Rhodesians , the Kenya se t t l e r s v a c i l l a t e d and even 

doubted the v i a b i l i t y of t h e i r new land as a se t t l er co lony u n t i l the t u r n 

of the c e n t u r y . ^ I n Mashonaland, s e t t l e r s al ienated l a r g e t r a c t s of land 

r i g h t f r om the s t a r t . These a l i enat i ons , most ly on the h ighve ld , often 

r e s u l t e d i n the ev i c t i on of A f r i c a n s and i n t h e i r resett lement i n the lower 



29 

•ent 

rs 

m 

over 

altitudes where environmental conditions were adverse and where they 

experienced a r a p i d d e t e r i o r a t i o n of the s o i l and an i n c r e a s i n g land 

shortage. A l t e r n a t i v e l y they could r e m a i n on European land where they 

were subjected to h igh r e n t a l charges . T h e y could also pay f o r t h e i r 

residence on European farms w i t h t h e i r l a b o u r . These c ircumstances 

created ser ious hardships as A f r i c a n s came to be converted into chattel 

labourers . I n both Rhodesia and Kenya, A f r i c a n f a r m l a b o u r e r s 

experienced some of the w o r s t w o r k i n g condit ions ever r e corded i n the 

history of European co l on ia l i sm i n A f r i c a . M o r e o v e r , A f r i c a n s l o s t 

their immemorial r i g h t s to the ownership of l a n d and the p r i n c i p l e of 

land segregat ion, which perhaps s t a r t e d w i t h Shepstone's locat ions i n 

Natal around the middle of the nineteenth c e n t u r y , came to be adopted as 

a necessary ingred ient of " n a t i v e " p o l i c y i n Southern Rhodesia. S i r 

Sidney O l i v i e r , a c r i t i c of the po l i c i es of the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a 

Compemy commented: 

The B . S . A . C . had a substant ia l and s t r a i g h t f o r w a r d 
reason f o r i g n o r i n g any k i n d of Nat ive r i g h t s i n the 
lands whose ownership they had u s u r p e d . T h e y were 
an enctmibrance w h i c h deprecated the value of that 
land as an asset saleable i n f reeho ld to Europeans . 
The Co lonia l Of f i ce , neglect ing i t s duty under the terms 
of the c h a r t e r , f or years winked at t h i s scandal : i f 
attent ion was ca l l ed to i t the defence u s u a l l y was that 
at any r a t e the Mashonas were better off under 
such condit ions than they had been under the r u l e 
of the Matebele and that the Matebele being them- ^2 
selves invaders could not cla^m any cons idera t i on . 

After the c r e a t i o n of the f i r s t r e s e r v e s i n 1894-, many se t t l e r s took 

advantage of C e c i l Rhodes' promise that after the a l locat ion of those 

Reserves to the Matebe le , the r e s t of the Matebele land would be 

public land and that the p ioneers would be al lowed the f i r s t select ion 

of farms. 13 

Land was l a v i s h l y given out to the s e t t l e r s . Ranger has 

observed: 

W i t h i n a few months of the European occupat ion, 
p r a c t i c a l l y the whole of the Ndebele most valued ' 
lands ceased to be w i t h i n t h e i r patr imony and 
passed in to the p r i v a t e estates of ind iv idua l s and 
the commercial p r o p e r t y of companies. (14) , 

ft. 
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In fact the subsequent alienation of land was so extensive and 

detrimental to the interests of the African people that it compelled the 

Brit ish Government to i ssue an O r d e r - i n - C o u n c i l in 1898 making it 

obligatory upon the B . S . A . C . to assign sufficient land for African use . 

Under art ic le 81 of the O r d e r - i n - C o u n c i l , the Company was required, 

from time to time, to "ass ign to the Africans inhabiting Southern Rhodesia, 

land sufficient for their occupation whether as tribes or as portions of 

tr ibes and suitable for their agricultural requirements". ' '^^ Sufficient 

land for Africans seems to have been interpreted by the settlers to. mean 

areas into which an overflow of Africans who could not be accommodated 

as labourers on European farms could be resett led . The term reserve 

c l e a r l y c a r r i e s such a connotation. 

In 1902, Native Commissioners i n Rhodesia were empowered to 

carve out land for the collective use of indigenous peoples. But it does 

not appear that any p r e c i s e instructions were issued as to the principles 

to be followed in selecting areas for these R e s e r v e s , nor were they given 

any uniform basis upon which to calculate the amount of land necessary 

in proportion to the population it was intended to c a r r y . I n Matebele-

land, Native Commissioners based their recommendations on the Glen 

G r e y Act of the Cape Province which allowed nine acres of arable land 
l 8 

to each family. In Mashonaland they allowed fifteen to twenty acres 
19 

per family. T h e r e was no uniform policy nor was there an attempt at 

impartiality. That this was done soon after a war (the Matebele war) 

which had left much bitterness and i l l - feel ing on both s i d e s , was a factor 

unlikely to produce a fair policy to govern the interests of the vanquished. 

As a r e s u l t , the Afr ican R e s e r v e s so created were placed far away 

from the r a i l r o a d and from market centres which made the marketing of 

African produce impossible. Secondly, the majority of these Reserves 

were placed i n the lowveld where the paucity of rainfal l comxxjunded by 

other adverse enviroimiental factors has made existence precarious . 

By 1902, three quarters of a l l the land on the Rhodesian plateau had 

20 

been expropriated and Afr ican landlessness , which was to constitute 

the "sum total of a l l v i l l a i n i e s " i n subsequent y e a r s , had become a 

marked feature of Rhodesian society. 
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A c h a r a c t e r i s t i c feature of the Rhodesian se t t l e rs >vhich draws 

a close analogy to that of the Kenya se t t l e rs was t h e i r South A f r i c a n 

o r i g i n . Most of the e a r l y Rhodesian se t t l e rs came f r o m South A f r i c a 

where men tended to t h i n k i n terms of wide open expanses of l a n d , 
9 1 

adequate f o r g r a z i n g and f o r extensive f a r m i n g . The South Afr i cans 

had a t r a d i t i o n i n which a f a r m was thought of on ly i n terms of several 

thousand morgen . Rhodes and Jameson were mindful of th is fact when 

22 

they r e c r u i t e d f o r the occupation i n 1890. I t was for th i s reason that 

the r e c r u i t s were each promised a f a r m of 1,500 mprgen (3,000 a c res ) . 

In the f i r s t few months of 1894, s e t t l e r s poured into Matebele land i n 

considerable numbers many of them obtaining farms averaging 3,OCX) 

acres , t w i c e the s ize of those pegged off i n M a s h o n a l a n d . I n the 

d i s t r i c t of M e l s e t t e r i n the Eas te rn highlands , a se t t l e r named Dunbar 

Moodie w i t h his bro ther Thomas, who l e d a number of A f r ikaans 

t r e k k e r s f r o m South, A f r i c a into the r e g i o n pegged off l a r g e farms 

which they a l located to each of the members of t h e i r famil ies inc luding 

in fact t h e i r c h i l d r e n , thus appropr ia t ing a t o t a l of 108,000 morgen. 

This i s reminiscent of Kenya 's L o r d Delamere who al ienated 100,000 

acres . 

By 1902, the e x p r o p r i a t i o n of most of the A f r i c a n lands i n 

Rhodesia was complete. But var i ous issues r e l a t i n g to the l and 

question continued to provoke debate among the s e t t l e r s . A t th is time 

the A f r i c a n s l a cked the l eadersh ip and the educational preparat i on w i t h 

which to e f fec t ive ly a r t i c u l a t e and challenge European j u s t i c e . So i t 

was the se t t l e rs who complained, adjusted and re - shaped l and pol ic ies 

as they pleased l eav ing the A f r i c a n peasants to bear the burden of l a n d -

lessness and c r u e l e x p l o i t a t i o n . F o r example, by 1911, t h e r e were 

approximately 23 ,730 European se t t l e r s i n Rhodesia who owned some 

19,032,320^^ acres of l a n d whi le 752,CXX) A f r i c a n s occupied only 

21,390,080^^ a c r e s . But European farmers complained that the extent 

of A f r i c a n l a n d was too l a r g e . F o r any shortcomings the se t t l ers 

suf fered, they saw the A f r i c a n s as the cause of a l l t h e i r i l l s . The Native 

A f fa i r s Committee of I n q u i r y w h i c h sat i n Rhodesia between 1910 and 1911 

shared the se t t l e r v iew that the l and al located to the A f r i c a n s was 
9 8 

excessive and should be reduced . A s a r e s u l t of th i s and other i ssues , 



32 

a commission known as the R e s e r v e s Commission was appointed to look 

29 
into the question of land in 1914 cind to recommend a final delimitation. 

No African served on that Commission. The three men who served on 

it were all either employees or ex-employees of the B r i t i s h South 

Afric£in Company and the chairman, Robert Thome Coryndon, was 

actually one of those entitled by Jameson's infamous secret agreement 

of 1893 to take from the Matebele people, a share of 6,000 a c r e s of land, 

30 

his gold claims and the loot thereof. In their interim report of 1915, 

the Commissioners wrote: " T h i s Commission is of the opinion that it* 

cannot be assumed that every unborn native is to enjoy an indefeasible 

right to l ive on the soil under tribal conditions and by the primitive and 

31 

wasteful methods of cultivation practised by their forefathers" . They 

added that the Europeans had brought with th«m a civi l ization that would 

break down the " O l d T r i b a l system" and eliminate the need for more land 

32 

among the Afiricans. It was not stated how the breeJcing down of the 

" tr iba l system" would replace the need for adequate land by A f r i c a n s , 

or why, i f civi l ization destroyed this need, European sett lers , who 

indeed epitomized that c ivi l izat ion, displayed such an unquenchable 

appetite for land. 

By 1914,whenthe Commission started its work, there were 
5,002 surveyed European farms in Rhodesia . Of these 2,080 were xin-
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occupied. In spite of this steirtling fact, when the Commission re leased 

its final report in 1917, it recommended the reduction of African 

Reserves by 1,062,460 a c r e s . The Commission tended to reduce the 

nimiber and area of R e s e r v e s in the settled parts and created new ones-

in the more remote parts where the population had been sparse on 

account of adverse environmental conditions. Interestingly enough, the 

Commissioners did not hesitate to point out the impartiality of their 

judgement, " i f we e r r in degree at a l l , it i s on the side of generosity 

to the people who lived in this country for generations before the white 

man came" , they w r o t e . B y the O r d e r - i n - C o u n c i l of 9 November 1920, 

the Afr ican R e s e r v e s were finally delimited as most of the recommend-

ations of the R e s e r v e s Commission were adopted. The land categories 

then stood as follows: 



c a t e g o r y 

Al i enated Land 

Nat ive Reserves 

Unalienated Land 

T o t a l 

Acres 

31 ,484,095 

21 ,203,498 

43,529,880 

96 ,000,000 

.-.-ft 

Thus by 1925, A f r i c a n s i n Rhodesia he ld less than 20 per cent of t h e i r 

country although they const i tuted the overwhelming m a j o r i t y . W i t h the 

creation.of the Nat ive Purchase A r e a i n Rhodesia i n 1930, A f r i cans 
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came to c o n t r o l a t o t a l of 28 ,591 ,606 acres almost exact ly the same 

amount of l and held by A f r i c a n s i n Kenya (29 ,977,300 acres ) . 

As has a l ready been i n d i c a t e d , Kenya was i n i t i a l l y occupied by 

the I m p e r i a l B r i t i s h East A f r i c a Company at about the same time 

Rhodesia was being sett led by the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a Company. The 

B r i t i s h East A f r i c a Company r e c e i v e d i t s c h a r t e r f rom the B r i t i s h 
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Government on 3 September 1888, only a year before the B r i t i s h 

South A f r i c a Company was granted i t s c h a r t e r . But as we have already 

pointed out , the occupation of Rhodesia was a w e l l o rganized , preme-

ditated a f f a i r , i n s p i r e d by a convic t ion that t h e r e , on the A f r i c a n plateau, 

lay a "golden e ldorado" s i m i l a r to the one found on the W i t w a t e r s r a n d . 

There were no qualms about the c l imate for i t was a w e l l known fact 

that the area between the Zambezi and the Limpopo possessed a brac ing 

and i n v i g o r a t i n g c l i m a t e . ^ The v igour and decisiveness of the occupation 

of Rhodesia was also i n s p i r e d by urgent s t rateg ic cons iderat ion . The 

need to preempt the B o e r s , the Germans and the Portuguese , who were 

encroaching into the v e l d beyond the Limpopo , was a s igni f i cant fac tor 

in determining the speed w i t h which the occupation was undertaken . 

In the case of Kenya , the occupation was motivated by s trateg ic 

considerat ion o n l y . D r . S o r r e n s o n w r i t e s , " D u r i n g the p a r t i t i o n of 

East A f r i c a the main object of B r i t i s h po l i cy was to pro tec t the Suez 

route to I n d i a " . T h i s goal could not be accomplished without the 

contro l l ing of Egypt , the N i l e v a l l e y and the head-waters of the White 

N i l e . T h e r e were no prospects f o r the d i s covery of m i n e r a l wealth i n 

Kenya and the absence of any known commercial promise cast a dismal. 
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p i c ture on the economic prospects of the colony a l t o g e t h e r . T h e 

Imper ia l B r i t i s h East A f r i c a Company suffered dec l ining revenues for 

a l l the t ime i t was adminis ter ing the t e r r i t o r y and ended i n l i qu idat i on 

i n 1895. The B r i t i s h F o r e i g n Off ice took contro l of the t e r r i t o r y which 

then became the East A f r i c a P r o t e c t o r a t e . ' ^ But up to this t ime there 

were v e r y , v e r y few European immigrants i n the P r o t e c t o r a t e , a s i tuation 

which p e r s i s t e d f o r almost another decade. Up t i l l the t u r n of the century , 

there was much u n c e r t a i n t y over what f o r m of co lonizat ion would be 

most suitable and what type of economic development to under take . 

Fears about whether Europeans could sett le permanently i n a colony 

which l i e s r i g h t on the equator were r a i s e d . Unl ike the Rhodesia 

sett lement , the settlement p o l i c y of the F o r e i g n Office in Kenya was 

v a c i l l a t i n g and even haphazard , r e f l e c t i n g the u n c e r t a i n t y of commercial 

p o s s i b i l i t i e s i n the new P r o t e c t o r a t e . 

The only attempt made by the Company before i t went into 

l i q u i d a t i o n was the e f f or t to sett le a group of A u s t r i a n se t t lers who 

belonged to an organizat ion known as the Free land Assoc ia t i on , and 

hoped to found a colony near M t . Kenya. A t one time the F o r e i g n 

Office even cons idered b r i n g i n g i n Indian se t t l e rs to occupy the Kenya 

highlands . T h i s pTan was f r u s t r a t e d by E l l i o t , who became High Com-

miss ioner i n 1901 and u r g e d that Indians be confined to the lowlands . 

Thus up t i l l 1902, by which time most of the Rhodesian plateau had been 

al ienated to European specu lators , the l and i n Kenya was s t i l l owned 

and t i l l e d by indigenous people. Only about hal f a dozen Europeans 

were c u l t i v a t i n g land i n Kenya . I t was the completion of the Uganda 

r a i l w a y f r o m Mombasa to Kisumu on Lake V i c t o r i a , together w i t h a 

g rowing be l ie f among se t t l e r s a l ready i n Kenya that the Kenya highlands 

were suitable f o r permanent European settlement which began to 

/ PI 

st imulate i m m i g r a t i o n around 1902. 

Once i t was decided to encourage European settlement i n Kenya, 

considerable energy was spent on a t t r a c t i n g South A f r i c a n s e t t l e r s . 

T h i s act ion had ser ious repercuss ion upon the subsequent h i s t o r y of 

the young P r o t e c t o r a t e for i t made Kenya a microcosm of South A f r i c a 

and set the races on a c o l l i s i o n course . The decis ion to stimulate 
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European immigrat ion coincided w i t h the end of the South A f r i c a n Boer 

W a r . Many Boers resented being r u l e d by t h e i r v i c t o r i o u s enemies r j i f i 

whi le many Englishmen were disgusted by the p o l i t i c a l concessions * 

made to the A f r i k a a n s speaking community at V e r e e n i g i n g . These i 

fac tors p r e c i p i t a t e d an exodus of Boer and B r i t o n around 1902. Many T 

went to Rhodesia, others set t led i n Angola and s t i l l many went to t r y > 

a new l i f e i n Kenya . The a r r i v a l i n South A f r i c a of the East A f r i c a n t 

Commissioner of Customs, M r . A . M a r s d e n , to publ i c i se the 

opportunit ies o f fered i n the Pro te c to ra te was r e c e i v e d w i t h much 

enthusiasm. But the task of r e c r u i t i n g would-be se t t l e rs soon f e l l v.pon 
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two South A f r i c a n agents, R . Chamberla in and A . S . F lemmer . I t 

was these two men who scored so much success w i t h the r e c ru i tment 

programme that by the middle of 1904- as many as one hundred and 

s i x t y - e i g h t s e t t l e r s had been sent to Kenya. Other se t t l e r s poured i n 

from B r i t a i n , A u s t r a l i a and New Zealand to strengthen the overwhelming 

South A f r i c a n element which undoubtedly considered the Pro tec to ra te 

a "wh i te man's c o u n t r y " , and even more s i gn i f i cant , a white man's 

country c reated on South A f r i c a n models . Among the speculators were yĵ  

giant syndicates , the most notable being the East A f r i c a Syndicate 

which al ienated l a r g e t r a c t s of land j u s t as other syndicates had done 

in Rhodesia. The East A f r i c a Syndicate al ienated as much as 500 a 

52 

square mi les (320,000 a c r e s ) . A n examination of the shareholders 

of this giant company revea l s that most of them also he ld shares i n 

several South A f r i c a n companies, namely , the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a 

Company which c o n t r o l l e d the p o l i t i c a l and economic dest iny of 

Rhodesia u n t i l 1923, the South A f r i c a Gold T r u s t and the Consol idated f 

Gold F ie lds of South A f r i c a . On the l i s t of the shareholders of the 

East A f r i c a Sjmdicate were such f a m i l i a r and i n f l u e n t i a l names as the 

Duke of A b e r c o r n , E a r l G r e y , M r . Rock for t M a g u i r e who was one of 9 

Cecil Rhodes' emmisaries to Lobengula i n 1888 and M r . O . Beit whose 

family is c red i t ed w i t h f inancing the famous br idge on the Limpopo a ^ »-! 

River known as Bei t B r i d g e . I t may be added here that by 1913, nine 

per cent of the whole of Southern Rhodesia, over 9 m i l l i o n acres was 

held by commercial companies. Thus the same men who held vast 

tracts of l and i n Rhodesia he ld equal ly vast expanses of land i n Kenya. 
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These few c o n t r o l l e d not on ly land but the overa l l economy of the two 

t e r r i t o r i e s . A quest ionnaire sent to companies operat ing i n the Federation 

of Rhodesia and Nyasaland i n 1960 revealed that of the to ta l net p r o f i t s 

earned i n Southern Rhodesia, over 65 per cent of the companies were 

not domest ica l ly c o n t r o l l e d . The cap i ta l i s t impl icat ions of European 

co lonia l i sm are obvious . One cannot but accept Chernyak 's assert ion 

t h a t : 

In the epoch of i n d u s t r i a l cap i ta l i sm, co lonia l i sm was 
p r i m a r i l y s p u r r e d on by the in te res t s of exp lo i t ing the 
colonies as sales markets and f o r p r o c u r i n g r a w m a t e r i a l 
suppl ies . D u r i n g capi ta l i sm's last i m p e r i a l i s t stage "of 
development, co lon ia l i sm was and continues to be who l ly 
d ictated by monopoly capi ta l which has supplemented the 
e a r l i e r means of d r a i n i n g the colonies of t h e i r n a t u r a l 
weal th w i t h new methods of plunder and explo i tat ion . (57 ) 

The involvement of South A f r i c a n based "tycoons" i n major commercial 

enterpr ises i n both Rhodesia and Kenya did not only mean that capital ism 

was at l a s t spreading i t s tentacles across the A f r i c a n continent but also 

that the explo i tat ion of the indigenous peoples was to be undertaken w i t h 

a new vic iousness and i n t e n s i t y , as i t was to be based on South A f r i c a n 

precedents . The South A f r i c a n Glen Grey Act of 1894 had sought to 

stimulate cheap labour by c reat ing a landless class of A f r i c a n s who 

would be obliged by t h e i r economic status to work the lands and mines 
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of the Europeans. L i k e w i s e i n the two new colonies of Rhodesia and 

Kenya , the pauper izat ion of the A f r i c a n by depr iv ing him of his lands 

came to be regarded as the highest wisdom i n the quest to maximize 

p r o f i t s . The c rea t i on of " a r t i f i c i a l p o v e r t y " , the imposit ion of heavy 

taxat ion on indigenous f o l k , and the in t roduc t i on of pass l a w s , the 
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N o r t h e y C i r c u l a r s i n Kenya, and the Nat ive Reg i s t ra t i on Act i n 

Rhodesia,^*^ were a l l r e f l e c t i ons of the South A f r i c a n instruments of 

exp lo i ta t i on . M o r e o v e r , i n Kenya as i n Rhodesia, once i t was decided 

to make the P r o t e c t o r a t e a "whiteman's c o u n t r y " , extensive al ienation 

of land to European speculators continued to be made to the detriment 

of the indigenous people. L o r d Delamere rece ived 100,000 acres . 

L o r d F r a n c i s Scott - 350,000 acres whi le the East A f r i c a n Estates 
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L t d . got another 350,000 acres . Whi le these al ienations were being 
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made, A f r i c a n s i n both t e r r i t o r i e s were being made to c a r r y passes 

in t h e i r own c o u n t r i e s , w i t h which to beg f o r employment paying jus t 

enough to enable the A f r i c a n to r e t u r n to his master to se l l more l abour . 

These conditions imposed a stigma of serfdom upon the A f r i c a n s , under -

mining t h e i r s e l f - r e s p e c t , c reat ing d i s t o r t e d notions of t h e i r potent ia l 

and entrenching fa lse stereot3rpes i n western minds about the a b i l i t y or 

i n a b i l i t y of the A f r i c a n to stand on h is feet . The advent of co lonia l r u l e 

thus had f a r - r e a c h i n g effects on the subsequent h i s t o r y of the colonized 

peoples as i t created not only economic hardships on indigenous f o lk 

but also p l a n t e d , i n t h e i r minds , d i s tor t i ons which must be uprooted 

i f meaningful and genuine freedom is ever to become a r e a l i t y i n A f r i c a . 

In K e n y a , the f i r s t e f fort to make regulat ions on l a n d was made i n 

1897 when the F o r e i g n Off ice issued land regulat ions author iz ing the 

Commissioner to grant l and cer t i f i ca tes for a t e rm of twenty-ftne 

/To ' 

y e a r s . A year l a t e r , the t e r m of these c e r t i f i c a t e s was extended to 

99 y e a r s . I n 1899 the F o r e i g n Off ice sought a de f in i t i ve l ega l opinion on 

the Crown 's r i g h t s to land i n the East A f r i c a P r o t e c t o r a t e . As a 

r e s u l t , a Crown Lands Ordinance was i ssued i n 1902. The O r d e r - i n -

Council of 1902 defined C r o w n Lands as meaning " a l l public lands i n 

East A f r i c a which are subject to the contro l of His M a j e s t y by v i r t u e 

of any t r e a t y , convention or agreement" .^^ I t went on to p r o h i b i t the 

alienation of any l a n d ac tua l ly occupied by A f r i c a n s . But i n spite of 

this p r o v i s i o n , l a r g e al ienations were made by the government without 

the consent of the A f r i c a n s i n v o l v e d . T h e Kenya s e t t l e r s , w i t h t h e i r 

unquenchable South A f r i c a n appetite f or l and found the 1902 O r d e r - i n -

Council u n s a t i s f a c t o r y on account of i t s "numerous r e s t r i c t i o n s " , f or 

example sales were not to exceed 1,000 acres without the consent of 

the F o r e i g n Office and the Commissioner was given power to declare 

for fe i ture i f the purchaser f a i l ed to develop his land to a "considerable 

e x t e n t " . A m i d these issues Kenya came under the Co lonia l Office i n 

1905. But the se t t l e r s continued to protes t against v a r i o u s issues 

pertaining to land and p a r t i c u l a r l y about the* 99 years lease t e rm which 

they considered u n s a t i s f a c t o r y . I t was this expression of se t t ler d i s -

content which necessitated the proc lamat ion of the 1915 Crown Lands 

Ordinance which extended the de f in i t ion of C r o w n L ands to include a l l 
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alienation of any l a n d ac tua l ly occupied by A f r i c a n s . But i n spite of 

this p r o v i s i o n , l a rge al ienations were made by the government without 

the consent of the A f r i c a n s i n v o l v e d . T h e Kenya s e t t l e r s , w i t h t h e i r 

unquenchable South A f r i c a n appetite f or l a n d found the 1902 O r d e r - i n -

Council unsa t i s fa c to ry on account of i t s "numerous r e s t r i c t i o n s " , f or 

example sales were not to exceed 1,000 acres without the consent of 

the Fore ign Office and the Commissioner was given power to declare 

forfe i ture i f the purchaser f a i l e d to develop his land to a "considerable 

e x t e n t " . A m i d these issues Kenya came under the Co lonia l Office i n 

1905. But the se t t l e r s continued to protes t against v a r i o u s issues 

pertaining to land and p a r t i c u l a r l y about the* 99 years lease term which 

they considered u n s a t i s f a c t o r y . I t was th is expression of set t ler d i s -

content which necessitated the proc lamat ion of the 1915 Crown Lands 

Ordinance which extended the def in i t ion of C r o w n Lands to include a l l 
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lands occupied by A f r i c a n t r i b e s i n the P r o t e c t o r a t e . ' So through 

var ious ordinances the CroAvn made i t s e l f owner of a l l the l and i n 

Kenya as completely as any sovereign could . 

.In Rhodesia, we saw that the t e r m "Reserve" was introduced as 

e a r l y as 1894-. But i n Kenya the term seems to have been avoided for 

a long time and i f i t was not , i t s de f in i t ion was never c l a r i f i e d . As late 

as 1924 the Governor of Kenya w r o t e : " T h e t e r m Nat ive Reserve i s 

one that has , 1 f e a r , been somewhat l oose ly used and has given r i s e 

to much confusion of thought . T h e r e seems to be an impress ion that no 

r i g h t s can ex ist over l and unless i t is a Native Reserve and that no 

land i s a Nat ive Reserve unless i t has been the subject of a not ice under 

section 54- of the C r o w n Lands Ord inance , 1915. Such is not the case 

at a l l . The express ion Nat ive Reserve does not occur anjrwhere i n the 

Crown Lands Ordinance 1915 and Nat ive r i g h t s i n land are not der ived 
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f rom tJie enactment" . A year e a r l i e r , the Governor of Kenya i n r ep ly 

to a memorandum w r i t t e n by the v i r u l e n t c r i t i c of se t t l er po l ic ies E . D . 

M o r e l , w r o t e : " P r i o r to 1915, t h e r e were no Nat ive Reserves since 
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that t e rm was only f i r s t used i n the Crown Lands Ordinance 1915". 

The confusion over semantics should not b l i n d us as to the hardships 

created by the expropr ia t i ons of l a n d f rom the A f r i c a n s i n Kenya; the 

fact of the matter is that as f rom 1902 when the in f lux of se t t l e rs into 

Kenya began, A f r i c a n s began t h e i r long experience i n landlessness and 

pover ty . The 1915 Ordinance extended the t e r m of the leases for 

a g r i c u l t u r a l l a n d to 999 years^^ but r e t a i n e d the town l o t ' s lease at 

99 y e a r s . By 1923 i t was commonly fe l t by the se t t l e rs that A f r i c a n s 

i n Kenya had no l ega l r i g h t to l a n d . T h i s was demonstrated i n 1921 

d u r i n g a hear ing invo lv ing a Kiku3ai l a n d case. The judge r u l e d : 

In my v i e w , the effect of the C r o w n Lands Ordinance 
and the Kenya annexation O r d e r - i n - C o u n c i l of 1920 by 
which no nat ive r i g h t s were r e s e r v e d and the Kenya 
Colony O r d e r - i n - C o u n c i l 1921 i s c l e a r l y in ter a l ia to 
vest l and r e s e r v e d f o r the use of the Nat ive T r i b e i n 
the C r o w n . I f that be so then a l l Nat ive r i g h t s i n such 
r e s e r v e d l and whatever they were under the Githake 
system, disappeared and the Natives i n occupation of 
such C r o w n land became tenants at w i l l of the Crown. (71 ) 
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The effect of th is r u l i n g was to depr ive the A f r i c a n s i n Kenya of 

any legal r i g h t s to land and to confer ownership of a l l the land i n the 

Protectorate upon the C r o w n . The A f r i c a n predicament was compounded 

by the fact that as l a te as 1925, about 50 A f r i c a n Reserves i n the Ûg 

t e r r i t o r y remained ungazetted. T h i s l e d to the consequent exc is ion of 

large areas of A f r i c a n land without t h e i r sanct ion. An example of 

these notorious excis ions was the case of the Nandi Reserve out of 

which a l a r g e p r o p o r t i o n was chipped off i n 1919 as a r e s u l t of the ex-
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soldiers settlement scheme. Thus by 1925, the indigenous people i n 

Kenya had been reduced to complete landlessness , to a state of v i r t u a l 

dependence upon " t h e i r m a s t e r s " and to serv i tude and degradat ion . 

Walter Rodney has observed : " W h i l e L o r d Delamere cont ro l l ed E-i 

100,000 acres of Kenya's l a n d , the Kenyan had to c a r r y a kipande pass 

in his own country to beg for a wage of l 5 / = or 20/= per month"". 

E.D. M o r e l w r o t e : "But f o r an a l i en race to depr ive A f r i c a n peoples 

of the land i s to s t r i k e at the foundations of human l i b e r t i e s , to d isrupt 

the whole condit ions of l i f e and to impose f r o m outside a serv i tude only 

maintainable by the exerc i se of b rute f o r c e " . By 1925, out of a t o t a l 

of 155,430,400 acres which const i tuted the pro tec tora te of Kenya, 

African land amounted to only 29 ,977,300^^ a c r e s , less than 25 per 

cent of the t o t a l . Thus the f i r s t t h i r t y years of European contact w i t h 

Africans i n both Kenya and Rhodesia ended i n a c r i t i c a l l and shortage 

in the A f r i c a n sector . S e t t l e r s i n Kenya based t h e i r land p o l i c y on 

both Rhodesian and South A f r i c a n precedents . In 1924, i n a communic-

ation to the Co lon ia l O f f i c e , the Governor of Kenya w r o t e : "The South 

African Nat ive A f f a i r s Commission of 1905, the strongest Commission 

which ever dea l t -w i th N a t i v e problems i n that c o u n t r y , states i t s f ina l 

opinion that 8^ acres plus a reasonable commonage area i s suff ic ient 

br a native a r e a . The Rhodesian Commission calculated that the f u l l 

area required would be 14 to 15 a c r e s . 1 should add that the Rhodesian 

Commission l a i d down two important p r i n c i p l e s which were accepted 

by the Colonial Of f i ce . The f i r s t was that a su f f i c i ent ly generous 

estimate for a t r i b e ' s requirements today would be suf f ic ient for i ts 

needs in say 50 y e a r s ' t i m e . I n other w o r d s , i f a t r i b e doubled i t s number, 

m 50 years i t would double i t s capac i ty to w i n i t s l i v e l i h o o d off the ' 
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same acreage 

The fallacy of these views is demonstrated by the fact that in 1923, 

Africans i n Rhodesia produced more yields in grain , kept more sheep 

and almost as many cattle as they did in the 1930s when effects on land 
7ft 

segregation became increasingly acute. In 1923, for example, they yieldec 

3,485,650 bags of gra in , but by 1939 they were yielding only 3,160,999 b 

By 1950 overcrowding in Afr ican R e s e r v e s in Kenya was the source of 

much bitterness and provided the fuel which sustained the political 
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agitation that culminated in the Mau Mau r i s i n g . The recommendations 

of the M o r r i s C a r t e r Commission which investigated the land question in 

Rhodesia i n 1925 and i n Kenya in 1932 led to the division of each of these 

two colonies into two along r a c i a l l ines which did much to exarcebate 

r a c e re lat ions . In Kenya land segregation precipitated the formation of 

the Kikuyu Association as ear ly as 1919 while in Rhodesia , it led 

directly to the formation of the Bantu Voters ' Association in 1923. 

Atljhough these ear ly political movements were hardly effective on 

flurcount of-the fact that their membership was unliberated from the 

shackles of colonial stereotjrpes and psychological servitude, they were 

modest beginnings providing the political experience without which the 

effective political movements of the ftftlcs would not have been possible, 

bi itfbe light of settler political myopia, the wars of liberation which sub-

sequently engulfed the two s is ter colonies were inevitable from the 

moment Africans came to be reduced to landlessness and degradation. 

To appreciate the manner by which this African proletarianization came 

about, we must examine the economic effects of landlessness on the 

African population during the period \inder consideration. 

L A B O U R AND T A X A T I O N 

It i s our contention that the expropriation of thousands of Africans from 

cultivable lands by the settlers and tfte creation of " a r t i f i c i a l poverty" 

among their ranks in both Rhodesia and Kexiya was partly necessitated 

by the need for an inexhaustible supply of labour. The increasing 

shortage of land experienced by the African peasantry was accompanied bj 

Increasing needs such as school fees , clothes, western foods etc. Thus 

A e landless peasant was compelled to seek emidoyment in the mines or 
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on the European f a r m s , where he r e c e i v e d token wages, h a r d l y suff ic ient 

to keep body and soul t ogether . A t th i s stage the " p r o l e t a r i a n i z a t i o n " of 

the A f r i a a n was accomplished and the se t t l e r economy came to be assured 

of a las t ing r e s e r v o i r of cheap labour . By d e p r i v i n g the A f r i c a n s of 

adequate l a n d s , C e c i l Rhodes hoped, i n his own w o r d s , " t o supply to the 

7* surplus population a gentle st imulant to go f o r t h and f ind out something 

of the d i g n i t y of l a b o u r " 

I n Rhodesia, dur ing the e a r l y years of occupation, the B r i t i s h 

South A f r i c a Company experienced an acute labour shortage and 

settlers r e s o r t e d to b r u t a l methods to p r o c u r e such l a b o u r . I n a r e p o r t 

on the Nat ive A d m i n i s t r a t i o n of the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a Company made 

in 1897, i t was revea led that up to that year i n Southern Rhodesia, 

compulsory labour d id ex is t i n both Mashonaland and i n Matebele land. 

The shortage of labour also l e d to the impos i t ion of countless taxes upon 

the A f r i cans i n Rhodesia. I n 1894, Ordinance N o . 5 of that year i n t r o -

duced a hut tax of 10 sh i l l ings per h u t . I n 1904, Ordinance No . 21 

imposed upon each adult male a tax of £1 and of 10 sh i l l ings upon each 
Or 

wife i n excess of one. By 1910 about one t h i r d of the t o t a l revenue i n 
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Southern Rhodesia came f r o m A f r i c a n T a x a t i o n . The nujnerous taxes 

imposed upon the A f r i c a n were intended to induce h im to seek employment 

from which he could d e r i v e the necessary income to meet h is tax obl igat ions . 

As long as A f r i c a n s had suf f ic ient land on which to r a i s e catt le and grow 

crops success ful ly , they could der ive such income without enter ing into 

emplo3Tnent contracts w i t h European employers . I n Rhodesia, l abour 

shortage compelled the B r i t i s h South A f r i c a Company to contemplate 
8 7 

importing Chinese l a b o u r e r s i n 1904. I n the f o l l owing y e a r , a South 

African Nat ive A f f a i r s Conrnaittee estimated that Rhodesia r e q u i r e d 

about 25,000 l a b o u r e r s to meet her needs. F ive years l a t e r the Nat ive 

Affairs Committee r e p o r t e d that the colony needed up to 50 per cent of 
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all the male populat ion between the ages of 15 to 40 . I t i s no.wonder 

therefore that the European witnesses to the Nat ive A f f a i r s Committee 

1910-1911 complained thattthe ex is t ing measures to induce A f r i cans to 

work were ine f f ec t ive . The committee then recommended the fo l lowing 

measures: 
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1. Progress ive taxation of polygamous wives . 

2. A marriage fee of 1-5 to be charged to the husband with 

5/= remission for each month worked for a white man. 

3. The introduction of a dog tax. 

4. The taxation of .all cattle. 

5. Continuation of the poll tax. 
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6. 'Reduction of the s ize of the Reserves 1 

It was with this background that the R e s e r v e s Commission of 1914 was 
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guarantee of stimulating labour supply. e x p l o i t a t 

Another method of securing labour was that of squatting. Upon t h e H e r e exp 

expropriation of land by a European speculator, the African occupants P u f f e r s c 

on it could either move into the R e s e r v e s or remain on it and pay rent limbo, h; 

or enter into labour contracts with the farmer. Labour contracts often|Pp Africe 

involved the whole family, as men, women and children al l worked for ment of } 

the farmer, duties ranging from working in the fields to house work. suppose< 

In some distr icts such as Chiptnga, it was not uncommon to find labour«PPEflects 

who were not paid even token w a g e s . I n other a r e a s , a practice humanit;; 

borrowed from South A m e r i c a , known as "delayed payment" was the cc 

commonly used in Rhodesia. Under this p r a c t i c e , farm labourers were^p^d K e n 

not paid until sifter the harvest season, to discourage desertion and to P l a r k e s t 
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ensure that labour was tied to the soil when it was most needed. w e r e gr 

Delayed payment meant that the African feunilies involved went without f a i l u r e 1 

the means with which to buy the basic necessit ies of life for prolonged J P h e i r he 

periods. The Afr ican was thus relegated to the status of a chattel b o a s t e d ; 

labourer and almost to that of a s lave . by b u r n i 

In Rhodesia , squatting was popularly known as "kaffir farming" |k 

As a result of the Private Locations Ordinance of 1908, Africans ^ the A 

could pay rent to a landowner i n exchange for the right to remain on p rac t i ce 

such land. After the occupation many companies acquired large e s t a t e s i t r Eur< 

of land for speculative p u r p o s e s . Actually, it became a common p r a c t i B host c 

for the speculator to judge the value of land largely by the number of a n d S e i 
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Africans l i v i n g on i t f rom whom he could extor t a handsome revenue in 
92 

rent fees. The l a n d l o r d s , who as a r u l e r e s i d e d i n the m e t r o p o l i s , 
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rented these estates out to A f r i c a n s at exorbitant r a t e s . In the 

Selukwe D i s t r i c t , an estate charged £2 per annum fo r a f ive acre plot 

and £1 per annum for each head of stock i n excess of f i v e . Since there 

were an estimated 6,000^'^ A f r i c a n s l i v i n g on the estate , the revenue 

thus co l lected by the l a n d l o r d must have been cons iderable . D r . R . H . 

Palmer has c la imed that by 1908 absentee land lords were each e x t o r t i n g 
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as much as £30,000 per annum f rom t h e i r Rhodesian estates . 

Se t t l e r r u l e brought to the indigenous peoples of Rhodesia and 

Kenya a system that envisaged the A f r i c a n as an object of abuse and 

exploitation. The phenomenon by which A f r i c a n labour and resources 

were exploited and weal th r e p a t r i a t e d to the metropol is to f i l l the 

coffers of a handful of c a p i t a l i s t tycoons l eav ing the A f r i c a n i n economic 

limbo, has been descr ibed by W a l t e r Rodney as the "underdevelopment" 

of A f r i c a by Europeans . The v ic iousness w i t h which the underdevelop-

ment of Rhodesia and Kenya was accomplished negates a l l the values 

supposedly endowed on A f r i c a by "Europe ' s c i v i l i z i n g m i s s i o n " , and 

reflects r a t h e r an abandonment of the nobler values of enlightened 

humanity and of those fundamental p r i n c i p l e s of jus t i ce which are par t 

of the common her i tage of a l l mankind . European plunder i n Rhodesia 

and Kenya was systematic and f e ro c i ous , const i tut ing some of the 

darkest blots i n the annals of co lon ia l h i s t o r y . When A f r i c a n tenants 

were given not ice of ev i c t i on f r o m European land i n Rhodesia, t h e i r 

failure to meet the deadline date often provoked c r u e l t reatment . 

Their houses were burnt down. I n 1934, the Superintendent for A fr i cans 

boasted: "The method of c l e a r i n g the commonages of unauthor ized persons 
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by burning t h e i r huts i s undoubtedly v e r y e f f e c t i ve " . 

A glance at labour and taxat ion i n Kenya shows s i m i l a r i n s e n s i t i v i t y 

to the A f r i c a n predicament and reveals some of the most in iquitous 

practices of the co lon ia l e r a . In co lonia l Kenya as i n Rhodesia, labour ' 

for European farms and publ ic w o r k s was main ly p r o c u r e d by compulsion. 

A host of laws such as the Reg i s t ra t i on of L a b o u r e r s Act ,^^ the Masters 

and Servants Ac t of 1906,^^ the East A f r i c a Police Ordinance of 1911 

1 



and the Resident Nat ives Ordinance of 1918^^ a l l fastened the stigma of 

serfdom on the A f r i c a n , besides being intense ly h u m i l i a t i n g and harassing/^ 

Compulsion developed out of the v iew held by the se t t l e r o f f i c ia l s that the 

A f r i c a n was something less than human. W r i t i n g on th is subject , the 

B r i t i s h S e c r e t a r y of State f o r the Colonies quoted a passage i n which the 

Kenya A f r i c a n was so p o r t r a y e d : 

. . . they say an A f r i c a n is most w ise ly t r e a t e d l i k e 
a dog to which one has the f r i e n d l i e s t of f ee l ings , 
w a y w a r d , quarre lsome but happy when fed , obedient 
under d i s c i p l i n e , submissive to d i r e c t i o n because he 
is incapable of s e l f - d i r e c t i o n . ( 1 0 1 ) 

Holding t h i s v i e w was the Governor of Kenya , who f e l t that the 

native must be brought out to w o r k f o r the good of the c ountry and f o r his 

own w e l f a r e , and that power should be prov ided by l e g i s l a t i o n to prevent 

id leness . ^̂ "̂  As i n Rhodesia, f orced labour was r e c r u i t e d through the 

chiefs who were r e q u i r e d by the magistrates to prov ide a f i x e d number 

of l a b o u r e r s to work for the s e t t l e r s at the ra te of 2 or 3 pence per 

day. I n one ins tance , a chief r e c e i v e d an o rder to produce boys under 

l 6 to p ick coffee f o r a s e t t l e r . He went to a nearby school and asked i f 

since i t was a ho l iday some of the school boys i n the area might l i k e to 

w o r k . The school agreed but once the boys were r e c r u i t e d , they never 

r e t u r n e d . •'•̂ ^ U n t i l 1920, repeated cases of g i r l s being seized for govern-

ment w o r k w e r e common i n Kenya. I n many cases chiefs were al located 

to c e r t a i n farms to supply l a b o u r , deal ing d i r e c t l y w i t h the farmers.''^'^^ 

I n 1920, a young man who had jus t completed six months of work i n 

N a i r o b i r e p o r t e d that his f lock of sheep had been seized by his chief 

who t r i e d to r e c r u i t h im to r e t u r n to w o r k for the other six months of 

the y e a r . Thus d i r e c t f o r ced labour was the source of many h a r d -

ships experier.ced by the A f r i c a n s i n Kenya* 

F o r c e d labour was accompanied by many other c r u e l pract i ces 

perpe t ra ted by the se t t l e r employers . F logg ing was a widespread 

prac t i c e and i n some cases the v i c t i m s ac tua l l y l o s t t h e i r l i v e s i n the 

process . "'"̂ ^ A case was r e c o r d e d of a European f a r m e r , R . R . Forrester, 

who flogged an A f r i c a n named Rumurut i to death f o l l owing which he 

b u r i e d the body. When a doctor was sent to c a r r y out a post mortem, 
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he claimed that the body had been eaten by w i l d animals . Although a l l 

evidence indicated that death was the d i r e c t r e s u l t of f l ogg ing , the 

all-white j u r y t r e a t e d the case as culpable homic ide . The defendant 

was fined 100 f l o r i n s (£10) the equivalent of about $30 , w i t h no p r i s o n 

term. 

Another p r a c t i c e which undermined A f r i c a n l i f e was that which 

prevailed on the p lantat i ons . A f r i c a n l a b o u r e r s w o r k i n g on plantations 
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were not p r o v i d e d w i t h separate accommodation for men and women. 

Moreover, women were f o r ced to sleep w i t h t h e i r s u p e r v i s o r s . The 

Colonial Office complained that t h i s p r a c t i c e was p r e j u d i c i n g opinion 

against the Kenya s e t t l e r s i n B r i t a i n and would make the grant ing of 

self-government being demanded more d i f f i c u l t . In r e p l y to this 

complaint, the Governor of Kenya , M r . N o r t h e y , s a i d : 

As 1 in fo rmed you i n my conf ident ia l despatch 
N o . 278, October 31st , women have always been 
discouraged f r o m sleeping on plantat ions but i t 
is obv ious ly impossible to prevent them f r o m 
doing so. The standard of m o r a l i t y observed 
among A f r i c a n N a t i v e t r i b e s can h a r d l y be judged 
by comparison w i t h the standard of m o r a l i t y 
observed among European r a c e s . 1 am opposed 
to any regu lat ions as you suggested because they 
would not get t o the hear t of the t r o u b l e . (110) 

F r a n t z Fanon has observed that the t o t a l i t a r i a n charac ter of co lonial 

exploitation paints the nat ive as a " s o r t of quintessence of e v i l ; . . . . the 

native is dec lared insens i t i ve to e th i c s ; . . . . he i s the deforming 

elemenx d i s f i g u r i n g a l l that has to do w i t h beauty o r m o r a l i t y , the u n -

conscious and i r r e t r i e v a b l e instrtmrient of b l ind f o r c e s " . T h i s was 

ittdeed the case i n Kenya where the misdeeds of the poor were more 

readily perce ived than t h e i r needs. F o r c e d labour was condoned on the 

grounds that the A f r i c a n was i n h e r e n t l y i d l e and t h e r e f o r e compulsion 

was a means of p r o v i d i n g him w i t h an education he badly needed. The 

failure to prov ide decent accommodation was defended w i t h the argument 

that in any case, A f r i c a n s lacked good mora ls and there fo re d id not 

deserve separate accommodation f o r t h e i r men and women. Afr i cans who 

have l i v e d i n the w e s t e r n w o r l d f a i l to r e c o n c i l e t h i s w i t h the brothels 

of 4-2nd S t r e e t i n New Y o r k . The p r o s t i t u t i o n i n d u s t r y i n Amer i ca has 
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an estimated revenue of $ 7 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 per y e a r . Those who have been] 

to London may be f a m i l i a r w i t h the famous B r i t i s h p r o s t i t u t i o n centre 

"Soho S q u a r e " . The absence of mora ls among A f r i c a n women which wa 

so often al leged by European se t t l e r s seems to have existed only in . 

t h e i r imaginat ion as A f r i c a n societ ies s t r i c t l y adhered to r i g i d moral 

precepts . Whi l e th i s has now been weakened by w e s t e r n i z a t i o n , s t i l l 

cannot p l a u s i b l y contend that A f r i c a n women are m o r a l l y any worse tha 

women i n western soc iety . 

I n our study of Rhodesia , we found that taxat ion was used as an 

instrument w i t h which to st imulate cheap l a b o u r . I n Kenya, taxation 

played an equal ly important r o l e i n seeking to achieve the same goal. 

Between 1921 and 1922 A f r i c a n s i n Kenya contr ibuted a t o t a l of £658,4l| 

i n taxes wh i l e n o n - A f r i c a n s (Europeans and Indians) contr ibuted only 
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£25 ,542 , about 4 per cent of the A f r i c a n f i g u r e . The European 

populat ion ac tua l l y pa id on ly £12,000 i n that y e a r . '̂̂ ^ A s the size of 

the Reserves was s tead i ly reduced d u r i n g the f i r s t quar te r of the 

t w e n t i e t h c e n t u r y , by 1922 t h e i r t o t a l area amounted to only i of their | 

1904 acreage . "'"'̂ ^ The impos i t ion of heavy taxat ion was intended to 

compel the A f r i c a n peasants , who d id not have suf f i c ient land from 

w h i c h to der ive any income, to go f o r t h eind s e l l the only commodity 

l e f t i n t h e i r possession, cheap l a b o u r . 

Both the p o l l and hut taxes were imposed as unscrupulous ly as th 

were i n Rhodesia . The hut tax f i r s t imposed upon the M a s a i and the 

K i k u y u s k y - r o c k e t e d f rom 1 rupee i n 1900 to 5 rupees ( 6 / - 8d) i n 
11  ' I 

1910. I n the same year the hut tax was made into a hut and po l l taxj 

so that a l l young u n m a r r i e d men had t o pay. I t p a r t i c u l a r l y created 

severe hardsh ips on l a r g e f a m i l i e s . F o r example, a man w i t h three 

w i v e s , an o ld mother , m o t h e r - i n - l a w and may be wives of a deceased 

bro ther f o r whom he was respons ib le by custom, had as many as ten 

taxes to pay which under the 1920-1922 scale would amount to 160 

s h i l l i n g s . """̂ ^ By 1920s, w i t h the i n c r e a s i n g labour shortage the poll 

and the hut tax was r a i s e d f rom 6 / - 8d to l 6 / - . T h i s meant that the 

estimated annual t o t a l tax co l lec t ions f r o m A f r i c a n s amounted to l,074j 

304 s h i l l i n g s . ^ Fami l ies that d i d not have able -bodied men to workl 



them b o r r o w e d f rom those who were w e l l - o f f at an*"annuS in te res t 

ra te of 100 per cent whi le others borrowed from European l a n d l o r d s , 

thus becoming bound to them f o r indef in i te periods of t i m e . By 1922 

many were labour ing under a burden of debt f r o m which i t was more and 

more diffir u l t to become f r e e . ^ ^ ^ How reminiscent t h i s i s of the share -

cropp ing system i n the A m e r i c a n Southi 

I n spite of the fact that the A f r i c a n contributed"80 per cent of the 

nat ional revenue i n taxes , only £20.000 or about 3 per cent of t h e i r 

t o ta l c o n t r i b u t i o n was spent on A f r i c a n education and a few hundred 
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pounds on medical s e r v i c e s . One se t t l e r w a r n e d , "The co l lec t ion 

of taxes has g iven r i s e to frequent gatherings and discussions i n 

Native Reserves causing the u n r e s t w h i c h , f rom time to t ime of l a t e , 
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has become apparent " . V a r i o u s other laws were i n s t i t u t e d to achieve 

the " p r o l e t a r i a n i z a t i o n " of the A f r i c a n which alone could guarantee the 

existence of cheap labour i n Kenya . Having f o r c e d the A f r i c a n by 

impinging on his l a n d , d r i v i n g h im off by taxat ion to labour i n the p l a n t -

ation and f a r m s , the next step i n the process was to ensure against his 

successful d e s e r t i o n . Under the terms of the R e g i s t r a t i o n of the 

Labourers A c t , e v e r y A f r i c a n male i n the colony was r e q u i r e d to 

possess an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n paper containing ten f inger p r i n t s , f u l l p a r t i -

culars of t r i b e , v i l l a g e etc . F a i l u r e to c a r r y i t was a c r ime invo lv ing 

a r r e s t and imprisonment . T h i s law was d i r e c t l y impor ted f rom South 

A f r i c a where today an average of 1,000 people per day are prosecuted 

under the pass l a w . I n Rhodesia, the law was introduced i n 1895; by 
1  9A 

1910 every adult male was r e q u i r e d to c a r r y a r e g i s t r a t i o n c e r t i f i c a t e . 

I t is i n t e r e s t i n g that t h i s pass l aw was used even i n the Portuguese 

colonies of Mozambique and Ango la . There the pass document was known 

as the "Caderneta" and contained the tax and labour r e c o r d of the bearer 

and names of the members of his fami ly w i t h photographs and f inger p r i n t 
125 

ident i f i ca t i on . I n a l l these countr ies the pass document served the 

same f u n c t i o n : i t c o n t r o l l e d the m o b i l i t y of the indigenous f o l k . 

" r. 

I n Kenya as i n Rhodesia, the M a s t e r ' s and S e r v a n t s ' A c t , also ^ 

imported d i r e c t l y f r om South A f r i c a , completed the purpose of the 

Regis trat ion of Labour A c t . I t made deser t ion f rom a European planter 

a c r i m i n a l offence cognizable by the p o l i c e . The p lanter mere ly r epor ted 
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the desert ion to the pol ice who hunted the " c r i m i n a l " down, whatever 

the cause of h is d e s e r t i o n , ( f logging or other c r u e l t reatment ) . I n 

October 1922 an amendment aiming at making desert ion no longer cog-

nizable by the pol ice was ho t ly opposed by the famous landowner . Lord 
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Delamere and the proposed amendment was w i t h d r a w n . Se t t l e r s 

s t i l l argued , as l a t e as 192-4 t h a t , " I t should be r e a l i s e d that i t is to 

the advantage of the nat ive to be brought into contact w i t h Europeans. 

I t is l a r g e l y by th is means that he w i l l g r a d u a l l y be l e d to r e a l i s e the 

value of wes te rn systems, wes te rn methods of hygiene and sani tat ion , 

of a g r i c u l t u r e and pasturage , of housing and many other improvements" ; 

S i m i l a r sentiments were shared by Rhodesian wh i tes . About labour 

explo i tat ion i n Rhodesia, a contemporary Rhodesian w r i t e r r emarked : 

"Contact w i t h the whiteman and even oppression by him applies a stimulus 
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to native e n e r g y " . 

As a r e s u l t of l and segregat ion , the imposi t ion of heavy taxes and 

other complementary laws i n Kenya, l i f e i n the A f r i c a n sector came to 

be appal l ing by the end of the f i r s t q u a r t e r of the twent ie th century . 

D u r i n g those t w e n t y - f i v e y e a r s , A f r i c a n m o r t a l i t y increased by at least 

20 per cent . Diseases such as consumption and k w a s h i o r k o r became 

rampant wh i l e the pro longed absences of males f r o m t h e i r homes i n t e r -

f e r e d w i t h n a t u r a l p r o c r e a t i o n . Less and less food was produced in the 

Reserves so that whi l e the European sector f l o u r i s h e d by the sweat and 

t o i l of the indigenous f o l k , the A f r i c a n sector experienced complete 

economic r e g r e s s i o n . The whole mach inery by which a r t i f i c i a l poverty 

was created i n the A f r i c a n sector was apt ly descr ibed by E . D . M o r e l 

who w r o t e , " I t const i tutes a system of shameless and u n b r i d l e d 

exp lo i tat ion akin to s l a v e r y of the o ld plantat ion type but worse i n as 
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much as i t i s more i r r e s p o n s i b l e " . 

E . A . B r e t t has defined "underdevelopment" as "a condit ion of 

dependence, one i n which, the a c t i v i t i e s of a given society are subjected 

to the o v e r r i d i n g c o n t r o l of an externa l power over which i t can exert 

130 

l i t t l e d i r e c t in f luences " . W a l t e r Rodney of fers a s imi lar def init ion 

when he says that underdevelopment "expresses a p a r t i c u l a r relationship 
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of e x p l o i t a t i o n : namely, the explo i tat ion of one c ountry by another " . 

of 

fac 
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He adds that the underdevelopment w i t h which the w o r l d is now p r e -

occupied i s a product of c a p i t a l i s t , i m p e r i a l i s t and co lon ia l i s t exp lo i tat ion . 

From the forego ing i t i s abundantly c lear that co lonia l i sm i n Kenya and i n 

Rhodesia must be accused of the development of underdevelopment. The 

impact of s e t t l e r r u l e upon A f r i c a n society created a dependency complex 

on indigenous fo lk which nour i shed and even sustained the cap i ta l i s t 

instruments of oppress ion and exp lo i ta t i on . A f r i c a n pair-ticipation i n the 

exploitation of the country ' s resources was confined to .a range of 

subordinate t a s k s , a l l geared to swe l l t h e i r "master ' s co f fers " and at 

the same t ime to i n v e r s e l y pauperize the indigenous peoples whose 

society was maintained i n a state of t o t a l unmit igated dependence. I n 

194-5 i n Southern Rhodesia, f o r example, the Nat ive Produc t i on and Trade 

Commission r e p o r t e d that as a r e s u l t of land segregat ion, over -

population i n the A f r i c a n Reserves stood as f o l l o w s : 

9 Reserves were more than 150 per cent overpopulated 

10 Reserves were 100 per cent to 150 per cent overpopulated 

19 Reserves were 50 per cent to 100 per cent overpopulated 

21 Reserves were 10 per cent to 50 per cent overpopulated 

3 Reserves were 1 per cent to 10 per cent overpopulated . 

The same Commission made the f o l l owing estimates of arable land per 

capita i n the R e s e r v e s : 

10 Reserves had 1 to 5 acres per cap i ta 

34 Reserves had 3 to 5 acres per capi ta 

17 Reserves had 7 to 9 acres per capi ta 

8 Reserves had 12 to 15 acres per capi ta 

12 Reserves had more than 15 acres per capital "̂̂ "̂  

I n many Reserves such as the CMweshe Reserve , maize product ion 

f e l l to 1.91 bags per acre on the average . Those A f r i c a n s who went 

into the u r b a n areas to seek employment experienced equal ly serious 

economic h a r d s h i p s . A c c o r d i n g to Government s ta t i s t i c s of 1962, the 

average A f r i c a n wage was $190.60 per year wh i l e that of the European 
I O C 

was $ 2 , 8 9 4 . I n the same y e a r , over hal f of the A f r i c a n labour force 

of 612, 593 persons earned less than $14 per month. I n spite of the 

fact that the A f r i c a n populat ion i n Rhodesia increased by 12 per cent 
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between 1956 and 1961, there was a drop of 1.2 per cent i n the total | 
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number of A f r i c a n s employed d u r i n g the same p e r i o d . While landless-

ness caused acute economic problems i n the A f r i c a n sector , wide expanses 

of l a n d remained unused i n the European sector . As late as 1962, i t was 

disc losed that out of the 33,162,157 acres const i tut ing European farm-

land i n Rhodesia, only 1,002,910 acres were devoted to arable farming. 

The la te D r . P a r i r e n y a t w a estimated that there were actual ly 16 million 

138 

acres of European farmland which was not being used at a l l . I n 1953 

i t was r e p o r t e d that the average European farmer i n Rhodesia ut i l i zed 

1 OQ 

approximately 2.7 per cent of his l a n d . Is i t any wonder that i n 1961 

A f r i c a n a g r i c u l t u r e contr ibuted only 6 .5 per cent of the Gross Domestic 

Product whi l e European farmers contr ibuted 14 .5 per cent?"*"̂ *^ The 

underdevelopment of the A f r i c a n sector had a boomerang effect upon 

the nat ional economy. As the A f r i c a n ' s impoverishment continued, his 

purchas ing power was c u r t a i l e d and his to ta l c ontr ibut i on to the G .N.P . 

became i n s i g n i f i c a n t . 

I n Kenya, by 1925 only 9 per cent of the t o ta l land occupied by 

European se t t l e rs was under c u l t i v a t i o n . I n spite of the ampleness 

of l and i n the European area , the population density i n the A f r i c a n 

Reserves was a l a r m i n g . As e a r l y as 1919, the population density in 

Kiambu d i s t r i c t was about 400 per square m i l e ; i n Bunyore locat ion in 

N o r t h Nyanza i t had reached 1,000. The minimum amount of land required 

for each A f r i c a n fami ly i n Kenya was estimated to be 11.5 acres . But 

the actual acreage avai lable f o r use i n many Reserves was estimated at 

3.35 acres i n 1944 and 2 .61 acres by 1955."'"^^ I n 1934 Kenya's exports 

amounted to £2 m i l l i o n whi l e Uganda's amounted to £3i m i l l i o n . Of Uganda' 

exports more than £3 m i l l i o n came from A f r i c a n a g r i c u l t u r e , mainly cotton 

whi le A f r i c a n a g r i c u l t u r e i n Kenya contr ibuted on ly about £300,000 worth 

of e x p o r t s . "̂ ^̂  The impl icat ions of underdevelopment i n Kenya are obvious 

The pers istence of p o v e r t y i n the A f r i c a n sector and the intensification r 

of economic explo i tat ion by the co lonial oppressor made conf l i c t an 

inescapable condit ion of change i n both Rhodesia and i n Kenya. 

The underdevelopment of Kenya and Rhodesia was accompanied by 

some of the most grotesque a t r o c i t i e s ever to be recorded i n B r i t i s h 

co lon ia l h i s t o r y . Fanon would f i n d i n i t " o n l y a succession of negations 
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of man and an avalanche of m u r d e r s " . Of a l l the B r i t i s h possessions 

in A f r i c a , the f e r o c i t y w i t h which these two colonies were plundered and 

exploited was surpassed on ly by that experienced i n South A f r i c a . The 

reasons f o r th i s are not d i f f i c u l t to diagnose. I n the f i r s t p lace , as we 

saw e a r l i e r , these two colonies absorbed l a r g e numbers of white 

immigrants who brought w i t h them attitudes and va lues , implementing 

policies based on South A f r i c a n models . Secondly, the South A f r i c a n 

or ig in of much of the investment capi ta l which was poured into these 

colonies aggravated the i n t e n s i t y of c a p i t a l i s t exp lo i ta t i on , as a l l 

instruments by which the e x t r a c t i o n of weal th was maximised were again 

based on South A f r i c a n precedents . I t undermined the f a b r i c of A f r i c a n 

t rad i t iona l soc iety convert ing the indigenous fo lk into chattel labourers 

and subject ing them to v a r i o u s forms of s o c i a l , economic and p o l i t i c a l 

subordination. The t o t a l negation of A f r i c a n society without which 

complete subord inat ion and dependency, t w i n v a r i a b l e s necessary f o r 

the maximum e x t r a c t i o n of p r o f i t s could not have been poss ib le , was 

accomplished by the i n t r o d u c t i o n of a system of education that systemat i -

cally der ided A f r i c a n values and weakened the A f r i c a n sense of 

patr io t i sm. B r e t t has c o r r e c t l y observed : 

Whatever his past achievements, colonized man 
was made to l e a r n the co lonia l c u l t u r e , to study 
the h i s t o r i e s of Europe because there was not 
h i s t o r y of A f r i c a to teach ; - only the h i s t o r y of 
Europeans i n A f r i c a . (146) 

Chimweizu has lamented : "the minds processed i n co lonia l schools 

were l e f t i n gaping ignorance of t h e i r separate p a s t " . ^ ^ ^ I n th is manner 

Br i t i sh co lon ia l i sm i n Rhodesia and i n Kenya , more than i n any other 

Br i t i sh colony i n A f r i c a , save South A f r i c a ^ i n f l i c t e d some of the most 

diabolical cr imes upon indigenous f o l k , p o l l u t i n g t h e i r minds and d i s -

tort ing t h e i r i d e n t i t y to an unprecedented degree . Thus underdevelopment 

was not on ly a process by which economic g r o w t h was hal ted and compelled 

to r e g r e s s , but also a system by which the menta l , phys ica l and c u l t u r a l 

development of the A f r i c a n people was a r r e s t e d and g r a v e l y hampered. 
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