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SUMMARY

Between 1894 and 1953 Lenje, Leya and Tonga political
systems underwent some significant change. Inspite of
the same colonial policy, however, the change did not
always follow a uniform pattern. In the thesis I
investigate the reasons for this.. My contention is that the
people's reactions, which were as responsible for the
change as the colonial factor, were responsible for the
differences. The people's reactions were themselves the
result of pre-colonial political developments and systems.

I take the Lenje, lLeya and Tonga to illustrate how
three people with some cultural affinities and who were
faced with the same problems (for example land alienation)
may have reacted differently to the twentienth century
political developments because of their varying pre-

colonlal political systems.
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TERMINOLOGY

Throughout this thesis I use the local terms 'Bulenje' and
'Suleya' to refer to the lands of the Lenje and Leya. By the
same token it might be expected that I would refer to the land
of the Tongae as 'Butonga'. The Tonga are reluctant to use the
term 'Butonga’ to mean their landj rather they use it to mean
'the act of being Tonga'e. When talking about the land of the

Tonga,therefore, I use tue anglicised form 'Tongaland'.



SOURCLS AND METHODOLOGY

A. Precolonial Period
1) Lenje

My reconstruction of pre-colonial Lenje political
developments has been based almost entirely on oral traditions
collected in the field, by the method of tape recording.1
There are hardly any written sources covering ecven the latter
half of the nineteenth century. The few written references
to the Lenje are those by some eighteenth century Portuguese
travellers and traders which mention ‘'Arenje' trade with 'Aumbo.2
Father Torrend vho lived and worked among the Lenje for many
years combined his pastoral work with some schclagtic pursuits,
but he confined his researches to the Lenje lunguage and did

not concern himself at all with their history.3 The Reverend

1, This method was .1soc used in the case of the Leya and Tonga.
In all cases the majority of the people interviewed were
people generally of fifty years old and over. See,
Bibliography. Tapes are reposited in the Livingstone
Museum,

2e Sutherland-Harris, N. "Zambia Trade with Zumbo in the
Eighteenth Century" in Gray R. and birmingham,D.S.(eds.)
1970, Pre~colonial Trade in Central and Lastern African.
231=-242, Sutherland-Harris quotes several Portu  uese
travellers and traders who mention the 'Arenje'.

B Torrend, J«5. 1931 An EnglisheVernacular Dictionary of
the Bantu-iotatwe Dialects of Northern Rhodesia,




Gray, a Merhodist Missionary, researched into the customs snd

history of the Lenje people, but his Shishimi sho lene-Mukuni

is itself a written record of oral traditiona.1 David
Livingstone makes one reference to the Lenje only.2

In other socicties anthropolozical works have provided
invaluable secondary sources, but no such workas have been
carried out among the Lenje.

Archaeology has not yet covered the Lenje area. However .
excavations carried out by David Phillipson on a Soli site at

Twickenham Road, Lusaka.3

might help us understand somc aspects
of Lenje Society and economic activities. The Lenje have become
closely linked with the Soli over a long period of political,

social and cultural conti.cte In most cuses the two huve been

living side by side especially in the area around Lusaka.h

1o Oray Se3. 1954, Shighimi shu SepeMukuni,

2 Livingstone D. 1857, M onary Trave n South Africa
502=503.

Schapera, I.(ed.) 1960, Livingstone's ’rivate Journals
1851-1853, 44,

Schapera, I.(ed.) 1964, Livingstone's African Journal
18531856, 11, n.5.

Livingstone mentions a chieftainess "Sebolamuxoea',
(Chibulamukoa), a chieftainess in the neightourhood of

the Lukanga swamps, Traditions do not mention a chief=-
tainess answering to that name. 5ut Chibulamukowa means
one without a totem or clan. Anyone who would have
disagreed with other memcers of his lineage could have called
himself thus, Lenje history is full of lineage quarrels
and disa;reements. Chieftainship genealogies reveal women
chiefs especial y in the Chipepo chieftaincy.

Do Phillipson, D.. 1970, Excavations at Twickenham Road, Lusuka
Agania Vol, V. 77-118.

b Headman Lusaka from whom the name of the town was taken
was a Lenje headman under chief Mungule. He was himself
related to the Mungule family.




Notwithetandin;; the prollem presented oy the limited
availability of other sources which led to my greater reliunce on
oral traditions, I was further faced with the ;ro.lem of
tie nature of the traditions themselves. This was due mainly
to the modé of transmis:ion.

The Lenj¢ fall under the juriediction of six chiels . ho
all but ona1 claim a unilineal lineage descent. Drawing
support from members of their own lineage segment, ‘aese had
broken off from the Mukuni and established independent chicef=
tainships with autonomous govermments. The history of the
Lenje people has Leen passed down by peorle velonging to
different lineage segments and chieftaincies whose muin object
in the preservation and transmission of history seeus tec have
been to portray the particular line .ge's .ad chieftaincy's
importance in relation to the founding Hukuni, its importance
in relotion to and over the other linezge segment and chicfe
taincy and to justify its independent existence. <n interest
in the history of the Lenje people as a whole is nminimised.
Consequently, for example, we find that among the Lenje there
were no official historians whose main tasik would huve bheen
to lcarn and transmit the history of the whole Lenje people.
The Lenje did not have the idoyal :Sards whose songs usually
reflect some historical events in the life of the people us a

‘whole and especially those of tribal hero=chicfse.

1, Chief Chamuks, kaca to Mukuni 1, wis appointed admini-
strator for the area east of Chisumta by Nukuni II. L.ter,
when various administrators established their -wn chief=-
tainshifs. he did so too. Hut his is the only noneroyual
chieftaincy thut has survived.



Nevetheless, this should not mean that there are too few
traditions among the Lenje to muke a reconstruction possitle
nor th.t the value of the trad;tians ahould te underrsated.

vecause of the need by e:ch chicftaincy to justify its
exiztence, traditions are ricih in tihe developments of the
particular chieftaincy. A careful historical assessment of
these often iy comparative methods h:.ve yiclded very useful
wzterial for a historical reconstru tiom. surther, the fact
that they all trace their descent to one ancestor provides
some form of link and unity among the rulimg linea es, All
the chieftaincies have teen transmi:ting the development
prior to and thuat led to the treai up of the unitary political
aysteme ‘hey also followed up the develoyments thut took place
in other chicftuincies.

In addition to rc¢yal sources, individuuls hsve proved good
sources for oral traditiomns. Almost every Lenje mun or woman,
commoner or royrl that 1 inte viewed has some knowledge, often
learned from ¢ grandfather/moth~r or great yrandfaiher/wother,
of his/hor historye.

‘he imstitution of royal Husesums has veen perpetuuted and
held with great reverences at the death of a chic{ some of his
instruments and jpersonal velongings were coll.cted. hesc ware
stored in a houze specially wuil: for the purposce “his wus
always iuild further off th; royal grove and ncar the village
of the Keopuf. They huve proved to e a good source of
imformation ss the heep r is su;poscd to know waat .Lelon;ed to

which chief and for what purpcse the instrumsent was used.



ie can therefore associate external forces and interactions,

for example wars or trade, with certain chiefs und periods.1
Unfortunately, this man and his Museum are not easily ac 'essitle.
ut once one gets the chief's permission, the Keep:r often

opens up the plgce although he has powcr to veto the formsr's

decision. Place numes and songs are another source of information

among the Lenje.‘ Pluce numes often reflcect what is supposed to

have happened where, who lived and who died where. One of the

songs recorded in the field refl cts the routtsaid to have

been taken by the Dene-iFukuni during their early travels from

Mwati Yamfwa's kingdom. It also mentions names of some

individuals which traditions also mention as having been some

of the people who cams with Mukuni.a Some individuals too

acquired their names vecause of some historical events in which

they .cre particijants. Traditions hold that such was how

‘uyungi(tukuni II) acquired the name Musaka ba Lenje{one who

fishes the Lenje). He is said to have been responsitle for
subduing the 5zla (then known as Lenje) and for pushing them
westwards.

Finally, studies of such people as the Sala, Soli, Kaonde
Lamua, Lala, Leya with whom he Lenje have been connected

historically and culturally have proved useful sources for my

e Mr. id.P. Haile, District Commissioner, sroken Hill Rural,
19561960, associates one knife found =2t Chitanda's court
with early nineteenth century Portuguese kmives he has noted
elsewhere. Interviewed May, 1972.

2e "Lenje Sungs'. Tape recordings and transcripts, L.H.
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reconstruction of pre-colonial Lenje political developments.
They have also provided some wmaterial against which I could

check my Lenje sources.

ii) Leya

As in the case of the Lenje, written sources on the Leya
are very scanty, DBoth chief Mukuni's "Handbook of the iHistory
of the Leya"1 and Messenger Sekwaswa's account, "History of
the Livingstone District"2 are recent written rccords of
traditions. Discussions on the Leys by scholars like Abraham
and Sicard3 are tentative and draw a lot from Sekwaswa's
account, Reverend Jalla in his "Iraditions and Legends of the
varotse Nation'" mentions the Toka and Leya,q but these uare
casual references onlj and he only mentions them in relation to
the Lozi who are his muin interest. Livingstone and other nine=-
teenth century travellers refer to chief Mukuni's country and
people.5 Unfortunately, all these travellers were uore interested
in countries to the north, south and west of the Leyn. We hardly
learn anything about Leya social and political imstitutions or

what was happening in the Leya country at the time from them.

Te Chief Mukuni, Siloka II 1957. "Handbock of the .iistory of
the Leya." L.M.

2. Head messenger Sekwaswa and clerk Mahiritona K., "distory
of the Livingstone District.'" L.M.

3. Sicard, H., von 1969. "On the Peoplesof the Zambezi!

Historical Notes" in Current Anthropology, 10, iv. 65
Sicard, H. von 1946, "The Origins of Some of the Tribes

in the Belingwe Reserve" in Nada, No. 25. 93-95.

4, Jalla, A.D, 1909 "Iraditions and Legends of the larotse
Nation." L.M.

Se. Schapera, I. (ed.) 1963. Livingstone's ifrican Journal
1853-1856, 2. 326-330.
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Anthropologists are only now starting to study the Leya.1
But Vogel is carrying out a series of excavations in chief
Sekute's area, a few miles west of Livingstone.2 His finds
show some insight into the people's cultural and economic contacte
and development. Nevertheless, our acceptance of archaeological
evidence as sources is at the moment tentative because it has not
been established yet whethor the archaeological people are
connected with the present day Leya.

My main sources therefore have been oral traditioms. The
Leya polity had continued under a single chief, Mukuni. Next
to him has been the Priestess, Be-Dyango, who the Leya regard
as co-ruler. In addition to her ritual duties, it has been
the duty of the Priestess to learn all the history of the Leya
people and of the royal house in particular. It was her duty
to educate the new chief on the history of his people. The
Priestess also looked after the royal graves and she had not
only to know which chief was buried where, but also what a
particular chief was famed for. soth she and the chief are
custodians of Leya history and have proved good and helpful
sources in my researches. |

Succession to chieftaincy among the Leya rotated among
four dynasties. Members of each dynasty are very well versed
into the history of their dynasty. They have also learned in
great detail the activities of a member of their dynasty who
would have served as a chief. These too are good sources of oral

traditions.

1.  Mubitana K., Keeper of Art/Ethnography, Livingstone Museum,
has been studying the Leya since 1970.

2e The results of some of Vogel's work have been published
under the titles, Kamangoza .1970. and Kumadzulo, 1971 -
Museums Papers No., 2 and No.3.
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Individuals too, royal as well as commoner, are a storc of
some traditions. A few old men and women remember life at the
close of the nineteenth century.1

Place names and songs are another source of information
among the lLeya. Some islands on the Zambezi river will tell
us what chief lived the ¢ or what happened there.2 Une soag
desceribes some oi the functions of their chief and gives an
insight into the relations Letween him and his pecple-3

Finally, traditions from the Joka, fekute Leyua and Lenje -
as well as histories of the Lozi and the lonua provided me

with some material for my reconstruction of pre-colonial Leya

political developm=nts.

1ii) Ton:-a

In conirast to the Lenje and Leya the Tonga »re poor in
oral traditions Lut rich in written sources and archueological
evidence.

The Tonga have few traditions t.ut go further than two
generations. They are vague albout their former home, their

early'movemepts and czatilements and political developments.

1e One old woman and two o0ld men were alive at the time the
Leys used to journey to Fanda ma Tenga to tride with the
white traders there in the 1870%'s and 1880's.

e Yor example, the island salai is also “nown as “uxlunda oy
the local peoplce The word salunda is a praise word often
reserved for chiefs in appreciation of tieir wicdom and
ability *o look after their people. <Chief Sekute lived on
Kalai icland for a lon: time and the island hecame known
a8 sslunda 58 & result of this association - ith him.

Se vhief Mukuni, Siloka Ii, "Hanivook of the iiistory of tue
Leya" quotes one such son:.
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"We have been here since God made us" was the vague answer I
got in the field whenever I put the question of their early
movements to them. Decause of this poverty in oral traditions,
an invaluable source in preliterate societies, an attempt at
a reconstruction £ Tonga pre-coloniél developments cannot go
further back than the nineteenth century and especially the
latter half of the nineteenth century when we encounter
written sources.1

Neve theless, more extensive archaeological work has
been carried out in Tongaland than in any other part of the
country.2 Archagologists have discovered a continuous Iron
Age Culture in Tongaland., Most have suggested that the
ancestors of present day Tonga might have been occupying the
land they occupy today since about the eleventh century.3
Further, archaeological evidence affords us with some knowledge
about the people's culture, the social structure, their economic

life and trading activities.

e Nineteenth century travellers like Livingstone, Holub,
Selous and Westebeech all travelled to or through Tongaland o
had heard of the Tonga.

2 Fagan B.M., Phillipson D.W,, Daniels S.G. and Vogel J.O.
have all carried out extensive research on Iron Age sites
in both plateau and valley Tongaland.

3, Fagan B.ii.. 1965, Southern Africa. 77.

(ed.). 1964, The Victoria Falls. 66=67

1967. Iron Age Cultures in Zambia, 1.
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Scholars like Professors Elizateth Colson,1 Scudder2 and
Dr. Miracle3 have done extensive work among the Tonga since
the 1940's, [Their works and especially those of Colson have
proved very good sources in my reconstruction of pre~colonial
political developments among the Tonga.

Finally, the second half of the nineteenth century saw
many travellers through Tongaland, missionaries and traders in
Bulozi.4 Their references to the Tonga (whom they referred
to as northern Toka) are useful sources for the post = 1850
Tonga society and developments.

Be Colonial Period

For the British South Africa and Colonial Office Rule
I relied largely on archival matericl : Government files and
notebooks, mission records, journals and anthropological and

historical works and other bookse

Te Especially her "The Plateau Tonga of Northern Rhodesia' in
Seven Tribes of British Central Africa. 1951. 94-162.

The Plateau Tonga of Northern Rhodesia. 1962,

Social Organisation of the Gwembe Tonga. 1960,
2. Scudder, T. 1962. "The Ecology of the Gwembe Valley

3¢ Miracle, M.P. 1959, "Plateau Tonga Entrepreneurs in
Historical Inter-Regional Trade.'" Rhodes-Livingstone

Journal, No, 26. 34-50,

b, See pe q) n.1
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But I also drew on some oral traditions; I interviewed
some old men who were alive in the early years of colonial
rule, those who were told about Governmen: activities by their
fathers or grandfathers., I also interviewcd people who had
served in the Eritish South Africa Company Rule either as chiefs
or as messengers and kapagus. Chiefs, Councillors, District
Commissioners and District Officers who had lived and worked
under the 'Inémrect Rule' system were also interviewed. I
hoped that in so doing I will not only have filled in the
gaps and substantiated some of the archival evidence, but
also effected some sort of balance especially with regard the
chiefs' and other indi enous o:ificers' role in the whole

development.
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THE POOPLE  ALD  THE COUNTRY

The people whose political development forms the subject
matter of this thesis are found in the central part of the
Central Province and in a large rortion of Southern Frovince
from the Kafue river to the Victoria Falls. The Namwala and
western portion of the Kalomo Districts, however, are occupied
by the Ila, the Toka and Sekute Leya respectively, who do not fall
within the present survey. GLut it is important to examine from
the outset what people, in both pre~co.onial and colonial days,
constituted and constitute the Lenje, Leya and Tonga ‘trives'
and in what way our reference to them as "tribe ' is to bve

understood.1

NOTES,
L

Te The Lenje, Leya and Tonga were knoun by these terms in the
second half of the nineteenth century:

sehapera, I.(ed.) 1963. Livinrstone's ifrican Sournal 1053
o]

1096, 2+ 359, where Livingatone refers to 'The range
Solengue," viz, the .ulenje hills across the i.fue river.
Oral traditioms also indicate the Lenje were kno.n by the
term in pre-colonial days.

Smithy EeWe and Dale, Aulls 1920 The Ilawipeakins people of
Northern Rhgggggg. 48, where they reproduce David Livings'one's
map drawn in 1853, Livingstone marks the "Balea" on his map;

in his Narrative of an Expedition to the “amvezi, 1865. 156,
Livingstone mentions the “Halea',

All the nineteenth century travellers, and missionaries who
refer to the Tonga knew them by their name, " atoka."



releford's irinsl
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1) The Lenje
Lenje traditions hold that at the arrival of Mukuni, the

founder of lLenje chieftainships, there were people of a
different culture and language living in the lands the iene-

Mukuni later occubied. Traditions also indicate that the

people that the iene=Mukuni found in the land were
agriculturalists, and they kept cattle. The language they

spoke was akin to that spoken by the people to their south

-

and to their west, who aré‘kﬁown today as Tonza »nd Sala. The
language spoken by tho new-comers, however, was akin to
present day Lamba and Lala; 0ld M.kuni songs reveal this
affinity.

dut although their idesas of chieftainghip were more
advanced than those of the local people,2 the new=comers were
few in number. Thus gradually they were adopting the language
of their ruled. Later royal son s indicate this change in
language uaf.age.:5 By the close of the nineteenth century all
the Lenje chiefs were speaking the language known today as
ci-Lenje, They also bLecame agriculturalists and cattle keepers.
But throughout the period, as they do to day, the descendants
of the first Mukuni's group, viz. the ruling lineages,
emphasised their separate origins and status by referring to

themselves as Dene=Mukuni (people of Mukuni) while the earlier

1e "Lenje Songs" Tape and transcripts in Livingstone Museum,
2e See below chapter 1.

S "Lenje Songs".
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inhabitants and later immigrants to ‘ulenje were called Lenje.1

In chief Chamuka's area to the east of Chi:amca, there was,
in addition to the group referred to above, another group of
people who claimcd dil:erent origins and culture. The people
in this group truced their ori ins to the Swaka and Lala to the
north and southe Jhey spoke a langua e wore akin to Gwaka and
lala than .o longa and ala. Their oldé songs bring out thi-
affinity. 7o date this zroup uses ci-Lenje very rarely.

“hon another chief, Mukumiwe, founded his chieftuainship
north of the Lukan;3a -wa.ps, he found people of Lamba connections
and spoke & language akim to Lamba. Later, some of these came
under his jurisdictione.

Thus in preecolonial ‘ulenje we¢ find people of diverse
origins: the descendants of the founders of the chi.ftainships,
the people in ceniral ‘ulenje, the people in the castern parts
and thobpeople in the northern parts of ﬁulenje. These people
had different cultures and spoke different languages. [ione=
theless, tow.ards the end of the nineteeath century, they all
fell under thne jurisdiciion of . epe-Mukuni chiefs and politically
identified themselves with them. Thus we might say that the
Lenje.formed a political unit sut were culturally he:eroseneous.
When we talk of the lLenje as a sroup or 'trive' in pre-colonial

days, it ic as a political wmit that we are to understand them.

1« Today there is a tendency umong most Lenje to claim kinsuip
ties with the ruling lincages and it is difficult to tell
the true .eneeliykuni from those who are not. On the other
hand, the ruling linecge hap,ily call themselves Lenje as

well as Jepe=iiuiufde



15

‘ut the same olservation can Le made in respect of the
Lenje today. In the official lenje area today therc are
many people from other areas among whom the majority are Tonga,
Shona, Mbunda, haonde and Ila from Mumiwaes While the Shona
and Mvunda have retained their identity, some Tonga and to a
greater extent Kaonde and Ila look upon themselves as Lenje
and are accepted 5y Loth the locals themselves and Government
as such. In chief Chamuka's area a numier of people who call
themselves Lenje are of Lwano and/or Swaka parenta e and are
culturally Lwano or Swaka. Those who consider themselves pure
Lenje do not accept them as Lenje, but Government refers to
them as Lenje. Again some of the Twa of the Lukanga Swamps
have claimed diiferent origins and a separate identity from
the Lenje while others coneider themselves Lenje. On the other
hand, the majority of the Lenje whom I have interviewed on the
sutject show a tendency to look down on the Twa. They there-
fore do not accept the view that the latter are part of thenm,
Nevertheless, the Twa have always been counted as Lenje/in the
census. Thus today as in the last century people of diverse
cultures and origins constitute éhe Lenjer trite,'

In the 1962 census the Lenje population figuke stood at
112.000.1 At the 1963 Northern Rhodeeia population census

the rate of increase per annum was estimated at 3%2 and the

Te The quoted population figure is based on the estimates
given in annexure V of the "Annual Report of the Ministry
of African Affairs for 1962" The 1969 National census did
not give tribtal figures.

2 Kay, G, 19670 A 8001&; GOQE%I‘&E&! gt Zﬂ.ﬂbéao 46,
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1969 Zambia population census showed a 16.2% rise over the
ono.1 The present lLenje population, the: efore (as that of the
Leya and Tonga), should be viewed in the light of this overall
national population rise.

Culturally, the Lenje have become akin to the Tonga and
Ila as a result of a long history of social, cultural and
economic contact. The Lenje language has very few traces of
old Mukuni but bears strong similarities to Sala, Ila and
northern Tonga. ut one comes across some variations as one
moves into the eastern part of Chamuka's chiefdom where the
Lenje meet the Lwano people. One also notices some variations
in chief Mukulbwe's area where the Lenje have been living side
Ly side and intermarrying with the Lamba and Lima.2

Except for the eastern part of chief Chamuka's area which
has within its Lorders a portion of the Muchinga escarpment,
‘ulenje is a flat woodland area and is sparsely populated.3
The so0il is comparatively good ranging from dark red clays
Just west of Lusaka, the Chisam.a area and a few miles along
either side of the Great North Road to reddish brown in the
area round Keembe Agricultural Station; chief Mukubwe's

area has plain soils while east of Chamuka is rock and rumtsler;L+

1 lonthly Digest of Statistiecs, 4, ii. 1970,

2. “hen the writer visited chief Mukuiwe in 1968, she
observed that the chief spoke to his wives snd cuildren
in Lima language. lost people who spoke in Lenje often
slipped back into Lima.

3« Map, "dcpdhlic of Zambia, Central Province, Kabwe District"
-(Published for the Lamvia Government by the British
Government's Overseas Development Administration. 1972).

L, "Soils Map of the Republic of Zambia"(Published by the
Surveyor General, Ministry of L:nds and Mines, Lusaka

1968) .,
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the rest of Lulenje which constitutes the largest area is
sandveldt with the clay content ranging from yellowish~red
to light yellowish-brown where poorly drained.1 The avarage
annual rainfall ranges from 900 millimetres to 1100 millimetres.2
Cattle is the main livestock but sheep, goats and pigs are

also reared,

ii) The Leya.
Leya traditions claim that the founder of their chieftainship

had different historical origins from that of the bulk of the
pecple who later came under his jurisdiction.3 Consequently,
he and his original group had a different culture and spoke
a different language.

Thus sometime back there was a deversity of origins,
culture and language among the Leya. But unlike the Lenje
where the ecology, geography and later history of the country
might have encouraged the continuation of cultural geparateness,
among the Leya there had developed an almost cultural hong=

goneity“ towards the end of the nineteenth century. This might

1«  "Soils Map of the Republic of Zambia." (Published by the
Surv;yor General, Ministry of Lands and Mines, Lusaka,
1968) .

2.  "Rainfall Map of Zambia." (Puilished by the Surveyor
General, Ministry of Lands and Mines, Lusaka, 1968).

e See below chapter 1,

b4, One comes across some slight linguistic variations as
one moves towards the horthern~east where the Leya meet the
Valley Tonga, and the west where they meet the Toka and
the Subia. :
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ve explain:d in terus of the swullness of the area thereby
making cont.ct more easy. <“he ecology of the country which
forced the few people to live close Lo each other also
facilitated cultural ccmtact.1

Sut most important ,perhaps, were the wars and raids that
marked nineteenth century leya history. The Leya men, young
men and boys were thrown together more oftem as thoy went to
ware <The people as a whole identified themselves with each
other and with their chief.

The pgeography of suleya, the ecolosy, the wars and raids
and finally the subj.ction to the Lozi all engemdered and
encouraged the poople's sense of .clonging to onme politic 1l unite.

Thus towards the cnd of the last century, the Leya formed
both a homepeneous cultural group, 2l.eit with sli;ht linguistic
variations, und political unite It is in voth thoue senges
that we shall use the term Leya in reference to pre-colonial
dayse

Today the Leya whose population fi ure stood at 16,060 in
the 1962 census’ fall under the jurisdiction of chiefs leikute
and Mukuni. ut 4t 4s necessary at this stige to draw a
distinction vetween the Hukuni snd Sekute cihieftalincics as

it is bvetween the Mukuni and sekute Leya. The Hukuni

Te See Lelow cuapter 1.

2e “he quoted population fijure i, ‘a . ed on the ustimates
in Anpexure V of the ".nnual seport of the liinistry
of African iffairs for 1962." _ut the present leya
population should e viewed in ‘he li ht of the 6.2
1969 popul . tion rise over tho 1963 Ma.ion:l census.
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chieftaincy scem to have had i:s orizins in the ventral ?rovince.1
vome of the ilukuni Le#a'had their origins in wankie diutriota
while others huve some ion, a conn.ctions. ‘he &ekut& chicf=
taincy, on the other hand, appecrs to have had ite originc in
the Caprivi Jtrip or, possilly, otswanae lHost of his followers
too truce their origins to Cayrivi Strip, Jotswana and mulczi.3
‘0 date some Uckute Leya would rather cull ihemselves uniyae
Tha® Loth rroups came to ce kmown .y the sane name has vecn
attrituted to a marriage by one of the eorly sekute chiefs to

a cister of Hukuni. This linied the two royal femilies.

shus also at the time of choosing an heir to the Hukunichip,

Te See below chapter 1.

2. Auraham, 1967, .uoted by uicard 1969. "On the people of

the ‘amiegl: lilstoricul lotes® in current Snthropolory,
10, iv.e 465

Chi. f Mukuni, Siloka 11 1957. "Hundbtook of the Leya
Peoples' L.H.

wicirdy e von 1948, "ihe urigin of _ome of the Irives
in .elingwe deserve in lLada,no. 35. 94-95,

3¢  relsford, WeV, 1965 "The iri.es of Lamuia's 72.
1957

Chief :wiwuni, Siloka II /ope cit.

~velkwaswa and Dabiritona, ".iistory of the Livings.one
Sdstrict” L.l
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the Sekute family had to provide one for the Hukuni chieftaincy.1
Later, both tried to prove their claims to an early settlement
in 'uleya in order to justify their claims to policical
ascendancy over the other. Thus Sekute laid claim to part of
iuleya and consequently some Leya people. In 1921 boundaries
of chiefs' areas were drawn up. Mukuni lost some lands .nd
people to Sekute.a slowever, a survey carried out last year Uy
Kafungulwa Mubitana, shows that in fact the Sekute ares proper
lies in the region west of Mambova known as bulduiriya and that a
large proportion of Sekute's Leya are either Subiya, had moved
from Mukuni's srea or were unce under Mukuni's jurisdiction.
In this study therefore the term Leya will bc used in reference
to the people of Mukuni only unless otherwise specified.
Culturally, the Leya have basic similarities with the loka
and Tonga with whom they have had some contacts over a long
period, 3asically, the Leya language is akin to ilonga., sut
there are also some marked traces of lozi as most Leya and
especially the royal family and other office holders had to leurn
Lozi when the Leya fell under lozi political domination in the

la:iter half of the nineteenth century.“ For the most

1. Chief Mukuni, Siloka II 1957 "ilandbook of the History
of the Leya"; L.M.

Chief Sekute and elders. Interviode June and July, 1971.
Headman Mukemu, Interviewed July, 1971.

2+ Livingstone District Notelook. £5Ch/1 Koials

3. Mubitana, K., Personal Communication.

4, See below chapter 1.



part the soil is quite poor, a "broken hilly country with
mainly skeletal soils and flatter areas with much surface
rock and laterite crust."1 The Leya country has an average
annual rainfall of up to 900 millimetres.2 Sorghum and
bulrush millet are the staple foods, but maize is also

grown,

111) The Tonga
The origins of the Tonga people or of their chieftaincies

are hard to reconstruct. But Archaelogists have identified
a continuous cultural trend3 which indicates that the Tonga
might not have had people coming in from the outside strong
enough to introduce new social and political systems. Nevere
theless, by the nineteenth century the Tonga were living in
neighbourhoods some of which consis.ed of people of diverse
origins. were culturally independent of the other and formed

seperate political units from the others.4 Most of the

1 "Solls Map of the Republic of Zambia." (Published by
the Surveyor General, Ministry of Lands and Mines,
Lusaka, 1967)0

2+ "Rainfall Map of the Republic of Zambia," (Published by
the Surveyor General, Mintstry of Lands and Mipes,
Lusaka, 1968),

3« Fagan, B.M. 1967 Iron Age Cultures of Zambia, 1(Kalomo
and Kangila).

Fagan, B,M. Phillipson, DeWe, Daniels, S.G. 1969 Iron

Age Cultures of Zamﬁia,a.

k.  Colson, E. 1969 "African Societies at the Time of the
Scramble" in Gann, L.H. and Duigan, P, (eds.) Colonialism

An Africa 1870-1914., 29,
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neighbourhoods were organised on clan hasis, but a clan is
composed of people who belong to dif erent lineag:s, of differeat
origins and cultures. The Zambezi never formed a boundary
and people moved freely from ome bank to the othurs Consequently,
not only the Tonga from the southurn bank of the riv.r, but
also some Shona found their way to the northernm bunke In
wost cases, they becume absorbed into local communities.
This was especially the case where the poople concerned wers
related by ties of kimship., Variation of custom also existed
between the Valley Tonga and Plateau Tonga. For example, the
Valley Tonga pierced their noses while the Pleatesu Tonga did not.

Neighbourhoods also formed a political unit. In some
instances sevsral noighbourhoods formed one political unite
This was the case where a particular neighbourhood leader
beé#me renowned for his raimmeking po.ere and had other
protective qualities such as the ability to defend his neighloure
hood against any attack from other neighbourhoods and wild
animals,

Nevertheless, each neighuourhood or grouy of neightourhoods
that formed a political unit was independent of the c¢ther and
it did not concern itself with the politicail affairs of the
others Iniependent neighbourhocds cume into contzct with each
other only when onc neightourhood's ritual lesder had renocwned
medicine or rainmaking powsrs. People from far & field could

then visit that neighbourhood.
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Thus when we apply the term Tonga to the pre-colonial
people on the plateau and in the valley,we shall rcmember
that we are talking of people of diverse origins, who were
culturally heterogeneous and who belonsed to several
independent political units.

As in the last century,today the Tonga ‘trite' consists
of pcople oi diverse origins and sli;ht cultural differences.
Some do not even consider themselves Tonsa, People in the west,
for example, think themselves to e more Ila than Tonga and
infact some call themselves auch.1

In Chief Ligonge's aroé arajigznd the Lengi. In the
census they are counted as Tonza and will se treuted as such
in thesis.2 In Chief Sigon-o's area too are found some
Rhodesian immigrants, the Gova., However, the Coba have
intermarried with the local people, adopted most of the
lat.er's customs and speak Tongs. Al:hcu h the Gobhs have
retained their distinctive nume, ‘hey are in all respaects
Tonga, the longa themselves consider them Tonga and are

counted as such in the Government census.

1« Colson, E. 1968 '"The Plateau Tonga of Northern shodesia"
in Gann, L.H. and Colson, &. (eds.), £ iris voentro
Africa. 96.

e Informants from both the Lemje and Tonga independently
these claims. Tiey ooth claim this wvas a group that
stayod ovehind after Mukuni the founder of hoth the
Lenje and Leya chieftainships left *.at area ufter a short
stay. OSome Lenje were jJoining tuis group over the
years., Chief Sigongo does not coniirm :the first
assetion, ut he agrees with .he first one. le also says
the Lengi came from present day iulenje. He too ealls them
Lengi but he says that they live as the Tomga and that
some of them have adopied the totem of the local people.
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~here sre also somo lideiele settlerents in .hief iHonze's
sreas uJesplte the fact that there hup bLecn a lot of intere
sarirying tetwe-on the [.delLele and local Tonga, tie luttor
have retained their identity. Uoverument census huve treated
them a8 a sepatate sroupe In the sunme way, the t. m iongqrﬂ

o

in the thesis does not apply to iheme

In the 1952 conuus the lonsa numiored 456,00C, adding
up to 11.4° of the country's populmtion.1

tlutenu Jon.alund ir an open savannah country. On the
nerthwest it axtends into the ..afue river flood plain whore
the Tonge me t tae Ila. ilere, the land is ocod for grazing
and cattle are itepts. .o the cust ars le soils and agriculture
rat er thin cattle raicing predominites. iopulation too is
evenly distriluted. Lo the east of this where the couniry
forms part of the escarpment we get roek and ruiile 50ils.2
The population is scanty, what population concentration ticre
are being centred around the alluvial scils of the triutury
deltan. vouthwards in the valley we gei some of the country's
highest population density concentrations. In places tais rises
to just under 30 per syuore metree. ihis ie U cau o sotilements
have to .e conceniruted around eposits of alluvicl soils formed

along the wambegi bLanks or trilutary deltas.3

1e Annexure VY, “innual Reoport of the Finistry of ifrican
Afiairs for 1962." _ut the prosent lonza populction should
be viewed in the lisht of the 16,27 1969 population rise over
the 1963 Nationul censuse

e "Sodls Map of the e unlic of Lambia”(u.lished ty the
~urveyor leneral, ‘dni.try of lL.nds nd idn:s, Lusuka.1907)e
Ze wcuuder, i. 1962. '.he Lcolopy of the L.emie i{ohiae" 1303

Ybolls sapn of the deyu lic of .imda' ( uvlished iy the
“urveyor teneral, Hinistry of Lands .nd Mines, ius:ka.1967).
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The average annual rainfsll ronges from 900 m.llinctres
in the Valley to 90C-10CC millimetres on the ‘luteazue. Small
peteches arocund Mazawuka, “alomo and sinazonpgwe ave spe 1000-
1168 millimetrea.1

Yimize iz the staple food on the plateau while sorghum anc
sulirush millet are the st ple foods in the valley. Cattle
ore the main livestoer on the pliteau. <oatus and sheep are

thic main livestock in *he valley.

1. "Hainfall !lap of the :epu-lic of <amidia™ (uclished by
the Surveyor General, Hinistry of iunds and liines,
lusakae 1967).



26

C.H.A8.E.I.E.B...1

PRE~COLONIAL FPOLITICAL DEVELOPMENTS.

Intredustory

A number of facters influenced political developments
in pre-colonial days. Encounters with other people,
economic contacts and the country's ecology were both cause
and effect of the political systems that operated among the
Lenje, Leya and Tonga prior to the advent of white rule, The
‘strength of the systems in terms of geography, organisatiom and
relations between the leaders and the people were, to a great

extent, the result of the responses to these factors.
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i) The Lenje

The Lenje trace the origins of their chieftainships
to the Lunda empire of the Mwata Yamfwas. Most traditions
credit Mukuni, the founder of the chieftainships, with some
royal connections. A few put him out as a wanderer out for
adventure, albeit in possession of the Lunda ideas of
chieftainship.1

Traditions hold that prior to the arrival of Mukuni,
Bulenje was settled by people organised mainly in clan groups
under their clan leaders. DBut it would appear that in some
areas leadership cut acr¢ss clan allegiances. In such instances
certain individuals would have proved other qualities such
as good huntsmanship (he could therefore pbotect the people
against attack from wild animals) and military prowess. With
such offers of protection, such individuals drew a following
outside their clan confines, This scems to have been the
case in respect of a certain Nakandanga who, according to
traditions, took up leade:ship against the Bene-Mukuni in
present chief Mungule's area, during their early days of
conguest and expansion.

It was upon such communites that Mukuni and his
followers, some of whom were his own relations, superimposed
their leadership. It is not clear what shape Mukuni's
conquest over the local people took. Traditions suggest that
military operations were sometimes applied in cases where the

original inhabitants, like those. under Nakandanga,

Te This view was expressed by most of my commoner inter-
viewees.
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resisted the Jgne-lukupni, but peaceful negotiations were also
adopted. The latter seems to have been the method adopted in
the case of the area east of present day Chisamba. Here,
Hukuni is said to have brought the people under his sway by
winning the confidence of the local leaders, It is possible
that given their type of or anisation, Mukuni's ideas of
chieftainship offered better protection to the people. Other
groups which were opposed to Mukuni's leadership but could
not fight him moved westwards and southwards into present
day Salaland and Tongaland. Jut the bene-Mukuni conquest and
settlement wus a gradual process which continped even after
lineage fragmentation and the establishment of various
chieft«inghips,

As o.r reconstruction of pre-colunial Lenje depends
alriost entirely on oral traditions, we cannot ascribe a
definite date to Mukuni's antry into bulenje. Nevertheless,
our data point to a date somewhere between late seventeoenth
and early eighteenth centuri s, In the first place, migratiouns
from the Lunda empire date back to the seventeenth century.
Again, an early seventeenth century date has been suggested
for the founding of Bemba chieftainahips? The founder of the
Lala chieftainship is said to have branched off from tlhLe
bemba at a later atage.z Lenje traditions sug;est that the
Lala chicftainship was already established at the time of
Mukuni's a rival. 7The latter is said to have come in contact

with the then Lula Kankomba in the eastern part of the area which

1. Robverts, A.De 19 A Higt t Hel 3 itica
: growth and chapgzes in ~gacte ambis
1900 (PiD Theais

2e Vansina. Je 1968. K;Mﬁm gf Shg Sﬁvaggao 89‘%
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the vene-Mukuni were trying to bring under their rule. In
the second place, some Portuguese documents m.uke reference to
trade ~etween Jumbtio and the "Arenje" durin; '“he second half
of the eighteenth century.1 Traditions also refer to trade with
the Portuguese at <umbo which they ascribe to the period
after the establishment of the Mukuni chieft;ins&ip.z if the
"Arenje" in the Portujuese documents are indentifiabvle with
the Lenje of the poste-chieftainship establishment period,3
a late seventeenth century or early eighteenth century date
is most probvable.

The Lenje continued to be ruled by the Mukuni until
after the death of Mukuni IV.4 Jy this time they had
establishcd their headquartess in the neighlourhocd of
present-day Chibombo. They had also acquired most of the lands
which they occupy today. In order to administer effectively
and to guard against poesivle insurrections and outside
attacks, the Mukunis had found it necessary to send envoys,

mostly membe.s of the ruling lineage, to outlying ureas.

1e Sutherland=~ilarris, K. 1970 "lambia Trade with <umbo in
The :‘ighteenth Century" in Uray, 2. and ‘“irmingham, D.Je
(eds.), Fre=uolonial African irsdes 231-242.

2e Cne of my informants, lir, lNsoka, cited some songs which
refer to some of his ancestors going to dumbo for tradee.
"Lonje ongse" L.M.

3 In her article, "wamila Trade with Zumto in the iighteenth
Century,"lece. cit. I!iis« Sutherland-Harris is more
inclined to identify the eighteenth century "Arenje" with
the Lenje. I also tend to indentify the two.

4, 3ome traditions as those gquoted by Reverend Gray in his
Shishimi sha ‘ene=lukuni put the ireak up of the unitary
system to after the death of Mukuni III. iut most
traditions and & careful assessment of the various genea-
logies seem to point more to Mukuni IV than to Hukuni III,
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Thus, for example, in the days of Mukuni I Chamuka, who

had been Mukuni's Kaca (chief minister), was put in charge

of the area east of present day Chisamba. Under Mukuni

11 Litota,1 Kapalamoto and Cecembe were made administrators

in the eastern part of the chiefdom. When Chitanda was

declared chief after the death of Mukuni IV, some membe.s

of the royal lineage resident in particular areas, such

as Chinyoni in the area west of Lusaka, were made admini-

strators, Later, most of these administrators declared them-

selves chiefs and estavlished their own wutonomous Governments.
Under Mukuni IV‘varioua lineages left the Mukuni neigh-

hourhood to other parts of the chiefdom. Most traditions of

the histories of individual chieftaincies attriiute this to

the cruelty of Mukuni IV, For example, traditions have it that

it was to run away from Muku;i's cruelty that Chitanda's

uncle left the parts west of the chiefdom and took Chitanda

with him., This might have been the case., Dut one cannot

overrule individual lineage interests and political ambitions,

Succession disputes had occured after the death of Mukuni II

when Shimalungwe, one of the contendants, is said to have becen

killed by the supporters of Lubonga-boombe who became Mukuni

III. Succession disputes came up again after the death of

Mukuni III, Chinyoni, apical anceatress of the Mungule line,

Te This Liteta is not to be identified with the present
Lenje chief Liteta. Since British South Africa Company
rule the former has appeared as a "Aluano'" chief. The
"Aluano" live in the Lwano valley and are a mixture of
the Lenje, Lala and Swaka people. They now refer to
themselves by the geographical name,
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left for the area west of Lusaka ostensibly due to Mukuni's
cruelty but actually in protest a ainst the appointment of
Mukuni IV.! Later, when Chitanda mace Chisbwe, apical
ancestress of the Ntitima lineuge, administrator for the
area bordering on Salal:nd, Malos:, apical ancesiress of
the Mukubwe line, went to the area north of the Lukan:a
Swamps in protest against the appointment.

It would appear thot soon after the settlements of
adninistrators and lineages in various parts of the chieldom

the Lenje found themselves involved not only in intere

rogionﬁla but long distance trade as woli.’

1e _I_n_w Matibini, S., g;aoka.‘ﬁ.', Shimkva. Go’
ﬁfé e M. - . N s

2e Among others the Lenje traded with the Ilz and Sala

from whom they obtained salt, cattle, copper and ivory in
return for ecat:ile and irom c-e. They also sold slaves
and iron ore to the Tonga in return for ivory, cattle

and salt.

3e It is possible that long-distance trade developed before
some administrators and lineage heads had estatlished
independent chieftainships. lumba, a Lenje chief
mentioned in Sutherlandearrig! article ope cite, po
appeurs in the genealouy as the sccond chief to rule
in chicf Chipepo's area after lukuni IV. The
ancestre ses of some lineages like Ntitima's and
Mukubwe's went to their respective areas during
Chitanda I's reigne Chitanda should have been Mukuni
V. Fupther, noneroyal sdministrators like Chamulka
~gcame independent chieftaiticies afier the royal ones,
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ihe Lenje traded with the Portuguese from Jumbo and the
Chikunda.1 In the early stages of Lenje/Fortuguese trade
activities, the Lenje used to journey to Bumbo.a Hut later,
the Fortugucse ajgents, 'mussambazes®, used to Jjourney to
Sulenjeis The Chilkunda too itravelled Lo fulenje. It is possitvle
that the isa, reputed for their trude middlemanship, acted
as middlemen heiween the Portuguese, and the Lanje.h At tim s

the Lenje ihemselves went to <umio and Feira.

1e In her article "iambia Trade with Jumbo in the Eighteenth
Century", ope cit., 273 <Sutherland-larris quotes
extensively some Portuguese sources that refer to eighteenth
century Portuguese trade with "Urenje" which she identiiies
with presenteday Bulenje. Oral traditions talk about trade
with the Portuguese. They mention the bhasambashi, the
Portuguese trade agents 'mussambazes'. Among the relics
found at chief Chitanda's court were 2 guns, 2 big muzzle
loading guns, a revolver, a knife and some shells which
indicate trade with the Portuguese and/or Arass. <The items
were viewed and recorded by Mr. l.T. Going, District
Ufficer, Bbroken Hill rural in 1955:% "irokem Hill
District Notebook, i.D.a., 2/1 Nedobe

2e Suther-larris, Ne op. cit., 23 $ Oral lraditions.
Se Ibid. 237

4, ARoberts, A.D. 1370, "Pre-colonial Iirade in «ambia,” Africa

Social Research, No., 10, 728-729.



33

In the ninetecnth century both the Arabs and the Mam.ari
the latter coming; in from the east -oast throug: ‘ulozi »snd
Ilaland, tr ded with the Len,je.1 The Lenje exported ivory and
slaves in return for :;uns, gun-pewder, knives, cloth and euds.

It wouli appear from Loth oral traditions and written
sources that trade was not a monopoly of the chiefs. Nonetheless,
chiefs stood at an advantage over the individual entrepreneurs.
#e hove noted that ivory and slaves were the chiefmost items
of trade in both inter-regional and long-distance trade. In
both items chiefs offered a better market. Chiefs were
entitled to one tusk of each elephant killed by an individual
under their Jjurisdiction. Also, tusks could be given to a
chief as tribute or present. Chiefs also owned more slaves.
fhey sometimes got them as court fines, sometimes they raided
for them through their headmen and occasionally ﬁhéy bought
them. ‘ecause of the rich market offered Ly the chiefs,
traders went dirc<ect to them whenever they visited Zulenje.

Cunership of slaves also enutled chiefs to export.and//ﬁ
import more goods since they had a ;o0d supply of carrieré.
Yoreover, most individual entrepreneﬁrs ?referred to cdnduct
their trade through chiefs. Chiefs oifered better tergs of
security on long trips. Dealing through chiefs also meant
that entreprencurs could get to the imperts that traders

crought in,

1. Livings:ione D.L., 1857 licsionary Travels in South Africa

502-5033

Schapera, I. (ed.) 1963 Livingstone's African Journal
1‘)22:1%&. 1: 11.
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Thus in both inter-regional and long~distance trade
chiefs were the greatest veneficiaries. ilsewhere, I have
wentioned that it is probable that trading activities started
even vefore some administrators had established independent
chioftainnhipa.1 Aduministrators were the highest authority in
their respective areas. Iritute and  ifts of ivory from the
areas un:er their authority were taken to them. They in turn sent
some to lHukuni. As jud;es in their areas, administrators
also obtained slaves and at times organised raids. Thus they
could supply both items needed in long-distance trade. The
wealth they amassed and distributed helped them win the headmen
under ‘aem and th. ough the headwen the pveple.a

One of the reasons why the Chitandas were held in higher
respect among the Lenje was their ability to ward off the
Xaonde whenever tie laiter tried to push southwards and
eastwards. The availability of guns and gunepowder added to
the Chitands military strengths.

The ecomomic and political strength brought about by trade
also engendered and/or intensified rivalries betweem certain
chiefs. The Chitanda/Chipepo rivalry which, as we shail see,
erupted under colonial rule, wus precipitated and prouably had
its origins {n Chipepo's ei htcenthenineteenth century economie
strength. Chipepo was the direct descendant of the last

Mukuni. Defore the establishment of independent chieftainships

Te Above pe 31 B3

2e Two of my informants, 5hi ekwa and lsoka, mentioned that
chief Chamuks who was in a more elephant infested area
turned ivory trade to his benefit. It is significant too
that both Ntitima and Mukutwe who wore not 80 near the
trade routes had smaller areas and fewer people under
their jurisdiction. OShipeckws, G. and Raoka, M.
< 1972



35

every administrator used to send some tusks and slaves to
Mukuni. Thus in the early years of long-distance trade
Chipepo might have had more ivory in store than Chitanda.
Further, Chipepo's court was nearer in distance to Zumbo
than Chitanda's. More traders from Zumbo therefore traded
with him.1 His people too made more journeys to Zumbo.2
Also the Bisa and Chikunda would have reached his area first
before going on to the other chiefs, It is most probable
that Chipepo's economic strength helped him retain more
people who might otherwise have been won over by other chiefs,
Until colonial times Chipepo retained the largest area and had
more people under him than the other chiefs., His political
strength which may have been sustained by the economic
benefits of eighteenth~ninettenth century long-distance trade
encoura ed him to challenge Chitanda who towards the end of
the last century was accorded a higher status among the Lunje
chiefs.3

From the above account a few points stand out in the
Lenje political developments prior to the advent of colonial
rule. The non~-centralised political system was preceded by

a centralised one. It is possible that such a polity was

1.  Broken Hill District Notebook. KDA2/1
2e Ibid.
3 During Company Administration Chipepo was viewed as the

most important Lenje chief. Chipepo did not correct this
impression.
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necess:ry in the beginning as the Uene~Mukuni had just arrived
into the area they were to occupys. To asquire more lands
and impose their rule over other people, the enemy had teo
be foced collectively. Further, their numbers could not
have permiited uny mqjor fis:ion. In time, however, ufter
the gfeatest odds had been overcome and with growth of
copulation, fission and fragmentation within the scciety
vecame inevitable., It must he noted nevertheless, that
althou;h succession disputes and lincage ambitions contributed
to the broak up of the unitary system, much of it wus done
for administrative purposes. #ith the conquest and subjugation of
new people, memb::-s of the ruling lineage and trusted servauts had
to he sent out to administer thems This was also to weaken
the Lenje political organi-ation as in time these minor rulers
amassed so much support for themaelves that they neran to declure
their administrative territories autonomous governmentis.

These developments were facilitated by the ecology of
sulenje. The faoct that most of i‘ulenje is a vast woodland
area comprising good soils fucilit:ted less restricted
population movements and e£snred favourable cultivation whér-
ever disgruntled members moved to. Lesides, wmost of their
neighbours to the west and to the south in present-day Salaland
and Tonzaland had :nough good land themselves. Therefore,
there was no danger of people distur:ing the Lenje with reyurd
to the asearch for better land.

To the political ambitions and ecolo;ical fuctors were

added the economic ones. Long=-distance trade worked towards
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the growth in stremth of the chiefs and administrators.
Benefits of long=distance trade also encouraged rivalries
which both precipitated and perpetuated the non~-centralised
political system.

Thus on the eve of colonial rule the Lenje political
system was non-centralised. The country fell under the
Jurisdiction of several chiefs who were independent of each
other., However, the majority of them cliuimed & unilineal
lineage doncent1 and it is possible that a hierarchical system
with a Paramount at the top would have developed had colonial
rule not set in just then with Chitanda or Chipepo at the top.
By the advent of colonial rule Chitanda was acknowledged as
senior to the other chiefs, the position which Chipepo wanted
for himself. According to the traditions, Chitanda was
afforded the senior position primarily because he was the
direct descendant of the ruling lineage apical ancestress, It
would also appear that in addition to this, the important
position the Chintgndas continued to hold in Lenje society was
due, as has already been indicated, to the reapect the first
Chitanda had received as a result of successfully warding off
the Kaonde who were pushing southwards and south-eastwards from
their area around Kasempa and Solwezi, (Chitanda is supposed to

have got his name as a result of these successes. Chitanda comes

]

1. From the genealogy tables it appeats that only chiefs
Chamuka, Liteta in the Lwano valley and Kapalamoto
were not of the royal lineage.
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from the verb Kutandaj to chaze. Formerly he used to be known
by the name Shankuba). Subsequent Chitandas are also praised
for warding o f the Kaondes who after settling in present
Mumbwa District were still trying to find their way east wards.
Added to these was the reputation and respcet the Chitandas
woere acquiring due to their sound sense of judgement especially
in matters concerning succession disputes. Settling of
succession disputes from other chieftaincies was one of the
prerogatives of chief Chitanda by virtue of hik genior position.
Chitanda could reprimand any of the other chiefs if he felt the
other was acting contrary to what vas nxpeeted of him., Above
all, it was he who¢ lecided when a chiel was considered
acceptable by inétructing him to have some royal drums. To
mark Chitanda's importance, he had three Xaca (chief minister)
while the others had only one each.

Each chief had inherited all the characteristics that
constituted the Lenje political in~*titution , In the first
place was the chief himself who had politiecal, judicial and
ritual duties to perform. The chief had to be chosen from
either the deceased chief’s nephew, nephew's son, or very
rarely, brother, To help him carry out hiz duties were the
Kaeca, He was appointed by the chief and headmen from among
the commoners. Xaeca had judicial, executive and administrative
powers, He often heard cases on behalf of the chief. Should
a case get to the chief, XKaga could decide whether the
proceedings were going along the right lines failing which he

could summon some of the important headmen to help settle the
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case, Kaca could decide which matters concerning the chiefdom
should be decided upon by the chief in council and which he
and the important headmen, the Baloba, could discuss, the
chief being notified ¢f the decision only. Xaca could not
only advise the chief but also reprimand him should he feel
there was cause to do so. He received gifts on behalf of the
chief and could legitimately hold some of the giftsfor himaelf.
Whereas the chief could go to war, Kaga stayed at home to run
the country's affairs. As my informants put it, he was the
country's spearhead, If he got killed, who could run the
country for them?

Below Xaca was Chipyeela. He was the priest and saw to
all the ritual matters of Lenje society, In the event of
any ceremony, he saw to the adminis.rative side of ritual
while it was the duty of the chief to eventually officiate.
He was greatly feared and honoured by both the chief and
people since he communicated with the dead sancestors who in
turn held the key to the wellebeing of the chief and the people.
Consequently, in stronger tcrms than Xaca, Chipysela could
reprimand the chief if he felt that it was due to the latter's
negligence that some misfortune had occurred. Initially,
Kaca could appoint any man ‘rom a family reputed for magical
powers and deep religious inclinations to become Chipyecela.
But as time went on, the post became identified with one family
and infact the post became hereditary as the heir to Chipyeela
the person became Chipyeela the ritual leader,

Then there were the headmen some of whom were Baloba,

the chief's relatives who could either head a village or
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simply remain important men in a village. “These saw to the
welfare of the people at the village level. ‘hey also

ca ried out judicial duties. Jom: of them especially __ Balo a,
could sit in council with the chief both im order to

formulunte policies or to help him Judge cases that would

have beun r«ferred to him. +‘he headmen coul: allocate lund

to the people on -ehalf of the chief. ut it wus the chief's
prerogative to allocate land to new=com.ers into the chiefdom.
“he political organisation also included _alansg, a group of
young men who lived in a soction of the chief's village.

These hunted for the chief and in the event of war or attack
could re called upon to =0 into battle. A cundidute to the

chieftainey could not be selected unle s he hod once served

as a Balupge. The Lplanse also acted as the chief's und laca's
nessengers. It was out of this group that [lukotamweene was

sclected, iHukatamw. ene was the chief's own personal confidant

in Loth political and personal matters.

ii) The leya

The origins of the leya chicftainchip are quite olLscure.
Sut truditions gathered inda@@ndently from toth the Lanje
and the Leyun cluim thet the founder of the Leya chieftainship
wi:s the very Hukuni who had founded the Lenje chieftaiuships

eurlicre After founding the lenow~fukuni chi ftainship, Hukuni

Journeyed scuthuards and eventually se.tlcd near the Falls.
ile established the lHukuni chicitainship thoree It is not the
intention of the present wvork teo prove the validity or invalidity

of these claims. ut the traditions reflszct the view prevaient
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among the Leyaj tha®t the ideas of chieftainship were brou;ht
to the area Ly an outaider.

In his handbook of Leya history the last chief Hukuni
ascribed a fifteenth or sixtesnth century date for the
founding of the chieftainship.1 Hut if we sup,ose (as chief
Mukuni also claims) that the founder  f the Lenje chieftainship
wis the same individual who founded the Leya chieftainship
later, the above su. jested dutes would be much too early. An
eighteenth century date would then bLe more pro;asle.a lNone=-
theless, as we are handicapped by lack of written sources and
have to rely on oral traditions, we can only suggest possible
dates. sut by the time of the Kololo raids in the late 1830's
the Leyz chieftainship wus already established.j

Oral traditions maintain that at the arrival of Hukuai,
the founder of the chieftainship, a woman who huad originally
come from south of the wambezi organised the aifairs of the
people who later came under lukuni's jurisdiction. The woman's
name was Jyango. iler duties were mainly religious. lievertheless,
because of her ritual powers people appealed to her in matters
they themselves could not séttla. The crede:i:tials of these
traditions may not uve proved., iJut the Leya political systenm
that emerged Ly the end of the nineteenth century comprised a
woman 3Be-Dyangzo regarded by the Leya and Mukuni himself as

co-ruler and whose main functions were those of a priestess.

1« Chief Mukuni, Siléka II, op. cit.,

o The founding of the Lenje chieftainship was ascribed to
a late seventeenth or early eightesnth century date.
see above pe 29

3« The .ololo raided .uleya on their way frow the souths
The Yeva under chief Fukuni att-cked the clolo hack:
fivinzatone D. 1857 op. cit, 5173
Chief Mukuni Siloka 11 op. cit.
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Mukuni is said not to have fought the local people but
to have impressed hoth Le=Dyango and the people with his
ideas of chieftainship. 5iut it would appear that the newe
comer wus also impressed by the ritual orpanisation of the
people he found in the land. At the death of the then
Dyango, her successor and Hukuni agreed to work together us
coerulers, the former to anaver to the ritu.l needs which
the country's ecology and low rainfall rate necessitatedy
the latter to provide the political lead which, as our
accoutit o subsequent Leyz history will show, became vory
necessary. Later, through marriage, the two became one
fanily.

The ensuing Leya history was one of wars, raids and
devastation of the country.

Sometime after the chieftaivehip had b-oen estavlished,
the Leya were involved in some skirmishes with Sekute and
his follovers who were trying to settle in the westedlh purts
of Mukuni's ohiefdel.1 It seeme Mykuni's Leya met with some
successes each time Sekute tried to a¢quire some of Huxuni's
lands., In 1855 David Livingastone recorded that Sekute and
his followers were atill confined to Halai island on the

Zambesi rivar.z

Te Chief Mukuni, Siloka II, ops Cit.,

2, Schapera, I. (ed.) 1963 Livincatone's Africap Jourpal
1853=1836, 2. 326

d *
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In the meantime the Lozl from the west were raiding the
country for slaves. On their way from the south, the Kololo
also raided and laid waste nmuch of Buleya.1 Under the next
Mukuni Siankondo{he is said to have been on the throne when'
Livingstone visited the Falls in 1855)2 the Ndebele from the
southern bank of the Zambegi constantly raided Buleya.
Sometimes they were repulsed., At other times they devastated
the country. The Ndebele raids continued even after the
Leya had tome under Logzi political domination after the 1865
war.3 In pre~colonial times the Zambezid river did not form
a Woundary. Scme of Mukuni's people were on the southera
bank of the river. DBecause of the constant raids from the
Ndebele, Mukuni made one Siakabondo his subechief and was
stationed at Mabuyu Oko Gura~the Big Tree- on the southern
bank, Initially this office of a subechief was established
80 that the sube-chief could warn Mukuni of the approaching
invaders. But he was also given power to settle small cases.

In 1864 the Lozl under Sipopa's leadership regained
their throne from the Kololo. But there were other groups

opposed to Sipopa that wanted him off the throne., Sipatunyana,

1. Chief Mukuni, Siloka II. op. cit.. .
2e Ivid,
3. Chief Mukuni, Siloka II. op. cit.

Jalla, A,D., 1909 "Traditions and Legends of the Barotse
Bation'". L.M.
Both give a 1865 date for the war.

On their way to raid the plateau Tonga in 1893
the Ndebele sent an impi to raid the Leya: HMukuni,

Siloka II. op. oit. . The date for the
1893 raid was established by Colson."” A Note on Tonga
and Ndﬂb'l‘g" N=50J0 2 a. i&' 35“'1 »

b4, Livingstone District Notebook. KSCh/1 N.A.Z.



by

a Toka who is said to have be.n taken captive during the Lozi
raide earlier on and who hud lived at Sesheke since, took
opportunity of Lozi political confusion to return home,
lionetheless, it appears that he did not only do this but also
supported soms oppositionist parties. Sipatunyana organised
‘the Toka and Leya to fight Sipopa‘'s army whem the latter
marched against tic oppositionists who hud fled to Tokaland.1
During the wor HMujimaizi, the Leyz chief and apparently
military leader of the Toka/lLeya group wis killed. Thereafter,
the Leya, together with the Toka, came under Lozi rule.2

ilowever, the Lozi did not take over the running of the
country. <‘hey did not introduce a system o!f government or
policies that were foreign to the Leya. The Logzi wer: primarily
interested in tribute which was mainly in the form of skins,
grain, slaves and ivory, coamedities which helped them meet
the needs dictated by the ecology and geographical position of
-ulozi and for their trading transactions. Thus as long as
tricute was paid regularly, the Lozl would not concern them=
selves much with the Leya,

Nevertheless, the Lozi intervened in matters of succesaion.
They demanded that the leya send the numes of the nomirated
candidates to the chieftaincy to -ulozi. The Litunga and his
councillors selected the chief.3 Poessiuly this was so in order

that a man who either lacked qu&litica of militury leadership

1« Mainga, M. 1969. A4 ilistory of the Lozi People to 1990.
(PHD Thesis)e lHeideds

Chief Mukuni, Siloka II. op. cit. -

xS
.

Jalla. AeDe Ops cite.

3. Livingstone Disirict liotebook. KSC4/1 H.A.2Z.
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or one who was sympathetic to the Lozi could be declared chief.

This could both make the possibility of an insurrection
remotely removed and ensure the continued flow of slaves and
other commodities.

Lozi domination of Buleya continued until the introduction
of British colonial rule.

From the above account of Leya history, it is clear that
Leya political developments were greatly influenced by the
country's ecology and encounters with other, and often stronger,
groups.,

The poor nature of the soil in Buleya, the low rainfall
rate and the resultant occurence of drought and famine emphasised
the significance of ritual among the Leya. Consequently, the
importanqge of the priestess whose duty it was to lead the
people in prayers of supplication and thanksgiving was brought
to the fore. The wars and raids meant that the chief had to be
away often, leading his people in battle., In the absence of
the chief, the priestess had to sit in council with the
councillors both to formulate policy and to judge. Thus
gradually, by force of circumstances, the priestess Be~Dyango
was widening h.r powers in the Leya political institution.
Gradually too her powers were widened to include those of land
tenure and receiving of birth and Jdeath reports. By the end of
the nineteenth century the adcomodation of ritual into the
political institution was complete, and the Priestess was
viewed as co«ruler with the chief,

The ecology and low rainfall rate also had some effects
on settlement patterns. There is a high population density in
and around the capital with a few villages scattered in other ‘

places where there are the supply of water and the presencd
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of alluvial deposista.1 Although the ecolopy worked to the
people's disadvantajze economically, politically it helped
tovards the survival of the unitary system. 4 disappointed
contestant to the chieftaincy could no* wander off to znother
part of uleya to found a chiefdom of his owne I{ he did, he
would neither ue likely to 7ind a suitaile enou h urea for
settlement nor,if he found this, would he have a .ig enough
followinge That most people lived in or zround the capital
villa;;e meant thot the ciiief could eusily keep them in check
or that he could cultivate, through his headmen, his people's
loy:ltye OUn the other hand,the headmen with their scattered
villages which were fewer than those under the chicf's own
direct control could not amass enough su;port for any
movement against the chief even if they so wiched,

We noted that nineteenth century lLeya history was lecset
by ware and raidse. Ior the ¢ ief, these had the function of
throwing his image to th- fore 'y uniting the lLeya under one
strong political and milituory leudere Yo the poonle, only
the chief could offcr the protection they nesded. On his purt,
the chief expocted the people's loyalty and a wil'ir,ness to
Serves.

The frequent raids and wars also stpengtincned the political
institution. In order for the society to survive the
onglaughts, all the title holders like lweendelegi we Cisi
(chief minister), .oyagani(stund Ly army) and savwimi(hunters)

1e In 1968 chief Mukuni put his villuge's population figure
at 3,000 o« This figure might hLe nearly correet since
the Leya kecep a record of all births and deaths.
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had to be loyal, alert and efficicnt in their duties. The
eventual subjection of iuleya by the Lozi had the some strengthening
eff .cts on the ..eya political system and institution. As
subject pco.le, a diSappointed contest nt to the chieftaincy
could not sturt a chi fdom of his own evem if he so wished.
Fucther, in order to avoid repris.ls from the Lozi and the
possibility of war, the Leya chief had to ses that tribute wus
collected and dis,atched in time. Thus again liweendelesi we Ciad.
the headmen and iZaywimi bvecame more efficient in carryinm; out
their duties. ©Sut above all, the subjection asd brutalities
suffered by the Leya durinz the Lozi slave campaigns doepened
the sense of onene=s among the Leya which a chief could foater
for his own survival and that of the institution.

Thus at the end of the ninete-nth century the Leya were under
Lozi dominacione They were operating under & unitary policical
system headed Ly a chief und the priestess lJe-Dy:sngoe. The chief
was chosen from one af the four royal dynasties: Hujimaiei,
Mupotola, Giloka and Sianyemba, amons ~hom successiorn to the
chieftaincy rotated, sSut although representing a different dynasty,
the new chief had to be a nephew of the deceased chlef. It is
interesting to note that although the lozi made the final
selection of a chief, they did nct interferc with this sucession
rule.

Be=Dyange was a royal ferale and had to be the chief's sister,
daughter or father's asister.

The system incorporated & subechiel sistionmcd om the southern
cank of the Zambezl rivere. ie saw to the welfare of the people in
the area there.

The Leya political institution zlso consisted of lMwsendelegd

we Cigl (chief minister) or Ngambela as he came
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to be known after Lozi conquest. His dﬁties were administrative
and executive, He was a very important man in the Leya politieal
system as he influenced the chief and the priestess greatly in
their royal pronouncements and no suggestion or complaint from
the other office holders could get to the two if Mweendelepi we Cisi
was not favourable. Nonetheless, he could be deposed if it was
felt that he was either over-exercising his powers or not executing
his dutles properly and efficiently. The capital village
headmen or councillors advised the chief and Be-~Dyango om this,
Mweendelezi we Cisi was often non-royals. But he was made to
marry either the chief's niece or daughter. Thie way, royal
interests could be protected,

Below Mween we C came Babetesi. UDabetesi is
the Leya word for judges. Thus their duties wewe primarily
Juridical, Often they and Mwegendelezil we Cisi reached a decigion
which the chief merely endorsed. The Leya maintain that as the
chief was father of both the good and the bad, he could not be
expected to punish either of his children. On tHe other hand,
this could be seen as a measure to protect the chief, The {11
feelings of the punished would be directed against the Babetesi
and Mweendelezl we Cisi and not against the chief. As a rule
Babetesi resided in the capital village and were headmen of the
village sections, DBut a village headman who would have proved
himself good at settling disputes or whe had other good qualities
such as bravery, wisdom and the ability to win the confidence of
the people could be promoted to Mubetesi(singular for Babetesil.
The promotion was a royal pronouncement after presentation from

the other Babetesi and Mweendelepi we Cisi. He would then move

to the capital village and his village or villages would be looked
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after by his heirapparent. On the other hand, should a lMubetesi
fail in the execution of his duties, he could be demoted and another
one put in his placee.

Then there was Natumoyo whose rank is sometimes presented
as being above and sometimes as being below that of HBabatesi,
tle corresponds very much with the Lozi Hatamoyo (mother of
life or marcy)who acted as a sanctuary for ofronders.1 It is
possible, as my informants say, that hefore Lozl influence he
used to be known by another name, BSut his duties as can be
worked out from the data do not justify thc poat. Accordiag
to my data, his duties were to carry out sentences. If the
of fender had been let off without punishment, it was his duty
to educate him on the dangers of his actioms. It is possible
that while other officcs  survived after the onset of iritish
Colonial rule, Natamoyo's office necessarily died out as
most criminal cases were now referred to the boma. As one of
the first offices/i; fall into disuse with the introduction of
sritish rule, people's memories of it might be more hazy than
of other officea which survived longer. Lut it is moat
probable that the Leya were in the process of incorporating
the office into their system as a r:sult of their contact wvith
the Lozi system. ibut before it was fully incorporated,

Jritish rule came., One of my informants is Mujimaizi's grand-
son, Mujimaizi being the Leya chief who fought the Lozi in

1865. It is interesting that while he is well-versed in other

1e Mainga, Me Ope cit.,
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officea, he is so hazy on this one., Further, it is not clear
whether Natamoyo was chosen from among the royals or commoners,

whether from Babetesi and whether the office was promotional

or not.

Below the above mentioned office holders who resided in
the capital village came the village headmen. These could
be head of one or more villages or hamlets and held
administrative executive and juridical powers in their villages.
But they had to refer more crucial matters to the capital
village. The office was hereditary and a nephew or, in very
rare cases, a son could inherit,

The Leya did not have a regular army, but there were
young men known as Bayasani. These disbanded after a war and
returned to their villages. DBut they always remained marked
men. In the event of war and in answer to the summons from
the ocapital, the headmen called om them as well as on new men
to the profession to go and defend the country. Bavwimi
(hunters) were expected to join Bayasani at such times. Bavwimi
were hunters by profession. They hunted for the chief
primarily for meat, skins, tusks but also to defend against
wild animals, As we have s~cn, when the Leya came under Lozi
political domination, Lavwimi became active in providing skins
and tusks that were part of the tribute which had to be sent
to Bulozi regularly.

On the eve of colomial rule, therefore, the Leya Political
system was a centralised one. Because of their peculiar
circumatances their political or;anisation was quite strong.

But because of these same circumstance, their chiefdom could

not expand geographically.
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The Ton;a

The origins of the Tonga and the development of their
political institutions are not easy to rsconstruct.1 Eut
Archaeologists have identified a continuous cultural trend
in the Southern Province and have ventured to suggest that
the ancestors of the present day Tonga could have been in
that part of the country since about the twelfth oentnry.2
‘The few avail:Ble tradition:s also refer to the Tonga as having
been occupying the land they occupy today "since Go- made us."
Some of the Ton;a, eapecially those in the wvall:uy, were moving
into Zambia from the Southern bank of the Zambezi at later
stagen.

The Ton:a were organised on a more localised basise. These
geographical localities are known as neizhbourhoods, The size
of the neighbourhoods varied. Some comprised zs few as five
villages or hamlets while others could te as big as up to twenty
or thirty miles. Each neighbtourhood was independent of the other,
‘ut 1f a neighbourhood rainmaker or medicineman was of great
repute, the neighbourhoods overlapped ritually although not

necessarily politically.

Te The poverty of oral traditions among the Tonga makes this
task difficult. #We have written sources for the latter
half of the ninetéenth century only.

2. Fagan, 3.Ms 1965. Southern Africa. 77.

(ed.)1964 The Victoria Fallge 66«67,
( 1967 1Iron Age Cultures in Zambia, 1
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The origins and growth of the neighbourhood system are
very interesting. It appears frem our sourcea that anyone ho
wanted 4o live somewhere cculd go with his family or
other kin to scart a settlement, provided that he was as ur d of
good cultivable land and water. Thereafter, he lLecame known
as Ulyanyike(ownsr of the land), Some sources suggest that
some neighbourhoods were a result of the first settlenents
during the early Tonga population aovsmntu.1 The movements
and settlements were in clan groupse A man with more leadership
qualities was picked as Ulyanyjka. If E;xggzggg had the
qualities people sought for, more joinnd him. Initially the
qualities that drew pecople to such a person were those of
reiomaking and reputation for medicins. As more neighbourhoods
sprang up, however, there were some interneighbourhood wars
and skirmishes. A neighbourhood Ulyanyiks who often repulsed
his enemies drew wmore people 1ntd his neighbourhoed, Examples
of these are those of Monze on the platesu and Mwemba in the
valley. Monse and Mweemba,are said to have be#n able $o defend
their nci;hbourhooda‘- C#Asoquontly, more neighbourhoods attached
themselves to them, Hence some leaders came to have more than
one neighbourhood under their Jurisdiction. Another quality
that drew people to a leader was that of good huntamanshipe.

Thies acssured the people protection from wild animals. The

ability to amass wealth, espeoially in the form of slaves and

1e This view was expressed by people im the valley. Chief
Sigonge and his headmen, .. Tape in L.M. '

Chief Hweemba, Siumeja, ﬁiaﬂtynwa,
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cattle, wus ancother quality looked for in a leader. In fact
non-ownership of slaves could disqualify the rizhtful heir
to succession as a poor man would not be considered for a
leader. ecause -hey posses ed quulities :that ensured jprotection
" for the people and hecause of other duties such us judicial
which they were performing in their nei: hbourhoods, the
people designuted their Ulyanyika, mwami, or chief,

lowever, ritual wis of paramount impo:tance in the people's
lives. <The plateau has very few perennial rivers. Dut the
people were azriculturally minded. Good harvest depended on
sutstantial rains which in turn could omly be assured through
the rainmaker's contact with the ancestral apirits who would
in turn plead the pcople's cause to Gode OCther ritual performai.ces
such as the ceremonies held before the rains and thunkspgiving
ceremonies were all directed to the respective spirits,
invoking them to ensure the well being of the people. Of
nccessity ritual came to the forefront in the wvalley toc. “he
soil is rock and rub le in most parts of the valley. The valley
too has a very low rainfall rates. This led to the freguent
occurence of droucht :nd famine. Amon; the Ton a, thorefore,
ritual formed a very important part in their political
institution and often overshadowed other functionsthat nei he
ourhood leaders were expected to perform and did perform.

It seems that .y the second half of the nineteenth century
m.st of the neighbourhoods had come into existence. The
political officea too had alrendy evolved. irawelliing through

Tonzsland David Livingstone wrote on 11th Decembver, 41855,
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YAt a village of Monze'’s sister. We spent Sunday last with
Honze the chief of all the Datoka we h ve sean“.1 Thirty
years later Holub referred to 'Siasitema' (Siachitema) who was &
sirict nester and rulers According to Holub;Siachitema had
a Council., llolub also referred to ‘'lapansas' (Mapanza) who had
"a geographical area and many = subjects'". When Hapanza vas
considerin; Holub's request for couriers and carriers, he was
doing this in council with his advisérs notable of whom wus
an old man who was "chancellor in the kingdom, medicineman and
politician," Inaspite of the efforts of Mapanza's brother te
brush aaide the advisers, in the end, liapanza acoted according
to the advice of the latter.z Westbeech also referred to
Mapanza "A Hatoka chief in the outskirts of Bashukulumbw’a.“3
In 1888 the great hunter Selous passed through the Batoka
chief 'Monsi'(ﬁonzol. Fassing through the valley he met
Shamponde whom he referred to as headman, and 'Siamedzas’
(5iameja), "an important headman,” Of liweemba he wrote,
"big est man and big-est scoundrel among them," He also made
mention of Sinazongwecb

Nineteenth century Tongalaund was subjected to interneighe
bourhood wars and raide from the Po-tuguese (Pin ola), ..0lolo,
H. ebele and Logzi. Frior to the Kololo conquest of Bulozi, the
Lozl had raided as fer afield as the vailey for slaves and
animals, But the <ololo and Kdesele raida were more frequent

on the platesu. Hecause of the constant raids, the Tonga were

1. Schapera, I.(ed.) 1963. Livinustone's Africa Jourpal,2s 350.

2a ﬁolub, E. ’890. 'J“ ]
' (English translation still unpublished N

3e Clark, J.D.(ed.)1963. Diary of George Westbeegh. 76

". 5010“8; Fbc 1893 AIXAL
Africa. 205, 210, 211, 215.
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forced to live in small and scattered villages., ieferring to
ilonze's country David livingstone wrote, '‘he population is
not very large and is spread over a wide extent of country
and this in order that should an enemy appear in any direction
only a few people could be attacked before the ul.rm is
spreads Lven the chiefs live almost alone and they all appear
a8 if living not in villages but in their gardens. This mode
of life has been adopted within the last few yeurs. Everywhere
we come on the vestiges of large towvns and extensive cultivation".1
Livingstone's observation w:s confirmed thirty ycars later by
Holub who added that the separate and scattered homesteads
wvere useful from the strategic point of view. The enemies,
more especially the Ndebhele, could not use their tactics of
setting the whole village on fire then.
The Ndebele raids which were more devastating continued
until the early 1890's when the Ndebele c:me under Sritish rnle.z
But in order to avoid rnids from the Lozi, the Tonga
agreed to send items the Lozi would huve raided them for
regularly to ‘ulezi. Later, this turned into an exchange of
giftsse he YTonga chiefs sent items such s skins, elephant
tusks and graine In return the Lozi Litunge sent some ;ifts.
The present chief Monze has in his possession a numier of Hasmba
a_bulumbulhoes of}?ireigner) which had come from .ulozi through

this exchanpe of pifts.

5 %
1. Schapera, Io OPe cito' ::/ .

2e The last Ndevele raid wus in 1893: See Colson, E. 1950
‘“l.ote on the Ton a and ldebele," [.A.J., 2, 35
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It had been observed in the case of the Leya that the
Leya together with the Toka were subjects of the Lozl by right
of military conquest, The Tonga, however, never came under
Lozi pelitical domination. When Holub visited Siachitema in
1885, he was informed about the many independent '"Matoka chiefs
of the northern parts", the northerners being independent of
Lozi domination and "the real Matoka."1 Holub also referred to
Siachitema as the last of the Toka chiefs in the noriheast who
paid trivute to Lewanika. It is most probable that Siachitema
like his northern brothers, did this te avoid raids. In 18&8
Revs F. Coillard referred to him as a petty chief of independent
Batoka to whom Mathaha, a revolutionary Lozi chief, had fled.®
Nonetheless, it is true to say that the Lozi who had fled
to Tongaland had atronger weapons and therefc?e were in a
poesition to wield influence since the local people were frightened
of them. Maracinuan, also known as Sikabenga, an oppositionist
to Lewanika, had fled to Tongaland and established a settlement
for himself and his followers about fifteen miles from Monze's
village. The royalists who had purswed him did not in fact
attack him as they were probably aware of his superior weapons
and men. They ended up raiding the local Tonga who were in a
less favourable position to defend themselves, The Tonga and
neighbouring Ila were aware of Maracinyan's greater force:. On

his part, Maracin an was aware of Tonga weakneas and could

1. Holub, E. 1890, ope. cit., -

2. Cotllard, F. 1897. On the Thresghold of Central Africa
307
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therefore exﬁbit this for his own ends. When Selous passed
through Monze's country into Minenga's, an lla country,
Maracinyan sent his men to follow him and get some gun
powder which he so much needed in the event of an attack from
either the royalists or Ndebele. To accomplish this, the lLozi
had to get the full coe-operation of the local people. Thus
although Minenga's people had been friendly to Selous when
he had first arrived, they ended up attacking him and his men,
killing several, Dispossessed of everything including his men
and his rifle, Selous travelled back through Monze's. lonze
had previously been both friendly and helpful to Selous and his
men. bBut now when he learned of Selous' plight, he quickly
begged him to leave his village. Ostensibly, Monze feared the
Ila who had attacked Selous but in actual faet he knew that
the whole plot had been engineered by Haraeinyan.1

Yot inapite of this power, Maraeiny:n did not establish
himself as political master over the Tonga. In the firast place,
he could not afford to antagonise them more than was necessary.
If he did, the Tonga could easily work with the royal forces to
capture lMaracin an and his men. They could even spy on him for
the Logxi at home, This way the Lozi c¢could cateh him when he
would not have enough gun powder, Again, Selous reported that
in August, 1888, the lNdebele had crossed the Zambezi with the
help of Mweemba's peoples Thereupon, they had attacked and
devastated Maracinyan's aettlement.z With two enemies, the

1e 3010“8' F.C. OPe eit, y ¥
-2‘ Ibid.
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royalists and Ndebele, to contend with, Maracinyan could not have
had much time to consolidate himself and establish any dominatiocn
over the local Tongae Thus although the Tonga were alraid of him
because of his cuperior weapons and military record, they were
not subjJect to him. They did not even send him tribute.

Yet his was the nearest the Tonga had come to actual Lozi

might and influence at close guarters. Neverthelea:s, the Tonga
lived in fear of possible raids from the Lozi. Therefore

they sent the items needed by the Lozi regularly which, as
already mentioned, later turned into an exchange of gifts.

This trangaction continued uatil the introduction of .ritish

rule vhen it was discourcped.

The flow of goods bLetwe:n ' .e¢ Tonga and Lozi was only a
ninor fraction of the imports and exports into and cut of
Tongaland. In cre-colonial days the Tonga were active in both
inter-rogional and lpng-distancc trade. Amung others, the ’on.a
provided the Mbunda, Lenje and Totela with ivory, cattle and
salt in return for slaves, guna, gunpowder and other essentials
such as hcos.1

In the case of lonmg~-distance trade, the Ton:ia lay within

the main trading routes and bhecane ya?t of the n-t works at a much

Te In the article "Flatesu xongn Lntrcprcnenra in diatcrical
Inter-Regional Irade", Zhodes-liy: ong Journ %
3450, e Miracle almo nentv “ng thc la, ﬁbala, Tim.
3014 with whom the Tonga traded in ifon ore, ivory,
ahells and other essential commodities.
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earlier stage than the Lenje. Finds of cowrie shells from the
east coast at the “alundu mound and Gundu site which have been
dated to between the fourth and sixth centuries, su gest <ome
trading links between tie people on the plateau and the coast.1
at Isamu Pati site near Kalomo were found some cowrie shell
ornaments and glass teads., The site has been dated to about
the eleventh century.2

“ut the most revealing inst.nces of long=-distance trade
activities with the people who mipht te the ancestors of the
present day Tonpga come from Ing'omie Ilede site in chief
Sigonzo's area. At this site profuse remains of sea-shells,
glase heads, Indian cloth, gold (which provably came from
the southern empire of liwene ilutapal), copper and iron were
found. The profusion and nature of the goods and the presence
of copner crosses of standard size and weipght indicate lhat
Ing'om.-e Ilede was sn active commercial centre for toth inter-
regional and long-cdistance trade. The remains of elephant tones
on the site su. gest that ivogy (and sslt to the neighbours)
was the main item of export. Ingo'mbe Ilede has been dated
to the fourtsenth or fifteenth cantury.3

The lomg history of trade on the pliteau and valley
Tonzaland vecame quite intensive by the nineteenth century.

'he Portuguese a ents, the Chikunda and the -isu,all visited the

1e Fugan, HeMe 19670 OPe cite. .

2e Ibid.

3,  Jagan, slles Fhillipson, Ueve, Daniels, Sede 1969. lren
\ce in <camtiae

Fagan, -eiley Phillipson, Dewe 1969 “The -ate of the
Ing'om.e Ilede surials", Jei.H.,10.iie 199204,
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Tonga. It is probable that the Arabs also reached Tongaland.1
In the second half of the nineteenth century the Mambari from
the west coast who came in through culozi traded with the
Tonga.2
Guns, gunpowder, beads, cloth and slaves(from the Chikunda)
were the main imports. Ivory and slaves were the main exports.
Trade among the Tonga was not the monopoly of the chiefs,
but individuals were very active in the trading activities., We
have noted that one of the gualities looked for in a leader
was the ability to amass wealth., The wealth greatly appreciated
were slaves and cattle and other imported items. On breaking
off from the village, an enterprising person could hope to
ama..8 a substantial followinge. He could not only start his
own village but could even establish an independent neighbour-
hood if he had other qu#litiea such as those of rainmaking as
well, If the movement involved the whole clan, ¢lan members
could select an enterprising person to be their leader. On the
other hand, a leader could easily lose his following or be forced
to relinquish his position if he became poor. An heir appareant

could not be selected heir if he was poor.3 This did not only

Te In his researches Miracle came across a few people who
remembered the Arabs. op. cit.

2. Schapera,l, 1963. Livingstone's African Journal, 1853-1856,
2¢ 330-331

3. This information was supplied by Mr. & Mrs. Kazoka in Chief
Monze's area, :
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encourage .he emergence and continuation of many and smaller
neighbourhoods but also undermined the institution of chiefship;
a leader today might not be a leader tomorrowj =n heir might

not get his position.

But trade enabled some leaders, who in addition to the
ability to amass wealth would also have other leadership
qualities, to expand their neighbourhoods. Examples of such
leaders are Mongze on the plateau and Sigongo in the valleye
lionze was a more welleknown chief to the world outside Tongaland
such as -ulogi. Traders therefore went to him. Again,vecause
of his rainmaking reputation and ability to defend his neighbtour-
hood against other neighhtourhoods, he had a larger following
and more neighuourhoods. He could therefore organise trade
parties hims 1f. This contributed to his growth in wealth., He
was therefore able Lo retain and enlarge his following to the
disadvantage of other neighbourhood leaders. Chief Sigongo's
area was the richest in elephants. He was alsc the first Tonga
chief to be reached by traders from Zumbo and Feira. He was
therefore in a more favourable position to amass greater wealth.
Thus although he did not have any rainmaking qualities, his
neighbourhood grew.

The abhove account of Tonga history shows us that the
ecology of the country, political encounters with other groups
and economic factors affected the political developments in .re-
colonial Tongalande

vecause of the ecology of plateau Ton alund, the initial

settlers settled wherever good soil agd water would have been
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as-.urede .ven what traditions i.ere ure umong the Tonga talk
of people set:ling in their clan yroups uccording to the
ecological dictates. Again, because of th: vastnese and the cpen
and flat nature of the country, an individual could wuider off
0 sturt his own village. Irovided he had the desired leadership
qualities to draw him a substantial following, he estatlished
hic own neighbourhoods. Again, thro ghout T-nge history provided
he could gain access to his old gaurdens or te assured of anmothur
suitable piece of land, an individual who was not pleased with
his le:-der could take himself off to anothe. site or joined
another vilige. Thus because the ecology of the country w#s
favouraile to less restrictive movements, a sense of iundividualism
was engendered amon , the people and smallere-scale settlements were
enabled. .hese settlement patterns encoursged the wore localiced
political ysteme

In the fallay, nowever, the ecology necessitated more
concentrated setilement patterns. Con.equently, although the
political systom vas as localised as that of the lateau lon a,
we find that here more p:ople and wmore neightourhoods fell under
the jurisdiction of one chief. Informants cliim that several
neighbourhcods in the Upuer diver resion weore orgonised under
the leadership of :the lineape of th. present ciief Mweemha}
The same could be said in ~espect of Ligonzo and Chipepo in the
Lower an: !‘iddle <iver regions. Gtecauce they commanded larger
geographical ureas and had wore geople under them, the Valley

fonga chiefs had more authority thun wmost of their .lateuu Tonga

e See nleo Tolson, H. 1060 ovn. cit. 187128
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counterpartss On the whole, the chiefly system seems to have
been more developed here than among most on the plateaus Thus
we find that when demarcating new districts and appointin
chiefs in the valley, th: .Jritish administrators appointed
menters of the indisenous ruling lineares with most ot ihe
traditional neightourhoocds fallin. under then.1
ioth on the plateau and in the vallcy the ritual leader
or the ritual role of the asceular leader came to the forefront.
Un the plateau t.ere was wmuch emphasis on ritual Lecau e the
people wore agriculturally minded. GHitual which could ac ure
su.stantial raine formed an important part in the people's
lives. That plateau ionzaland has few verennial rivers or
streams made the assurance of rains all the more important.
ditual wvas of paramount importance in the valley too because
of the poosr nature of the soil in most places, the low
rainfall rate ang the drought and famine which this entuilede
Tonga history had Leen one of inter-neipghiourhood wurs and
skirmishes and frequent raids from the Crik¥nda, {ololo, Ndeuele
and Lozi. Osowe of the eff cts these had on the longs, and
thi: was more marked on the pluteau, were to make them live in
even smaller and wore scatitered settlements thereby setiing vack
or retarding any evolution of & politicsl institution on a wider
;eorraphical basise I would venture to su;zest further that the
absence of political influences from ou 'side the arca could have
fostered the continuation of the nore localised political system

among the Tongaes we have noted that the lenje und Leya attriivute

Te

Colson, w, 1950 ov. cit. 28, 187-188,
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the origins of their chieftoinahip to some cutside influence
viz, the Lunda kingdom of iwati Yamfwa. {urther, traditions
zmong the Lenje indicute that prior to Mukuni's zrrivil,
leadership wus cased on an individual's perscmal qu:liii s
Leya traditions also indicate the same but emphasize ritual
powers as scme of the gqualities sought for. In the acsence of
other evidence, it is possiile that the Lenje and Leya hud
vern opsrating on more or les:; Jlonga bacis until an outsider
with more advanced idens of chieftainship ..ased on wider
geographical dimensions came alonge. We noted that among the
Va:lley Tony.: the chiefly system wus more adwanced than on the
pluteau and omuch of this has beoen attriiuted to ecclogical
factorse. .ut the valley people had be:n in contict with the
Chona pooples in the souths. Chief Nweemia's family is closely
related with the chiefs on tho southern side of the Jamuvezl river.
Shona spesking people formed a good numier of Jigongo's peoples
It is possiile that the Valley Tonga with more contacts and
influences from the south had been more in touch with and
influenced by Shonu ideas of ciieftainship.

Added to the ecological factors and political encounters
vere the cconomic influsnces which not only affected tii: choice
of a leader but encouraged both the birth of nieghbourhoods and
their continuation.

lionetheless, toth groups of Ton:a nad continucd to operave

on nore localised Lasis, the neighiourhood forming the political
unit. At the ohset of “ritish rule each neighbourheood or group

of neighuourhoods was lod by a chief (Ulyanyiks,)
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Sometimes the sume wmun could Le ritual leader as well Ly

virtue of having _asangue Jasungu were the ancestral spirits

taat enabled him to reach his ancestors. If the chief was not
possessed Ly .aganiu,there would Le another man, wom:n or child

in the nei hbourhood who could ve the ritual le:cder, uiloton o.
-sometimes a neighbourhood had two _usikatongo, ubut this wos rarely
the cases y virtu» of the importance placed on ritual in

Tonga society, the chief was subjuct to the pronouncements of the
ritual leader,

The chief had poliiienl and judicial powers. Ile could
sumnon his headmen if he wanied uny decision reached on something.
vometimes all the people in the neijhoourhood could te sum onede
Yor example, when gifts nad to Le sent to ‘ulozi, the chief
used to sum~on all the headrmen and some o the ordinary people
to decide who should go to i.lozi and what and how muny i.ems
they should takees It was the chief's duty te see that whoever
went was afforded maximum protection. <insmen of an injured
man would receive compensation from the chief. Again, in inter
neighbourhood wars, it was his duty to lead the pcople into
cattle and to see thet his nei huourhood was protected. Juring
rai.s it was his duty, chrough his headmen stuﬁieﬁéd ot
stritegic places, to sce that word got round his whole neiihe
sourhood al.out the imnedin: dozn ers “hus the ;ecple had smple
time to hide *“henmselves. According to doluu tiic was often
ﬁuccessful.1 "Theoretically, newcomers should consult him

(Ulzangikaz before settling near him but he has not redress s ve

1. iloluby, 2. oOpe cit,,
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fighting if they did not."1 My data, however, indicate that unless
a stranger moved to completely unoccupied land (in which case
he himself became an leagxiga). he had to consult the leaders
in practice as well., A stranger had to have land for his
fields. In prew-colonial days, ithe Tonga made their fields in
or mear old sites (matomgo) where most of the dead would have
been buried. Thus unless he had some lineage members who

were prepared to give him part of their fields, & stranger

had to oonsult the lea.ers who knew who waa buried where or
which land was free of burials. The consultation was necessary
for the people did not wish to plough near or over the graves
of persons they did not know in case the spirits objected.

In the case where the chief was rainmaker or ritual
leader as well, chieftainship became more hereditary. The nephew
whom the spirits, Basangu, chose or accepted also took over the
secular office, In this type, the seccurity of the chief was
more assured because no one could challenge the apirits, In
the case where the chief was of a purely secular nature, the
people could easily depose him and put another one (usually a
nephew) in his place if they were not pleased with him. It
would appear, therefore, that functioning separately, the twe
offices did net have to be hereditary, That of the rainmaker
or ritual leader depended on whether the spirits would decide
to reside in his heir or would choose someone else, That of

the chief depended on whether the people would still resognise

1. Colson, E, 1962 The Fle
3
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the authority of the heir or whether he was thought a wise
leader and capable protector and provider,

The Tonga emphasise that the‘dutits of the chief were
first and foremost to rule well (kulela kabotw); to see that
his people did not fight or injure each other and that they
were generally happye Omn their part, the people appreciated the
chief’s services by giving him presents mainly in the form of
meat, skins, elephant tuske amd graino but whi.h the ritual
leader (if the chief did not incorpo-ate this office as well)
could confiscate.

8ince nmany villages formed the neighbourhood complex,
each village had its own headman. Some of the headmen were
members of the chief's lineage, janakokalis(those who eat from
the royal hand)e The headman was respon:ible to the neighbourheood
chief. In cases where more ﬁh&ﬁ one neightourhood formed the
political unit, the village headmsn was responsible, through
his neighbourhood chief, to the big chief who was the overrall
head of all the neighiourhoods forming his political unit,.

Uften vhen a man injured another belonging to a iifferent
linea @, both 11n§egoa met to try to find a peaceful solution
ao that relatienahipn could be restored. Sometimes a solution
was found, Yhere they failed, the injured could go to the
headmane He in council with the village elders tried to find
ways of placating the injured or of settling the matter to the
advantage of both parties. Sometines they were successful.

tut 4f they were not, they took the case to the chief whe in
council with other headmen oapccially'ﬂggggggagig would settle
the oase., where more than one neighbourhood formed the political
unit, the complainant could still appeal to the big chief if he
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was not satified with the ruling. Dut all criminal cases had

to ve referred to the chi=f, In case of murder the ritual
leader had to sit in council always. Murder was an ofience

not only ¢ zinst the injured party and community but against

the spirits as well, Rites of purifica®ion had to he performed.
Again, where the political unit comprised more than one
neighbourhood, criminal cases could not be settled by the
headmen or neighbourhood chief without reference to the overall”
chief and neighbourhood ritual leaders.

Nevertheless, the importance of riiual among the Tonga made
the ritual powers of a chief (if he was both secular and ritual
leader) more pronounced and he became more widely known in areas
outside the geographical confimes of his neighbourhood. The
importance of and emphasis on ritual made the ritual leader (if
he was not the chicf as well) appear more prominent than the chicf
both to the people in the neighbourhood and to the visitors,

In the next chapter we shall see how the emphasis on
ritual and size of most of the neighbourheoods which formed the
political units led to the supposition that other functions
such as the juliciary and policy-making that neighbourhood leocders

performed had not existed in pre-colonial Tongaland.

Summary

The above survey of lLenje, Leya and Tonga pre-colonial
political developments shows that whercas among the Lenje it was
the ecology, some external political influences lineage ambitions
and economic factors which influenced and effected the
political system, among the Leya it was primarily the ecology
and political encounters and economic factors which were both

cause and effect of the political syastem operating at the end
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of the mineteenth ointury-

The ecology of Bulenje enabled less restricted population
movements and scattered settlements, Thus the Mukunis had found
it necessary to send administrators to rule over the areas farther
removed from the capital., In time these administrators established
their own autonomous governments. Further, we have seen hew
with populatien growth, lineage fission and fragmentation started
among the Bene~Mukuni. The assurance of cultivable land and
water both feor themselves and their animals enabled disappointed
contestants to the chieftaincy to go eff to another area.

Because of the scattered settlements, they were assured of a
following there. Long distances and lack of easy communications
with the centre worked to their advantage and in time they
established their own autoncmous governmentas.

On the other hand} the presence of many rivers assured them
a good enough harvest to meet their subsiatence requirements.
Therefore, .although important, ritual was not as emphasised as it
was among the Leya sand Tonga.

In contrast. to the Lenje, the ecology of Buleya and valley
Tongaland was economically unfavourable. But it worked to their
political advantages. DBecause of the ecology, settlement had to
be confined to areas along the Zambezi and its tributaries wheore
rich alluvial soils could sustain the crops. Consequently, in
Buleya we find a high pepulation concentration in and around the
capital. This meant that the chief could easily keep check of
what wae going on in the country. The ecology of the ceuntry and
settlement patterms it entailed also meant that a disappointed

conteatant to the chieftainecy could not easily wander off te
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another part of buleya to found a chiefdom of his own. If he
did he could not have a big enough following. Thus the ecology
of Buleya was advantageous to the continuation of the military
political system,

Ritual too came to form an impertant part of the political
institution, The low raiafall rate led to frequent occcurences
of drought and famine. Ceremonies to ensure tho coming of the
rains, of thankagiving and of supplication became a marked feature
in Leya mociety.

In the valley the easology led to pepulation concentrations.
Thus we find that here neighbourhoocds were larger both in size
and population. Again, because of the low rainfall rate ritual
came to play a very significant part in the political institution.

The ecology of plateau Tongaland enabled less restrictad
movements as people could be assured of arable land in most
cases, Nevertheless, there are few perennial rivers on the
plateau. Therefore, people had to settle where water was
available, Added to this was the people's method of shifting
cultivation. This led them to move more freguently and scatter
more as they scarched for good land and water. This was both
cause and effect of the political system. Lecause of the
ecology of the country the people had to live in scattered
settlements. This gave rise to smaller neighbourhoods and
also favoured their continuatioen.

Ritual became important among the Plateau Tonga toe. The
availability of arable land encouraged the Tonga agricultural
mindedness. But they had few peremnial rivers. (he assurence of

substantial rains vecame of paramount importance. Thus one of
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the qualities sought for in a leader was the zbility to sumwon
rain,

Ecology therefore played some part in the political develop-
ments of the societies under our survey. It also emphasised the
role of ritual among the Leya and Tonga. Nevertheless, it would
appear that external influences and political encounters with
other groups seem to have played an even greater part more especially
among the Lenje, Leya and Valley Tonga.

Our study of Lenje history prior to the arrival of 3sne-Mukyni
sugggsts that the people were organiaed zlong localised patterns,
often in clans, The arrival of Mukun{ and later subjection of
local people introduced a political system which was based on
more developed ideas of chieftainship. Lut political ambitions
of the segmented lineages were some of the fasctors that led to a
non-centralised political system among the Lenje.

Anohg the L:oya, the arrival of Mukuni added new concepts to
their ideas of leadership and originated a chieft:incy., Harassed
by the wars and raids, the Leya had to unite behind their chief
and figﬁt for their country and possescions. Th: sense of insecupity
engendered by the raide deepened the people's dependence on the
chief, Finally, the Leya subjection to the Lozi precluded any
formation ef other chieftaincies., It also strengthened the
political institution as all the various office holders had to be
alert and sarry out their duties efficiently. It is also possible
that the office of Natamoyo was adopted into the Leya politiecal
institution as a result of contact with the Lozi,

In the accoumt we surmiszed that 1aék of cutside political
influences among the Tonga could have led to the non-emergence of

chieftainships based on wider geographical dimensions. sec.:use
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the Tonga did not have bigger chieftainships in terms of population
and because each neighbourhood continucd to operate on an
individual basis, they reacted differemtly to the raids from the
way in which the Leya reacted. The Tonga found it necessary to
meet the enemy by living in even smuller and nore scattered
settlements., Thus the raids worked towards the conmtinuation of

the core localised pelitical system. On the other hand, we

thought it = probability that contact with southerm and Shona
chieftainships could have influenced the Valley Tonga chieftaincies
which were more developed than those onm the plateaus

The Lenje and Tonga political systems were also affected by
pre-colonial trade activities. Doth the Lenje and the Tonga lay
within the routes of long distance trade from the east and west
coasta,.

In the case of the Lemje, trade benefits helped the adminie
strators to amass and retain a substantial following to establish
independent chieftainships. Trade also enabled the chiefs to
retain the wealth which ensured them a following and the people's
respect. Riﬁalriea which came as a result of the economic strength

made some chiefs grow even nore apart; This in tura encouraged
the non=centralised system to continue.

In respect of the Tonga, trade and the wealth it entailed
encouraged the emergence of several neighbourhoods sinmce an
individual who could have amassed some wealth could hope for 4
substantial followinge On the other hand, that a leader comld
be made and rejected on the strength of his matedtal fortunes
undermined the institution of chiéfsnip, and therefore the fear
and respect for a chief did not become very deeply imbued in the

people’s hearts.
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Among the Leya, on the other hund, trade did not seem to have
had much effect on the political developments. In the nineteenth
century when long-distance trade was at its hei ht, the Leya were

often fightin: wars or suffering raids. 8y the time Panda ma Tenga,

a station used by missionaries, travellers and traders as their
centre on the southern side of the Zambezi river, the Leya
were under Lozi political domination. Therefore they could not
indulpge in long distance trade as their masters demanded most of
the ivory. Their masters did not permit them to trade in guns either.

By the end of the nineteenth century, then, the Lenje were
operating under a non-centralised political system. Dut there
was some sort of hierarchy. Most of the important chiefs were
linked by a unilineal lineage descent. Chitanda as the direct
descendant of the oldest daughter of the apical ancestress was
accorded a higher status. Appeals were made to him. The
acceptability of 5 chief also rested with him.2

Among the Leya, a unitary system had continued to operate.

But because of the importance of ritual, the priestess was viewed

as co-ruler together with the chief.

1. In his account on the Trip to the Victoria Falls Holub
wrote, "Some of the .iatoka who resided upon the farther shore,
under the dominion of their chief Mochuri (Mukuni) cume
over to us in their canoes, bringing goats, kaffir-corn,
veer, and beans for sule. I afterwards met one of them
a ain at Jeshekeesesss. Sepopo, supposing that I had never
seen a Satoka before introduced him to me; I recognised the
man at once, uut h: took care not to show that he knew me,
as he was conscious of having bought suns of us in direct
contravention of the King's commands, :n offence for which
he was liable to the sentence of death."

Holub, E. 1881. Seven Years in South Africa. 199-200.
My Leya informants emphasised that no-one wuas keen on
contravening this command.

2e He issued the royal drums which signified that a chief had
been accepted as being suitable enough to rule his people.
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The Tonga were operating under a non-centralised political
system, lowever, there was no form of link among the various
chiefs. A more localised system was also operating as each
neighbourhood continued to function independently of the other.
Ritual was greatly emphasised hae¥s, T.erefore, the ritual leader
could at timea commnand greater authoeity than the purely secular
chief,

The strength and weakneas of the systems in terms of the
chief/people relationship und geography determined the nature of
the people's reactions and responses to colonial rule and alseo
the changes effected to the systoms. This will be the subject of

our next two chapters.
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CHAPTER II

- T D T g I W AP S e ik WD o e

POLITICAL SYSTEMS UNDER DRITISI

SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY RULE

Introductory

In this chapter we shall examine change in the indigenous
political systems as a result of colonial rule.

The British South Africa Company Administration introduced
the policy of 'direct rule'. By this the Administration
assumed political, legislative, judicial and administrative
powers and was to execute them directly.1 But the Company
was always short of staff to execute its many duties.
Conscquently, it found it necessary to call on chiefs and
headmen to perform some of these functions.2 Indigenous

leaders were aware of the Company's weakness and exploited it

1. The North-Eastern Rhodesia Order-in-Council 1900. A/2/7.
L.M.s
The Barotzilund North-Western Rhodesia Order-in-Council.
1899, A/2/8, L.M.;
High Commissioner's Notice No.68 of 1908. BS2/7. N.A.Z.

‘2. High Comhissioner's Notice No.68 of 1908. 1382/7. N.A.Z.
Northern Rhodesia Proclamatiuc of the Adwministration of
lintives, No.8 of 1916. :1/20/369. MN.A.G.
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in order to safeguard their status. Change in the indi «~nous
political systems must be seen as an interaction tu:twesn two
factors - colonial policy and its effectiveness on one hund

and the responses of the indijgenous leaders and common people

on the other.

Until 1911 the couniry was purtitioned into two adminie
strative divisions! Korth-tastern <hodesia and Forth-western
Rhodesiae. lorthesastern fhodesia was administered by a
fesident Com.issioner from somba, lyasalunde. The sritish high
Commissioner tased in Cape town, South Africa, was reaponsible
for North-western Rhodesia.

The relstionship between the Adwinistration and chiefs
was not clearly defined in North-Bastern Rhodesia. In North-
Western Khodesia, however, it was defined by the Mirh
Commissioner's Notice of 1908.1 The Notice remaincd in force
until 1916 when the Froclimation of the Adainistration of

Hatives was promulgated.z

1, liigh Commissioner's lotice No. 68 of 1908, w2/ 7. Ne.AJZ.

2e Horthern Rhodesia ‘roclamation of the ad.inistra‘ion of
Natives, No.8 of 1916, 11/20/369., l.A.G.



When the country was first partitioned in 1899, Bulenje
formed part of North-Eastern Rhodesia. In 1905 it was
transferred to North-Wiestern Rhodesia.1 Thus together with
the Leya and Tonga, the Lenje chiefs were subject to the
High Commissioner's Notice of 1908. In the Notice the
High Commissioner acknowledged chiefs and headmen as important
parts of native administration. It was impressed on all
Native Commissioners and Assistant Native Commissioners that they
were to control the people through chiefs and headmen. The
duties of the chiefs and headmen were also laid down. Chiefs
were responsible for the general conduct of their people.

They were to see that crimes and offences were prevented,to
notify and publicise any administrative orders, to nominate
district headmen and to help the Native Commissioner/Assistant
Native Commissioner with the compilation of census and collection
of tax. District and village headmen were to assist chiefa as
well as to sce to the good conduct of the people directly

under them. Political, legislative and judicial powers still
remained in the hands of the Administration and its Company

staff,

1. When discussing the extension of the NortheWestern
Rhodesia bvouniary in 1904, members of the Board had
argued, "The title asserted by the Company to mineral
rights in North-Western Rhodesia is more easily
susceptible of strict proof in case of need than to
similar rights in North-lastern Rhodesia. The Board
attaches great importance to this consideration":
Letter from Members of the Board to Codrington, 190k,
B1/2/281. N.A.Z.
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The 1916 Proclamation still rescrved the political,
legislative and judicial powors for the Adminictration. Lut
it clearly defined the status and duties of the chiefs and
heudmen throughout the countrye. In the Froclazation it
woas pointed out thot a chief could only hold office “"duPin;
the pleacure of the Administrator and upon good tehaviour
and ceneral fitness." . lis duties, ter 2, wore enuncrated
as to prevent crimes and offences of evasion of uny texin and
licensing lowsy to aprrehend and secure offenders and to hand
these t- the Hative Comrissioner/Assistant Native Commissionerg
to roanin:te enough headmen for nis sut-diatrict for appointment
by the Notive Comrmissioncrs to report to the lative Comiissioner
of any irregularities , misconduct or imposition on the purt
of any district headmen, village headmen or messenger of which
he would have L~-come aware. +he duties of the dictrict and
village hecadmen were laid down as, inte alla, to prevent any
Whnotive®™ from occupying any lund at, around or near a village
unless a Mapistrate or lative Commiseioner would bive authorised
the occupution; to carry out the orders of the Hagictrate
or iative Com-issioneri to assist in the compilation of ceunsus
and collection of t.xesy to report to the Lative Comulssioner
any irregularities, misconduct or imposition on the part of any
pessenger. he Proclumction further stuted thut the chief,
district or villajge heudmen, "shall be decmed to be & constatle
and is nuthorised «nd require to arrestesces..’” and any of them
whe would have neglected their duties or abused their authority,
“gnall be deemed to have committed an offence and shall upon
conviction be liable to imprisonment with or without hard lalour

for more than six months and to a fine of not more than <10 or to
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both such fine and imprisonment and disuissal."”

Although further Froclamations were issued from time to time,
the 1916 one provided the main operstionul nasis until 1930.1

Juring the period of the ritish <outh . frica vompuny rule,
liative administration was in tiae hends of the administralor
(two tefore the amal amution of liorthecastern :hodesia und .orthe
wesiern <hodesial)e -he uecr:tury for ‘ative Affairs wus in churge
of the Department of hutive .ffairse ‘or a.ministr-tive purgoses,
Cistricts end subedistricts hud tuen wmu, .ed out in the early
st oges of Lompuny rule. idstrict Uom:issioners were in churge of
Districts. lagistrates were in charge of subedistricts. They
supervised hative Comuissioners/i istant lLative vomuissioners
under theme oui=districts were further divided into native
divisions. In some casecs these cor:esponded with the chiefs'
urease ut in others more thun onc chief mude up o native division.
sative Vom: iasioners/:ssistunt lative Commissioners Lascd at the
Jistriet ilesdquuters were in churge of these. .ut divisional he
hendmen (sometimes uliuo r for.ed to as district huudmen) were
nominated Lo be in churge of each division. They were answer:ile
to ciiefs. Chiefs, division:l .nd village he=dnen in that order
vere in Jirect eh.ige of tueir people wunmd wore roopousible nd
answerable to the lLative cemuission r/issistant hative Ucurissioner.
Messenyers were employ:d und at:.ched to esch adainistrative ceutoe,

the _owa. They carried messages from the bona to chiofs and heudimen,

1. For exumple, ‘he idsinistration of latives(.mendement)
Crdin.nce, 1927, whers the only surstantial addition to the
1916 one wus an allowance uade for the provision of latour
in cases of emergency. /1/2/464. Noied.
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It will e s n from the constitution thiut chiefs and
headnen became vooy asubordinate and ronlied juite low in the
whole political hierarchy. “his low status, the deprivation of
their political, legislative and judicial powers und the
niture of their new duties put the chiefs and headmen in an
awkward po-tion yigea=vias their people. 15 the lative
Comnission r, llumiwa subedisirict remarked, "If he (the chief)
nade himself uncomfortuble to tho e uround him, intriguc would
probably lead to his downfalls They are a prey to public
opinicn."1 Cn the other hand, if the chief failed in the
execution of Goverament duties, hc stood in danger of being
suspended or possible deposition. The District Comci sioner,
Livingstons, wrote in 1927 concerning headmon, "Theirs is a
thankless task without any tangible rewurd., They are between
the upper and nether millestones, represented by the Jiastrict
o ‘ticial on the one purt urging them to efficiency and by their
oun people on the other, i:.ciu; wnom too greut ¢ display of
cnergy and zeal ca:not fail to render them unpopulazr cnd their
lite a burdon."2

But at this point we shall tarn to the Lenje, Leya and Tongn
and exumine in detail the effects of the new policy and

administrative measures on the indigenous political systemse

1e Annual Report, 1915, Kaufue District, Humbwa Suo-Bistrict.
ZA/7/4/9/1e B.del.

2. Annual Report, 1927, Livingstone Sub=District, K3C6/1/1.

L
e “udde
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i) The Lenje
Exgept for a few traders, the Lenje had not had much

contact with white men in the nineteenth century. Company
representatives did not go as far as Dulenje in order to

explain their intentions.1 Thuas when administrative centres
were set up in their area,2 the Lenje and especially the chiefs
were suspicious of white administrators. In 1902 the
Administrator for North-Lastern shodesia wrote, ".he attitude

of natives in these wWestern Divisions unas not been entirely
satisfactory. <The iashukulumbwe, ¥alenje and wasoli trives have
not hitherto come much into contact with Luropeans and are
suspicious and distrustful. “hilst not evincing active

hostility, they are unruly and regardless of authority."

1e Sharpe declared the area between the Luangwa and rafue
rivers to be under British *Protection'. The declaration
gisslater confirmed by Johnstont Hall, <. 1965 Zambis.
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“hen giving evidence to the Hative Reservea' Commissioner
in 1926, J.il. Clark, in charge of sroken Hill beerhall,
claimed that he had been commissioncd vy the Chartered
Company im about 1905 to obtain treaties from chiefs from
Feira subedistrict to as far as the Ila country. It was
then that treaties with the Lenje chiefs were made. ut
hias treaties were never ackmowledged by the Company:?
Native Heserves Commisiioni Along or ncar the .wiluay line.
ZP1/2/1. HNaedade

2. The first administrative centres were set up at iwomioshi,
south of Ravwe, und at Chipowa in the iwano Valley in
1902, 4 native division stution was also opened at
Chitanda's (3itanda) in the same year: Iroken IHill
District lotebook. &DA2/1s lHeied.

3 Report on Administration of Lortheiastcrn ihodesia for
the two years ending 31st llarch, 1902. ¢€1/16. L.N,
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Despite the appurent 5.od relutions come chicfs, like Chipepo,
enjoyed with Adminictrotion officers, lLenje chicfc continued

to view the la-ter with suspicions und distrust. This

attitude worked to tie chiefs' advantigee The chiefs werc
anxious not to loue the pcople's supporte On the oilir huno,
the peoplo woulld not transfer thedr allegiunce from ticir chicfs
to the now coumers.

After 1905 the Lionje wore pluced under the Jurdisdiction
of four different adminiestrative units. Chitunda, “asonk-mon.
and hupandula were put in lumuwa subedigirict togetuer with
sone wala, Ila and aonde chiefs. lHukubwe was ia lidola
Jisitricts lungule alon, with Soli chiefr was Llaced in
chilanga cub=disirict while tav rest of the Lenje chiefs wer:
in . roken Hill sub-district.

‘his adainistrative arrangement meant that the Lenje 'tribve’
no longer formed a politicui and adminisirative unite. i‘hey now
forrmed unito with people who had formerly -elon ed to difflerent
politicul and audminisirative unitse

-he new crrancement also affected the Chipepo/ hitanda
relztionship and tue ot tus of the two chiefs in Lonjo societye
In the last chapter we noted t.af touards the end of the
nincteenth century Chipeope had strengthened his politicul stund
in U orms of wealth.€£:1lowing and geopgraphicul arecus.s u thut
insgpite of this wuditunde continued to hold the seuior position
amon_ the Lenje chiefse The “lsinistration, ho ever, ased the
impor.unce of a chief in relation to oitners on population and
seographical ureu. Yhen the Lonje were in dorthesastern dhodesia,
Chipepo wis nearer to the aduinisiritive centre t .n Uhitundae

nfter the 1905 adrinictrutive chanpes he wes in tie sauo district
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withlthe majority of the lenjc chiefs .fter 1006 he wus ncarer
n02?££ the gro ing town of ovroken iHill but clso to the line of
rail., . he opinion first formed by the idminis-rution of Ghipepo's
seniority (based on large population and areal) was y@ryetuated.1
In 1908 the liative Coumi: cioner, sroicn dill, referred to

Chipopo, 'a foirly intelligent man”, @8 the Ygupreme chief" of

the Lenje.z In 1936 the “istrict Commlscioner reaurked of

Chipepo in this period, “Chipepo appears always to have been the

most powerful chief of the &alenjs.”3 In 1922 hisz subsidy was

1. vhen the cuestion of recognition of a Senior Uhier rose in
1953 the District Comwissioner wrote, "l have inveatisated
their anceatry ond it is clerr th.t slthoush they both
descend from a womun hitanra, chitinda is the direct heiree.
but Chipepo had the largest area and the largest popu.ctiony
e was close to the firat Luropean arrivals ond wie a
forceful charact:re. He was near Broken Hill iiradquarters
at a time when Chitanda wus administvred from ilumiwa, it
is not difficult therefore to see how he came to he
regarded as the nost fmportant Lenje chief ty the first
Curopeans™: llutive Authority, Central rrovince, Chiefs,
1949-1958, 1/1201/3. HN.A.Z.

2. uroken i1l Jistriet lotebock. iDA2/1. K.i.ls

e Opoken Hill Jistrict ilotebook. aDA2/1 Heiele.
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put up to £6 while Chitanda was getting &2 per = annum -
Chipepo's subsidy rose to £36 by 1930 while Chitanda's stood

at &7, Fo. his part Chipcpo «id not want to co. ruct this
impression. As we shall see in the next chapter, he continued to
snjoy this position until 1953 when the loc:l people had a

say in the matter and declared Chitanda Senior Chief.1 However,
some Lenje informants expressed the view that the other Lenje
chiefs did not accept the official view and they continued to
treat Chipepo as an equal.

Meanwhile, the Lenje und suonde chiefs in sumbwa sube
district continued to accord Chitanda a higher status than the
other chiefs. For instance, when chief iFumba, a Laonde chief,
did in 1917, the other chiefs accepted Chitanda's choice,

They also nominated Chitanda together with Kaindu and Kasonkomona
to divide the estate.” When Kasonkomona died in 1918, all the
chiefs and headmen present would not nominate an heir because
Chitanda was not present.3 Although he was not the central
figure in succession discussions from other sub-districts,
Chitanda still held the power to grant the royal drums. Never-
theless, despite the fact that Administration officers respected

the chiefs' reference to Chitanda, there is no evidence that

1. Native Authority, Central Province, Chiefs. 1949-1958.,
N/1201/3., N.A.Z.

2. Mumbwa District Notebook. KTJ3/1 Vol. N.A.Z.
I am not sure why the Kaonde chiefs also accorded Chitanda
this senior position. It is possible that they stood
in fear of Chitanda becausc of the pre-colonial encounters
when the ilaonde always met with defeat, As a result of
these operations, Chitunda was able to extend his area to
include some Kzonde villages. OCne of his Kaca was choaen
from the Haonde.

3, Mumbwa District Notebook. KTJ3/1., Vol.1. N.A.Z.
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they themseclves regarded him as the most important Lenje
chief even over the chiefs in Mumbwa sub-districte.

This short survey of the status of Chitanda and Chipepo
in this period brings out two points. In the first place a
new idea was introduced to the Lenje ideas of senior chief,
To the Lenje the criterion for Chitanda's senior status had
been primarily that of primogeniture, Chitanda as direct
descendant of the oldest daughter of the apical ancestress was
accorded the higher status. Now,however, the importance of a
chief was determined more by the populution under him and
largeness of his area. Secondly, the Lenje were now subjected
to two senior chiefs! Chitanda whom the people still held as
senior and Chipepo whom Administration viewed as the most
important Lenje chief.1

However, although Chipepo was considered the most
important Lenje chief, the Administratien did not view him
as Paramount Chief., Administration officers dealt with
individual chiefs dir-.ctly. For their part, each chief tried
to maintain his stotus among his people without reference to

either Chitanda or Chipepo.

1S
1. Probably this/why one colonial officer later remarked,
"Hitherto the Lenje country was divided equully
between Chitanda and ChipepOeessess” t Central Province
Native Courts, N/1759/2, N.A.Z.
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The Administration gave chiefs power to nominate headmen
when vacancies occured. Chiefs together with headmen were
also authorised to nominate an heir to a chieftaincy. They
could also act as assessors in cases involving their people
when requested by Administration officers and give the latter
advice on 'native custom' when necessary. Thus as in pre-
colonial days chiefs and headmen played a leading role in
matters concerning succession appointments and disputes,
Chiefs and headmen were also given the duties of tax collection,2
promulgation of laws, orders and notices and arresting of
criminals. However, they were not allowed to make laws or
formulate policies of their own. They were not given judieciil
powers and they were deprived of their right to allocate land.
But in pre-colonial days these had been the mainstay of their
authority. That they could no longer fulfil such functions
robbed their institutions the basis of their strangth.

The Administration, however, was silent on the question of
ritual. The indigenous offices in this field continued to

function undisturbed.3

1« The District Notebook and Annual Reports reveal that
chiefs and headmen dealt with succession matters.

2. Chiefs and headmen assisted Native Commissioner/A sistant
Native Commis~ioner by summoning the people to the
capital village or to each village in readiness for the
latter's visit. Sometimes they wcre expected to collect
taxes themselves and take them to the boma.

Se The first mission station in Bulenje was opened by the
Wesleyan Methodists at Chipembi in 1912. DBut there
was not much missionary impact on the people., My father
was one of the group sent out from Chipembi Mission in
the early 1930's on evangelising missions and to open up
centres and schools in other .arts of Bulenje, He told
me that in fact by then most places had not ueen reached
by the missionaries. iven :here the sivle/ gched, it had
not yet altered the people's religiosity.
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In respect of the new duties, Administration Proclamations
added new dimensions to the functions of chiefs and headmen which
at the same time placed the latter in an embarrassing situation
vig~g-vis their people. Tax collection seems to have been the
most embarrassin; duty among the Lenje chiefs and headmen and one
which could have undermined their authority greatly.

Tax was introduced in Dulenje in 1905, Most people did not
understand the meaning of the new tax. Some of my interviewees
were old enouph during the latter hz:1lf of Company rule., “hey
recall how mcny of the people could not understand the purpose of
the new taxes. As one of them remarked, "We used to yive things
to our chiefs., DLut this was in appreciation of what they did
for us., Ve gave it willii;ly. But we did not know where the
new taxes went, We knew they weire not for the chiefs but for
the Qgggg."1 Some people would not pay the taxes. DBut those
who did not pay because they could not and tiose who deliberately
avoided puaying because they did not see why they should pay, were
often imprisoned with hard labnnrga The people who formerly
expected their chiefs to protect them from outside attack or
danger now expected their chiefs and headmen to protect them
against the 'new menace', Instead, to some people, the chiefs
and headmen seemed to aid the Native Commissioner to extract
taxcs from them or to expose them to the penalties that followed

failure or evasion payment. The old man quoted above

Te Headman Mukonka, Literal translation from Lenje., Tape
in L.M.

2. Proclamation No.16 of 1905, ZP11/2. N.A.Z.
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went on to say, "Some of the people were disheartened that the
chiefs did not shield them.... Few realised that the chiefs were
as hslpless as they themselves. Those whom the chiefs h:lped
meet their tax obligations were often headmer and other
important men in society. oJome of us who understood what wus
happening stoo: up for the criefs. but instead of tellinyg them
that the chiefs were nelpless, we told thier all sortm of lics...”1
The loss of their political, legislative and Judicial
powers scandalised the chiefs and headmen who thought that
they had fallen in the estimute of their people. OUme old
man alive at the time recalls how Chitanda was demoralised by
the limitations to his powera.a This view is expressed by most
people in other chieftainciea.3 That they no longer held the
right to allocate land seems to have affected tihe chiefs and
headmen very greatlye
We huve ob erved that in preecoloniul days it was the
prerogative of chiefs and headmen to azllocate land to people.
low they could ndt do so without having first obtained permission
from the Hagistrate, Native Commissioner/Assistant Native
Commissioner, who often did not want to part with the best land.
In sulenje, chiefs iiungule's, Chamuka's und Liteta's «reas
contuin some of the best arsble lands in the country. Feople
here were disappcinted when headmen hesitated to al;ocate them

land or when they were told, after a long wzit, cthat they could

e Headman iiukonka. Literal translation from Lenje. Tape in
L.M., Unfortunately, I could not make him tell me what
lies they used to tell the pecople,

2e deadman ilukonia. Tape in L.HM.

3e Chitentabunga of chief Chigcpot
Katutwa of chief Htitimaj

Nsoka, l. and Shipekwa, G. of chief Liteta.
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not give them land near their villages and that they would have
to go elsewhere whore land might be available. As the Apaistant
Magistrate, Chilanga sub-district, admitted in 1915, "When the
headman requires lands, the of icials are hesitant in case the
land might be wanted for European settlement., Villagers look to
the headmen to provide them with land. When he is unable to
do so, they lose confidence in him"1 The presence of settler
farmers posed furthcr problems for the Lenje chiefs and headmen.
Although the question of Native Reserves was raised during
Company rule, it was not taken up seriously until after 1924,
Hence, some people continued to live in the . proximity of the
farmer. Phis proximity to the farmer exposed such people to
certain ideas which were contrary to their traditional way of
living. They were developing individualistic tendencies which
they would have noted in the farmer. Thus they did not feel it
necessary to remain under the headmen's authority and contrel.
Often, those who did not want to obey the headman or remain
within his sphere of control ran to the farmer who was willing
to take them on as tenants. As his tenants, the farmer extracted
two months' free labour every year, and this often during the
working season. But as tenants, the people were entitled to the
farmer's and not to the headmen's protection.2

Thus it would appear that the whole institution of chiefship
was undermined because while the Wlew policy deprived CJ&qZOf their
political, legislative and judicial powers, their new duties were

often at variance with what the people expected of them. DBoth

1.  Annual Report, 1914-15, Luangwa Province, Chilanga Sub=
Bistrict. ZA/7/1/1/7. N.AZ.

2. Inid
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the damage done to the institution and the chiefs' and headmen's
dilemma cannot be denied. These undermining factors notwithe
standing, the indigenous leaders were able to waintain their
status quo. In the first place, they exploited Administration
weakness.

The Company did not employ enou;h staff to perform its
many duties and ensure that chiefs and headmen kept to within
their sphere of operation., Administration officers could
not cover all the districts as often as was necessary. For
example, in 1914=15 the Native Commissiomer, Broken iill
sub-district,made four journeys which all added up to eighty=-
two days of travelling. ile covered the whole subwdistrict during
his journeys. In the administrative year 1917-18 only one
tour appears in the Jistrict Notebook to chiefs Chipepo's,
Liteta's and Ntitma's areas. It wus made between 6th
August and 22nd September., Forty-nine villages were visited,
an avarage of one day to a village. During each visit to
a village, the lative Commissioner compiled the census,
collected tax, inspected crops and did other miscellaneous
jobs.1

The infrcquent tours worked to the advantage of the chiefs
and headmen who continuecd to perform some of their former duties
especially in the judiciary. My informants told me that

chiefs and headmen continued to listen to both criminal and

i.Broken Hill District Notebook. KDA2/1. N.A.Z.
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civil cases.1 <ut now they adapted their sentences to the
new ideas of justice. ror example, in pre-colonial days a
thief used to have his hands chopped offj a witch used to be
burnt alive. Now the chiefs and their advicers . eallsed that
such sentences could not be carried oui without gettiny lhemselves
into trouble with the Administration officers. Therefore, they
adjusted their sentences. In most cases the ofien.er was
nerely asked to compensste the injureds 4in more serious cases
such as murder they r=ferred the case to the Native Commissioner's
courts At times thoy weighed the situation carefully. If
they realiscd that the sentunce could not be kept away from
the bomwa or where they suspected the ability of either party
to koep the secret from the poma , they reported the case.a
A record of case tried in the liative Commissioner's court,
Humitwa subwdistrict,during the year 1922 renders support to
the view that chiefs and headmen used to fulfil some of their
judicial functions. Qut of a recorded population of 28,993
only 144 civil cases and two of witcheraft were tried in the
Native Commissioner's court.3 The number of witchcraft cases
tried seems too small and I suspect that more civil and
criminal ceses were settled by the indigenous leadera.4

For their part, the people continued to -ake their
provlems to the chiefs and headmen and did not loox up to

the Administration officers whom they rarely sav.

1, Chitentabungas; Nsoka, li. § Shipekwa, G
Ce Nsoka, i1s and Shipekwa, G.
3, ilumbwa District Hotebooke X003/1 Vol.1l. HenoZ,

. In 1927 the District Commissioner, Fum:wa subedistrict,

reported that in Company days chiefs used to try 'petty'
cases! Annual leport, Mumbwa subedistrict. iDCE/1/9.N.i.k.
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Where failure to comply with Administration poatul tioms
would have lianded the chiefs in trouble with Government, they
sometimes sought out ways to avoid both trouble with Administration
and unpopularity with the people. ior example, in order to
avert some of the unpopularity which their role in tax collection
engendered, where they could, and especially in respect of
important men in society, chiefs, and to a less extent headmen,
pald for the people, The people reimbursed them 1ater.1 This
was easy for them to do when tax could be paid in cash or kind.
Chiefs still received presents of grain, meat, chickens and egus
from the people% As the old man guoted above explained, the
few who understood the situation (mostly tnose helped by the
chiefs and headmen) also tried to avert the people's disappointm:ont
in their chiefs and headmon.3
At times chiefs adopted methoda of passive reaistance in
their dealings with Administration ofiicers. Chief Chipepo
affords us an example of this. At the onset of colonial rule,
Chipepo's nrea stretched as far as the prescnt town of Katwe.
The mine there was open-d in 1906, Thereupon, Chipepo was
asked to move his people farther awsy from the mine. The need
for the removil bec:ime more pressin: with the emergence and
growth of the towa. Chipepo agreed to comply but did not act
upon his word when he got bacc home. The chief renliscd that

people would not Porcibly move Irom their land. Consequuntly,

Te Nsoka, M. and Shipekwa, G.

26 In the 1950's chicfs were still given prescnts of mcat,
eg:s and chickens. Personal observition.

e Headmun kukonka., Yape in L.k,
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he feared that if he insisted, he would alienate himself from
them, when an officer confronted him as to why he Jid not carry
out the orders, the chief at times remained silent and appeared
stupid or clamed his people whom he said would not listen to
him, 7The Administration wue short of personnel and could not
mount an eviction campéign. Besides, they had often found ‘hipepo
a sensinle chief, <They put the blame on his people whomhe could
not control. <The solution presented itself when with the
growth of the mine and town, the people found that they could
not gruge their cattle. Thus, gradually, they moved westwards
and eastwarda.1

liungule presents another exumple. “ungule's area offers
some of the Lest farming lande From the early days furmers had
settled in his ares im the west and south of present day lLusakae
vefore farms were fenced, people used to go and tuild in the
proximity of the farms and the chiefs and headmen allowed them to.
Although the farmers could make use of labour from the people
near tueir farms, they were always complaining of Ypative''cattle
straying into their land. In any case, the Lenje did not make
good employees.2 As a result, (.o srs were hot very sympusthetic
towards them. The o.ffcers conctantly reminded the chief and

headmen to move their people from the proxiuicy of

1. Chitentabun;aj; Ksoka, Me § Shipekwa, C.

2e In 1923 the Acting Native Commissioner and Maglstrate,
ipoken HMill subedisirict, hud compliined that the Lenje
worker was '"here to day and gone tomorrow." Annual
Report, 1923, Luan;wa Province, iroken ilill Subwiisiricte.
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the farms and not to allow their people to occupy land near
the farms. The chief agreed to comply with the orders but did
not execute them., At times he discussed the matter with his
headmen anc councillors. Often th.y all agreed to play the
zame of "let us wait and see'". To the officers the Lenje
leaders appeared to be weak and unable to control their
people. The officer in-charge, Chilanga sub-districi once
remarked, "It is extremely difficult to rule the native of the
sub=-district through their chiefs and headmen.... They are
supine, effete,backebonelesSececscses The elders of the Asoli
and the Alenje present a heart-brealking prcblem."1 While
this statement might have some substance in it in that the
recent developments at times made it difficult for chiefs and
headmen to execute their duties, the officer did not realise
that sometimges this middle course of passivity and apparent
spinelessness was deliberately simuluted by the chiefs and
headmen in order to save themselves out of awkward situations.
In 1915 Mr. Tagart, Native Commissioner, Mumbwa sub-
district,went on tour to get some porters for the war. Chief
Kasonkomona told him that he could not give him carriers since
.o=one obeyed him (Kasonkomona) any longer. ie also told him
that he did not know anyone whom he could nomin te as a district
messenger. It is possible that district messen;ers were viewed as

administration stooges :t this time. 7The post was therefore not

1. Annual Report, 192k, Kafue District, Chilanga sub-district.
KDC6/1/6., N.A.Z.
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popular. However, Tagart realised the game the chief was
playing at. He remarked, "Kasonkomona gave the igpression that
he was a hopeless passive resister of the old school."1 But
he left the chief's area without having obvtained carriers,

The result of the Administration policy and m asures on
the one hand and Administration weakness and the initiative
of the indigenous leaders on the other was that the Lenje
became a part of the country-wide system. They became subjected
to the same administrative structure and policies as other groups
in the country. Chiefs ceased to be the superior authority.
They were now answerable to the Native Commission ry ilagistrate
and so on to the Administrator, The hierarchical system with
one chief, Chitanda, considered as senior also underwent aome
change., Now there>§£§ chiefs accorded a higher status: Chitanda
whom the Lenje still recognised as their senior and Chipepo
whom the Administration acknowledged as the most important
Lenje chief., In reaspect of the orgunisation, the Administration
adopt-d the offices of the chief and headman only. However,ths
two offices did not carry with them the former decisionemaking
and legislative functions nor the right to allocate land,
But chiefs and headmen undertook other duties such as those of
tax collection and policing their area.

Nogwithstanding these chunges, tiere Qas some continuity
in the system. To the people the chief was still the authority
whom they sti}% regarded as their father and benefactor.

the

Functionally,/chief still played a leading role in succession

matters} he still performed his judicial duties; he still

fulfilled his ritual functions. The system as it continued to

Mumbwa District Notebook, KTJ3/v. N.A.Z.
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operate amony the people still encorporated tre ofiice of
sacae »y informauts told me tuat following the 1909 Rative
Authority und lative Courts vrdinances, the already ezisling
haca and counciilors, soue of whom were .alo .a, were cuiled
upon by chiefs to provide hative Authority councillors and
court assesors.1 In 1936 the Cistrict Comuissioner, (roken
iill, refersred to saca who, ne was told, had alwsys exiatede
ost people still went o see jgca vefore toking tueir proulems
to the chief,

Chipyeslsa too continued to p rform his Juties since the
Company did not concrrn itself with ritual mutters und
3

chri.stian influence was not yet felt.” lHukatarweene who had ucen

the chiefs confidunt in politicul and personal watters cleo
continued to porform his duties. However, the oifice of

Balance vecance nonefunctionul in its cupucity us a stand by

arnye <o defend the country was in the nunds of the sdoinistrations
ut in the first few years of Compuny rulc  Bulsange still

hunted for the chief. OCften when chiefs were called upon to

srovide wessengers for the ' oma' or porters both for the tiuring
4dminictration officer =nd, during the wor, to scnd to the war
{ront, they drew on ﬁggggﬁgﬁ. Thus Belonse in part died

out und in purt took on new functions.

1 Chitentabunrag lisoka, le} “alpokua, e

2e roion 1111 Jis rict Hotebooke £132/1e Heoelo
3, ‘bove . pe 86 ne 3

ke  Chief Chitenda. .uype in L.M.
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11) The Leya

On the eve of colonial rule the Leya had been Lozi subjects
by right of military conquest. Prior to Lozl conquest, they
had been subjected to raids from the Lozi, Kololo and Ndebele.
Ndebele raids continued even when the Leya were under Lozi political
domination.1 They continued until the early 1890's when
Matebeleland came under British rule. Although the Leya sometimes
repulsed the enemy, the Ndebele often devastated Leya country.
When tﬂey were Lozi subjects, the Leya sent tribute to Pulozi
regularly. But the Lozi sent their own men to get slaves from
Buleya. The Lozi were quite harsh to the pcople during such
visits. Sometimes they carried away Leya women and children while
they killed others.2 British rule was therefore welcomed by
the Leya who saw in it an end to the raids and Lozi domination.3
The chief and his councillors were anxious to sign their own
treaties with Company representatives in order to be assured of
a much longed for protection.h Nonetheless, they envisaged a
protection which while keeping the Ndebele and Lozi at day, would

5

leave them to run their affairs their own way.

1e Colson, E. 1950. "Note on the Tonsa and Ndebele," N.R.J.,
2+ 35 for the last recorded Tonga raids. My Leya informants
say that the Ndebele attacked the northern parts of the
chiefdom before proceediny to plateau Tongalandj
Chief Mukuni, Siloka II, "Handbook of the Leya Hictory."
L.M.

2e Mukemu. Tape in L.M.
e Ibid.

L, In 1955 chief Mukuni maintained that he was in possession of
documents signed in 1897 with Company men. These also defined
his adeas of influence. N.,1101/1. N.A.Z,
Unfortunately, chief Mukuni died vefore I could ask him about
these claims. The present wsukuni couldﬂg}oduce these documents
although he affirmed the late Mukuni's assersion.

] Mukemu, Tape in L.M. P



98

But when, gradually, it became clear that Mukuni's
sub=chief on the southern bank was no longer answeratle to

him as a result of the boundery drawn up between the two countries,

the Leya chief and other indigenous leaders became suspicious
of the actual intentions of the new comers. WYhen tax was
introduced in 1904, their previous experiences under the Lozi of
the status that tribute implied made them question whether the
white men had not to come to stay as their political masters.
Their fears were confirmed by the ensuing Company Proclamations.
The suspicions entertained by the Leya chief and other
leaders were reflected in some of the steps the chief took in
his dealings with the Administration. This worked to his
advantage as it precluded some embarrasing and harmful situations
the chief would otherwise have found himself in with regard his
people. For example,when the bridge across the Zambezi was
completed in 1904, Company offioials offered the chief some
presents as a teken of thanks for providing moat of the men
who worked on the bf&dge. Chief Mukuni, suspicious of Company
intentions, consulted his councillors and headnen whether to
accept the gifts or not. The consensus was that i the chief
accepted the gifts, it would indicate his total acceptance of the
men, It would also appear as if he had connived with the white
men to extract cheap labvour from his people and that he did not
care for the many Leya who had died while working on the bridge.
To the people it would also indicate that the chief was ready
to sell his country and people to Company men in exchange for the
few nimeties they offered him. The chief preferred the people's

. 2
support. He turned down the offer of gifts. But the lLeya chief

1e See below p. 00

2e Chief Mukuni and councillors.
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knew what a superior power could do to apparent disobedient
subject people.1 Thus he cowoperated with the Administration
as much as possible. For example, in 1917 the Native
Commissioner, Livingstone sub-district, commented that chief
Mukuni was of some assistance to Government.2 In 1922 the
Native Commissioner wrote of the chief, ''The new Mukuni appointed
in 1918 ie now about 40 and is keen and has some intelligence."3
When the British South Africa Company first took over the
administration of Matebeleland, they had declared the Zambezi
river the boundary between Hatebeleland and Northern Zambezia.
By this the Leya people who in pre-colonial days had stretched
to the southern bank of the river found themselves outside
Mukuni's jurisdiction, Siakabondo, liukuni's sub-chief in charge
of the people there, was made a chief and placed in Wankie

District.5

1. The Leya remember what happened to their fathers and
grandfathers if tribute was delayed. The Lozi Litunga
sent impis to raid Buleya and these were always
accompanied by atrocities liko killing of the women and
carrying away others. That is why it was necessary
for the Leya to become efficient in the dispatch of their
tribute! Mukemu. Tape in L.HM.

2. Livingstone District Notebock. KSCL/1, N.A.4%.
3 Ibid.

4, Matebeleland Order-in-Council, 1894, A2/6. L.M.
5, Livingstone District Notebook KSC4/1., N.A.Z.;

Chief Mukuni, Siloka II. 1957 "A handbook of Leya
Higstory.," L.M.
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In 1900 the Leya were placed in .wtoka Frovince and were
administered from ralomo subedigtrict togetuer with the loka,longa
lkoya and ekute Leya.tI In 1906 the Toka, iikoya snd Leya were
moved into Livingstone sub-district.a ut elthoupgh district
vboundaries were mapped out as early as 1900, it was not until
1921 that chicfs' voundaries were propeirly damarcatcd.3
#iukuni lost yct more people who lived to the west of Livingstone
town. J[Ihese were placed uncer Sekute's and Jusokotwuni's
jurisdiction,

Thus the new distsict structure brought changes to the
Leya political systeme. <There was no longer a subechief. Further,
the L.ya formed an administrative unit together with the ioka,
Kkoyu und Sekute Leyae In the past all thes< groups had
operated independently of each other both politically and
adrninistratively.

llevertheless, auministretion officers dealt with each
cuief indepenently. &ach chief too met the challenges brought
by the recent developments independently of the other.

According to Administration Proclamations, the Leyu chief
was empowered to nominate headmen. feadmen were givem power to
nominate an heir to a chieftuincy. :oth the chief and headmen
woere authorised to help in the coll-ction of tux, to promulgate
laws, orders and notices snd to arrest criminals. In 1919=-1920

the Native Commiscioner reported tuat the chief and hvadmen

were ascisting Government in the collection of tex and .eporting

1. atoka District Lotebook. KSD5/1. N.h.4.
2. Ibid.

Fe Livingstone Dis .rict liotebook. KSCh/1, N.i.Z.
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matters of importance such as deaths, disease and crime., He
also noted that the chief and headmen were setiling adultery

and divorce cases.1 The chief and headmen,them,still played an
important role in matters concerning succes:ion. They also
settled some "petty'" civil cases. Lut new dimensions were

added to their functions. Now they had to perform duties which
formerly their position would not have allowed for. They had

to arrest criminals, mainly tax defaulters, and hand them over to
the boma., The chief had to promulgate laws and orders whereas
in former days this was the duty of his subordinates. He had

to collect tax., Yet previously although some of the chief's
duties had be-n Lo see that tribute was collected and dispatched
to Bulozi on time, he did this through his juniors, Mweendelezi
we Cisi, the headmen and Bavwimi. That he never left/égﬁital
village for this purpose added to his own importance in society
as well as to the awe and respect with which the people rezarded
the institution of chiefship.

The chief and headmen were also deprived of their legislative,
political and Jjudicial powere (except to settle "petty' cases).
They could not formulate policy nor allocate land without prior
‘consant of the Magistrate, Native Commissioner/Assistant Native
Commissioner.

Of the new powers and duties what scandalised the chief most
was his role in tax collection. Both him and headmen were
embarrassed by the fact that they had to arrest and hand over

criminals who were mainly tax defaulters. To them these duties

1. Annual Report, 1919-1920, Batoka Province, Livingstone Sub-
District. ZA7?/4/3. N.A.Z,
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were heneath the chief's dignitye. They feared too that to
fulfil their new duties would upcset the equilibrium of their
institutions. %he chief's and headmen's institution rested as
much on the psovle's suprort and respect as on the ofiice
holders' aviiity to fulfil the functioms p.rtaining to tneir
office. Zy playins a roles in tax collecction and by handing tax
defaulters over to the boma,they would antagoni.e the people.1
That the: could no lon er allocate lapnd worsened the chief's
and headmen's feers. Althouch most of buleya is rock and rubble,
the chisf und headmen were still required to refur cescs to
the liative Coamis:ioner before allocating land. .Most
frustrations came from people around the present town of
Livingstoue and in the northecastern parts of the caiefdom. iere,
some land was required for settler farmss ihe anticiputed
growth of the town ulso meant that poople could not get land
within the proximity of the town. Frustrated, ,eeople cften
appealed to the chief (znd the priestes= who advised the chief
on matters of land distribution) to help them get lunde tut
the chief was as handieapped as the neacmens. ilowever, he could
nct explain to the poople tint he no lonser held absolute power
over land in case he fell in the people's estim . te =nd they
doubt:.d his power in re.ation to that of the new comers. In
some cases people were moved from “he lunds they occupied into
less favouratle &.ems. Those who were movec lost fzith im their
chief., Cthers, however, decided to go and work om settlur farms
or seak cther jous in tovn or with the Szumills. Sut cven where

this was the case most people still preferred to own some fields

e Chief lukuni and ligasbelae.
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which their wives could cultivate while they were away at work
or to wvhich they could return to vwork at week-ends or during
holidays.

Notwithstanding some misgivings that some people mipht have
had towards the chief and headmen and inspite of the threats to
the indigenous institutions posed by the administrative measures,
the Leya chief and headmen maintuined tncir status. In the
firast place, the chief and headmen took advantage of the ine
frequent tours by Administration officers dus to shortage and
the constant change of staff. In 1913 the Assistant Magistrate,
Mr, C., Bellis, made two tourst! one in August and one in November,
The one in November lasted one week during which he covered
seventy~five miles. The purpose of the Journey, as that one in
August, was to collect tax.1 again, from the District Notebook
we gather that only thirtye-two tours were made between August
1911 and December 1922 by various officers to different parts
of the subedistrict. Of the thirty-two fours the purpose of
twenty was entered as collection of tax. The other twelve
dealt with miscellaneous subjects such as: the movemént of
cattle, to follow up reports on indi enous people occupying land
on proposed settler farms, to report on timber cutting, to deal
with land applications and for general inspection and collection
of tax., In 1915 the Native Commissioner admitted that conatant
transfers meant that officers hardly had time to et to know the
subedistrict under their charge or the chief and headmen. The
chief and headmen rarely visited the boma and were themselves

practically not visited.2 The Native Commissioncr made these

Te Livin, stone District Notebook. KS84/1. N.A.Z.

2s Annual Report, 1914-1915, satoka rrovince, Livingstone Sub-
District. 2A7/1/2/3. N.A.Z.
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remarks in connection with the drop in tax in the previous year.

The Native Commissioner observed that because of the constant change
of staff and infrequent fours, tax collecting was 1l.ft to the

chief and headmen who were ignorant people and therefore could

not collect tax efficiently, DBut in the previous century the

Leya chief and other office holders had been quite efficient in
collecting and dispatching their tribute to Bulozi. It is

most probable that the chief and headmen took advantage of this
Administration weakmess in order to shiegld their people from the
hateful tax.

The infrequent tours, amount of jobs officers had to see to
on tours and the constant change of staff also left room for the
chief and headmen to perform some of their former duties such
as judicial ones.

In 1919 the Native Commissioner reported that the chief and
headmen settled some civil cases such as those involving adultery
and divorco.1 But in fact my informants say that most people,
who rarely saw the Native Commissioner, took most of their cases
to the headmen and chief. Thus many more civil cases and also
criminal ones werc dealt with by the chief and headmen. But the
Jury had to adjust their sentences‘in order to avoid getting into
trouble with the Administration. Cases such as those of witchcraft
and ownership if ivory which used to be punishable by death had
to have their sentences readjusted. Thus in the case of
witchcraft often only compesation was asked for. If a commoner
was found in possession of ivory, he was merely asked to surrender

the ivory to the chief. cut cases of a more serious nature such

1.  Annual Report, 1918-1919, Batoka Province, Livingstone Sube
District. 2ZA7/1/4/3. N.A.Z.
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as murder were often sent to the Hative Commis:ion:r's court¢1
Sometimes the chie«f and hendmen adorted ethods of ;nssive
~egigtances In 1913 the Nutive Comnis-ioner compluined that
he could not make the chief and headmen ascist Adminicstration.
“he liative Comuission:r thouzght that this was the cus  tecause
the Leya lca'ers did mot have much control cver their people.a
Yet cur survey of ninete:nth century political developmcnts
indicates that the Luva chief had & s rorg hold over his people.
Leya songs also reveal the reverence in which the pcople held
tieir chie;f.3 Probavly, the chief and hnezdmen deliterately
misled the liative Commissioner into believing this in order tiat
they could avoid as sting Government in :atters which, im their
view, were a uinst their people's interests., Uther factcrs
which helped thne Ley: 1l aders muintain their stutus were the
Leya nincteenth century expsriernces and the countey's ecologye
We noted that in pre~colonial deys the Leya had been
teset Ly wars, raids and poli:iical : uvjections “his had fostered
a scnse of onemecs -~ong the Leya and syupathy for their chief,
The coming of white rule was seen us yet another incident in the

long history of foreign invisions. ‘hey leya peoples, tuerefore,

1. Chief Hukuni, HNyapbela and three old men,

2. Annual ieport, .ntoks Frovince, Livin-stone Sut-District,
1912=1913. 0i?2/1/1/3s Haiiells

3« In "A .andhook of Leyu History," chief lukuni, Silcka
II quotes one zuch =onge
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continued to rally behind their chief as they had done previously
when faced by extcrncl challenges. Moreove:, when they were
Lozi subjects, the Leys had alusys sent tribute to Bulozi, failure
or delay of which resulted into severe treatment from their
overlords. These expericnces had taught them hoth the duties of
a subject people and the consequences of failure to fulfil the
obliiations. Consequently, most people did not hold it again«t
their leaders because of the latter's role in tax collections
Some could even even understand the chief's incapability to
fight for the land from which some people were moved.

The ecology of Buleya was also of political advantages to
the chief and headmen., Decause most of ‘uleya is rock and rubble,
land required for settler farms was limited. The numier of people
affected by land problems was, therefore, small. Besides,in
order to avert acute problems of hunger and famine, it was
necessary to let the people live where they could grow substantial
foods Thus, for example, when the cuestion of land alicnation in
the twenty-five mile zone on either side of the railway line was
raiged in 1913, the Native Commissioncr, Livingstone sub-district,
argued that the people in his district could not be pushed

farther east or west because of the poor nature of the soil there.1

liost pcople were not moved. It is also possible that because

of the nature of the soil, the Native Commissioner did not hesitate
to give the permission for the chief or headman to allocate land
when and if referred to. I suspect that some headmen might have

heen allocating land without reference to the Magistrate or Native

1o Letter from C.H.S. Bellis, Native Commissioner, to the
vecretary for Native Affairs, "Land twenty-five miles zone
on either side of the Railwuy." 2ZA1/9/74/5. N.A.L.
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Commissioner. The latter might not have noticed this since
most of the land was of a poor nature. Further, as no steps had
been taken to combat the frequent occurence of drought and famine,
ritual was still of paramount importance in the people's lives.
That the chief continued to fulfil his ritual functions enabled
him to retain the people's respect and trust in him.1

While on ritual, we might mention another asgpect which
enabled the continuation of the people's faith in their chief.
According to Leya religiosity, after his death, the chief joined
the throng of other chiefly ancestors to become an object of
worship himself.2 This enhanced the people's awe and respeet
held for their chicf, Further, the people believed that a chief
attained some divine attributes at his installation.3 Thus the
people would not transfer their allegiance from their chief to
another even though the chief might have appeared not to have been
able to protect them from the Administration officers and the new
measures,

Between 1894 and 1924, then, the Leya political system

underwent some changes., In the first place, the Leya became

1. The Administration was silent on ritual matters. The
chief continued to perform his ritual functions undisturbedj
The first mission in the area was opened by the Universities
Mission in Livingstone town in 1910, In 1968 the priestess
Be-Dyango claimed that the waning of people's fervour for
the indigenous religious ceremonies could be dated back to
the Watch Tower Movement which did not find its way into the
area until the 1930's. But even in the 1930's the movement
did not capture many adherents in the Province! Native
Affzirs Ahnual Report for the year 1935. VIII N.R.G. 194/54
L.H.

2. Chief Mukuni, Siloka II and Priestess Le-Byango.

3. Ivid.
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a part of a territorial administrative and political structure.
The chief ceased to be the authority in his ar & hLut becume
subordin:ste to the Districr Adminis - ratiom oficers who linked
him to Central Government and the Administrater. .ithin the
territorial framework the leya also formed an administrative
unit togetiher with other groups who had £l1ll Leen indepenuent of
gach other in the past. iurther, the Leys system ceused to
have a subwchief in its institution. The funci:iones of the chief
and hesdmen, the only two offices incorporated in the Administr:tion
structure, =2lso took on ncw dimensions such as policing their
urea and handing over criminals to the boma. The two offices
wore deprived of their legislative, policy-muking and judiciul
functions as well as the right to allocate lande The chief's
functions as a militar, leader zlso ceased. <his was the cuse
partly Lecause wars and raids had come to a stop Lut partly also
vecause military affairs were now in the lands of the Administration.

Inspite of these changes, however, there wi.s some notable
continuity in the indigenous political system. This wus due to
hdministration inability to execute all of its many duties, the
leaders' endeavours to retsin the support of the people and the
people's continued faith in their institutionsz. Yo the people,
the chief was still their authority and he still enjoyed the
respect and awe the people had always acco:rded him. “hicfs and
headmen also continued to carry out some judicial and pelitical
(succession and possibly allocation of lund) functions.

fitual continued to be of importance among the peoplc and
Administration did not concerm itself with ritual matters. The
chief continued to p rform his ritual functions. Conseguently,
the office of the priéstess continued to operate, The priestess

also regained her centrzal position in succession matters -hich
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she had lost when the Leya were Lozi subjects. Prior to Lozi
conquest of Buleya, the priestess's pronouncements in matters of
succession had been of great importance. Only she could perform
the necessary rites that bestowed some divine qualities on a newly
installed chief., Thus selections had to be favourable to her
and were often directed by her wishes. When the Lozi demanded
that the final selection remain with them, the priestess lost
this prerogative., However, under Company rule it was no longer
required that the Lozi interfere with the Leya BuCCeséion?
Becau e the chief and headmen continued to perform some of
their former duties, some of the other indigenous offices
continued to function too. Mweendelezi we Cisi and Babetesi
continued to function. In 1917 the Native Commissioner referred

to one Samanyati as the chief's adviaer.2 My Leya informants

3

\
Other offices which constituted the political institution

refer to Samanyati as Mukuni's Mweendelezi we Cisi.

in pre~colonial days died out while others took on other
functions. The office of Natamoyo became non-functional. In

the last chapter we noted that the duties of Natamoyg appeared
to have been those of carrying out punishments which were usually
of a criminal nature. Under the new administration, however, the
passing of judgements and execution of punishments were the
prerogative of the Native Commissioner. =mven where the chief and

other indigenous o:iice holders dealt with criminal caseu, the

1e Livingstone District Notebook. KSCh/1., N.A.Z.
2e Ivid.

Be Ngambela and councillors.
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nature of the sentences they naased did not neces ltate the
office, ayassmi in their capacity as a stand by army :lse

did not function anymore. The Leya were no longer raided and
military matters were now the concern of Administration.

Savywimi who had helped 3ayassni at times of wars and ruids

and also saw to it that skins and elephant tusks were available
to send to Aulozi were no longer needed to perform these luties.
Nevertheless, it appears that under Company rule the chief still
recieved meat and skins hunted by these youny men.1 But with
the diminishing of their duties, Bavwimi were gradually redirecting
their energies on to ritual. During this period religious
ceremonies were still orpunised with great fervour. Savwimi,
painted in;:;rka. took it upon themselves to go round the
villages announcing the coming ceremony. At the time of the
ceremony, they led the processions s they moved from village

.o village. They were cften join:d in this by the would have
been Laysgeni. OSoon, the name they used te be known by was
droppede They became known only wu sasilombelomlLe(people

of LombeLombe, a stream where they assembled and dug white

chalk with which to paint themselves.)

Te Ngambela and councilloers.
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iii) The Tongas

For most of the nineteenth century the iJonga were subjected
to raide from the Chikunda, Kololo, lozi and Ndebele. iha last
Kde e raid was in 1893 during which forty babies are said to
have been burned to death, several men hanged and some woumen
ci.rried away.1 Thus the introduction of tritish rule over
Matebeleland and Zulozi was hailed by the Tonga. Chief lonze
decli:red i 1900, "why should I pay tribute (to Lewanika) when
I am under the vritish qnoon."z

The Tonga though! that Sritish protection would save them
from Ndebele and Leozi raids. sut they did not envisage 2
protection which would meke them political subjects as well.
When tax was introduced in 1904, the longa realiscd thuat they
were in the same relationship which they had experienced with
the Lozi in the nineteenth century. v#hen settlers started moving
in to take up land in the area between Llalomo and lHazabuka and

parts of the valley in the Lower: River region.3 Tonga fears of

Te Colson, Bs. 1950. "Note on the Ton:a and Ndebele," HeRedegd
353
Hall, ®. 1965, Zambia. 91.

2. Hall, Re 1965. Zambia. 9.

Ze This followed the 1900 concession with Lewanika whereby the
Company was conceded '"rights to make grants of land for
faruing purposes in any portion of the atoka and
sashukulumbwe to white men approved by the Kinge." 4A1/
15/8/1/4%e NohoZo
The first application for land on the plateau was made in
1902 by Mr. walker. iHe occupied his land in 1903:
"Correspondence concerning first farm to be grunted in
NortheWestern Rhodesiae.” ES/7. L.M.

The first application for land in the valley was made by
the Vlabakis brothers inr 1905, They occupied the land in 1906
Gwemhe District Notebock. KTE2/1, N.i.u,
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the significance of EBritish protection incressed.

“hereupon, lonze went about collectin funds sc that he
could go to Enclund to petition for the ue:n's direct protection.
He n:d heard that the Lozi Litumpa hod been petitioning for
her yrotaction.1 Fonze hoped that if he was yrotected Ly the
e n, his country would ve saved from Company rule whi-h
threctened not only to mike them subjecis but to take away tielir
good lunds as well. le was warned aboul: his activities scveral
times, lLut he was recalcitrant. Consenuently, he was held ot
Zaloro and Ouinti for two yaars.a le wame out a4 bveuten and
disappointed man. Thie action had a shattering effect not only
on .lonze sut on otlier Tongu chi fs and people who heard what had
happoned to him. The incident set the pattern for the chicf=
Adiministration relationship from now onwards. the longa realised
that Administration officers could not be trifled with. Tonga
fear of Adminis:cration wses intensified Ly an incidemt which
occured in 1907. Asout one hundred mem in chief wijongo's area
-~abelled ajainst vayment of taxe ihe lkative Lommissioner with
the help of a few Aduinistration officers fired om tnem. ihey

2,
killed some &nd wounded oilisrse” Subsequently, tois fear of

Te The Litunra had cased his petition on Company lack of
interest in protecting .«roiseland, (th: first desident did
not arrive until 1097), ignoring its treaty oblijutions
and restrictin, his .rea more to wrots:land uuminisirztively.
ionze thought that the purpose of the iLjtupga's trip to
London vhen he wont to attend ling . dwerdls coronation in
1902 was purely to present a petition.

2o The story is widely imown in Tongasland. cut there is no
“prchival evidence concernin: ite. vetuils of the story were
Pro"’ided oy “hitim Oy -3 Kazoka,W. and wife; ir, lchete
nazoka, we and wifej re lichete.

3. lalive Unrest, iafue Olsirict, 1907. FUR3/24/6s Heceos;
Chief Sigonco. Tape im L.l
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Administration acted as a weapon for soliciting Tonga obedience
over the next four decades,

The -utoka listrict, later changed to Batoka Prcvince and
comprising ull Tongaland, was formed in 1900. Headquarters of
the sub-districts at Xalomo, Mapanza, xionze1 and Suni-Sijoba
(Gwembe) were established between 1900-1902., In 1909 Mapanza
was transferred to ialomo sub-district. In 1922 Buni-Si joba
was transferred to Kalomo and Mazabuka sub—diatricts.2

In order to facilitate administration, especially with
regard to census and collection of tax, chiefs and headmen were
recognised. But the political system which operated in pre-
colonial Tongaland had been so localised that in some cases only
five villages within the radius of three miles formed the
neighibourhood political unit. To recognise such areas as
independent political units and chieftaincies and to opcrate
through them was too cumbersome for the Administration. Therefore,
in cases where neighbourhoods were very small, some were merged
together to form one political unit. In such cases .one man
was acknowledged as the overall chief while others were relegated
to the status of headman. BSut in the first stages of re-
organisation not many nei_hbourhoods wer: nerged., sSmaller

scale political units, therefore, continued to operate and most

Te After 1909 Monze sub-district became known as Mazabuka
sub-district.

2. Kalomo District Notebook. KSP3/1 Vol.1. N.A.Z.j
Mazabuka District Notebook, KSB3/1., N.A.Z.
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indigenous chiefs retained thneir offices.1

Nevertheless, the administrators who, prior to comin: to
Tongaland, had been in contact with wore centralized chieftaine
ships often based on big geographical areas were not very sure
whether chieftaincies had existed in most of Tcngaland.2 There=
fore, they always asked the people to declare who the leader o, the
neighbourhoods has been. The pcople, suspicious of the
administrators' intentions at times deliberately withheld the
name of the indigenous chief,

The Tonga placed great euphasis om rituales Where the chief
was not the ritual leader, both he and the ritual leader were
held in equal repute. In some cases, where tie ritual leader had
some rainemaking qualities as well, he was held in hi her regard
than the purely secular chief. Thus when asked who was the
indigenous chief, some people indicated the chief while others
meant the ritual leader. There was also the confusion of
language. when the Tonga use the word mwanmi,they refer to
the chief. VWhen they use the word Bami(plural for mwami)
they refer to the ritual leader. A leader who was both sccular

and ritual wuas referred to as lami, thereby emphasizing the

Te '+ Before 1918 116 chieftaincies were recognized on the
plateau: Colson, E. 1951 "The Plateau Tonga of
Northern 3hodesia in (eds.) Colson, E. and Gluckman,M,,
Seven Tribes of Eritish Central Africa. 102.%

I could not find any inforration on the number of
chieftaincics in the /Jf1dF"to 1918. sut the number must
have been big too. The District iiotebook reported that
about fifty-five chieftaincies existed before 1930:
Gwembe District Notebook. «TE2/1., N.A.Z.

2e For example, Worthington, the first Latoka District
Commissioner, was a Company man who to ether with
Jarding witnessed the 190C concession between
Corynden and Lewanika,
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importance of the ritual over his secular role. Thus when
explaining the importance of their leader, the people emphasiSed
his ritual activities., DBut Administration officers were not
interested in ritual and its leade: s. In cases where some
neighbourhoods were amalgamated, the people often replied '"we have
no chiefs." The people were right in saying that they had no

such chief. A chief claiming allegiance over other politic:zl
units had not existed.,

As a result,some people who had hitherto been of no social
consequence were made chiefs while some indi. enous chiefs were
passed over or recognised only as heudmens In the case of
the former, people rejected such chiefs since the latter did
not possess the qualities which had drawn people to a chief.

In some instances people who had until now recognised their own
neighbourhood chiefs wei'e not prejared to transfer their
allegiance to someone e¢lse even though he nmight have been another
neighbourhood's indigenous chief. Those who had been chiefs
themeelves would not accept the authority of the other chief
under whom they were now placed.

As ulready pointed out, not: ithstanding the early attempts
at a re=-organisation, there were still too many nei hbourhoods
and chieftaincies. Administration decided that even larger
aduinistrative districts with chiefs commanding larger geographicul
areas would be more advantageous both administratively and
economically. Consequently, more amalgacations took place in
1918-1919. lore chiefs were dropped out as only a few were
selected to head the new cuief's wreas. JSome hitherte chiefs
were made sub-chiefs, Leaders such as Chona,Mwanacingwala,

Siamaundu and Chongo who had been both secular and ritual leaders
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in pre-colonial days and who until 1918 had bveen recognised as
chiefs were now relegated to the position of hcadman. Ly this
time other factors such as the ability and williggness to help
the Administration were being taken into consideration., Tuut
cniefs were to be given a subsidy made the office of & chief
more attractive and one to be contended for in some areas.1
The result was that some of the chiefs who emerged were
indigenous ones while others were not; some were the rightful
heirs to the chieftaincics but others did not represent the
rightful lines.

As in the earlier case both the people and the until now
chiefs and other indigenous leaders were not prepared to
accept the authority of the nuwly declured chiefs.

Thus the Administration introduced new ideas of chieftainship
which cut across old neighbourhood coniines; it introduced a new
concept of chiefship whereby a chief who might not have had
the qualities people sought for in a leader could be imposed
on the people; it introduced ideas whereby people were to give
respect to a leader because of his seculsr more than his ritual
powers,

The changes also encouraged the Tonga not to have much regard
for the institution of chiefship. This in turn made Tonga chiefs
not to function effectively and efficiently. At the same time
it made them turn to Administration and not to the people as the

hasis of their authority.

Te "Deserving' chiefs were given a subsidy ranging from £1-£5
per annum. Uy 1919 fifteen chiefs on the plateau( the number
rose to ninetecn by 1921) and ten in the valley were being
p&ido
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Like chiefs elsewhere, Tonga chiefs were empover d to
nominate headmen., Together with headmen they were given
authority to collect tax; to apprehend and secure offenders and
to hand these to the Native Comuissioner/Assistant Native
Conmission:rj to carry out orders of the Magistrate or Native
Commissioner. DBut chiefs and headmen, who due to the new
concept of chieftainship were generally in a hclpless gituation,
were often i.nored by the people. The observation made by the
Native Commissioner, Mazabuka sub=district, in 1915¢ "Chiefs and
headmen do not give active help in the control and supervision
of the natives and collection of revenue. Their help is more
negative than active i.e. they are quiet and law abiding and
give little or no trouble to ,overnment..... they show very
little zeal for carrying out their dutiea....."1 applied to a
number of chiefs on the plateau. They could not exert authority
because some of them never exercised any before or if they had,
not always over the people now placed under their juriadiction.z
However, chiefs and headmen were aware of the fear of Administration
within which the people staod.3 Thus at times they solicited
obedience by reference to Administration officers and were
therefore able to carry out some of the required duties which it
was necesgsary that they performed since Administration was the
basis of their power. In 1920, for example, the Native

Commissioner reported that chiefs and headuen were helping

1. Annual Report, 1915, Batoka District, Mazabuka Sub-District.
ZA7/1/3/3. N.A.Z.

2e Kazoka, W, and Fr, Nchete,
3, Often the Tonga obeyed the chiefs and paid tax because

of the fear of what might happen to them it they did
not! Kazoka, W. and ¥r. Nchete.
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Administration in the collection of tax and reporting of crimes,
deaths and disease.1 In 1918-1919 the Native Commissioner noted
that Simwatacela was giving assistance to Administration. The
sage was said of Singuni and Mapanza in 192}.2 Because chiefs
relied on Administradion, they displayed as little disagreement
with Administration officers as possible. It is interesting
to note that some of the indigenous chiefs recosnised by the
Administration were often referred to as cunning and of no
influence. Thus Singani was described in 1918, "He is of
little u.e to the Administration." After the 1918-1919 changes
Singani was still retained as chief. In accordance with the
new measures,he now had under him areas which had never been
under his jurisdiction before. Thus "since writing above

Singani has improved considerable and is really trying to help."3

To the people, however, this only made chiefs and headmen more
unpopular. They viewed them as Admihistration agents.

We noted that Administration Proclamations deprived chiefs
of their legislative, judicial and political powers. Among the
Tonga this did not demoralise the chiefs to the extent it did to
the Lenje and Leya chiefs, In the first place, as we huave 8seen,
some of the nominated chiefs had never bvefore held any authority
over the people now ;laced under them. The new measures could

not have deprived them of anything they had never possessed before.

1. Annual Report, 1920, Batoka Province, Gwembe Sub-District.
ZA?/"/“/}. NQAQZQ

2. Kalomo District Notebook. KSP3/1, N.A.Z.
3.  Mazabuka District Notebook. K5B3/1, N.A.Z.

4,  Kazoka, W., and wifey Fr. Nchete.
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On the other hand, the people over whom such chiefs were placed
had never conceded them any authority or respect. DBut even in
cases where the chief would have been accustomed to exerting a
certain amount of authority, often shared with the ritual leader,
this was over the people in his own neighbourhood. In so far as
the authority over the people in his former neighbourhood was
concerned, he felt deprived. But in so far as the authority
over the newly created area went, he could not have very
disappointed by the measures. In the valley and in areas like
Monze's on the plateau some chiefs were cetainly deprived of
their traditional powers and they felt this deprivation.

Chiefs together with hcadmen found themselves in a worse
position becau-e they could not allocate land. As early as the
first decade of tine century, settlers had occupied land on the
plateau and in the valley., OUfficers, anxious to preserve the
best lands for settler farmers,did not allow chiefs and headmen
to allocaute good lind to the people, In addition to this,
sometimes people were asked to move in order to make room for the
furmers. The people let out their anger and frustration over
the chiefs who could not protect their lands. In some cases the
people suspected that cniefs were deliberately letting the
settlers take their land in order that they could win Government's
favour.1 Nevertheless, this was less the case in the valley.
Other than a few patches in the Lower River region not much land
was being set aside for settler occupation., Osut all the same
cariefs and he:dmen were not suvposed to allocate land without
first getting permission from the Kative Comuissioner / Assistant

Commissioner.

1. Kazoka, W, and wifej Fr. Nchete.
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It must be mentioned, however, that despite the chiefs' and
hcadmen's dependence on the boma the Administratiom was short of
staff in Tonzalund as elsewh:res. Conseguently, tours w re not as
frequent as thoy should hove been, In 1914, for example, three
tours werc nade in lazabuka sub-district each to a different part
of the district. The tours added up tc forty days. Fifty-five
villages and twenty-three settler farms were visited. During the
tours tax was coll:cted, "native" rights to land were ascertained,
villages and farms were imspected and niscellaneocus duties performed.1
In the same year only one tour by probationer williams was
recorded in the valley. The tour was over a period of one day
during which three villages were visited.2 Lack of contact with
Administration officers weunt isat the people were left to lead
their lives as they had done before. The people could also ignore
the newly imposed leaders without gettin;; themselves into much
troucle. Thus ost of tiiem continued to take their pr vlems
to the chiefs and headmen under whose Jurisdiction they had been
sefore the re-organisation and to the pitual and lineage leaders.?
Sut where indil -enous leaders settled criminal cases, they adjusted
their sentences. For instance, formerly slaves were given as
compensation to the injured. The leaders cculd not impose such
a sentence now. They feared that the offender or hie relatives

might run to the bhoma for help.k I suspect too that because of

1. Hagabuka District Notebook. KSi:3/1. N.A.Z.

2. Guwembe District Notebook. KTE2/1. HN.4.Z.

3. Colson, L. 1960. The Sociul Organisation of the G.embe Tonga.
169-~175.
Twenty five years later Colson observed that lineage leaders
s8till played a leading role in settling disputes.

b, <Kazoka, 9. und wife.
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infrequent tours by Administration officers and the poor n. ture
of the soil, chiefs ond headmen in !he walley continued to
alliccatee.land,.

The aiove survey of Tongs developrnents during this ,eriod
shows tiat with the auvent of colonial rule the lon:a Lecanme
subjected to territerial political und aduinistrative muasures.
“he indigenous system 2lso underwent other notaile chan os.

The hith rto very localised political system was being
discouraged. iorwerly indepen ent neighbourhoods were being
merged with otiers to form political and administrative units.
ine chief was chosen to lead each expunded unit. Alongside tihe
ceographical changes, there Jere new dicensions added to the
concept of chicvfshipse » ciidef could bte crected even Lhoush
he mizht not have quuitities waich people had appreciated in a
leaders & chief could e placed over people who would ot .ersise
not have iven him their loycltye <Jhut u chicef could Le pluced
over the people mirked a Jdevelopment whereiy 1t was not left to
the pecple to place tLie:svives unier tie leader of tueir own
choices As a result, in rost cuses the basis of puver Lecume
the .dnministration =nd not to pecples ‘he functions of most chiefs
too were purely those stipulated Ly the adninistratione Jurthere
more, rituxl was not considered of paramount inpertance.
Therefore, leaders were chosen purely for their secular werits sud
not ritual powers. <his lust point trings us to another
development in the system oporating amon the Tongue ihe oflice
of priesthood did not form part of the political siructure.
lievertheless, some features of the 0ld order were curried
on into the new system. This was primarily ltecause the people

rejected the new leuders and Administration did not have enough
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personnel both to ensure the support which the new leaders

needed and to perform most of the duties which fell within its
jurisdiction. Thus the indigenous chiefs and headmen, recognised
or displaced, and elders some of whom were Banakokalia continued
to function. They listened to their people's problems, settled
their cases and generally ensured that their people lived
happily and in peace. Bagikatongo also continued to function.
Ritual continued to be of importance to the people's liVes.1

Also people continued to consult them with their problems. In
fact people turned to them wore as they turned away from the

newly created leaders.

Summary

Under Ccnpany rule the Lenje, Leya and Tonga ceased to
exist as independent administrative and political units. They
became parts of a system operating throughout the country and
were subjected to the same administrative structure, policy,
orders and demands. According to Administration policy, chiefs
and headmen, the only indigenous leaders recognised in;the new
system, ceased to hold any politieal and judicial powers.

Their functions too took on new dimensions. They helped in
tax collection, in policing the areas and in promulgation of
laws and orders and notices (chiefs in the past did not under=-

take such functions). The three societies were also subjected

1e Inspite of early missions in Tongaland (1905 for the earliest

on the plateau, 1901 for the valley), ritual was still of

importance to the people. Colson, researching on the

plateau in the 1940's and in the valley in the 1950's,

noted the importance of ritual among the Tonga still:

Colson, E. 1962 [The Flateau Tonga of Northernm Rhodesia.
1960, The Social Organisation of the Gwembe

Tonga.
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to some administrative re-organisation: The Lenje 'tribe' no
longer formed one administrative and political unit and saw the
rise of Chipepo as the most important chiefj the Leya leost

a subechiefj the Tonga saw the creation of large units and an
imposition of c¢aiefs over people who might otherwise not have
accorded them loyalty. All the societlies saw the separation
between politics and ritual .

Despite the same Administration policy and measures, how-
ever, a uniform political s ,stem did not evolve in the three
societiess This was because of the people's responses to
colonial policy and manipulation of Administration constant
shortage of staff by the leaders.

Among the Lenje,chiefs realised the significance of the
new measures. They realised that the new duties they were
called upon to execute could lead to their unpopulapity among
the people. Therefore even in direct confrontation with
Administration officers,ciiefs sought out ways to ensure the
people’s continued support. Their success in doing this
contributed to the authority they still commanded over their
people. In Buleya the chief also ~dopted ways to segure the .
continued support of his people, But the ninetesnth centﬁry
developments and the country's ecology also worked to his
advantage. Among both the lenje and the Leya the concept of
divine chiefship alse helped the chiefs. People still revered
the inatitution of chiefship; they continued te view chiefship
ag being inseperable from religion. <The chiefs continued to
be an important figure in ritual. Among the Tonga, however,
people placed under chiefs other than their former neighbourhood

chiefs rejected the new chiefs. As a result, Administration
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and not the people became the busis of power for some chiefs,

Chiefs and headmen also manipulsted iAdministration
constant shortage of staff. The Company was primarily an
economic enterprise to whom aduinistration of the country was
importuant only in so far as it was to provide a framework of
"Mlaw and order" within which it could pursue its econciic
interests. Cutlining; the Company's oujectives in 1900, the
flutive Commiscioner for Mkushi, lir. Frances Jones, addressed
the Lala with the following words, "we ore fresh from conquering
the Angoni. Ye h:ve three thinss to ~ay. #irst in this
country there shall bLe no nore war. <econdly, in this country
there shall be no uore sloeverye In regurd to all oth'r things
men shall do as thoy have done and as their fathers hove done
efore ?them."1 3ince the couniry Jid not yield immediate
economic gains and as mineral prospects diminished, the
Company viewed the country more as a hurden whose only useful
function was that of aeting as a link tetween the Congo and
Southern Rhodesia.

Because its basic interest was economic expansion for
itself, the Compiny was not prepared tc spend much, in the form
of eithur money or personnel, on administration. The result of
this was twofold. In the first place, there was always a
shortage of staff in the field. In the second place, tiere were
no developm nt projects @ftfected for the indigenous peoples

Therefore, t.ere were not muny changes to the people's way of life.

1«- Gann, Lnaq 196“‘ A
to 12220 98

2. Hoberts, dAe.D. 1968 “The Folitical !listory of Twentieth
Century .ambia" in ®anser, T.G., (ed.)
~spects of Uentral African_ #1 fory
156-157,
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Lenje und Leya chiefs and heudmen took advantage of the constant
shortage of staff to perform some duties, like judicial ones,
which Administration policy did not permit them to perform.
Some recognised old nei;hbourhood Tonga chiefs also took
advantage of staff shortage and performed their old duties.

But since people rejected the authority of chiefs to whom

they had never owed allegiance, some chiefs could only carry
out the duties stipulated by the Administration. In Tongaland
too most people who rejected the new chiefs continued to refer
their problems to the unrecognised leaders. Chicfs and headmen
and the unrecognised Tonga chiefs and headmen found it easier
to perform their duties also hecause of the fuw changes to the
people's way of life. The people continued to live much as
they had done Lefore,

Among the Lenje and leya,institutions such as those of
Kaca,Mweendelezi we Cigi and Babetesi continued to function
kecause chiefs continued to porform some of their old duties
and the pecple continued to refer to them. Among the Tonga,the
elders continued to function because the people continucd to
go to ithem.

In all the three societies people rejected the separation
of ritual from politics. The office of priesthood continued
to function. In Buleya the priestess was once more the key
figure in succession matters. In Tongaland the Sikatongo was
gaining more powerse. FPeople went to him with their problems
as they turned away from the new chiefs,

In respect of other offices, the advent of colonial rule
rendered some non-functional. Because the Company subjected

all the groups which had formerly raided one another and it also
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undertook defence matters, institulions such as Ualanse among
the Lenje and vay sani a:tong the Leya no longer functioned as
stand-by ariies. Javwiml too ceased to funciion as tribute

hunters. while ialanse and tavewimi still executed some of

their former duties (as royal hunters),they took on ncw
funciions as messengers zand ritual heralds. The Leya wloo
lost Natgwqxo. It is interesting to note that while the Lenje
and Leya loast some of the indigenous oflices, none ceased to
funcion amon; the Yon u. PFrobably this is a reflection on
the pre-colonial political comastitution which was less complex
there. li'or ex:umple, there was no equivalent to Kaca or

Hwe:ndelezi we Cigi amon;; the Tonga; there was not stand=-by arny

or institutionalised hunters.
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L H.8.B.l.E.8...111

POLITICAL SYsSIEMS UNDER COLONIAL

OFFICE RULE

Introductory

Between 1924 and 1953 indigenous political systems were
exposed to more pressures of a new and diverse nature,

Colonial Office adopted the policy of 'indirect rule'. By
this indigenous political systems beczme the basis of African
administration. Indi -enous leaders were granted legislative,
decision-making, judicial, administrative and executive powers.
Yet the need to modernise and to turn chiefs' governments into
modern local governments was such that colonial officers often
dictated the extent and limits of the indigenous leaders' powers.

There was also an emerging cla:s of educated and widely
travelled blacks. The Government and Colonial Office felt they
shodd be accomodated into the existing political system both
to sublimate their political aspirations and to provide local
government staff.

Christian religion was gaining more adherents. This also
affected the indigenous political systems.

The indigenous political systems as they emerged in 1953 were



128

a result of the interaction of the above factors and the indigenous

peonle's reaponses to them,

When, in 1924, the Colonial Office took over direct control
of Northern Rhodesia from the British South Africa Company,
it ran African affairs according to the 1916 Proclamation of the
‘Administration of Natives. The 1927 Administration of Natives
(Amendment) Ordinance merely added a section which enumerated
the new duties of an individual to the officer in charge of a
district. It also made provision for the supply of labour in
case of an emergencye.

But at this time the Colonial Office was urging colonial
governments to adopt the policy of 'indirect rule' as the
vasis for African administration. Advocates of the policy had
postulated that not only would 'indirect rule' effect economies
in colonial administration but.also that the people would be
more contented if they were ruled through their own indigenous

institutions.a Most of the new officers who replaced Company

1. The Administration of Natives(Amendment) Ordinance, 1927.
B/1/2/464, N.A.Z.

2o Lugard who promulgated the 'indirect rule' system and
applied it to Nigeria had pointed out that by preserving
indigenous institutions, the educated who might otherwise
become discontented would find means through which they
could have a voice in the control of their own affairs?
Lugard, F.D. 1929. The Dual Mandate in Uritish Tropical
Africa. 141,




administrators were anxious to see th 't the policy was adopted
on Northern Rhodesia.1 The District Commissioners' Conference
of 1927 also recommended it. The transfer of Governor Maxwell
from Gold Coast to Northern Rhodesia in 1927 sealed the adoption
of the policy. Maxwell had earlier worked in ligeria where

the policy had been first applied and where it had proved
successful, In 1929 the Native Authority Ordinance and the
Native Courts Ordinance were drafted and passed by the
legislative Council.2 They became operative from 1st April,
1930,

By the Native Authority Ordinance, the 1916 Proclamation of
the Administration of Natives was repealed. The Native Authority
Ordinance of 1929 empowered the Governor to appoint a chief or
any person either alone or in conjunction with headmen or elders
to be the Native Authority for the respective area. A Native
Authority could make rules for its area. For example, it could
make rules setting out court fees., A Native Authority could
also make orders for the general welfare of the people. It
could make orders such as to prohibit any act or conduct which
in its opinion could cause a riot, a &isturbance or a breach of

the peace. Native Authorities werc empowered to arrest without

17 In 1924 the District Officer, Mumbwa sub=district urged
the North rn Rhodesia Government to work and rule through
chiefs and headmen; Annual Report, 1924, MNumbwa sube
district, Kafue District. ZA7/1/7/5. N.i.Z.g
In 1928 the District Commissioner, Luangwa District,condemned
the system operating during the British South Africa
<Company Administration which t:onded to deprive the chiefs
of all their power and authority! Annual Report, 1928.
Luangwa District. KDAW/1/2, N.A.Z.

s

2. lative duthority Ordinance, 1929. 81/2/430. N.A.%.4
Native Cnurts Ordinance, 1929, B1/3/500. N.A.u.
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warrant, unless the rules othcrwisc prescrited apy person
accused of uny offence against the rules.

Added te the chiefs' and hexdmen's legislative and
sdministrative powers were the judicizl cnes gronted Ly the
Hative Courts Urdinance. According to the Crdinauce, tie
Gov rnor could appoint a lative Court or liative Courts for euch
area as he deemed necessary. The o ive vourts ureic coincided
with the areas which fell under the jurisdiction of the Nutive
Authoritye + Hative Court was to comcist of sach chief, headaen
or elders as the overnor directed. lative Courts were given
pover to try cases vetwe:n two Africans und to impose fees.
“hey could zlse try a porson who Jisoteyed rules wade "y a
Native Authority.

In June, 1930, the Sucretury of ltute for the Uolonies,
Lord rassfield, dispatched a we orindun in vhich the poramountcy
of the indirenou 1~ople's interes.s was efﬁhaﬁiﬂed.1 The
Secre ary of State reminded the of“icers that indicenous
institutions under the system of ‘indirect rule' uere to Le
fostered. ile further stuted t.ct chicfs and their councillors
were to Le enirusted with ever incressis, finuncial, Jucicial
and execu.ive functions.

In Horthern Rhodesia many officers wanted to asec lative

Authorities t.ke on the functions of a local sovernment 2 and in
b

TJOrd
‘e Msmorandum from/iassfield, 1:30. JuC/HAL/92. Hendls

Ce In 1935 lative 5uthorit.es were discusced un.der the cube
neadin; Logul selfsi Hutive affairs Annual Heport,
1935, VIII, HN.22.G. 19 . L.
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1936 the recognition of Native Authorities as "self-governing
local executies'" was realiscd by the promulgation of the Native
Authority Ordinance, 1936.1 The Ordinance made provision for the
establishment of Native Trnasurioa.z All revenue received on
behalf of the Native Authority, for example court fees, fines,
game and bicycle linenses. and a share of 3% from the central
tax, was to ge into the Troasuryg Native Autheorities could then
pay out of their own treasuries salaries of their personnel and
also build their own houses and schools and make their own roads.

The question of Native Authorities serving as instruﬁanté
of local government gathered momentum after the war. In 1944
the Administrative Conference recommended that wher: the
Authority was judged capable of carrying out services at the time
undertaken by Government, such services should be transferred to
that Authority and a Grant made for the wcrk.3 The 1946

Conference reiterated the cane rccommcndation.u

1. Native Authority Ordinance, 1936, N/1/02/1. N.A.Z. Except
for some verbal amendments effected by the Ordinances of
1946 and significant amendments of 1953 which empowered
Native Authorities to legislate against African Rational
Congress, the 1936 ordinance remained in force and regulated
the constitution and powers of Native Authorities.

2. Accordingly, The Mative Treasury Ordinance, 1936 was
promulgated. It became operative im 1937. 8/17/4F.
N.ALZ,

3. Administrative Conference, 1944, Vol., II, N.A.Z.

L, Provincial Commissioners' Conference. Vol. II, 1938
1950, N.A.Z.
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Meanwhile, there was a new group emerging in the country.
This was a group of educated and widely travelled people. Some
had travellad as f r afield as South Africa, Southern Rhodesia
and the Congo. Others were being influenced by Missionaries and
other people from outside the country. In this group were to
be found teachers, clerks, minc workers and individual entrepreneurs.
The Government realized that if Native Authorities were to
function as local governments, it had to use nembers from this
group since these men would both appreciate the modernising
duties Native Authorities would be cailed upon to perform and also
be able to carry them out:. As early as 1951 the Secretary for
Native Affairs suggested that to make Native Authorities more
efrective, Authorities should be encouraged to invite educated
or travellcd men in order to hear their views.1 The Provincial
Conference in 1939 recommended that if Native Authorities were
to keep in touch with the more progressive elements in their area,
they should be encouraged to select representatives from this
yroup as additional members in their Councila.2 The Conference
also observed that courts which hitherto had not had clerks to
record cases were to have some now., These would obviously be
drawn from the educated group. Courts were also to have
argessors who were not always headmen and élerks asg had been
the case in the past.

But members of this group were also developing indiviciualistic

_ 3
attitudes. This could jeopardise tribal consciousness.”

1.  2A1/9/79. N.A.Z.

2e Provincial Commissioners' Conference., Vol. II 1932821950,
N.A.Z.

B District Circular No.5 of 1945. N/0901. N.A.Z.
The chief Secretary attributed this to the intellectual
and economic progress of the emerging class.
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Further, they began to question whether the political system
operating at the time was representative enough. This became
accentuated after the end of the second World War, The end
of the war brought back men who while serving in the war had
met other men who held diverse political views. The returning
soldiers spread political ideas that cut across tribal
organisation. They were teaching others that it was po sible
to have a government based on a country-wide level which
could be manned from the top by the indigenous people themselves.1
Therefore not only to provide Native Authority staff but alse
to check the developing attitudes, Government felt it
necessary to accomodate these people in the already existing
political system.2

The highwater mark for the call for Native Authority
re-~organisation both to make Native Authority into effective
local governments and to accommodate educated and progressive
elements was reached in 1947, In this year the Secretary of

State endorsed Native Authority re-organisation and laid down

1e This information was supplied by two United National
Independence Party po.iticians who did not wish to be
quoted.

2e Some Zambia politicians to day maintain that the African
Representative Council which was created in 1945 and where
Africans could debate on matters which touched them most
was intended to keep progressive Africans and especially the
returning soldiers from anti-Government preachings. Since
no African was a member of the Legislative Council At the
time, there was no guarantee that their representatives
could present their views, and especially those which
criticised Government, to the Legislative Council:
Politicians who expressed this view did not wish to be
quoted,
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the lines to be followed., In the dispatch he wrote, "I believe
that the key to success in (African administration) lies in
the development of an efficient and democratic system of local
government..e.e.s. local because the system of governm.nt (must)
be close to the common people and their problems and efficient
in a way that will help raise the standards of living and
democratic because it must not only find a place for the growing
class of educated men but at the same time command the respect
of the mass of the people ,¢...." It wus hoped that in the
political sphere such local government could provide the machinery
for developing local opiniom thus establishing a sound foundation
for political development im the territory as a whole. Local
government would also provide the experience and training in
the control of public affairs to many people. As far as possible
executive and finuncial responsibility was to be devolved on
local government authorities. '"In this process the aim is to
give the progressive, trained, educated elements a full share of
responsibility and to bring them into a harmonious co-operation
with the traditional tribval 1eaders."1 the Secretary of State
concluded.

The 1947 Summer Conference of Administrators endorsed
the views of the dispatch.a The Cartmel-Robinson Commission
set up to enquire into the financial relationship between

Central Government and local Authorities also suggested that

1« No. 31 Confidential to Northern Rhodesia Government,
1947. N/0901, Vol., II. N.A.Z.

7.. Administrative Conference of P.C.'s 1914-1960 Vol. I & II,
NeAosZo
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Government should rnnt to lo al ~uithoritics enough woney voth
to me.t the cost of runnin; the social services and to attract
good enouzh wen to fulfil the func‘i,icns.1

vonsequently, lines for reworganisation of lLutive
authorities w.re drawn up and effected in 1948+ Lo effect
esconomies, it wus necoescary uhere possivle to awolish
Jubordinate hative sutnorities as sopaurate enti.les and to
encouraye the creation of lurge ~uperior hative Auluorities uy
amalgowations In view of thege su gestions reco nition of
Lubordinate liative ‘uthorities was withdrawn and ¢hiefs wore
to act as agonts of the Superior lative Authoritye This in
turn peceuscitated the recosnition of certein chiofs as wepiore
They .ccame Jresidents or Chuirnem of the Juprrior lutive
‘uthority vouncil (.mnd wup.rior Lative Lourtsle wuperior
Hative Authority Councils were to be compoced of all the
chief{s, traditional couneillors seiectvd by chiefs and educuted
councillors selected by the ha.ive ‘wihority vouncile

Alongside thece developuents wus the uues-ion of &.olishing
or amalgamating sowe chi ftaincies. As early as 1931 some
officers had sugiested that some lative Authorities should be
amalgzmated and the omulier and weuser opes done avay withe
The question of amul auation cume up again when the dutive

‘recsury Updinance was pasgsed in 1936, ome oficers felt

Te Fipancial lelationship vomittec, 1949 S22/ e Netele
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that the Ordinance as well as the whole system of 'indirect rule'
could be more effective if small or not so well munaged Native
Authorities were merged into others.1

The need for amalgamation and abolition was taken up more
scriously in post-war Native Authority re-organisation. Although
primarily this was to make Native Authorities morc effective, I
suspect that some abolitions were effected by post-war economic
considerations., Nevertheless, as Native Authorities had to
offer attractive salarics to the educated men who would execute
local government responsibilities, it was found necessary to
effect economies where possible by abolishing certain chieftaincies.

From the above account we see that the Native Authority
system wae operating throughout the country. Lut the structure
which emerged by 1953 was the result of a gradual development.
when the Native Authority system was first introduced, chiefs
were appointed Superior and Subordinate Authorities. In some
cases cilefs were the sole Native Authority. In other casecs,
however, chiefs together with councillors (headmen or elders)
were the Native Authority. Chicfs also presided over courts
while some councillors acted as the assessors. BSut after
1936 emphasis was placed on Native Authorities functioning as
local governments and Native Treamuries were established to
make this effective. In 1936 too the Native Authority Ordinace
stipulatcd that Subordinste Native Authorities and Superior
Native Authorities were to be composed of a chief and Council

in the case of the former and a Paramount Chief or some other

e The Provincial Commissioners' Conference. Vol. II. 1938~
1950, N.A.Z.
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important chief and Council, a Council of Chiefs or the Tribal
Council in the case of the latter. The Trival Council was a
composition of all the chiefs, headmen, elders and others who
might wish to attend. Thus bvetween 1936 and 1948 wost chiefs
were Subordinate Native Authorities exercising the powers
granted by the Ordinances but subject to the control of the
Supcrior Native Authorit¥. Faramount Chiefs or other important
chiefs in council were Superior Native Authorities. In cases
where there was no such chief, a Council of all the chic¢fs of
the ‘tribe' or the Tribal Council beczame the Sup rior Native
Authority. After the 1948 Native Authority re~-organis tion,
Subordinate Native Authorities were abolished. These became
agents of Superior Native Authority Councils. Superior Native
Authority Councils were composed of all the chiefs of the
'trive', hereditary councillors and elected councillors who
were mainly commoners and who were to work as departmental
officerss The Paramount or Senior Chief was President of the
Superior Native Authority Councils, Superior HNative Authority
Councils employed in addition to departmental councillors,
clerks to run Native Treasuries and courts. Kapasus were also
attached to each court as well as to the Native Abpeal ~ourts

Thus the Native Authority system (and Native Courts) was
based on the indigenous political system and it incorporated the
necessary indigenous political institutionst: the chi f, the
headman, the councillor, the judges, the messengers. sSut it
did not incorporate the instituticn of the priest since religious
matters were now separated from political oncs,

To link Native Authorities with Central Government was the

District Commissioner and his staff. They were in direct control
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of Lative authorities. <Jhe Jistrict -oanissioner w.s answsravle
to the irovinciil vomwissioncr and his staff. Jhese wer: resp n=
sivle to the seore.ary for hative Affalrs who wus rezponsivle for
Afric.n Affairs and represented africun intevests ian the Centiril
Jova nment, Lepislative Council and to the Uovernore

buring this p riod, then, Goverament tried to make chiefs
and oth r indigencus leaders choulder legisiative, Judicivl,
sdminictrative and executive duties. lHevertheless, the chunging
circumstances sometimes zade indi enocus leuders unable to carry
out some of the duties they were culled upon to performs ihis in
turn led some o icers to ignore tie indijencus le.ders und to
adopt wore direct mothoda.1

SJecause of the need for developuent, it w.s found necogsary
to employ educuted wen s departmental ond electad councillorse
That they were educuted sometimes led colonic:l oilicers to rely
more on them than on the chiefs. “his undersined the cnicfs?
authority and cngendercd an antagoniso between the tWoe

Jopeth r with the educcated councillors were otaer educutead
and rogres .ive clements. oome of these poople were developing
individualistic attitudesy others had a tendency to dispule the
judgement of the ciiefs and tne indi, enous councilicrs.2

Furtiermore, thore were limitations to the indigenous leaders!

po.ors. for example, the rules and orders the Lative authority

1e Le Taylor, Jistrict ¢f icer in vorious parts of the couniry,
19591964, put it in the-e words, ' hroushout the colonial
era the initintive of the uvistri.ct Ufiicer was a major
deiving force of overnuent in the rural areas sopite the
thitehall policy of indircet rule”.
“enneth radley .rinzs out clearly the inhorent contradiction
Letwesn the theory of ‘indirect rule' und wiot wis practice
in the ficldj
radley, ‘e 190C. _dary _of a Jigtrict ti icer.

2. Hntive Affnirm innnal lenort for the wvesy 1075, 102/54 L.l
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were empowered to make had to be submitted to the District
Commissioner who had full powers to confirm, amend or rescind.1
Even in the judiciary the District Commissioner given full
powers to intervene, rescind or rehearse either of his own
notion or on a petition of a complaint being made to him, the
court's decision.2 Again, like his predecessor in Company days,
the chief could remain in office '"during the pleasure and
contigently upon good behaviour and general fitnesa."3 He
could therefore be dismissed or suspended. The Authority,of
which he was the leading member, was liable to a fine not
exceeding £50 if it wilfully refused or neglected to enforce
any orders issued by the Proviiiciul Commissioner or administrative
officer.u That they were liable to deposition or suspension or
to a fine placed the chiefs in a dilemma as they tried to avoid
deposition by not acting contrary to the wishes of the officers
and by carrying out the officers which were often not liked by

the peOple.5

1. Native Authority Ordinance, 1929. B81/2/480. N.A.Z.

2. Native Courts Ordinance, 1929. B1/3/500., N.a.Z.

3, Native Authority Urdinance, 1929. B1/2/480. N.A.4.

L,  Ibvid.

Se R, Hill, District Commissioner in various parts of the
country from 1949-1964, expressed this view from personal
experience of his dealing with the chiefs. Irrigation,

agriculture and education rules scem to have been the
most disliked by the people.
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The ubristicn religion too was threwtoning the indigenous
leaders' hold over the pcople in the reli iouc fielde.

~hus in upite of Uovernment efforts to strenglhen the
autaority of the cilefs nd other indi enous leaders, other
circumstinces were dictating ogalpst the luttere he ln.igenous
leaders themselves wers ow e of this o heir efforts vocone
concentrited on retainipy the faith of the proples At the
some time they tried to accomodote the chan ese -hus wiile
Govaernuent envervour initiated certain chinges Lo the indigenous
politic 1l systens, the equilibrium of the institutiono, ¥ize.

1 nd Government

&

the relations bLetween the chiefe 'nd pro

e

represeniutives, wns niintaind thfough the efforta of
the indigenous leuders esp:ociully .nose of the chiucfs.

Let uz now se how the interaction of the above mentioned
factors b ught aiout the ci:nges und also enallad continuity

in the politic.al systems of the Lenje, Leya and roligue

i) The Lenje

We have noted in the last chapter that under Company
Administration the Lenje were administered from four different
administrative districts: Broken Hill, Mumbwa, Chilanga and Ndola.
Now, however, for the system of 'indirect rule' to work effectively,
it was necessary to administer the ‘tribe' from one centre. After
1930 steps were taken to move all the Lenje chiefs into Uroken

Hill District. oy 1933 this was completed.1

Te Broken i{ill District Notebook. KDA2/1. N.i.Z.
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When the Native Authority Ordinance became effective, all
the Lenje chiefs were declared Subordinate Nativefﬁuthorities.1
Each Subordinate Native Authority was composed of)éﬁief and his
indigenous councillors.2 Chipepo and all the chiefs constituted
the Superior Native Authority.3

By the Native Courts Ordinance, each chief was Presidenl
of his court. Some of his councillors served as court assessors.

In 1936 the Lenje Tribal Council was constituted as the Superior
Native Authority. This was a composition of all the chiefs and
their councillors. Instead of Chipepo serving as the permanent
Chairman, the Council chose the Chairman by secret ballot before
the proceedings of each meeting. Dut it appears that Chipepo
continued to serve as Chairman until 1948 when he was retirod.5
Chiefs Chipepo and Chitanda had five gazetted and paid councillors

each while the others had two or three each. The two chiefs were

also Appeal Courts while the other were not. They remained Appeal

1, Native Authorities and Native Courts, 1928-1935. ZA1/9/27/5.
N.A.Z,

2e Broken Hill District Notebook. KDA2/1. N.A.Z.

3, Native Authorities and Native Courts, 1928-1935. 2A1/9/27/5.
N.A.Z.

L, Ibid.
5. Indirect Rule, Central Province. NAT A/A/2. N.A.Z.

In 1947 Chipepo was referred to as head of the Lenje
Tribal Council. Loc. cit.
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Courts until 1953 when the Appeal Court was set up at the
Native Authority Council Headquarters.

In accordance with the Native Authority Ordinance, 1936, too
the Lenje Native Treasury was established. It employed one
clerk and in 1940 the Lenje Tribal Council could collect tax
for its Treasury through the court clerks. In order to
strengthen the Native Authority system, however, chiefs Kapandula
and Mulundo were abolished as Native Authorities and their areas
were merged into Chitanda and Mungule respectively. Nevertheless,
they were allowed to retain their courts and to receive a subsidy
as Presidents of their courts until after the war.1 In 1943
Kapalamoto's recognition ar a Subordinate Native Authority was
withdrawn. lle also lost his court. His area and court went
to chief Chamuka.2

The organisation and constitution of the Native Authority
Council continued to operate along’the same lines until after
the 1948 Native Authority re-organis-tion. After 1948 +the
Tribal Council did not constitute the Superior Native Authority.
Instead, the Council was to be composed of the chiefs, elected
(one from each chief's area) and departmental councillors.
Indigenous councillors could attend Council mecztings not as
paid councillors but as court assessors. 1in 1948 there were four
departmental councillors for Bducation, Public Works,

Communications and Agriculture und Water Development. In 1951

1. Chiefs, Central Frovince. SEC/NAT/668., N.A.Z.

2e Ibid.
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two more educated councillors were co-opted on to the Council
as elected councillors.1 In the meantime the Council lost the
membership of two of its indigenous leaders. The chieftaincies
of Kasonkomona (1948) and N.itima (1949) were abolished.2

After 1948 too the educated Lenje were pres.ing for the
office of Senior Chief to be established in order to uring the
Lenje Native Authority in line with other Authorities.3 fhe
District Commissioner was sympathetic to the request. In
1953 elections were held and Chitanda was elected Senior Chief.k
He moved to Chibombo, the Lenje Native Authority Centre two
years later in 1955.5

Thus by 1953 the Native Authority institution was fully
established cmong the ienje. A collective body of all the

chiefs, elected and departmental councillors constituted this

body. Chitanda, designated Senior Chief, was its President.

1. Native Authority Re-organisation. N/1201/7. N.A.Z.

2. Native Aukhority, Central Province, Chiefs. N/1021/3.
N.A.Z.

3, District Commissioner to Provincial Commissionary. N/
1021/3. N.A.Z.

4, District Commissioncr to Provincial Commissioner. N/
1021/3. N.A.Z.
Chipepo also contested for the post. He lost by seven
votes only. He got 319 against Chitanda's of 326.
Some ot my informants claim that Chipepo's many votes
were due to the fact that most of his villa es are near
Chitombo and therefore the majority of the headmen and
elders came from his area.

S. Native Authority Re-orgsnisation. N/1201/1. N.A.Z.
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Chiefs acted as its agents in their respective areas. The new
institution was to function as a local government. That it
had established its Headquarters fully equipped with its
Treasury, Court of Appeal, Council ilall, and personnel was

a full realisation of its status as local government. The
District Commission r and his staff guided and advised the

new body u#s well as representslit to Central Government.

As members of the Native Authority Council chiefs were
given political, legislative, administrative, executive and
judicial (as Presidents of their courts and members of the
Court of Appeal) powers. Thus, for example, the chiefs could
now allocate lund in their areas. In 1950 they passed levy
rules whereby every tax payer was required to pay two shillin;s
per annum to the Native Authority Treasury.1 In 1952 they
vetoed the application by an Asian trad r to start business in
chief Chipepo's area.2 Nevertheless,some of the duties they
had to perform as members of the local government were either
beyond their capaiilitiesybelow their dignity or might have
led to some antdgonism between them and their people, Examples

of these are such duties as planning of Estimates,3 seeing that

1. Lenje Native Authority Council Meetings. N/1202/1.Vol.1. N.i.4.
2o Ibid.

3, H.P. Haile, District Commissioner, Hroken Hill Rural,
1956-1960, observed almost ten years after the Native Authority
re-organisation that the majority of chiefs could not
follow Council discussions especially when dealing with
Estimates. Often they slept through Estimates discussions.
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people dag their l:trines and thutche their houses1 and that
people sent their children to school or cultivsted their fields
according to the modern methods of agriculture.2 1t is
possible that in some cases the chiefs uere merely
conservative and did not care for the many changes. <he
District Com.issioner, on the othe:r,hund wanted to see that
development w:s effected in the area. ‘hus at times he and
his junior officers took the lead instead of working through
the chiefs. 4t Council mectin s the District Ufficer often
dominuted the discuesinnw.} “ecauvse he could not get chiefs
to execute some of the duties and at #s fast = rate as he
wished, sometimes tie 2istrict Com.dssioncr relied on
denartmental councillors t. help him. Yherefore he often
spent more :time with them when he visited the iative Authority

Council Centre than he did with the ch:’.sz:t‘s..L3 In the field he

e In 1951 the Provincial Commissioner complained to the
Secretsry for Native Affairs, on behalf of iHungule who w:s
censored for not doinz his duties, that chiefs should not be
held responsible for thatching houscs and digging latrines:
Lenje liative Authority, 1950-1960 R/14/2/11/2, N.i....

2e il.P. Haile, bDistrict Commission:r, “roken Hill durale.

19561960,

3 In 1951 the Provincial Cormissioner complained that the
Hative authority was suffering from the domination of the
District Com~issioner: Lenje Native Authority, 1950=1960.
R/M/2/11/20 Heiiasia

L, Lenje Native Authority Council lLieetings. N/1202/1 ¥ol. 1.
NeAoZo
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sometimes referred to the chief only when he felt it necessary
to do so0.

That the District Commissioner relied more on the educated }
councillors placed the latter in an advantageous position over
the chiefs. Because they could execute some of the local
government duties and because of their edugation and wider
knowledge, the District Commissioner was more favourable to
their views than to the chiefs'. To quote an instance! In
1951 the first departmental councillors' term of office came
to an end. (The term of office for councillors was three years).
Either the old ones had to be reselected or new ones employed.
The first Education councillor had been a teacher. Sut five
years prior to his appointment, he had inherited a headmanship
from his uncle. The other departmental councillors and
educated elccted councillors thought him quite conservative.
They preferred one Mulande who was a high primary school teacher
at the time and who had taught at mission centres away from his
tribal area for over fifteen yeara.2 The other progressives in
the area, whose views the District Commissioner seems to have
been sympathetic with, backed the departmental councillors. The
President of the ‘'Lenje Progressive Association' entered into a
long correspondence with the District Commissioner on the merits

of having Mulando as the Education councillor. When Mulando

1. Lenje Native Authority, 1950-1960. R/14/2/11/2. N.A.Z.3}
I'lo Po Haile.

2o Muntemba, S.3. and Shipekwa, G. Tape in L.M.
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was reluctant to take up this post because of its lower salary,
the other departmental councillors and the 'Lenje Progressive
Association' p:rauaded the District Commissioner to raise the
salary because it was imperative thatvMulando be co-opted on
to the Council. The District Commissioner helped the
departmental councillors persuade the chiefs to select in
favour of Mulando and on a higher salary. !Hulando was ultimately
co-opted on to the Council in the same year.1

At times the educated councillors persuaded the chiefs to
agree to their point of view by appealing to their knowledge of
the whole country's affairs about which the chiefs were not so
knowledgeable. For example, in the early 1950's African
National Congress was on the ascendancy in the country. The
educated councillors, backed by other progressives who saw the
chiefs in their own areas, p rsuaded the Lenje Native Authority
Council to allow Congress to open an office at Chibombo.a An
incident which falls slightly outside our period but worthy
quoting illustrates effectively how the educated councillors
and other progressives appealed to their country-wide experiences
to win the chiefs over to their views. Senior Chief Chitanda

died in 1956. There were two candidates to the chieftaincy, both

1, Lenje Native Authority Reports, 1949-1964. R14/2/10, N.A.Z.

2. Lenje Native Authority Council Meetings. N/1202/1 Vol. ‘s
N.A.Z.
It appears that although permission was granted in 1953, the
matter was not followed up seriovsly by African National
Congress until 1956, Lo. cit.



his nephews. One of the two had lived at home and in fact had
deputised for Chitanda when the latter went to reside at
Chibombo. The other one and actually the more rightful claimant
of the two had lived and worked on the Copperbelt for a long
time. All the Lenje chiefs, headmen and elders felt that
although the rightful claimant, the latter had been so0
divorced from his home conditions and ideas that he could not
be entrusted with the welfare of the country. In the past it
had been permissible to pa s over the rightful heir if it was
strongly felt that he could not make a good chief. The educated
councillors and other progressives in Bulenje favoured the
Copperbelt man. The educated councillors pointed out that
choosing such a man would place the Lenje on par with other 'tribves';
thot the District Commissioner and Central Guvernment would
respect the chiefs more if they chose someone knowled, eable of
their ways. Although the Di trict Commissioner was to keep
out of the whole discussion, he sympathised with the educated
councillors snd made his inclinations known, After a lot of
postponements, deliberations and persuasion, the Copperbelt
candidate got the chieftaincy.1

If chiefs did not see a threat to their authority and
status when the District Commissioncr relied more on educated
councillors, when he was more sympatheitic to the latter's views
or when they themselves got swayed by these councillors, they
became alarmed when some members of the emmging class threatened

to undermine their authority in resvect of the people. Most of the

1. Lenje Native Authority Council Mcetings. N/1202/1 Vol.1 N.A.Z.
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educated and widely travelled people wore economically better off
than the chiefs. People with material weulth were gaining some
status in society. A story is told of chief Chitanda's nephew
who had bcen away to South Africa for a number of jears., He
came back in the 1940's with a wirele.s set, some pieces of
furniture, a‘bicycle and many clothes. Most people viewed
him with higher respect not only because he was the chief's
nephew, but also because of his comparative material wealth.
They often sought him ocut for advice as a result of his status.1
Teachers and other educated people were held in respect as
much because they represented the white man's world which the
people both hated??gared as because of their economic strength.2
Another factor which threatenel to undermine the chiefs'
authority and status as well as that of other indigenous
institutions was the missionary factor. After 1930 the M-thodist
Mission was expandin; its activities in Eulenje., By 1940 there
was a substantial number of schools and mission centres scattered
over the area: One Minister stutioned at Mpili Mission in chief
Liteta's area from 1941, with short intervals, until 1959 was a
very strong=-willed and influential man., Some teachers and
evangelists who served under him say that most of his c¢hurch
members and immigrants to tulenje went to him with the problems
they would normally have taken to their headmen or chief in former

days. 3

1¢ Chief Chitanda. Tape in L.HM.

2e Efforts by Government throughout this period to raise the
chiefs' salaries was directed towards checking this danger.

3. Matibini, A, and Shipekwa, G. Tape in L.M.
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Intensified missionary activity also meant that most people
were becoming Christians and some of them were giving up

their involvement in indigenous rituals.1 Most of the schools
in Bulenje were missionary run. This meant that school
children were brought up adhering to the new faith.

Chiefs realised that the limitations to their power, the
execution of some of their new duties, the advantageous position
in which the District Commissioner, the educated councillors
and other progressives were have adverse effects on their
status and on the relatiomship with their people. Therefore,
they worked to ensure their people's continued support as
much as possible.

In 1942, for example, Ntitima had given permission to
one Shakalima to start a village., On one of his visits to the
area the District Commissioner found that Shakalima should not
have started a village because he did not have enough people.
He told the chief to see to it that the village was disbanded.
Ntitima, however, did not order Shakalima to break up his
village. A few months later the District Commissioner sent for
Ntitima. VYhile at iroken Hill, Ntitima was instructed in the
duties of a chief and the consequences of disobedience or
negligence of his duties. Ntitima remained in Broken Hill for

two weeks after which time he agreed to carry out the wishes

1. The Methodist Mission was uncompromising in itse ap. roach.
Most followers gave up attending rituals out of fear.
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of the boma. Officially the village beca&me non-existent and it
was scrapped off the official records. Dut in fact Ntitima did
not carry out his orders. He knew that if he did, he coulad
antagonise not only Shakalima but most of his people as well
who would view him as a boma chief who would not stand for
them. Thereafter,whenever a District officer visited the area,
Ntitimu avoided passing through or near Shakalima's village
which has survived to today.1

Another incident occured in 1943, The District Commissioncr
was quite alarmed by the rise of dagga smoking among the Lenje.
At one of the meetings the District Commissioner brought this
to the attention of chiefs, headmen and elders and suggested that
Native Authorities should make orders against the smoking of
daggae. The chiefs, headmen and elders did not express an
opinion. This was partly because some of the men were themselves
dagya smokers, partly also because chiefs and headmen knew that
most of the influential elders and a number of their men had
been smoking dagga for a long time. Upon losing his paticnce,
the District Commissioner asked the _athered leuders of the
Lenje if any of them were dagga smokerse, Chitanda, Chipepo and
Ntitma were some of the few who put up their hands to indicate
that they were. Chitanda and Chipepo knew that as the most

powerful Lenje chiefs,the likehood of their being punished

Te Chitentabunga, Shipekwa, G., Nsoka, il
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without the risk of alienating the people was slim. Ntitima,

as we have noted, had the tendency of not always acting
according to the wishes of the boma (a tendency which might have
contributed to the abolition of his chieftaincy). The matter
was deferred to the next general meeting. Subsequent rules and
orders made by the Superior iutive Authority do not indicute
that an order agninst dag.a smoking was ever made. Perhaps

the matter was never brou-ht up =gain.

One departmental councillor recalls how chief Mungule used
to Lehave whenever his area was visited. Mungule's area offers
some of tie most fertile land in the country. In the early and
mid 1650's Government was trying to introduce new and more.
productive methods of farminge. The people did not fully
appreciate them at the time and thercfore did not want to be
bothered about them, The chief did not want to appear to his
people that he was for the boma by openly supporting the new
measures nor did he want to appear to the of icers that he
was against by openly telling the District Commissioner taat
he and his people werc not interested in the new methods.
Therefore, whenever, the District Commissioner toured the area
for this purpose, the chief often feigned illness or if he
appeared, he would be too drunk to be of much use. The District

Commissioner relied wainly on the councillor responsiule for

1e In 1945 Chipepo was considered too old to rule and his
nephew, Paka,was made his deputy. Paka was having
difficulties in administering the areas His 'inefficiency’
was put down to the strong hold the chief still had on
the people and it was suggested . at if Paka was to be
effective, the court should be moved from the old man's capital
village. On the other hand, it was found nccessary to let
Chipepo continue as head of thc Lenje Tribal Council
becau.e he was stronger than Paka:l Indlrect Rule, Central
Province. NAT A/A/2., N.A.Z.
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Agricultnre.1

At times chiefs used the educated councillors to et
them:elves out of a situation that could jeopardise their
position. lor example, even where the chief favoured the
educ:tionnl snd agricultural projects but which he knew his
people did not welcome, he often pushed the councillor
responsible into the foreeiront thereby moking him take all
the blame.z

Chiefs were also able to tone down the educated councillors'
and other -rogressives' advanteges over them. As the leading
fipures in the Native Authority Council, they had greuter power
in the selection of the educated e¢~uncillors. Cften they selected those
who owed alleginace to them by ties of kinship(lutakwa, councillor
for Agriculture and Shipekwa, elected) or who were headmen
(Chikalakasa, first Sducation councillor who had succeeded his
uncle as headman). Others would have won the love and respoct
of the Lenje hiefs and people which they would not have servered
(¥ulilo, Works Councillor who originally come from Mumbwa and

ho had served as a Methodist Mi:. ion teacher for many years

before he hecame councillor).

Chiefs :lso encoura;ed friendhsips with ministers, teuachers
and other progrensive eloments.3 Thus they made the latter
view them <~ore as fric-nds than as antagonists. The President
of the'lenje FProgres ive Association' was often reminded that

he was a member of the Mungule family.

1. Hulilo, E.

2o Hulilo, ., lisoka, lie and Shipekwa, G.

3 In the 1950's chiefs :till asked the help of teachers and
ministers in solving taeir provlems. they nlso guve them
yresents in the form of foodstuffs which they received
fram the neovle. Fersonul cbservation
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Such efforts on the chiefs' part did not go unrcwarded.
The people continued to rally behind their chiefs. The idea
of divine chieftainship which most people still believed in
also worked to the chiefs' advantage. Thus, for example, when
the Ntitima and Kasonkomana chieftaincies were abolished,
people still viewed Ntitima and Kasonkomona as the chiefs.

The fact that they were to take their cases to Liteta and
Chitanda respectively did not make them alter their allegiance.
One departmental councillor told me how it was difficult te
get much work done in Chief Liteta's area. Since his success
depended to a great extent on a chief's co-operation, he could
not get much co~operation from Ntitima's people as he had to
work through Liteta. Often he ignored Liteta and worked
through the unrecognised Ntitima.1 To date Ntitima's and
Kasonkomona's people acknowledge the unrecognised chiefs. They
refer to themselves as Dene-Ntitima and Bene Kasonkomona
(people of Ntitima, people Kasonkomona).

For their part, departmental councillora could not afford
to antagonise the chiefs much., They realised that to affect any
development project, they had to have the chiefs' full co-
operation., The educated councillors also realised that in any
confrontation their interests would be identified with those of
the chiefs and people vis~a-vis the District Commissioner and
Provincial and Central Government. 1Yo cite an example., Bulenje
was one of the areas which were affected by white farmer
settlements., Although Native Reserves were declared as far back

as 1930, boundaries were not clearly demarcated.The result was thot in

1. Mulilo, E,.



chief Liteta's area around Hwacisompola near lLandless corner
and farth r to the south furmers often compluined cf "mative®
cattle straying into their lund. They also complained tnat loccal
people were extendiny tueir gardens into their laznd, OUn the
other hand, local people complzined that far:ers were jushing
their firms into their lund., Thus in the early 1950's the
District Commissioner, some of his o ficers, chief Liteta and
educ:ted councillers and the farmers concerned weni abcut
setting beacons to mark the boundary. The chief, councillors
xnd even messengers (not openly) joined forces aguinst the
District Commisgioner and far:ers as they argued wher: the
boundary wus supposed to be and the exteat of unali:nated land.
toth the chief and councillors did not want the pcople to lose
more land to the farmers.1

Nevertheless, chiefs were also awure that they could be
deposed or suspended if they displeased Central “overnment by
not carrying out its wishes and orders. Therefore, while striving
to retain the people's su port, they tried to keep on the
District U:fice's good side. [hus we noted in Htitima's case
ciied above that he wculd not openly challenge the District
Commissioner over Shukalime's casce HMuniule too would not
openly tell the District Commi:ssioner thst he was against the
new «gricultural measures. W“here they realiscd that they could
not do the jou properly or even understand, they relied on
tueir ccuncillors. At lative Aﬁthcrity Council teetinge most
chiefs were unitle to follow dJdiscussiocon: esjpecially when

Lgtimetes and Lxpenditure were trought up. ihey relied on

e Nsoka, !1. and Shipekwa, U,



’their councilloras. At Native Authority Council Meetings most
chiefs were unable to follow discuscions especially when Estimates
and Lxpenditure were brought up. They relied on'their councillors
to interpret to them afterwards. They also relied on educated
councillors to execute development projects.

On the other hand, however, like the educated councillors

District officers realised the chiefs' hold over the people.

If they wanted any development to be effected they had to have
the chiefs' support.

The aim of the policy of 'indirect rule' was to administer
the people through their own indigencus institutions. Our

survey of the Native system among the Lenje reveals that there
‘indirect rule' cannot be thus simply defined. The chief and
other indigenous ofiice holders - the headmen, the councillors,
the assessors « were important members in the system. iut the
indigenous leaders could not function without colonial ofiicers
and educated councillors. on the other hand, colonial officers
and departmental councillors could not execute their duties
unless they worked through the indigenous leaders. Therefore,
all the forces represented by these groups - the indigenous
institutions, Cehatral Government, the emerging middle class =
were equally important. The Native Authority syatem as it
operated among the Lenje was an interdependence of all the three
groups,

In the same way change and continuity in the indigenous
system must be seen voth as a result of the colonial policy
(which was dictated by political, economic and social developments)
and an interaction and reactions of the above forces.

The need to use Native Authorities as instruments of local



governnment and to sublim te the poli.ical aspiration: of
educ:ted and widely travelled men led to the inclusion of these
men in the lative .uthorities. Thus the system cume to
incorporute not only the indigenous lexders «:nd ven’ral
Government represcntatives tut educated depurt-cntal and
olected councillors as welle. The func:ioms of the chiefs olso
took on new dimersions. As leadins nembors of the lative
Authority and leaders of thedr people they were chzrged with
locul zovernment functions. iut we have noted that in sctual
fact coloninl officers and departmental councillors executed
these duties more than the chiefe did,

In accordance with the policy of 'indirect rule', indigenous
institutions vere recosnised as important parts of the system.
Chicfs, heaunen, and elders became Native Authorities and court
Presidents and as..essors. As lative auih rities, they could
legislate und make decisions. Chiefs and headmen could also
allocate land in their areas. .herefore although the nature of
what they could legisl:te and make decisions about changed,
chiefs, hcadmen and clders enjoyed these prerog::ives once .oree
The institution of chiefship continued to enjoy ithe faith of the
reople and chiecfa'® efforts were directed towards enauring their
continued influence among the people. Although Government did not
acknowledge the office of the priest in the political or-sni-ation
and inspite of Christi.n suegess, most people still appoal.d to

ritual in times of stross.1 Yhe chief continued to porform his

7« In 1950 there was shortage of rain in “ulenjes A rain-caking
ceremony was held at Chitanda's grove: luntemha, Se5,



158

ritual functions. Under this period the office of senior

chief was also recreated. [he most imprtant criterion in
determining seniority wus, as in pre-colonial days, primogeniture.
Chitanda became the Senior Chief.

The policy of 'indirect rule' allowed other indi enous
offices to continue functioning. Xaca continued to functionm
as councillora.1 After 1948 they became unofficial members of
the Council. Within the system, as already said, the insti=-
tution of the headman was allowed to continue. OSome of these
were members of the Native Authority Council. Those who were
not, administered their people on the village level. It
appears from my sources that the word Baloba had fallem out of
u.e by this period. Eut the one-time Baloba may have continued
to function as hcadmen and councillors. The functions of
Balanse were taken over by KLapasus who not only acted as court
constables but as messengers between the chief and Native
Authority Council Headquarters. The chief's political and personal
adviser, Mukatamweene, also continued to function.z

Most people still believed im divime chieftainship.

Chiefs were still buried and instzlled with the old attendant
ceremoniea.3 Depsite Christian advance, people still appealed
to 0ld religion in times of distress. Chi la, therefore,

continued to function.

1e Broken Hill District Notebook. KDAL, 1, N.A.Z.

Ze In 1956 Mukatamweene wasliving in chief Chitanda's capital
village. Personal observations.
3, HMuntemba,S.5. who was present ut Chitanda Lewanika's

burial in 1949 and Chitanda Semu's installation in 1950.



ii) Ihe Leya

When the Native Authority system was introduced, chief
Mukuni was declared a Subordinate Native Authority. The
Authority was composed of Mukuni himself and four paid
councillors1 one of whom was the indigenous Naamhela.z

Chief Mukuni was also President of his court, There were
‘some assessors, drawn from the old Babetesi.3 The chief did
not employ a clerk bhut recorded the cases himsclf,

In 1936 the Native Treasury Ordinance was passed. Chief
Mukuni could not establish a treasury of his own neither could
the other chiefs in the Livingstone District., The Toka/Leya
(sometimes appearing as Ton.a/Leya) Superior Native Authority
was formed in 1937. It ran the Treasury. The Toka/Leya Tribal
council-comprising the six Toka/Leya chiefs, their councillers,
headmen, elders and any who mi. ht wish to attend - constituted
the Superior Native Authority. The Superior Native authority
did not have a perwmanent Chairman or President. (The Chairman
was chosen by secret ballot at each Superior Native Authority

meeting). But it was clear to all the chiefs that District

1. Native Authorities, Livingstone 1937-1947: File 50/39. N.A.Z.

2e In 1944 Ngambela Nzala wrote from Mukuni's court to the
Lozi Litunga informing the latter of chief Mukuni,
Siamakoka's death in 1943: Livingstone District Notebook.
K3C3/1. N.A.Z,
The term Mweendelezi we Cisi was completely out of usage
by now.

3. Chief Mukuni and Ngambela.

4, District Commissioner to Frovincial Commissioner, 1933.

Kps1/5/8/3. N.A.Z.
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officers considered Musokotwani the most important Toka/Leya
chief, a point which the officers based on Musokotwani's bigger
geographical srea and population.1 The Toka/Leya Superior
Native Authority started to effect some development programmes
soon after the inception of Native Treasuries. In 1939 a
Native Authority dispensary and in 1940 a school were built. On
the officers' suggestion both were built at chief Yusokotwani's
capitals In 1946 Native Treasury of:ices were moved from
Livingstone to Musokotwani's capital.

In 1937, too, the District Commissioner suggested that
chief Katapazi should be declared Mukuni's sub-chief and be
administered throu:h the latter's Subordinate Authority.
Katapazi, a cousin of chief Sekute, had moved eastwards in
search of land in the nincteenth century. Although he was also
Leya and geographically closer to Mukuni than Sekute, he
acknowledged the latter as his overlord and despite the fact that
eventually he was regarded as an independent chief, he and his
people still acknowledged Sekute.2

He and his céuncillors did not accept to be placed under
Mukuni. Nonetheless, he was declared Mukuni's sub-chief., But
he continued to be I’resident of his court until 1949 and to
administer his area until 1%51 when his area was merged into

Mukuni's.

1. Native Authorities, Ton,a-Leya Council Mectings. N/1102/1.
By the same criterion Musokotwani was receiving a Government
subsidy of £66 per annum while Mukuni was getting £42.

2e Katapgzi and four headmen. Tape in L.M.
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Meanwhile, in 1946 four southern Kalouwo chiefs were
transferred from Kalomo to Livingstone District. They became
members of the Toka/Leya Superior Native Authority. In 1948
in accordance with the Native Authority re-or;ani ation
postulations, recognition of Subordinate Native Authoritics
was withdrawn. The “oka/Leya Superior Native Authority Council
was to be composed of the ten chiefs, four departumental
councillors and five progressives who were chosen by the District
Comuissioner. Husokotwani was chosen permanent President.
However, the District Commissioner reported in 1949 that the
Authority Council could not get enough eductited councillors.
It could only get two departmental councillors. In view of this
more indigenous councillors were brought back on the Council.1
But by 1950 four departmental councillors had been co-cpted on
to the Council., 3y 1953 the Superior Native Authority Council
was composed of nine chiefs (the Katapazi chieftaincy was
abolished in 1951), four departmenial councillors, five educated
councillors and some indigenous councillors who were also court
as8e5S0rs8.

The Sup:=rior Native Authority constituted the Appeal Court.
In 1950 Livingstone Rural had been moved into {alomo District.
The Superior Native Authority lieadquarters was established at
Zimba, forty-seven miles north of Livingstone. Council houses
were put up there and the Ireasury wuas moved from -‘usokotwani's
village to Zimba in 1951,

As an instrument of locul govera:ent, the Toka/Leya Superior

Native Authority was charged with some development functions.

1 Native Authorities, Tonga-Leya Council Meetings. N/1102/1.
NIA.Z.
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The Toka/Leya Superior Native Authority was not rich,1 but, as
mentioned above, the Authority built a dispensary in 1939 ant a
school in 1940. 1In 1953 the Department of Water Development
and Irrigation built weirs in the district. As a legislative
body, the Superior Native Authority was strong.2 In 1949 rules
on registration of marriages, regular attendance of school and
constitution of villages were formulated and put into effect.3
In 1951 Public Services Rates Rules were postulated and applied.h
While the Superior Native Authority was the overall governing
body, each chief was expected to administer and execute the
functions of a local government in his area. It seems that even
before the Superior Native Authority was formed, the Leya chief
appreciated his functions in the new system. The Leya were
fortunate in that their association with the Lozi had brought them
into contact with formal education at an early stage. They were
therefore able to understand and execute some of the functions of
a local government. Mukuni Siamacoka who ruled from 19221943

had received his education at Nangoma in Nalole, Barotseland.5

1. Hailey. Lord, 1950. Native Administration in British Tropical
Africa, Part II. 116-117,

2¢  In 1949 the District Commissioner reported that the Toka/Leya
Superior Native Authority was weak administratively, but
strong as a legislative body: Native Authorities, Tonga-Leya
CouHCil Meetingsn N/1 102/1; NvoZo .

3+ Native Authorities, Tonga-Leya Council Mecetings. N/1102/1.
N.A.Z,

L, Ibid,

S« Livingstone District Notebook. K3C3/1, N.A.Z.
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In 1932 the District Commission:r singled him out as the only
chief who was capable and intelligent enough to perform the
functions of a local government.1 The chief was also efficient
enough to record all his cases,

In 1943 Mukuni Siamacoka died. Siloka was installed as
Mukuni, Siloka II, Like Mukuni Siamacoka, Mukuni Siloka II had
gone to school. He had lived away from home for many years
until when he was installed chief. Fr'm 1926-193%36 he had worked
for Messrs. Creed and Co, Ltd. in Livingstone.2 From 1937-1943
he had worked as Treasury clerk for Guimbi Tonga Treasury in the
valley.3 Thus he could understand government policies. He also
appreciated and encouraged development in his area., In 1950,
for instance, the chief asked the boma to build a dam and sink
some wells in his area., Vwhile the District Comuissioner was
sympathetic to this requ:st, there was not enough money to sink
the number of wells stipulated nor to build a dam. The Authority
could only sink three wells. Consequently, the chief, certain
that he could get his people's sup.ort, asked them to help
the boma and Authority. Six wells were dug as self-help schemes
in answer to the chief's call.# Three weirs we.e finally built

by the Authority in 1953.5 In education the chief without giving

1. District Commirsioner to Frovincial Commissioner,1932,
KDB1/5/8/3., N.A.Z.

2 Mukuni Papers. Capital village.
Although he worked as shpkeeper, his life in Livingstone
town brought him in contact with progressive ideas,

3 Mukuni Papers. Ca.ital village.

4, Chief Mukuni and Ngambela.

5. Kalomo District Notebook. K3P3/1. N.A.Z.
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offence, talked to the headmen and elders about the need to send
their children to school. As a result, most people sent their
children to school. The chief then turned to the District
Commissioner and Education councillor and pointed out that
since the people were eager to send their children to school,
he could not afford to frustrate them through lack of enough
schools. In order not to frustrate people's eager responses to
development projects, it was necessary thzt another school be
established for them. Xayuni school to the east of the capital
was built as a result of this request.1 Mukuni, too, took an
active part in Treasury work which the Treasury clerk could not
do efficiently.2 District Commissioners often commended the
chief as an intelligent,capable administrator.3 Because Mukuni
could himself execute the functions, the District Commissioner
did not pos: a threat to his authority by executing the functioms
himself or by depending more on departmental councillors.

The chief did not feel any threat from the departmental
councillors either. When educated 'commoner' councillors were
first cc-opted on to Council in 1948, the Toka/Leya Superior

Native Authority could employ two only. They were only able to

Te Chief Mukuni and Ngambela.,

2e Hailey, Lord. 1950 Native Administration in British Iropical
Africa, Part II, 116,

3, Native Authorities, Livingstone, 1937-1947, File No.50/39.
N.A.Z,
Native muthorities, Southern Province. N/1101/ N.A.Z.
Chief Mukuni was reported as being inefficient in adminie
stering chief Katapazi's former area. This was probably the
case because Katapazi's people would not transfer their
Mukuni himself would not impose his authority over

silasioses;
/289R1Ey¥085%8ad never enjoyed.
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employ four in 1950. The chief himself appreciated local
government fumctions and could execute some, Thus both he
and departmental councillors stood for the same interests.
After the initial distrust (primarily because all came from
Musokotwani's and Sekute's areas), chief Mukuni worked well
with the councillors.1 The chief also realised that his
demands coﬁld meet with more favour on the Council if Re
had the backing of departmental councillors. Departmental
councillors realised that they could only work with the
chief's support.

It must be mentioned that the chief was able to execute the
functions of a local government also because of his status in
Leya society which precluded any resentment bein;; directed
against him as he pushed development projects. It would appear
that the chief did not play a major role in securing the
influence over his people. My researches have only revealed
minor incidents in the early stages of the inception of the
Nitive Authority system. It seems that at this stage the chief
was not sure of Government intentions. It is said that sometimes
when the District Commissioner sent for him Mukuni did not hurry
to ansver to the Comuissioner's orders. At times he went as
far as Maramba river, about four miles from Livingstone, and
then he sent his Xapasus to ask the District Commissioner to come
and meet him there. At other times the chief openly challenged
the messenger to take word to the District Commissioner that

as chief, he could not go to the boma and that the Commissioner

1. Mufaya and Mutema, A,
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or one of his junior officers should go to him.1 All these
were efforts to impress his people that he and not the
Distriot Commissioner was the big man in his area. But chief
Mukuni soon realised that us long as he performed his duties,
there was no threat to his authority from Government officers.
Thereafter, whenever the District Commissioner or any other
Government officer visited his area, the chief gave him all the
reapect and good reception befitting an important visitor.2
it seems that the Native Authority #érganisation worked to
the chief's advantage. When the Toka/Leya Superior Native
Authority was established, Mukuni had to form government with
some of his a;e-o0ld political enemies, We have seen how in
pre-colonial days there had been fights between Mukuni and
Sekute. In 1921 Mukuni lost some of his lands and people to
Sekute, Yet now he had;:hare his powers with Sekute and his
councillors. The people were reminded of their old enemities
Chief Mukuni was not on better terms with chief Musokotwani
either. The preference for the latter as the most important
Toka/Leya chief turned Musokotwani into Mukuni's enemy. Chief
Mukuni felt that since both Musockotwani and Sekute were late
arrivals to the area and he, Mukuni, was literate while others

3

were not, he was more entitled to seniority. To the Leya

1 Chief Mukuni and Ngambela.

Ivid.

¥
[ 3

3 Although the Toka and Sekute Leya do not agree, the Leya
believe that Musokotwani and Sekute .ere later arrivals to
the avea: Chief Mukuni, Siloka II: "History of the Leya
People." L.M.}

Chief Mukuni, Siloka II and Mukemu. Tape in L.M.
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Musokotwani's senior position was viewed as yet another
encroachment in their history of raids, subjection and
humilistion. Therefore while welcoming their iniigenous
leaders' powers, most Leya were persuaded to look at the Toka
and Sekute Leya uith disfavour.1 They banded themselves behind
their chief. ‘hen the Toka/Leya Superior Native Authority finally
got departmental councillore, two were Toka while the other
two were Sekute Leya. This encouraged a spirit of oneness
among the Leya while it made the chief view the councillors
not as rivals who might try to win the people's loyalty from him,
It appears that chief Mukuni did not face much threat from
other educated groups or from a growth of individualism ameng
his people. As far vack as 1915 the Native Commissioner had
reported that individualism was developing in Livingstone
Digtrict and that the whole system of tribal control w:s
collapsing due to LEuropean, Bemba, Yao, Tonga and Lozi influence,
In 1933 the District Commissioner Livingstone reported, '"Chief
Mukuni's task yearly tecomes more difficult as the villages near
the town of Livingstone becom2 wore and more sophisticated and
detribalised Natives from the town visiting these areas over the
week-end increase in number."3 However, the actual number of Leya
affected by these developments was not staggering. Chances of
economic growth which often leads to individualism were not many

in 3uleya. The soil is not rich in most of luleya. Not many

Te Chief Mukuni and Ngambcla.

2. Annual Report, 1914-15. ©Batoka Province, Livingstone
District, ZA7/1/2/3. N.A.Z,

3. Tour Report No. 6 of 1933, KSC6/3/1., N.A.Z.
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people could benefit through farming. There were not many
industries in the area, the Saw Mills being the major employer,
In 1939, it was reported that most of the jobs there were
applied for by the Lozi from Barotseland.1 There were not many
settler farms in the area,thereby cutting down Jjob apportunities
and minimising setiler influences., In 1950 only sixty~nine
individual dwellers were recorded in the Toka/Leya Native
Authority area. The number rese to one hundred and nine in 1951.2
That there were few educated or progressive people whe did not
hcld much influence over the chiefs or people is reflected in the
fact that chiefs here could ban two educ:zted councillors who
were active in African National Congress activities in 1952.3 That
the middle class was in a weak position can also be seen in the
fact that District officers could afford to back chiefs against
members of the middle class., In 1953 chicfs, with District
officers' backing, banned African National Congress from the
Toka/Leya Native Authority area., There was no sharp reaction
from the peOple.#

It seems that the Leya did not suffer many pressures as a
result of missionary activities. Although the Universities'

Mission, the Church of Christ and the Parish Missionary Society

1. Native Affairs Annual Report for the year 1939. VIII.N.R.G.
195/54, L.M.

2. Kalomo District Notebook Vol.1. KSP3/41, N.A.Z.

3 African Affairs Annual Report for the year 1952. 346/35.
L.M.

4, Native Authority, Tonga-Leya Council Mcetings. N/1102/1.
N.A.Z'
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had been operuting in the areu for some time now.1 their
activities were largely confined to within the town of
Livingstone and rural areas to the west and north. When I
interviewed Be-Dyango in 1968, she admitted tiat Christianity
was adding to the declension of ritual fervour among the Leya.2
But both she and chief Mukuni attributed this to the spread of
the Watch Tower Sect in the area. The Sect had swept through
most of Northern Rhodesia in the early 1930's. Ho.cwer, the
Provincial Commissioner, Southern Province, reported that the
Sect had not made many adherents in the Px'cvince.3 Throughout
the 1940's there were no reports of Watch Tower penetration in
the area. Ritual.continued to appeal to most people in suleya.
Furthermore, irrigation scheg? only started to be effected in
1950. Until then, and in wost cases even after then, people
continued to resort to ritual to ensure the coming of the rains
and a good harvest. Therefofe, the rhief continued to carry out
his ritual functions in Leya society. Thut he was able to do so
enhanced the people's faith in the institution of chiefship.
Among the Leya 'indirect rule' may be said to have been
applieds The chief here was in a position - due to his ability
and status he continued to hold among his people -~ to carry out

the functions of a local government. The chief was also able to

1. Since 1889 for the Parish Missionary Society (at Kazungula,
forty-seven miles west of Livingstonel); 1910 for the
Universities Mission (in Livingstone town)j 1923 for the
Church of Christ (2t Sinde, chief Musokotwani's area)!
Rotberg, R.I. 1965. C(Christian Missionaries and the Creation
of Northern Rhodesia.

2. Priestess Be-Dyango. Tape in L.M.

3 Native Affairs dnnual Report for the year 1935. VIII. N.R.G.
192/54. L.M.
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administer his people effectively. He depended on District
of ficers and departmental councillors in sc far as he realised
that their support with regard to Central Government and the
Superior Native Authority was necessarye. As much as possible,
District officers and departmental councillors worked through
him,

Inspite of his status in the Leya socicty, however,Lthe chief
was still subjected to the developments of the period. In
1937 Mukuni formed overnment with other chiefs. The Superior
lative Authority became the overall legislative and decisione-
making body. What rules and orders he wished for his arca had
to be approved by the Superior Native Authority. After 1948 he
formed government not only with othicr chiefs and their indigenous
councillors but with educated ‘commoner' councillors. He also
became an agent of the Superior Native Authority although he could
still make requests for his area. idis functions, too, took on
new dimensions. In line with modern local government functions,
the chief executed new forms of duties?: seing that people sent
their childrem to school, that sohools were built, that weirs and
wells were dug.A Mukuni was also expectcd to tour his area to see
that peeple repaired their houscs, kept their villuges clean,
dug pit latrines which duty( of touring) he was not ezger to

1
carry out.

1. In 1949 the District Commissioner complained taat although
chief Mukuni was an intelligent and capable administrator,
he did not tour his area often enought Native Athority,
Southern Province. §/1101. N.A.Z.

To the chief and people it was below the chief's dignity for
him to leave his capital village and go on tours to execute
the types of duties he was expected to! lNgaubela and
councillors.
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To these changes was added the change we first noted under
Company Administrétion viz divorcing ritual from poiitics.
Hence inspite of bein,, bused on the indigenous wtructure, the
new system did not incorporate the office of the priestess.

Despi.e the change to the Leya political system, the
policy of ‘indirect rule' allowed for some continuity in the
systeme. As a Subordinate Native Authority and, later, memover
of the Superior Native Autho-ity, the chief exercised some
legislative and decision-making powers. Over his own people,
he was the mndisputed leader and was the chief administrator.
As President of the court, he played a leading role in the
judiciary. He could also allocate land. We have observed that
inspite of divorcing ritual from politics and of Chritian
advance, ritual wvas still important to the people. The chief
continued to p rform his ritual functions.

The policy of 'indirect rule' also allowed other indigenous

”~

offices to continue functioning. Mweendelezi we Cisi, now

sm———

appearing in writing simply as N ambel&j continued to be the
chief's adviser and to perform legislative (as member of the
Authority Council) and judicial duties. Babetesi who had been the
country's judges functioned as gourt assessors. The headmen
who were responsible for the welfare of the people and development
programmes at village level continued to purform their
administrative and executive duties. Some served on the
Authority as councillors while others held the rank of Babetesi.
They could also allocate land.

Ritual was still important to the people. The priestess
continued to carry out her futies. Although her office was not

incorpor#ted into the new political system, both the chief and

1. Livingstone District Notebook. KSC4/1. N.A.Z.
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other of ice holders consulted hor even over uolilicul and
Julicial mattera.1 vhief lukuni Siloka I informed me in 1948
that allecaztion of Lind te strongers wes atill ‘eelyan;o's
*wcrouuuive.z Jeadsen and otiers wiho came to ses the cehi

and the

o~
Ak

a cut ce-tuin ;rollems still went %o sece lijunie

>

pricstess Lefore proceedins to the chief,
In 1968 too I witne sed soue heusdmen come to report sone
birthe and deutbs to here Jhe was still the key f{igure in
gu-stions of succession to the chisftaincy.u «¢ noted .hen
we discussed the institutions under Company rule that Zavwiad
stopped hunting for tribute to -ulozi but that they continuad
to hunt for the chief and also that their fumction as defenders
of the country to c hor with _Jajosani had, by foree of
circunctonces, ceusede 0w, however, ‘hey no longer hun ed for
the chief as Govermmcent discouraged any form of forced luuours
“hey and _ayasand concentrited on ritual onlye They w re no

or _sayusa vut as ginrelonle, &

name which developed during Company dayse Lowever, even

did not exist as an institution now. 4ny youn:

mun in a viiluge ot the $ime of the cererony cculd volunteer

hi.mself to become a iugilomielombe (singulsr of

Thus oub of the eight ofices which hud functiored in jre=

colonial lays, five centinued to funciions Dk (who lecune

Te Chief !Mukuni, Siloka IZ. ZTupe in L.,

2e Iuide

Se rersonal observation.

b, Following the death of liukurni, -iloka Il in 1971 toere uas a
deadlock as -e=uyzn 0y .Or I &scns coabecied with -eya

succession rules, refused to accept the cunfddute ani would
therefore not perform the installation rites.
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non-functional in Company days), Bayasani and Bavwimi by force

of circumstances became non-functional,

iii) The Tonga
Government felt that in order for the policy of 'indirect

rule' to work effectively, it was important to build a solid
"tribal organisation' and to consolidate indigenous political
institutions. It was necessary to establish as far as possible
indigenous chiefs whose authority the people might not dispute.
On the plateau chief lMonze was asked to help ascertain the

ri htful chiefs.1 The chief tourea the whole plateau in order

to fulfil the task. He was accompanied by some District officers.
As far as possible Monze tried to establish the rightful chiefs,
But this was not easier now than it had been for Company
administrators. In point ef fact the Company had acknowledged
more chiefs than the new Government was prepared to accept.

The result was that while most indigenous chiefs like Mwanacingwala,
Siamusondey Chongo were reinstated as chiefs, others like Chona
were left out. Chona became a headman under chief Mwanza. He

was made chief in 1936, Some lost their chiéftainciea altogether.
fut even where the chieftaincies were re-established, these

did not always go to the rightful lines.? Altogether, twenty=-

3

three chiefs were recognised.

1, Native Affairs 1924-1928, KSu81/7/1. N.A.Z.

2. In 1942 Hatyam Simwinga and Hamatoka wrote to the District
Commissioner, the former complaining that Monze had overe
looked his chieftaincyj the latter tiat his was the
rightful line to the Mwanza chieftainey: Native Authority,
General, 1938-1948. 8/17/4R. N.A.Z.

3, Native Authority and Native Courts, 1928-1935 4A1/9/27/5.
N.A.Z.
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In the valley Government officers Gecided which chiefs should
be recognised. Out of figty-five chieftaincies, seventeen were
recognised.

Following the Native Authority Ordinance, 1929 most chiefs
on the plateau and in the valley were declared Subordinate
Native Authorities. lach Subordinate Native Authority was
eomposed of a chief and two gazetted councillers. Each
Subordinate Native Authority had a court. The chief was its
President. Assessors were picked from among the headmen. Chiefs
Monze, Mapanza, Singani and a Council of chiefs from around their
area constituted the Superior Native Authorities on the plateau,
In the valley chiefs Chipepo, Mweemba and a Council of chiefs
costituted the Superior Native Authorities.2 After the Native
Authority Ordinance, 1936 the Tonga Superior Native Authority was
formed, The Tribal Council - a composition of all the FPlatean
and Valley Tonga chiefs, their councillors and other headmen
or elders - constituted the Tonga Superior Native Authority. The
Superior Native Authority did not have a permanent chairman. The
Chairman was chosen at each Native Authority Council meeting.

The Superior Native Authority also served as an Appeal Court.
However, two Treasuries were created: one for the Plateau Tonga
and one for the Valley Tonga. Each Treasury employed its own
clerk.

The system of one Superior Native Authority for all the Tonga
was found too cumbersome. <The distances were too vast for people

to get to the Superior Native Authority meetings. The composition

1. Native Authorities and Native Courts, 1928-1935 2A1/9/27/5.
N.A.Z.

2. HNative Authorities and Native Courts, 1928-1935. 441/9/27/5
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was also too large. In 1945 the Ghief Secretary laid out the
lines for Provincial Native Authority re-organisation in the
Southern Province.1 In the first place, administrative changes
were to take place. Kalomo sub-district was to b:icome part of
the Livingstone District. Hence the four southern Xalomo chiefs
were moved into the Livingstone District and formed part of the
Toka/Leya Superior Native Authority. The other Plateau Tonga
chiefs were to be administered from the Mazabuka Digtrict while
the Valley Tonga chiefs were to form their own District, Gwembe.
These directives came into effect in 19%6.2 The composition of
Superior Authorities were also laid out. The Plateau Tonga chiefs
in Magzabuka District were to form their own Plateau Tonga Supekior
Native Authority while those in the valley were to form their
own Valley Tonya Superior Native Authority. All the chiefs with
two councillors each were to constitute the Superior Native
Authority. Councillors were to be chosen by all the heu.dmen in
a chief's area. These directives were also effected in 19‘+6.3
No chief was declared permanent Chairman on the plateau. The
Chairman was chosen by secret ballot at each meeting. In the
valley, however, chief Chipepo was elected President as "first
in importance among seven practically co-eqgual chiefs".u Each
Superior Native Authority had its own Treasury.

The Superior Native Authority also constituted the Tribal
Court where chiefs and councillors could be tried and an Appeal

Court where courts under the jurisdiction of Subordinate Native

1. District Circular No.15 of 1945, N/0901. N.A.Z.
2. Native Authorities, General, 1943-1954, NAT/A/1. N.A.Z.

De Ivid

L, Ibid.
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Authorities could appeal,

In 1948 the Tonga Superior Native Authorities were subjected
to the Native Authority re-organisation taking place all over
the country. dea@ognition of Subordinate Native Authorities was
withdrawn and chiefs became agents of the Superior Native
Authotities. Supcorior Native Authorities were to be composed of
chiefs, five nominted councillors and departmental councillors
in charge of Agriculture, Forestry and Water Developmentj Education
and Healthj Veretinary, Ga:e and Fisheriesj Communications and
suildings. Although no official provision was made for the
inclusion of indi,enous councillors on the Superior Native
Authority Council, such councillors could sit on the Council
not as paid councillors but as paid court assessors.

In 1948 the Plateau Tonga Native Authority had for its members
and employees the four departmental and five progmwssive
councillors. By 1949 the Valley Tonga Native Authority could
only co=-opt two departmental councillors, for Agriculture,

Forestry and Viater Development and for Communications and Buildings.
In 1920 a third councillor for Education and Health Joined the
Council. In 1951 the Authority was able to co-opt three elected
councillors. In 1953 it emplyed its Veterinary, Game and

Fisheries Department councillor.

In the meantime some chieftaincies had been abolished. On
the plateau six chieftaincies wer:  abolished and two others

recreatad., More abolitions were effected in the valley. In

1, Native Authorities and Native Courts: 1928-1935. 4A41/9/27/5.
N.A.Z.
Native Authorities. SEC/NAT/89. N.A.Z.
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order to strengthen the Native Authority system in 1936 the
number of chiefs was brought down from seventecn to thirteen.1
In 1940 four chiefs: mulindi, Siameja, Siampondo and Simakoba
were deprived of tlheir courts.2 In 1946 only seven chiefs were
reco nised as Subordinate Native Authorities and held courts.}

In 1953, then, the Plateau Tonga Native Authority Council
consisted of sixteen chiefs, (some Plateau Tonga chiefs were in
Kalomo District) four departmental councillors, five progressive
and assessors. Seven chiefs, four departmental councillors,
three elected councillors and assessors composed the Valley
Ton;a Superior Native Authority Council.

Native Authorities were charged with the responsibilities
of executing the functions of a local government and of
administering ‘heir pecople,

As a lecal government the Tonga Superior Native Authority
doeé@ot seem to have been very effective before the creation
of two separate Superior Native Authorities and the inclusion
of educated councillors on the Council. 4As legislative bodies
both Superior Native Authorities seemed to have been effective.
In 1950, for instance, the Plateau Tonga Superior Native
Authority passed some Forestry rules to avoid soil erosion and

some levy rates rules (two shillings for every tax-paying malelq

1. Gwembe District Notebook. KTE2/1. N.A.Z.
2. Native Authorities General, 1938~19:8 8/17/4R. N.A.Z.
3., Gwembe District Notebook. KTE2/1. N.A.Z.

k, Native Authority Rules and Orders, Southern Province.
8/11/1R., N.A.Z.
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The Valley Tonga Superior Native Authority passed the Communal
Granary and Compulsory Cultivation of Cassava Orders.1 In 1952

the Valley Tonga Native Authority organised laltiour and sup re-
vision on the remaining roade in the District. (ilhe roads were

by then called Native Authority roads)? On the plateau the
departments of Agriculture, Education and Communiéaﬁionsvwere
commended for the good job.3 In the valley, that of Communications
was quite e:t'fect‘.:i.ve.z+ The Superior Native Authorities also pave
financial aéaietance to Government for work being done in their
areas., The Plateau Tonga Native Treassury was the richest ocutside
Barotseland.5 From 1947 the Treacury was contributing funds to

the work of Government departments ojperating in the areaj it

paid for school attendance officers‘who at the time were controlled
by the Jeanes College teachersj was providing bursaries; paid for
the services managed by the Authority itself for example, the
maintenace of roads; paid salaries of l:nd and veterinary messengersj

paid for the building and maintenamee of court houses.6 The

Te Native Authority Rules and Urders, Southern Province.
8/11/1R. N.A.Z.j .
Under the Communal Granary Order every adult had to
contribute two four-gallon $ins of grain to the communal
granary. This was to be dishe’ out to the people at times
oi famine.
Under the Compuisory Cultivation of Cassava Order every
adult was to plant fifty cuttings of cassava each year.
Headmen were to supervise this.

2e Gwambe District Notebook, KTE 2/1, N.ia.Z.

3, Plateau Tonga Native Authority, General. 11/8/3F. N.A.Z.}
The first departmental councillor for Agriculture, lForestry
and Water levelopment recalls how eagerly people responded
to instructions from Agricultural arsistants?! kazoka, W,

L, lative Authorities, Cwembe =Reporte, 1935-1958. N/1104/6

Se Administrative Conference of P.C.'s 1938-1950 Vol.II.N.A.Z.

6. Native Authorities, General,1943-1954 NAT/A/1. N.i.Z.
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Valley Tonga Treasury was not as rich as the one on the plateau,
but by 1947 it could also pay for school attendance office:s.
It gave financial assistance fo Government departments and
missionaries to maintain the schools. It paid for its own court
houses.1

This notable change in the effectiveness of Native
Authorities as instruments of locual government is a reflection
on the status of chiefs in Tonga society. Heasons for the chicfs'
inability to execute their duties do not only lie in the fact
that chiefs were uneducated or that they were conservative but
that often people igonored them., The reasons for the people's
attitudes to their chiefs are found in the history of chief-
taincies among the Tonga. Here, more chieftaincies were abolished
during this period and, from the people's point of view, some
of the declared chiefs did not represent the rightful lines.
The non-recognised chiefs and their pcople were not prepared to
transfer their loyalties to the new chiefs. OUn the plateau the
people's suspicions for most of the newly appointed chiefs were
worsencd by the nature of the appointments. That Monze went
round with Govermment officers made people question the sincerity
of the new chiefs whom they considered as Government appointees.
The phrase '"box chiefs" (box because or the smwall boxes containing
letters of appointment) which the plateau Tonga used when
referring to their chiefs shows the opinion people had of tueir
chiefs.z In the valley chiefs who were deprived of their authority

adopted a hostile attitude. When an oppartunity offered itself they dic

1. Native Authorities, General, 1943-1954 NAT/A/1. N.i.Z4.

2. Fr. Nchete 1971. "History of Political Institutions of the
Tonga." L.H.
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not hesitate to work against the recognised chiefs. In 1953,

for example, Siameja joined forces with African National
Congress and urged his people not to obey Native Authority rules
and orders especially those regarding ca cava growing and
communal granaries. He urged his people to ignore the chicfs
and join African National Cangress.1 For their part chiefs
exerted as little authority as possible. Ior example, land
righte were in the hands of Native Authorities. In 1935 a
District officer on tour in chief Monze's area found that one-
hundred and fifty people had put up individual dwellings without
the permission of the headmen and tiereby extracting themselves
from the latter's .uthority. Under the Native Courts Ordinance

a chief could prosecute people who thus deobeyed. The chief

was advised to prosecute the pcople, which he dides The chief
also ordered the people to move back into their villages after
the harvest, which order they ignored. The chief did not push
the matter further. In 1951 thirty-two people were reported to
have built outside the jurisdiction of a headman in chief Siamusonde's
area. District officers reminded the chief that land rights lay
with chiefs and that he could prosecuce the péople. The chief
did not prosecute. The pcople did not move back into their former
villages neither did they build bigger villages. In the end,
District mescengers evicted the people. They burned their houses
downe In the valley at a sugrestion from disgruntled former
chiefs and members of the African National Congress, many people
disobeyed the Native Authority. In fact the disobedience was so

wide that the Valley Tonga Native Authority called on Government

1, Complaints in Gwembe District, 1953-1954. N/0001/2/15/1.N.A.Z.
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to come to its aid.1 The FProvincial Comuissioner rushed to the
valley and after discussions with the Council, it was decided
that Af¥ican National Congress should be banned from the area.2

The theme of using Government as avweapon of solving
awkward situations or of soliciting obedience runs through
chiefs' dealings with their people in Tongaland. Often chiefs
could only get anything done by reference to the boma. "If you
do not do this the boma will deal with you" or "I am only carrying
out orders of the Qggg."E People obeyed because of their fear of
Government.

Government was aware of the Tonga chiefs' weak position. In
1936 the Provincial Commissioner addressing chiefs at Kalomo
exclaimed, "msny of you have made laws. <These are to help your
people. Are you going amongst your people to see whebther they
are obeying these laws?---- in my heart 1 sometimes think you

no

have done nothing. Thirteen years later the Provincial
Commissioner wrote, '"There is little doubt that the political
development of the trive of this Province lies below rather thah

above and that the chiefs will play an increasingly smaller part

in administration in future."6 In actual fact after 1948

1. Complaints in Gwemve District, 1953-1954 N/0001/2/15/1.
N.A.Z.

2e Ivid.
3. Kazoka, W, and wife; Fr. Nchetej

Colson made the same observation during her researches in
Tongaland: The Plateau Tonga of Northern Hhodesia. 223-225

4., Kazoka, W. and wifej Fr. Nchete.

5, Native Authorities Gwembe and Kalomo, 1932-1935 KSP1/3/1.
N.AQZ'

6. Annual Report on African Affairs, Southern Province, 1949,
SEC/NAT/66F,
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Government officers relied mor: on educsted councillors than
chiefs.1

This last point brings us to the position of the members
of the middle class in Tonga society. In pre-colcnial days the
ability to amass wealth and to defend one's neighbourhood were
some of the qualities people appreci:zted in a leader. This
emphesis on individual achievement grew as opportunities for cself
improvement became greater. For exumple, on the plateau the
presence of settler farmers deprived the people of some of their
Best lands. But it also enabled them to learn some better methods
of farming. As opportunities for self-improvemént throu;h farming
grew, some people felt that they could not very well remain
within their villages. At any opportunity, the plateau Tonga left
their villages to go and live as individuals owning their own
land and other property.2 Again, a number of Missions set up
schools on the plateau at a comparatively early period. The
Tonga cume to apprecinte education. In 1938 the Provincial
Commissioner reported that most Africans were already awakened
to the value of education and that even the most non-pregressive
Native Authorities were pressing for schools té be opened within

thier areaa.3 iiost educated Africans were employed as teachers

Te Oliver, W.H,

- The Keemba Hill Farming Scheme in chief Chongo's area is
an example of this. The cheme was started in 1931 by some
fermer Rusangu Mission school teachers. Upon retirement,
the teachers decided not to return to their villages but
to live as individual farmers. Some farmed as many as one
hundred and five acres ynd owned such property as disc
ploughs, tractors, planters,drilling and _rinding machines
and wagons: Mazabuka District Notebook. KSB3/1, N.A.Z.

3. Native Affairs Annual Report for the year 1938. VIII N.R.G.
195/54, L.M.
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Authority ie-or anisation, the Valley Tonga Superior Native
Authority had difficulties ip finding suitable men to serve as
departmental councillors. In 1949,as we have seen, only two
departmental councillors wer: employed. One is also struck by
the lack of chief/councillor antagonism and suspicions in the
valley.

Chiefs on the plateau were also unfortunate in tuat a lot
of people suffered from land alienation here. Consequently,
not only were people's bitterness and frustrations turned against
chiefs for not protecting their lands but when a situation
presented itself, they were quick to join forces with African
National Congress. At the time chiefs viewed Congress as a
threat to their authority while people viewed it as a promise for
better things, especially good land. Té the people chiefs and
Congress stood for two different interes:s, the former for
conservatism, the latter for progress and land. In the valley
non-irecognised chiefs and their people used Congres: as a means
of expressing their non-acceptance of the recognised chiefs'
authority.

It must be mentioned, however, that while people rejected the
cuthority of the chiefs and inspite of a high percentage of
educated and progressives ( on the plateau), they did not
completely reject their indigenous institutions. Some people
still obeyed their unrecognised chiefs and their old neighbourhood
leaders. Inspite of the presence of so many Hissions, ritual

still appealed to most people.1 Some people continued to take

1. Colson, E. 1962. Ihe Plateau Tonga of Norshern Rhodesia.
1960, Social Organisation of the Gwembe Tonga,
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their provlems to the Sikatongo. Some took their disputes to
be settled by the village and/or family elders. |

In Tongaland 'indirect rule' as a method of governing
people through indigenous institutions worked to a very limited
point. Few chiefs could administer either as traditional
rulers or as modern local governments. As traditiomal rulers,
Government often intervened oan their behalf or chiefs themselves
referred to Government as the source of power, As local
governments, educated councilloré performed the functions of a
local government more than the chiefs did. Inspite of being

officers
called upon to foster indigenous institutions, Government/found
that they had to work through departmental councillors. The
latter had both the skill and (on the plateau) most people
indentified their sentiments(not much loyalty for the chief) and
interests (progress) with theirs. African administration in
Tongaland, therefore, was an interaction of the two forces:
Government (officers' direct methods and reference to it by chiefs)
and the middle class.

Dependence on Government and the passing of initiative into
the hands of non-indigenous lcaders is the most notable change
to the Tonga political system. The change wher:by Government and
not the people ‘ecame the busis of power developed in Company
dayse This in turn was brought apout by some change to the old
neighbourhood system and concept of chiefship whereby a chief

would have under his jurisdiction people who never owed him

1. Colson, E. 1962 [The Plateau Tonga of Northern Rhodesia.
1960 Social Urganisation of the Gwembe Tonga.
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allegiance. Under Colonial Office this was carried to an even
greater extent. More chieftaincies were abolished; a "tribal
organisation'" of which the newly created larger political
units were components was created; chiefs were called upon to
perform more legislative and adminisirative duties over people
who would not give them their loyalty. Coupled with all these
was the strony force of the middle class and growing indivie
dualism (on the plateau)., Chiefs found themselves in a weak
position where the people would not obey them. Thus they were
more and more dependent on government, In the words of the
Chief Secretury most chiefs became "little more than bureaucrats
in the Government machinery", who owed their appointment and
authority to Govaxnment.1

In the midst of all thié change, however, there was some
continuity. Most people who ignored the change continued to
acknowledge their old neighbourhood chiefs and headmen. The
latter continued to listen to their people's problems. The
headmen continued to administer their people on the villuge
level, Ritual was still important to the people. The sikatongo

continued to function.

Summary

Under Colonial Office rule the Native Authority system was
operating in all the three societies. In the system people were
to be administered through indi, enous leaders. In the judiciary
indi -enous leaders were successful. Even among the Tonga

where chiefs were not so revered, assessors administered justice

1e District Circular No.15 of 1945. N/0901. N.A.Z.
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satisfactorily.1 In other spheres of administration the success
of administering the people through indigenous leaders varied
according to the latter's control over their pecople. Among

the Lenje and Leya,chiefs had still some control over the
people. Government workezsiould only work through indigzenous
leaders. Among the Tonga chiefs did not have much control

over the people. Administration through indigenous leaders

was not successful., Under the Native Authority system
indigenous leaders had to execute some functions of modern
local government. Most Lenje chiefs did not receive any

formal education,some were conservative and others did not

want to carry out some duties which were at variance with the
people's wishes. Here, Government o:ficers and educated
councillors executed such functions. Dbut since chiefs had

the force of the people behind them, colonial offices and
educated councillors worked through them. Among the Leya
indigenous leaders enjoyed the respect of the people (except

in the areas where the Leya chief had never exercised any
authority before). 'he chief was also educated and could

carry out some of the modern functions himself., Among the Tonra
where chiefs did not have much control, much of the admini-
stration and executionp of the new duties were in the hands of
colonial officers and non-indigenous educated councillors. Thus

althouph the same system was adopted in all the three societies,

1. In 1945 the District Officer , Kalomo remarked that
&ssessors were the only active and capable members and
that as such they should continue to sit as Native
Authorities, General, 1938-1948., 8/17/4R. N.A.Z.
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The people's rejection of some of the chan,e, was as much
responsible for the change and continuity in the systems as
government policy. Government policy allowed indigenous
institutions ~ those of the chief, headman, councillors, judges =
to continue enjoying Jjudicial, legislative, policy-making,
administrative duties and the right to allocate land., Govern-
went policy too (dictated by political social and economic
dev.lopments of this period) led indigenous leaders to share
governmaent with members of the ermerging middle class, Iut
Ponga rejection of most of the chiefs gave more power to
educated councillors and partly led to Government officers'
practice of administering through them. The leaders' initiative
in avoiding situations which could have letrayed the people's
faith in them ensured the support of the people which was
important if the political equilibrium was to be maintained.
This was the case among the Lenje and the Leya. In all the
three societies the people were .esponsible for the ofrice of
priesthood to continue funciionin;. Among the Tonga the people
were also responsible for the unrecognised chiefs and elders
to continue exerting some sort of influence. The people ignored
the new leaders and took their problems and disputes to the

old neighbourhood leaders,
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chief was the overall authority commandigg respect from his
people because of the political, Judicial and legistative
functione he performed. The chief was also revered here
because of his divine attributes. The wars and raids,
shortage of rains and famine emphasised the importance of
ritual., Therefore, the priesteas was regarded as co-ruler
with the chief. Other offices of Mweendelezi we Cisi,
Babetesi, headman,Bayasani, Bavwimi and lataroyo were also
respected., Nineteenth century experiences - wars, raids and
subjection « engendered a sense of oneness anong the Leya
and deepened the people's sense of dependence on and respect
for the leaders and other office holders.

In Tongaland a more locali:ed system with each neighbour-
hood enjoying its own political independence was operating.
Qualities sought for in a leader emphasised individual
achievement. Thus a man who was capable of amassing wealth
could find himself a leader. OUne who was capable of defending
his neighbourhood could control more than one neighbourhood.
On the other hand, a chief whose fortunes ran against him lost
his following., In Tongzaland the chief did not have divine
attributes. A chief who was ritual leader as well had the
divine attrilkutes because,as ritual leader, he possessed
basangu. He was thus more respccted for his ritual than secular

powers. The importance of ritual also made Bagikatongo

command more respect than s-cular leaders. Ties between

the leadcrs and the people (except the Sikaton;0) were not very
strong but the people respected chiefs, headmen and clders
because the latter listened to their proulems, settled their

disputes and ensured their happiness,
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In my study I showed that the relations between the
leaders and the people in pre-colonial times affected
change in the political systemé during the first fifty
years of this century.

The British South Africa Company rule adopted the
policy of 'direet rule'. i3y this the Administration assumed
the political, judicial and legislative vowers. Chiefs and
headmen were the only two offices recognised by the
Administration. Their duties were primarily those of helping
Native Commissioners/Assistant Native Commissionem collect
tax snd compile census; they promulgated orders and notices
made by the Administrationj they acted as policemen, arrested
and handed over criminals to the boma.,

Cur survey of the indigenous political systems in this
period, however, showed that among the Lenje chiefs and
headmen were still more than mere asents of Administration
officers. They still decided what was good for their people;
they still tried both criminal aund e¢ivil casesi chiefs still
fulfilled their ritual functions. Despite the fact that
Chipepo was accorded a higher status by Administration,
Chitanda too continued to function as = senior chi:f. Thus
two chiefs came to be above the other chicfs. By the new
policy,other indigenous offfces should have been rendered non-

functional. Dut we saw that Kaca, Laloba and Mukatapweene

continued to function much as vefore. Chipyeela too
continued to function. On the chiefs' initiative, Balanse

who ceased to function as a stand-by army took on new functions
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as messengers. I concluded that this was the state of
administration in btulenje because leaders themselves took an
initiative to éafeguard their position. 4t timea chiefs
deliberately disobeyed Adwinistration orders, sometimes they
stepyed in and paid their people's taxes instecd of handing thenm
over to the boma; at other times they simulated lack of

control ove: their people. Indigenous leaders :lso exploited
Company constant shortage of staff to perform their duties.

By adapting themselves to the new situation, especially in the
Judiciary, they managed to perform their duties. The good
relations and faith of the people indigenous leaders had

enjoyed in pre-colonial days helped to ensure the people's
support who continued to refer to them more than to Administration
officers. The concept of divine attributes also helped

secure the people's faith in the institution of chiefship.

In Buleya the chief, headmen, Mweendelezi we Cisi and
Uabetesi continued to perform the political and judicial uuties.
The priestess too continued to functiom. On their own initiative,
Bayasani and Bavwimi whose functions as a stand-by army and
hunters for tribute ceased(re-directed their energy on to ritual.
Ritua) continued to be of importance to the people., I showed
that these ofiices functioned as they did more so because of
the common people's reaction than the leaders' initiative.

My researches revealed one incident only in early Company days
when the chief and other leaders d.cided what steps to take in
order to avoid losing the faith of the people. I concluded

that the nineteenth century experiences made the Leya look at
twentieth century developments as more incidents in their series

of subjection and humiliation. Their scnse of oneness and
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dependence on their leaders were accentuated. Administration
shortagze of staff left room for leaders to attend to .heir pecple
and,with adaptation,they managed to perform their duties

without getting themselves into troulle.

Among the Tonga we saw that newly creaied ciiefs performed
those duties stipulated by Administration only and that the
tasis of power for some chiefe became Administration and not
the people. e saw too that alongside the recoynised chiefs
snd heqimen unrecognised chiefs and headamen of the old
neighbourhoods continued to function.Wa noted too that
Eagikatongo puined more power as people who rejected the chiefs
turned to them. liy conclusions wer. ti.at this was the case
because people rejected the authority of chi:fs to whom ‘hey
had never owed allegiance. They rejected the idea tunt their
neighbourhoods should relinquish their political independence,
They refused to accept the ascendancy of secular over ritual
powers.

Colonial Office adopted the policy of 'indirect rule’.

Ly this Government was to administer the p-ople throu,h
indigenous leade:s. The Native Authority system wis adepted
in all the societies unier our review, :ut owr survey has
revealed that how the system uctually functiomed vuried.s I
concluded that again this was the result of the indigenous
leaders' and com:on people's responses to the developmints
in that period.

In sulenje chicfs, Kaca wnd headmen executed legislative
and judicial duties. They also allocated lund. :ut the
mo{ﬂan functions were curriédd cut by Government officers and

de artmental councillors. This was the casc because chiefs did
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not receive formel education. This wss also the cuse '.ecuuse
indigenous leaders realised that their p.ople did not welec:me
some of the new demande like scondipgz their children to school
or cultivuting theilyr fields accordin;: to the new methods of
arriculture. tChiefs and headmen zlso realised that some of
the new duties,for example inspecting villeges and people's
houses und urging pecple to dig pit latrines,were not only
beneath their d:ignity but could also muke them unpopulars
They decided not to under-take such duties. They left them to
educated councillore and touring District officers. ‘hus
while indigenous leade s performed the functions which were
not at wvariance with the people's wishes, celonitl officers
2nd departmental councillors fulfilled the others. I concluded
hat becauss of the force of the neople behind indijgenous
le:ders and the abili:y of the other two snd also because
chiefs could use the other two to aveid executins undesirable
furctions, each of the three fercaes was ¢ “mportant as the
other &n the Native Authority nystem in Zulenje. Jut we also
saw thet alonoside their secular functions, chiefs still
fulfilled their ritual functions. Jhis was because the veople
rejected the idea cof divorcing the concept of divine attributes
from chiefship. ‘he people too found thst Christiaunity could
not ;sive them udequ.te answers in time of stress. At such times
they resorted to citual, vhipyeela continued to function.
Among the Leya, I ccncluded tiat ndiinistration wes in
the Rands of indigenous leaders. i‘he haiive Authority system
Hran saoetesi ( and

incorporuted thne chief, cala, headmen and
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thac priestess in hor capaciiy as poliicicol adviscerde e noted

taut tuese office holders executed tueir Jjudicial und liegilulutive

duiiese hey also allocited lande «he chied and
hid uoth received formal educations Therefore they were in
2 position to appreciute and sxecule the {uncvioas of wodern

ante J@Cause bhe chiel still controiled his

lcei:l rovern
people, this was not diflficult to achieves <hat the cuisf
soth controlled his prople and could execute his funciions
scant that departmental councillors had to work through hiw
snd with hime In lact, sources reveal tihat the chief executed
local povernment funciions core fhun the epartmental councillors
dide eczuse of 4is sictus and olilily too, wistrict officers
woried throush hime o noted too thet ss much for Lis secular
fepnetions poople revered the culel ecause of the divine
attritutes hey still sosociated withh caiefshipe «itual was
still important to the poople tuve hus the cuiefl and the
pricstess concinued to ;ertorm tholr riiusl IuucL.cnbe

In Tongalund adoinistration wus in the nancs of Loverncent
ol . icersn and xducaﬁ&ﬁ counclilliorg. viiefs did not have nuch
contrel over thoir proplee 1 found recsens for t.is in the
Liotory of eadeft dnchlips ond sonce of dndividual ehlovemoent
wion; the Joengee vhielo verce pliced o¥.r peopie wio had never
ouwed thew loysliye -he lalier tierefore rajected tice cuthority
of usuch chicefze Turthor, ‘he nomercenganiscl chicd 21l not

acoept the conirol of the otuer mone Un ihe plalesy  oove wore

1so apportunitics for econonic progress. -ceo.le sought out
cosocinted chiefa with tncokwardness, whiefs
educ. ted cowncillors because ihey/realised their weak position

and asperted themselves us little as possiile. The people's rojection
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of trhe chiefs wade the latter turn to Goverament zs their source
of po.ere. -ince some owed *thoir appointaent/zutnority to

G .vernment, mosi longa chid:fs could only periorm the duties
with wvovernment backin .. :hey ecane more s wove nrent oivil
wervants than leade s of their pecople. 1 found too thuct
people's rejection of the chiefs did not only lead to the
transfer of power into 'coumoner”" hands but 2leo mude people

turn more to Sasilatohio This and the con inued belief in

ritual made the office of basiketonro continue to function.
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(1)

ot
Foud
4

SR .8 Y VTS S

List of chiefs, 10%0°

i)  Lenje
Chamuka
Chipepo
Chitunda
Rapalamoto
Zapandula
Zas nkonona
iiteta
~ukonka
rlukubwe
funsule
tulundo

Ntitime

ii) Plateau Tongu.
Chikanta
Chisuwo
Chongo
Mapanza
Yonze
loyo
rulindi
Myanacin:-wala

twanga

1. lNative ‘uthorities and liative Courts,1928«1935,241/1/9/27/5.

Hedalie
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Namuswa
Namuzoka
Neluama
Sianjalika
Siabunkululu
Siachitema
Siakwale
Siamusonde
Siasikabole
Simaunda
Simonga
Simwatacela
Singani

Siowi

11i) Valley Tonga
Chiabi

Chipepo
Monge
Munyumbwe
Mweemba
Siabumbene
Siachobe
Siame ja
Siandombosia
Siamkoba
Sianyunga
Sichulu

Sigongo



200

Simamba
Sinachilomba
Sinafwala

Sinazongwe



APVSHNDIX PO CHALT o 12,

iist of chie 1953
1) Leaje
Chamuka
vhipepo
~hitanda
siteta

fakubwo

cunigule

it)

Chikanta (:dslomo Jistrict)
Chona

Chongo

Yacha

Hapanza

Lonoe

Loyo

Pwinocinguala

twanza

Swandu

Naluana

3

1o lative iuthorities. o.C/NaT/89, Raieas
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Siachitema (Kalomo District)
Siamaundu

Siamusonde

Sianjalika

Simuyobe

Simwatacela (Xalomo District)
Singani

Ufwenuka

iii) Valley Tonga
Chipepo
Munyumbwe
Mweemba
Sigongo
Simamba
Sinancgbwe

Sinazongwe
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GLOSSARY
1)  Lenje
Baloba Royal headmen or elders
Balanse Stand-by army and royal hunters
Chipyeela Priest
Kaca Chief minister
Mukatamweene Chief's confidant
ii) Leya
Babetesi Judges
Basilombelombe Kitual heralds
Bavwimi Royal hunters
Bayasani Stand-by army
Be~Dyango Pricatess

Mweendelezi we Cisi

Natamoyo

Ngambela

1ii) ZIonga

Banakokalia
Sikatongo

Ulyanyika

Chief minister
Mother of mercy

Chief minister

Royal headmen or elders

Priest

Chief
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3IBLIOGRAPHY

ORAL SOURCES,

A, Informants

The ratio of the Lenje interviewees to the Leya and
Tonga is very unbalanced. This does not mean that I was more
interested in the Lenje than in the other two societies or
that I had more access to them than to the others. This
inbalance exists because when I started my research under the
auspices of the Livingstone Museum in 1968, I was going to
restrict my rescarches to the Lenje only. What research I
did among the Leya then was purely as a means of checking my
Lenje traditions.

The ages of all the informants are as they were given
at the time of the interview, or the first interview in the

case where more than one interview were conducted,

i) Lenje.

Bulungu Headman. Chief Mungule, Age 65=70.
Interviewed June-July, 1969.

Buunga, Se Kapasu, Chief Chitanda. Now based at
Chibombo, Chief Liteta. Age 45. Inter=-
viewed June-July, 19683 July, 1969; Octobver,
19713 May, 1972

Chitundi Chief Liteta(former chief Ntitima's area).
Age 60-70, Interviewed July, 1969,

Chief Chitanda Age 50. Interviewed July, 1969; October,
November, 1971.

Chitentabunga Chief Chipepo. Age unknown. Interviewed

May, 1972.
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Hukonkx Headmane Chief Chitanda., Age unknown.
Interviewed May and July, 1968; July, 19694
Uctober, 1971,

Chief lukubve Ages unknowne Interviewed June, 1969,

and three hendumen

Fulala, teVe J.:. Chief Mungule. Age 8. interviewed Muy,
19¢83 June, 19093 Cotorer=Novemior, 1971,

Yulilo, Z. FYorm r teacher and lative Authority
Councillor. C{hief Liteta but originally
from Numiwa. Age 65. Interviewed
Hovember, 19713 Hay, 1972.

Huntemifty Ge e Former teacher. Cilef Liteta tut originally
from Mumbwae Ape €Cs Intervicwed Hoy-duly,
1968, June~July, 19693 April, 1971,

Mutakwa, Ge First Agricultursl Councillor. Chief
Yungule and chief Liteta., . ge unknown. -

~

Interviewed Hay, 196%.

Huntu, A Chief Liteta. Age 35. Interviewed July,
165G o
Nceema Headpane Ghief Liteta. Ape unknown.

Interviewed June~July, 1969.

lidoweni Chief Liteta., 4Age unkno.n. Intecirviewed
June=July, 1969.

Nkanga Chief Chamukae. #Age unknowns. Int. rviewed

July, 196C3 July, 19G9.

He KRkwenga Chizf Litetas Age 32. Interviewed June,
1968.
Rkwashi Headnune Chief Liteta(formerly chief Htitima's

areals /,ge unknown. Intcrviewed June-culy,



Nsoka

Nsoka

Ntitima, Mrs.

Sibalabala, J.

Shipekwa, G,

Suza' SO

i1) Leya

Priestess Be-Dyango

Chuungwe

Katapazl andfour

headmen

Mufaya
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Headman., Chief Liteta. Age about 50.
Interviewed June-July 1969% October, 1971.
Former boma messenger. Chief Liteta.

Age about 65. Interviewed May-July, 1968}
July, 1969; November, 1971; May, 1972.
Chief Liteta(formerly Ntitima's area).

Age unknown. Interviewed June, 1969.
Former teacher. Chief Liteta but
originally from chief Kasonkomona. Age

68. Interviewed June-July, 1969.

Former teacher and elected Native Authority
Councillor., Chief Liteta but originally
from chief Mukubwe's area. Age 54, Inter=-
viewed May-July, 19683 July, 1969;
November, 19713 May, 1972.

Chief Chamuka, Age 73. Interviewed July,

1968 June-July, 1969,

Age unknown. Interviewed May, June, 1968j
July, October, 1972.

Chief Mukuni. Age unknown, Interviewed
July, 1971,

Chief Mukuni(but unrecognised holder of the
Katapazi chieftaincy). Ages unknown.
Interviewed July, 19693 October, 1971.
First Toka/Leya Native Authority Works
Councillor. Chief Sekute. Age unknown.

Interviewed July, August, 1971.



Mukemu

Mutema, A,

Chief Mukuni,
Siloka II1

Chief Mukuni

Mukuni, M.

Ngambela and three

old men

Simatele

ii1)T onga.

Habanyama

Habanyama and two
old men

Kazoka, Je

Kazoka, Mrs.

Chief Monze
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Headman, Chief Musokotwane but member

of the Mukuni chicftaincy. Age about

70. Interviewed Mey, 1968; August, 1969;
November, December, 1972;

First Toka/Leya Native Authority Agricultural
Councillor. Chief Sekute. Age unknown.
Interviewed July, August, 1971.

Age 60. Interviewed May, June, 1968;
August, 1969.

Age 43, Interviewed June, July, September,
1972.

Chief Mukuni, Age unknown, Interviewed
September, 1972.

Chief Mukuni. Ages: Ngambela avout 683
others unknown but over 70. Interviewed
September, 1972.

Chief Musokotwane. Age about 65. Inter-

viewed August, 1969; December, 1971.

Kabwe. Former Valley Tonga Native Authority
Works Councillor. Age 50. IntervieQed May,
1972,

Chief Monze. Ages unknown. Interviewed
August, November, 1971.

Former Plateau Tonga lNative Authority
Agricultural Councillor. Chief Monze.

Age 60. Interviewed May, 1972,

Chicf Monze. Age 50. Interviewed May, 1972.

Age 50. Interviewed August, 1971,



Chief Mweemba

Mweemba, Sikatongo

Nche:te, Fre

Nzila

Siamayuwa

Chief Sigongo

Chief Sinazongwe

and four headmen

303/

Age 45, Interviewed September, 1971,
Chief Mweemba. Age unknown. Interviewed
September, 1971.

Mazabuka. Member of the Monze chiecftaincy.
Age 55. Interviewed November, 19713

May, 1972.

Headman, chief Sigongo. Age unknowne
Interviewed November, 1971,

Chief Mweumba, Age 70. Intervi.wed
September, 1971,

Age unknown. Interviewed August,
Novemher,1971.

Ages unknown. Interviewed August,

September, 1971.

iv) Former District Commissioners and 0. ficers:

Haile, H4P.

Hill, R.

Oliver, W.H.

District Officer and Commissioner, Acting
Provincial Commissioner in various parts
of the country, 1946-196k, including
Broken Hill Rural,1956~1960yand Broken Hill
Urban ,1960-1962, Interviewed May, 1972«
District Commissioner in various parts

of the country, 1949-1964, including
Lusaka-Feira District »1963-1964, Inter-
viewed May, 1972.

District O:ficer and Commissioner in
various parts of the country, 19511964,
including Lusaka Rural ,1955-1958 and

Gwembe ,1962-1964, Interviewed May, 1972.



Taylor, L.
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District Officer in various parts of the

country, 1959-1964, Interviewed May, 1972.

. 1
Bbe Manuseripts of recorded tri.al Histories:

Anonymous 'Y
Chewemukulu, G.Se

1941
Chitamba, Ae 1941
Cilekwa, M.J. 1941
Dale, Ae

1941

Gray, AeDe. 1961

Hall, J.>e 4948
Jalla, A,.
(Translation)1909
Kabodya, 1946
Luwisha, .ve.. 1941
Matitini, S. 1941
Mudenda, ie. 1941
Mufwesha, i,

Mukimwa, De

sha lene=Mukuni 1954,

"iiatory of the Lamba"

"Kaonde Trival History".

"distory of my Peoplei Short :iistory of
iatongae!
"History of Hatonga."
"History of the Baila."

V. toriea of the Ancient Lore of the Sene-
Mukuni."?® (English translation of Shishimi
Capetown. OCxford
University Presa).

"i Paper on the Origin of the Haila: A
Sugiestion.”
"Traditions =znd Legends of the bLarotse
Kation."

"History of the Soli."

YSala Tribal History."

"Iribal History for salenje.,"

"iiistory of :satongal."

“"History of the Soli."

“"Xaonde irisal History."

1 All the
Museum,

2e Copy in

the Hi ‘tory Departmoente.

Hanuscripts listed below o e in the hational
Livingstone.

University of ZJambia.



Mukuni, Siloka II 1957.
Mulala, J.K.
Munday, J.T.
Nabuyanda, Te 1941,
lichete, Fr. 1971,
Nkagi, L.M. 1941,
Nkumbula, H.M. 1941,
Nkumbula, H.M.
Ntitima, J. 1941,
Sekwaswa and liahiritona
Shankwaya, H. 1941,
Shilu.u, Me 1941,
Simakompa, Jo 1941¢
Syaamaundu, J, 1941,

’w‘ang, P. 19"‘1 .

ARCHIVAL M.TERIAL?R

“Handbook of the Leya History."

" Jene-lukuni History and Customas."

"A Tolk History of the Kkushi District

in Northern Rhodesia,"

"'he Pure Uatonga Tribal History."

“History and Folitical Institutions

of the Tonga."

“Iribal History of Luano People."

"Brief Trital iHistory of the Daila,"

"Life and Customs of the Zaila.”

"History and Customs of Uene«liukuni.”

"History of the Livingstone District."

"Brief Trital History of the Laila,"

"History of lene~Hukuni."

“Short ilistory of Hatongae"

"Chief Mongze and hic enemies ¢

Talk with David Livingstone."

"Tribal History of the PBalala People."

His

! The lurgest percentage of Government records listed below

are in the National Archives, Lusaka.

indicated, are in the National Museum, Livingstone.

A, African Affa;rsgincluging chiefs, headmen and African

Administration).

Administrative Conference
Administrative Conference, iinutes
Administrative Conference of F.C.'s

Administrative Conference of P.C.'s

1944 Vol.Il
1949-1951
19141960
1951-1952

A few, which will be

004k Volss I & II

Vols .
oohh4/1

I&II




211

African Chiefs, Genecral, Broken Hill
African Provincial Council, Central Prov.
African Provincial Council,icuthern Prove
Central Province

Chiefs Courses

Chicts, Dep.sals. Gencral Correspondence
Chiefs, Recognition of, General and Prov.
Chiefs, Reports

Complaints on tehalf of chiefs

by Stephenson, J.l.

Conference on Pructical Development of

Local Government in Colonies, Cambridge. Octe1954-June,1955

Development in Native Areas

District Circular No. 5

DsC.'s Conference

DeCo's Conference, Central Province

District Touring, broken Hill

Financial Relationship Committee

Native Poliey in N.R. Confidential,Memo.
randum

lioe 31 Confidential to the N.R.G.

Provincial and Area Teums, Central Prove

Provincial and District Organisation

Provincial and Dis:rict Organisation

Provincial Councilsj General lPolicy

Rural Development, General

Rural Development, Guwemte

1953-1958
1949=1947
19491952

1949-1960
1929=1949
1936=1948
1949-1960
1949-1952

1949=1952
1945
1939-1947
1945
1949=1960
1949
1950
1947
1949-1956
1949-1952
1953-1957
1949-1950
1949-1956
1942-~1952

Rural Development, Parish and Peasant Farming

Tours

Tour Reports, Chiefs

1938-1551
1948-1950

AFN 6

N/2232
N/2212/1
N/0045/5
11/8/3F Vol.I
NAT/8/5/5/1
NAT/E/1/5/7
NAT/17

N/09/12/5

G/0017/5
0042 Vol,I-I1I
N/0901
Loc.6/2/7
35C/NAT/77
R/4/7

ZP/22

3

N/0901 Vol.II
N/00LS/5 Vol.ll
K/0003 Vol.I1
N/00O3 VollII
/0002
A/127/Vol.1
NAT/5/4

A/53
Loc.8/17/4F

LOCQ11/5/5F
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Tour Reports, Gerresponience 1950=1957

Tour feports, i:lonme

African Affeirs

African Alfairs

african A:rfairs

african Affairs

satoka Frovince

troken Hill Distriect

Central Frovince

Chilonga Sub-District

1940= 1944

1950

1951
1952

1913=1926

1929
1950
1931=1932

1922-1929
1934

1935-19 O
1917=-1518

1927=19:2

Gwembe subeDistrict(old Guim.i) 1908-1918

Kafue Frovince

1907-1009
1926

1925-193

1913=1925

LDQ'11/8/3F
Loc.8/11/2R

early)

VIII NoideGe225/

'56.1‘.:20

VIII HoR.G.225/
57 Liolle

VIII §i.4.G.5hb
VIII 1 .R.G4346/
53. L.H,
AP/ VN Bmui?/
1/10/3

Sl /23
2a9/1/13/2
P4 VALYE S 4
1/15/3
Kon/8/1/K548/2/1
SA/AN/2
SLC/NAT/6CE
KC6/1/6
XDC/6/2/1
KT5/3/1/1/KTL3/
3/1

KDC6/1/1
KDC6/1/2
KiG6/ 1/ 3=/
1/5

S/ 1/ S5=07/1/8/5



Kafue Province

Kafue Batoka
Kalomo Sub-District
Livingstone District

Luangwa Province

Luangwa-Kasempa
Magoye Sub-District

Magabuka Sub-District

Mumbwa Sub~District
Native Affairs

Southern Province
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1925~1926
1926-1931
1932

1933

1912-1932
1919-1939
1913~-192k
1924-1925
1925-1926
1926-1932
1933

1911=1924
1919-1927
1929=1934
1912-1913
1951-1953
1926-1932
1928-1939
1934

1935-1959

ZA7/1/9/1
ZA7/1/10/5=2A7/1/14/5
ZA7/4/15/3

z2A7/1/16/1
KDB6/3/1-KDB6/3/2
KSC6/1/1-KSC6/2/1
ZA?/1/ 1/ 7=2A7/1/7/7
ZA7/4/8/6

ZA?/1/9/3
4A7/1/10/7-247/1/15/7
ZA7/1/16/2
KSB6/6/1~K5B6/6/3
KSB6/1/1/1
KSB6/1/1/2-K8B6/1/1/7
KSB6/1/2

Box No. 7017
KDC6/1/9/KDC6/2/3
185/54=-196/54 L.M,
ZA7/1/17

SEC/NAT/66F
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C. District liotebooks.

Broken Hill (formerly kncun as
Mwomboshi)

Choma

Gwembe

Kalomo

Livingstone

Luszka

Mazabuka

Mumbwa

D. Native Affairsgincludigg chiefs, headmenz

Africa Order-in-Council
Barotse Representative Induna,

Batoka.
Sarotse Representative Induna,

Generals
Barotse Representative Induna,

Kafue.
Barotse Tribute, Collection of
Boundaries

Chiefs

1905=1955

1952~1964
1902-1963
1901=1963
1904-1959
1905-1951
1911-1924

1889

1905

1906-1908

1904-1907

1929-1934

1930
1907=-1909

Chiefs, Appointments, Batoka Prov. 1930-1933

Kafue Prov.

1930=-1934

KDA/4/1

KTY/1

KTE2/1
KSP3/1
KsCl/4
KDTS5/1
KSB3/1

KTJd3/1

A2/1, L.M.

NW/IN/1/5/3

NW/IN/1/5/2

NW/IN/1/5/%

z2A1/15/8/1/6
KsA1/1/1/1
NW/A/3/24/4
ZA1/k2
ZA/ 1/ /b
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Chicefs, Appointments, Luangwa irovincel13:0-1933

Chiefs, Compaints Against

Chiefs, Conces-ions
Chiefsy

Chiefs and Headmen,

Circulars lIssued

from
Disputes
Appointments ad
and vismissal
Free lLabour to
General
Jatoka Frovince
Kafue Frovince
Luangwa FProvince
Subsidies
Subsidies and

raymenta

s Administrators
' DUCO.B

s+ cecretary for

Rative Affairs

s Secretary for

Native Affairs

Diaries, Hwomioshi SubeDistrict

District boundaries

. Batoka
¢ Kafue
s Kafue=itatokaw

Luangwa

District Commissioner's Conference

Finance Commission

195 1=1954

1931-1933

1926=13.29
19161954

1917-1926
1924=-1924

1903-1931
1907-1924
192841933
1906-1909

19111932

1508

1917-19
1915-19:3
1919-1925
1515=1925

1927-1934
1932

it 1/&/6

- A/9/27/8
«s/ 2
ZA/1/3/1
51/3/423

LA/ 22/3
-1/ 27/
IR VAVE- 74 B
451/9/27/1D
54/9/27/F
31/2/1%6
sav/9/27/2

2/
Ne/IN/2/2
KDB/3/1
wi/IN/2/1

i545/1
uA1/9/42
La1/9/42/2
Za1/9/k2/1
i1/ o/42/3

groh/b/1
LPB/1=5
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Finance Inquiry Commission 1937
High Commissiomer's Fotive lNo.h8 of
1908
History of the Native Tribes 1930-1933
1934=1935

+ Kalomo 1933

Human Geography on Tribes of
various Provinces and Districts by
DeCo's
Indabas, General 1924
, His Excellemcy the Governor 1925=1933
, Secretary for Native Affairs 1924-1933
Livingstone District

o Chief's Meetings

Local Government 1927-1934
Magabuka Sub=-District 19241928
1929«1934
1931=1935

, Chiefs and Head=

men 1929
Memorandum from Lord Pasafield, 1930
Memorandum on Native Trives and 1930

Tribal Areas of N.Re by J.M. Thomson
Northern Rhodesia Order-in-Council, 1911
Northern Rhodesia Proclamation Noe3

of 1913

ZP11/1=2
B32/7

Z2A1/9/162
Z2A1/9/162/4
z41/9/162/1
ZA1/§5/0/1

KDC6/6
2a1/9/59/1
4A1/9/59/2
KSC1/5/1
KSC3/1
KSBY/b/4
KsB1/7/4
KDBL/1/1
KsB1/7/1

Ks81/1/1
SEC/NAT/92
182/54 L.M.

A2/9 L.M.
B3/1/1
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Northern Rhodesia Proclamation of the
Administration of Natives No.8 of 1916
The Administration of Natives
(Amendment) Ordinance 1927
The Barotziland, North-Western 1899
Rhodesia Order-in-
Council

The North-Eastern Rhodesia Order-in-

Council 1900
Tour Reports, Batoka 1928-1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
Tour Reports, Chilanga 1926=1933
Tour Reports, General 1928-1934
Tour Reports, Gwembe 1909-1922
Tour Reports, His Excellency the 1927-1933
Governor
Tour Reports, Kafue 1928-1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
Tour Reports, Livingstone 1920-1937
Tour Reports, Luuangwa 1928-1929
1930

1931

B1/20/369

B/1/2/464
A/2/8 L.M.

A/2/7/L.M.
ZA?/4/3
ZA7/4/12
ZA7/4/21
ZA7/k/30
ZA7/4/38
KDC6/4/1
2M1/9/1/7
KOB6/2/1
KTE3/4/1
2A1/9/103

ZA7/4/5

ZA7/4/ 14
ZA7/4/22
ZA7/4/32
2A7/4/4%1
KSC6/3/1
2A7/4/8

ZA7/4/16
ZAk/b/ 24
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Tour Reports, Luangwa

Tour Reports, Lusaka

Tour Reports, Mazabuka

s Secretary for Native

Affairs

Villages, Size of

E, Native Authorities

Native Authorities
Native Authorities and Native Courts
Native Authorities, Batoka

s Central Province

¢ ChiefssSouthern

Province

and Magabuka N.A.
staff

¢ General

s General Policy

s Gwembe Reports

s Gwembe

s Gwembe and Kalomo

s+ Indirect Rule

" 4 Indirect Rule,

Extension of

y Kafue Province

Council
stone

s Kalomo and Living-

1932
1933
1933-1934
1912
1951=1955
1926-1934

1915-1919

1929~1934
1928-1935
1929-1931
1929-1958
1952-1956

s Courses for Chiefs1951-1953

1940=1949
19471955
1935-1958
1943-1954
1932-1935

1933=1934
1931-1940

1929-1931

1947-1957

ZA?/4/ 3k
ZA7/4/43
KDB6/5/1
KSB6/1/3
Box. No. 7017

ZA1/9/419

B1/2/258

KDB1/5/8/%
2Av/9/27
441/9/27/5B
N/1201/3
N/1101/3

Box No.7014

NATJ/10
N/0901 Vol.I&II
N/1104/6

Loos 10.3.6R
KSP1/3/1-KSP1/
3/2

241/9/79
NAT/J3/3

2A1/9/27/5D

Loc.10/3/6R
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Authorities, Lenje Central
Council

s Lenje Council

Meetings

s Lenje Reports

s Livingstone

+ Luangwa Province

+ Monze

Native
Native

Native

Native

Authority Ordinance
Authority Ordinance
Authority(Amendment)
Ordinance
Authority, Plateau Tonga

+ Plateau Tonga

Rules and Orders

y Reorganisation

s Rules and Orders

+ Southern Province

+ Southern Province

Reorganisation

, Tonga/Leya Council

Meetings

F. Native Courts

Native Courts, Batoka Province

s+ Central Province

s Establishment

¢ General

1947-1957

1949-1958

1937-1948

1929-1931
1937-1951
1929
1936
1953

1941-1951
1946-1958

1949-1951
1943-1949
1951=1958
1950-1954

1949-1957

1929-1934
1949-1957
1927-1929
1936-1958

R/W/2/11/2, 34k

N/1202/1 Vol.I

R.14/2/10
Loc«6/2/6-Loc.
6/2/7
4A1/9/27/5¥F
Loc.8/17/4R
B1/2/280
N/1/1/02/1

File No.50/39

Loc.11/8/3F
N/1103/3 Vol.Il

N/1201/1
Loc.8/18/1F
N/1101

N/1101/1

N/1102/1

ZA1/9/27/5A/Bb
N/1759/2
B1/3/500
Loc.2/8/1



Native Courts, Judicial rowverss

Inquiry Ordinance

-
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+ Rafue Province

Luangwa FProvince

¢ Yrdinance

diction

Go Hative ioserves

lLands
Commission
Farms

General

Rights of Chiefs
Native Reserves,

He Native Tax:

African Exemption Ordinance,

lative Tax, Amendment Crdinance

Jatoka Province

Central Prov.

Commission

General and

«~ater Consere

vancy

Kafue Provincc‘
Ralomo District
Hovements of

Inhabitants

into

¢+ Genoral

Plural Taxation

1929-1931
1929-1933
1929

» South:rn Frovince 1949-1958

s varrants of Jurise1936-1950

1933=1935
1942«1943
1908=1929
1909=-1931
1932

19131921
1952-1962
1926

1931=1934

19131921
1931=1952
1920=1921

1925
1927-1935
1923=1927

31/2/397

LSAY/9/50 5
A9/ 27/ 5A/F
31/3/500
L/1757/2
Loc.11/8/3%F

K21/2/1

LP3

KSC1/2/2
Ksc1/2/4
2A1/7/10
£1/2/215
N/1317

AL
KDC2/19/ 1= 1C2/

19/5

B1/2/216
51/4/3/L.5.
iDB1/6/2

Loce2/10/1
31/2/489
2A1/9/17
LM/9/17/8



Native Tax, Reduction of 1926 ZA1/9/17/5
s Southern Province 1950=~1956 N/1101/2
+ Tax defaulters, Imp- 1931-1934 ZA/1/9/17/11
risonment |
Taxation Review Committee, 1946 ZP.14
I, Native Treasuries:
Native Treasury, Fund 1939-1951 Loc.11/8/3R
s Gemeral 1946-1949 Loc.8/17/4R
s General 19441958 Loc+8/11/1R Vol
y Instructions 1938-1949 Loc.8/17/4F
s Ordinance 1936 " Loc.8/17/4F
J. Paris Missionary Society Records
Autres Missions 1908-1929 L.M.
Rapports des Rapports 1894 L.M,
Rapports, Sesheke et Kazungula 1894-1939 L.M.
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