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1. introéaction;'

. ‘ Nearly thirty flve years ago the broad mass of ,
the Kenyan people, partlcularly tnose frOm Central Kenya*,_
}and the let Valley took’ap arme/to wage a protracted -
peoples' war agalnst Brltlsh Imperlallsm. The war was
fought under the ausplces of Kenya Land Freedom Army
'(KFLA), popularly known as Mau Mau led by Dedan Klmathl.
The Mau Mau #ar was the flrst one of tne klnd in Colonlal
CAfidoey ‘Others LN, NPLA, FHELTHO, PATGC, ZANA, SWAPO
‘efc.‘were to come later. It posed a great challenge to
the p031t10n of British 1mperlallsm, not only in Kenya
but throughout Africa, and hence it was crashed with
maseiVe:represSion and bestiality. But‘fo-day more than
everrthe'Mau.Mau:qaestion still remaineya'snbjeot“of‘
great concern, controversey and 1nsp1ratlon among Kenyan

scholars and polltlclans.

 The movement has,been interpreted differently by
many seholars within and:without.Kenye. ‘Thelmajor bone
of contention ie;whether Mau Mau was g national anti-
.imperiélist movement or a 'tribal! one;7:There are those
. who*contend that MauVMau'Wes"by and large a Kikuyu affair.
»To'be more specific let me gquote one of the‘léading exX-
ponent of this view. william R. Ochieng aréues that°
F"Mau.Maa was deflnltely not a natlonallst\movement.....

(1t) had no natlonallst prOgramme..... (further) the

'central Commlttee that maneged the Mau Mau Movement :
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contained representatives from Muranga,,NYeri, Empu,
Meru and Machakos--- It is therefore important o co-
_ffectly e&aluaté Mau Mad as a‘priméfily Kikuyu affair.nt
In fact, some df them even go further to allege that the
ideology éf Mad.Mau was rejected by nationalists.
Listén t0 Professor B.A. Ogot: "je are to a large extent
mereiy>inauiging in tne poiitics of nostalgia. The Mau
4Mau}idedlogy, as I have argued, was already rejected
by 1960 by the nationalist forces. How can we then re-
gard Méu.Mau as the pivot of the Kenyan nationalism.
: Thisxis a'painfal coholusion, e

The‘central argument‘ éf these two historians is
that Mau Mau was "a chauvinist and tribal movement
which did not articalateAthe interesté of other Kenysn

nationalities.

The second school of thought, however, contend
that Mau Mau was the peak of anti-imperilist struggle
in Kenya. Its leading exponent is the patriotic Kenyan
historian liaina wé_Kinyatti3 whose research and prolific
Writings had’done.much to réstore _popular memory of
Mau Mau armed struggle among the broad mass of the Kenyan

- peovple.

The third school of thought, sees Mau Maﬁ as being
the result of the failure of a primitive culture to with-
stand the‘impact of a superior one., "He writes: It (fhe
Mau Mau Emergency) couid be said to have begun when the

first BEuropean settlers came to settle the country and
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in good faith trled to 1mpose thelr own ways and their
1dea of 01v1llsat10n on g group of prlmltlve peoples
still 11v1ng in sometulng akin to the Stone age."4

This view represents tnat of the BfitiSh imperialist

and their spiritual pblicemen.

The fourth school of thought represent that of the
Chauvinist members of the Agikuyu and related national-
ities. It states: "ie Gikuyu, Embu, and Meru fought

and died for 1ndependence, tnerefore, we bought it

-~with our blood. All p081t10n of pr1v1leée, power and

wealth must be occupied by us."5

The above are, therefore, the well known inter-

pretations of Mau Mau‘Movement'whidh have been at the

centre of the controversial debates in Kenya's scholar-

ship.

At‘the political level, the debates have focussed

on whether the post-colonial KANU government have be-

'trayed or fulfilled the ideals of which the people

df'Kenya sacrificed so much. The core of this debate,
therefore, also centres on the resolution of Agrarian

and National Democratic questions in neo-colonial Kenya.

This paper is a modest attempt to revisit this
important phenomenon, and evaluate which of the schools

of thought mentioned asoove represent a correct inter-

‘pretation of Mau Mau armed struggle, which lasted ten

years, To do this, an attempt will be made to relate



t”fhf‘ the Mau.Mau struggle to tne 1mpertant questlons of '

lAgrarian chan&es and natlonal democracy 1n colonlal
7 Kenya.r The paper also eeeks to hlghllght some of -
the sallent lessons tnat can be drawn from this stru~,
“ggle, and try to conceptuallse the plaoe of tne natlon—
"allty questlon in the strugsle for natlonal dnd demo— ‘

cratlcachangelln Afrlca,

II. The Agrarian and National questions,

Any eeienﬁific‘analyeis of Mau Mau Movementr
- which ‘seeks to,ex?lain end“evaluate'its,plape in.Kehya's'
sfrﬁggle fer national independence»musffbegin with a
htheorltual poetulatlon of ‘the following issues: ‘What
els a nat10n¢ ‘what is Agrarlan Quest10n° Was Kenya a |
f_‘natlon at the time oi a State of bmergency¢ Dld the .
: ;varloas Kenyan natlonalltles consider themselves as

: members of one natlon? Is it the agrarian crlses whlch
_sgarkedjefffthe'war? ,Dld.Mau.Mauvhave g national or tri-
bélxprogra'mme‘?vvvhat explainelthe 1ekewarﬁ.paftiCipation; £
'1 of many of the broad nass 01 Kenyan populatlon out31de 7
Central Kenya and part of the let Valley° Dld all thei”

klkuyu and related natlonalltles take part 1n the struggle?

‘,\If no,,why? How relevant 1s Mau Mau to,contemporary

Agrarian and national questions in Kenya and Africa as

”a whole?:"

Obv1ously these and otner relared questlone have been

\'respons1ble for the 1ntense and at tlmes fleree debaﬁee

o where 1n Afrlca.

. emongst scholare and. even Polltlclans ln Kenya and elee-‘vefw*



The problems of Afrlca be they socmal, economlc

and pelltlcal have many a tlme peen attrlbuted to
f”'trlballsm' by Western analyst and thelr defenders.'

:‘So all Afrlcan crlses or conflxts are explalned in-

' terms of'trlballsm' deflned as attachment to one's
"?}trlbe or ethnlc group whlch remalns a more relevant
unlt of 1dent1flcatlon than the country as a whole.
Put dlfferently, accordlng to thls th631g 'prlmord;al"
sentlment remains tne most relevant factor of sOcial -
reallty.6- Perhaps the ablest:exponent of thls thesis

in the recent past iSEGOrén'Hyden.jr_

But as Nzongola-NtalaJa aptly puts 1t o
'By grantlng a grlorl determlnlsm to blood, klnShlp,

i religion and other "prlmordlal" tles, 1oyalt1es and

;._afflnltles,vtnls thesis obscures the 1nterplay of class,

.economlc and geopolltlcal factors Whlch welgh heav1ly
8 5

on contemporary Afrlcan polltlcs.
The central thesis of the advaca%aa of'tﬁis:thesia'
is that Afrlca is stlll backward, 'prlmltlve' and pre-
capltallst, and for 1t to be part of the ClVlllSed
soc1etles, 1ts pre-capltallst tenden01es must be sacrl—
\ flcedy for the sake of modernlty. In esaence tne o= _
dern natlon is born throagh the pas31ng away 01 the

: tradltlonal soc1ety.9

:Surprisingly~this;appranh,to tha.national,questibn‘

~ﬁ"ccmes§very_Qloselyaﬁpathesgéiptﬂpfayiewaof‘Qggmatic"Vav




kmarx1sts".;.. whose understandlng of tne questlon is

i

prlmarlly, 1f not exclu31vely based on the readlng

of Joseph Stalln's cla331c Marx1sm and the Natlonal
‘Questlon in Wnlcn he deflneq the natlon as "a hlsto—
:rlcally constltated, stable commanlty of people formed
4on the ba31s of a cummon language, terrltory, economic
life, and psycholoblcal make up manlfested in a common

,,culture."lO

For sStalin, such a nation requlres for
its viability an intesrated home market and, conseque-

ntly, belongs to the epoCh of rising capitalism.

The four charactéfistic features delineated by
Stalin are not used mechanically as a checklist
against Which nationahood is to be gauéed;ll They have
to be seen as necessary rather sufficient conditions
of natidnhbod,arfor thej can also be found in social
- formations based On pré-capitélist modés 6f proddétion.

" What is sufflclent to make a nation, Stalin's followers
‘argue, is the "pqrulcular historical practlce that
~ produces those features as a unity - the formation of
distinct capitalist social formations."*? yhy, it may
be asked, is capitalism the Qniy mode of pfbduction

capable of.grafting théée_featares on a socio-histor-

S o

ical entity to produce a nation;'yls it'impossible,
t0 achieve the centralizétion 6f ecbnomiérofganization '; vié
and pblitiéal a&thbrityﬁeSSentiéllto nafibnhodd ﬁnder

 other modes of production? S%alin's folloWérs~héve no
satisfactory answers to ‘these questions other than

"a‘appealling to EurOpeanghistory asva pbintzof reference.




Two scholars Poulantzas and Samir Amin have made

'éXtremely ﬁértinent critiques;ef.tne-stalinist theory

13 According to Samir Amin, the Stalinist

ofjtneination;
'ithebfy'confuees.therexis#enceQOf.néfions,withAone;of
.~ite historicai expressions, nemely, the emergency,ef'
nation-states in;EnrOpeein connectibn withftheldeVelope"

15 HEL de 1nadequate for a concrete

ment of Capitalism,
understandlng of the phenomenon of nationhood in other
vparts of the world because 1t agsumes that natlons
‘cannot exist in the absence of capltallst development.
NlCOS Poulantzas mekes a useful p01nt when he writes
“thas: "As a soc;al phenonmenon, the nation is not ne-
césserily or”exclnsively 8 pdeuctrof the’capitalist.
meée of production. \It‘nay appear at every stage of
hlstory as a partlcular unlt of productlon of social
relations in class 3001et1es based on modes of productlon
which require a centralizatien‘Of'econOmic organizationq'
end political authority. Such centralization is best
achieved through state power. This’is why tuere is a

dlalectlcal relatlonsnlp between the state and natlon

ot

in- the medern world, The nation eltner emerges 10 cainci-

de with an ex1st1ng state,'or consolldates 1tself as

'a modern natlon.by creatlng its own state.lb
Having postulated on-the national question, it is not

~ appropriate to discuss the colonial roots of Kenya.

III. Roots of Mau Mgu.
Initially, the land waich became Kenya was

' wviewed by the British;imperialisfsbes nefhingfmoreje -




promising than“é dreary stretech of hot, dry bush which
had to be crossed to get to Uganda, the source of the
-head—waters of the Nile and seemiﬁgly boundlesﬁ fertility
and potential wealth. Lﬁstling after Uganda, the Bri-
tish, in the closing years of 1800, gained access to

it by bﬁilding a railway across our land which they

had declared a British Protectorate.

The immediate preocupation of the British was now
to make the railway profiteble. The solution; which
they gradually stuﬁbled upon, was to magke the territory
Apf Kenya a {ihite "Man's country", where European settlers
would take for thenselves allvthe best agricultural land
and produce sowething for the railway to transport.

The massive land grab of what becamé known as the "White
Highlands" was forced upon reluctant or indecisive |
British officials by rogue aristocrats like Lord Dela-
mere, who simply arrived, looked, and took what they
wanted, leaving tue administration to rationalize their

activities in subsequent land polic:ies.lD

There was nothing systematicrand well—planned
about the process which médé Kenya a seftler ecbhomy.
By Wurld War I a fixed policy bn land alienation had -
still not been decided upon by the colonial government,
but their dithering made little difference to the
thousand or so Europeans and'Boerg‘—dthe.Kabu;us -~ who
decided to force the ineffectual administration to see

matters their way.17
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A\few, more far-sighted officials argued that
a settler - domlnated economy would ‘prove to be more
- trouble than it is worth. It could be both needlessly

expensive and polltlcally dangerous.

But such approach was not adopted. Soon after
World War I an over-populated Britain wiliingly ex-
pofted its land-hungry'citizens and rewarded its

soldiers with land grants in Kehya.

The policy of white settlement had been articu- -
lated as far back as 1905 by Sir Charles Eliot, the
British commissioner from 1901 to 1504. He wrote:

“In other words, the interior of the

Protectorate is a White Man's country.

This being so, I think it is mere

hypocrisy not to admit that white

interests must be paramount, and that

the main objective of our policy and

leglslatgon should be to found a white

colony?
The White settlers grabed land from the peoples of
the Highlands and the Rift Valley. But at first their
basic probleﬁ was‘how‘to procure'and guarantee
labour supply. Many of the African people were self-
 reliant and reluctant to leave their homesteads to
go and work for the whites. Indeed the iabour‘shbrtage
became so acute, that in 1912, a Native Labour Co-
mmission was appointed on the instigation of European
Land Holders' Association t0 inquire into the reasons

for the shortage of African labour, The leader of the

white settlers, Lord Dalamere noted that:
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If the policy was to be continued

that every native was to be a landholder
of a sufficient area on which to esta-
- blish himself, then the question

of obtaining satisfactory labour

supply would never be settled.
The soundest policy would be to
‘curtail the Reserves .

In response fo the demands of tﬁe white Settlers’9
the éoloniél,state'passed a CrownkLands Ordinance in
1915 and.in i917, the Ohiéf NatiVe Commissioner, John
Ainsworth instructed his District Commissioners that
a1l chiefs and headmen who Wwere not thelpful' in pro-
viding easy labour for the white farmers should be
reported to the governor - which mweant dismissgl from

offica.

During this period,; the colonial state in collu-
sion with the white settlers embarked on deliberate
aﬁd systematic policy of land glienation in the High-‘
lénds. African families were forcefully removed from
their plots to give>way'tb white settlement. The
greagtest ?ictims of sﬁch~meaéures wére the Gikuyu,
Embu, Meru, Maasai, Taita, Kalendin and the Kamba.
Hence while 1% million of the G ikuyu nétionality’were
allowed to hold land only in their 2000 square miles
of Native Reserves, the 3,000 EurOpean‘settlers
océupied someri2,ooorsq. miles, which was the\ﬁost

productive land in the country.
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This inevitably created land hunger, as thefore
the origin of the agrardian crisig in colonial and pOSt—
colonial Kenya. Land aliénation together with the pay-
ment creafed a constant flow of migrant African labour
to the settler estates and the emerging towns like

Nairobi, Mombasa and Nakuru.

In the words the overall impact of land aliena-
tion and other related colonial megsures, is that it
accelerated ahd intensified the process of impoverish-
ment and proletarianising of the broad mass of the
Kenyan people, some of whom were compelled by chiefs
Authority Ordinance to work as agricultural labourers
for the white farmers. Tnis enlargced labour force was
only partly salaries. The labourer was usually given
a small piece of land to farm to compensate for the

extremely low wages.

Some of these Arrican labourers worked for a small
but growing 'Kulak' of wealthy African peasants in

the Reserves,

Meanwhile the labour shortage continued in the
settlers' estates as in the 1920s and 1930s the African
labourers were sble t0 establish themselves as squatters
receiving é pétch of land in return for a]aﬁgur rent.
In»effect, these African were tenant farmers and had

a firm comnitment to their own five-or-six-acre farms,
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Increasingly the wnite settlers, however, tried
to. transform them into Wage_labourﬁrs, squeezing them
off the land. 1In time the.labour rent for five or six
acres was nearly trebled. This happened in 1940s when
it was increased from 90 days to over 250 days. This
met with considerable resentment, and the squatters

nursed a ferious hatred of the whites.19

/
Such developments proved unbearable to the mass

of the Gikuyu and related nationglities, the Masaai,
Taita etc. working in the plantations and living in
towns.. Matters were even made worse the colonial govern-—
ment plan which compelled african people t0 terrsce

their land in the reserves and the white farms‘tovprévent
soil erosion. This scheme caused great hardship and
considerable social and family upheaval. It was harshly
adninistered by certain chiefs who were anxious to

: please their District Commissioners with monthly reports
O o recofd ﬁumber of yards dug up. Let Oginga Odinga
inform us of whét transpired in Nyanza:l "the people

were restive unQér_heavy takes, and COmpulsory labour

: .
of women and children as well as men." 2’

IV. Politics=5o0cial Organization in Colonial Kenya.

" As the social, economic and political condi-
tions deteriorated in the reserves and the towns, the

broad mass of Kenyan people sought fbr modes of resolving
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 the Agrarian crises as well as improve their wages
and working cqnditidﬁé{‘\DifférgPt sssociations or
organizatidns W forudd by the people of Kenya to
articulate their demahdé; 'and the néfure and'structure

of such organizations were determined by the nature of

the problem.

The precursor of such organizétions was the Last
African Association (EAA) of Harry.Thuku, whidh>éoaght
to rally the Kenya masses in a bid to overthrbw fhe
dictatorship of the colonialisfs'by means of mass pro-
tests, demonstrations, petitions and other ndn-violent

2l The association managed mobilize and se-

actions,
nsitize the peoples consciousness., This posed a

threat to the interests of the British imperialism in

the country and Last Africa as a whole. They decide’

to bann the association and intern its leaders;"imme—
diately after the EaA leaders were locked in, the

Kenyan masses came out in thousands to demand the

release of their leaders unconditionally. For twenty-
-four hours they surrounded‘the police station (the

former Kingsway Police Station) where their leaders

were held. The fascist forces, excited and frighten-

ed by the show of the peoples' unity, strength and deter-
mingtion, respohded’by saVagely firing on the unarmed
protestors. When the shooting stopped many patriots

lay dead on the ‘streets and many others were seriously

injured. It was cold-blooded murder.22
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Thuku and hls comrades were exiled to KlSlnaya.
The banning of EAA and tne arrest‘of its le&dershlp
“demonstrated the Brltlsh 1mper1allsts determlnatlon
to maintain control of the‘Kenyan people by force of
arms. As Méina-wa—Kinyétti_corréctly pots if:v “It
taught them the violent hatore of impefiaiiéﬁ and
its agents, and at the same time it hightened their
fléhtlng con501ousness and their determination to
resist further, a fact demonstrated by the subsequent,

stages of strug,gle."23

The banning of EAA saw the emergencevof Kikgyu
central Association (KCA). It was led by felatively
militant peugle wil0 t00k their political work much
more seriously. The leadership.of’KCA exploited
 the interwar period to build its organization and
create a large following among the b:oad ma.ss of the
people in Central Kenya and the Rift Valley, and the
working class population.in Nailrooi, Mombasa and Na-

- _kuru. During this same period, there emerged similar
associations like Kavirondo Taxpayers wWelfare Associa-
tion, fhekaémba Meumbers Association, and the Taita Hills
Association. A;l these political associations were
restricted by the Colonial authority to operate with-

in the confines of their nagtionality boundafiés. But
'althoughvbased in differcnt nationalities, they were
united by the anti-iuperialist content of their demands
and assertion;, they were, tharefore, allieé in the

crusade against the British imperialist forces in Kenya.



And through the contacts of their leadership, and
- their~pqliti¢al activities, they helped to broaden

the national base of anti-imperialist movement in
“Kenya. At the same time, the Nandi people led by

Arap Manyei, son of the legendary Saoei Arap Koitalel
~ continued his father's tradition of uncompromising
resisfaﬁce to fdreign doﬁiﬁation andIOPpression.
He tirelessly worked to forge political unity among’
the Nandi and‘the related Kalehjin pébplés. He also
sent feeiers for & possible patriotic gllignce with

the Luo and Gusii nationals. <%

He was arrested at
Kapsabet in 1922 and he was charged with administer?
ing oath binding the Nandi people to join hands with
ethér ngtionalities té wage a new war to drive out
the British from Kenya. He was detained in Mefu for

ten years.25

V. World #ar II and Its Impact on Kenya.

During the econd yorld war the blood of

African people was spilled in service of Imperiglism.

During the 1940s. nearly lOO%OOO of Kenya's five
| million inhabitants, were pressed into the war. For
many Africans who weht abroad with the British army =
men like Biidad Kaggiarand‘Dedan Kimathi the situation

in which they found theméelves was a profoundly radicali-
sing oné,..° Behind the European claims 10 be agents.

of a superior civilisation they discovered a brutality
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and racist - inspired genocide,beyond all imagining.
They recognised the hypocrisy of the British whovcléiméd
to be fighting German racism whiie treating their
own subject peoples in a similar way - as sub-human
species.26, -
These men fought and died for the British.  But
the messagé that greeted them on their return was
a simple one: nothing has‘changed, you are still
merely servants in”jbur own country. There were
signs.of worse to come, For the settlers had reach-
ed the peak of their domination during the war
years, when they had a free hand to do as they likéd
aé long as they supplied the armies with food,
Their n&mbers were srowing. 8,000 new white migrants
entered the Colony after the War, hoping to settle
in the "White Highlands". As far as European farmers
were concerned, things had never looked more promis- .
ing in 'White Man's Country'., They confidently

expected it to last forever,27

As resistance to colonialism gathered momentum
the colonial state resorted to repressive measures.
The KCA was banned in 1940 as "communist subversive! '
- following its militant agitation against: |
- the alienation of land in Kenya
- the Kipande systenm
-~ the Hut and Poll Tax
- exploitation of african working class

- bén of many regpected traditions like

N
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femgle circumcision among the
Gikuyu, which the coloniglists

: 7 g &
considered savage.

‘As with EAA, KCA'S leadership was detained and its
activities driven underground. KCA continued secretly,
mobilising people particularly in Nairobi, Mombasa,
Nakuruj the squarters of the Rift Valley and Céntral
Kenya, but under serious difficulties. Why? Because
the colonial state "systematically passed and enforced
all éorts of oppressive measure, such as direct sta-
tutory compulsion, “imposition of hut and poll tax,
curtalment of African lands"-,28 using the Kipande
systém for controlling movements of African labourers
and for locating and identifying them".29 Lt aee
required by law for all african males to carry this
glave ildentification with them at all times "and po

produce it when demanded by the police".3o

Any without
a kipande was liable for arrest "and none. could employ
him if he had no kipande or if he had not been signed

off by his previous employer."31

These new measures greatly ag.rieved the peoples
of Central Kenya and the‘Rift Valley. ‘In response,
the Kikuyu and related naﬁionalities under the auspices
of the banned Kikuyu\Central.Associétion.(KCA) launched
an oathing campaign to ehrollﬁfhe peésantry in g secret
§onspiracy agaihst the British colonial ruie.-‘Sedret
undergfound‘committees were esfablished throuéhout the

Reserves and among the Gikuyu, Embu, Meru and Kamba in



St

the Highlands. In fact a new type of loan - the‘

: adminiétration of a mass oOath to a whole comaunity
emerged in 1947-48 when the agraritn crisis of the
Olengurone squatters came to ahead. Eleven thousand
Kikuyu were faced with forcible eviction from théir
laﬁds.i The affected peasants resorted e oathing en
masée. It was a comnunity pledge -:a‘commitmeht to

resist eviction and agricultural restrictions.

Earlier on in 1944, Kenya African Study Union

- (KASU) was formed on the advice of the Governor as a
colony-wide African body with which the lone African
member of Legislative Council, Eliud Mathu could .
~consult. Iater its name was changed to Kenya African.;
Union (KAU). Inivially KAU was led by moderate leaders
who favoured the settler formula of representation,
like Harry Thuku and J. Gichuru. This explains Whyr
the KCA members refused to be incorporated int5 KAU

before Kenyatta assuned its leadership in 1946.

Under Kenyatta's leadership, KAU embarked on g
nstion-wide campaign, to recruit more members and mobi-
lize the Kenyan people for the struggle against colonail
oppressive and eiploitatiVe rule. Consequently, nass
resistance and expression against British.imperialism wag

on the increase at the petit-burseoisie leadership of

" KAU confronted the government with unprecedented propa-

_ ganda, However, these middle class the asoni conceptua-
lised the poiitical struggle in terms of constitutional

change and parliamehtary. They favoured negotigtions
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~_as oppobed to revolutlonafy metnod of strugble advocat-
fed by sectlons of its leadershlpgx These were mainly the
ex-serv1cemen llke Blldad Kaggla, J D Kali, Dedan Ki-
. math1, P, J Ngel and others who had returned from serv—
ing the Brltlsh in Indla, Burma, Ceylon, and the Middle
East and Lurope. These milltant African polltlclans
were also aware of subtle and dlscreet preparatlon on
the plpellne by the leuyu and related nationalities to
confront the colonial authority. But some of the mlll—
tant nationalists were éfraid of revolutionary change,
and they are the type Frantz Fanon described as violent
in their wofds énd reformist in their attitudes, those
tho, when they see the masses up in arms,~rush to the
CUionialists to acclaim; ° "this is very serious.... we
don't/KES% it will end; we must find a solution, some
sort of compromise, those wio use the anger of the
masses as a bargaining argument for concessions and

private deals with coloniglism,"

The KAU leadership had not thought of, and was
not ready for, a violent confrontation * with the colonigl-
ist forces. Thus when the broad mass of the Kenyan
people from the Reserves and the Highlands decided to
confront the colonialists with revolutionary, the KAU

leadership vascillated.
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VI. Contribution of Trade Unionism During This Period.

~Trade Dnicnisa was gn iﬁtebral'part of this
struggle against British Colonialism. Thé emergehcé of
trade uniqn movement must be traced back to the eviction
S anE ool e oh dties thon i ana
and the introduction of taxation and forced labour,
which forced many Kenya people to seek work in towns in
particular in Nairobi, Nakuru and.Mombasa and in agric-
ultural plantations. ' Wages were low, work was‘irregular
- housing was apalling and many of them lived in sluas
of Pangani, Majengo and NMathare Vailey. Here they were
~equally subjected to grbss abuses of racial discriming-
tion and the Kipande system. These conditons together .
b s T eert o tetiverene
on the black working class. As this small embryoﬁic
class tried to organize to change this state of affairs,
they met with fascist measures. The most highlighting
example is the strike at Uplands Bacon Eactbry in‘which
workers were shot dead, and their leader Cege Kibachia
sent to.prison. His Workers Federation Movement was

banned.

On May 1, 1949, six trade unions came together in
Nairobi to'form the East.African Trade Uhion congress
(EATUC) Fred Kubai, a leader of the transport workers
became the president, and the militant Asian leader,

MZkhen Singh became general secretary. EATUC was a radical
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organization, committed not only to fighting for
improved wages and working condifions but alsu to
confronting the settlers and the British adminis-

tration.

In fact, in a Labour Day the following year,
the leadership of BATUC faised the demand for inde-
pendence under majorify rule, the first african orga-
filZation 10O méké such g demand. The colonial authori-

ties were quick to respond.

Kubai, Singh and a nuaber of other union leaders
- and activists were arréstcd. Those still at large
called a general strike, and Iof nine days Ngirobi
cameé t0 a.complete standstill. Large growds of stri-
kers clashed with the police until they were driven

off the streets by a massive show of military might.

The strike sgread like a bushfire throughout the

~ country, eventually involving some 100,000 workers,
.The part of Mombasa was closed for two days. The colo-
nial guthorities stocd firm, however, and tne strike

‘was crushed. The EATUC was broken.32

}The EATUC secretary, Makhan Singh was the one
charged of "stirring up tne nétives.” He was detained
witho&t trigl tor the ncxt_eleyen years.  The other union
leaders were releascd arfter serving prison terms. Kubail

was released a.ter eight months in prison.
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With the banning of EATUC, the union activists
changed tactic and tarew their wgight into the orga-
nizajion of a Secret revolutionary ofganization that
linked up with similar developments initigted by the
KCA in the countryside. Whereas the KCA was primarily
goncefned with tne land issue, the Nairobi militants
looked to the overthrow of British Colonial rule and

the seizure of political independence.

dhat 1s evident frow tue above analysis, is that
"despite British attempté t0 encourge purely "tribal"
divisions in order to fragient the people, during the
1930s and 1940s there was a ground swell of énti-colo—'
nialisf sentiment which transcended ethnic divisions
énd enabled Afficans and Asians from Véridus parts of
Kenya to organize themselves to fight together for their
dommon interests as workers and victims of colonial
voppressionﬂ.33

Asiaﬁs iike IshermDassis, M.A. Desai, and latef
Makhan Singh and Pio da Gama Pinto, were especially
prominent in publicising grievances through newspapers,
and the trade union wovenent. The unions, using with
considerable effectiveness the weapon of the general
strike, organized labour on a class - not ethnic, racial
or occupational-basis. Their leaders fought to retain
theirkindependence of action, and refused>to be co-opted

by the colonial administration. %
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- More significantly by the late'l930s and 1940s
there were organizationgl links . between the uniOns
‘in the towns and the majority of the people in the
countryside. Resistance to various aspects of colonigl
policy was often nation-wide. For instance, the trade
unions, and such organizations as the KCA, the Kavi-
rondo Taxpayers ywelfare aAssocigtion, the Ukamba Me-
mbers Association, the Taita Hiils Association and
the North Kavirondo Ccnﬁfal-Association, all took up
the issué of land alienation and demanded a better
deal for the agfrican people.35 Nationglist senti-
ment nurtured by such bodies as the Forty Group, the
Action Group within KAU, and the uﬁiuns under Cege
Kibachia, Makhan 3imgh and Fred Kubail, must be scen
as part of a general world-wide Afro-Asian movement
against colonigl domination. As the militants mobi-
lized people in towns,* and auwong the squatters in
the Rift Valley, and the poor peasants in Central
Kenya fo struggle for their lib@ration, the noderates
within KAU .egan to vascillate. They wanted a consti-

tutional change of government.

~Thus 1in the 1950s when tne tide of nationalists
resistance to British imperialism had heightened, the
allignce of the militants and moderates craéKed, as
the latter preferrcd to negotiaté,»ﬁhile_the former s
aware of the violent nature of imperialism - chose to

fight for tneir uhuru. But the militants had a formi-
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dable task of fighting for the allegiance and support
of the broad mass of the Kenyan people against modera-
te nationalist leaders, of whom the leading force was
- Jumo Kenyatta, the leader of KAU. This organization
did not as yet even consider raising the demands for

moderate reform and protestations of loyalty to Britain.

Kenyatta still looked to tne election of the
Labour governuent in Britain in 1945 as the way to
achieve reform in Kenya and to start the country along
the gradual road td independence. Labdur, he believed,
would stand up to the settlers and curb their racism.

He gave too much credence 10 the promises ofithe Labour
left and was accordingly unprepared for Labour's craven
capitulation to the settlers. He was not alone in this;
even the settlers were surprised at Labour's consider-

ation for their interests.Bo

However, some of the measures taken by the Labour
Government  in 1951 considerably undermined the credi-
bility of Kenyatta and his moderate allies in KaU.

In May 1951, James Griffith, the Colonial Secretary
visifed Kenya and announced his programme of constitu-
tional reform. <The country's 5 million blacks were to
be given 5 nominated seats on the Leéislétive ¢ouncil,
when the by-now 50,000 whites were to.get 14 elected
members. These pronouncements created disenchatment -
among the black population, and in the process KaU lost

popularity, as many of its adherents enrolled in Mau Mau
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in growing numbers..

VII The Militants Organize for Armed Strugele.

The preparation for violent coafrontation
with tne Colonialists started in the main during
this period, and the arfrican ex-gervicemen were very
instrumental in such activities. These people found
the Land Committees and the KCA already at work iﬁ

secret in a field fertile with grievances.

These militant gqt conpletely disillusioned by
the stand of Kenyatta and his allies in KAU. Odinga
inform us that; "It was leaders from Nyeri like
Dekan Kimathi, Stanley Mathenge, Paulo NjerUjeecoosoe
who even before the declaration of the cmergency,
had advocated fighting from the'forests, and who had

begun tentatively to survey the forest areas, o
37

store arms, and to make plan for supply lines."

These militants found more allies in Nairobi
where the life of the workers was "characterised by
chronic unemployment and‘hopeless housing conditions,
and inevitable police harrassment and brutality, fhere
grew a number of'people wilo were extremely dissagtified
‘With the Oppressive conditions,38 These are the people
who finally decided to do something about these unbearable

conditions.
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These Kenyans then consfituted themselves into
anti-colonial grodp called the Fqgty Group (Anake a 40)
outsids ‘the fd?mal”KAU¥struUture;39W“This £TOUP Was
led by a secret Central Committee that had been esta-
oiished with strong trade union participation in ﬁairobi,
The body had almost virtual control of the black estates

in the city and soon set up its own spécial organ to

acquire arms by illegal purchase or by stealing.

Stolen guns and home-mgde guns of iron piping
were stored away: returned ex-serviceumen gave shooting
instructions under cover of dynamiting at Stone quarries.
They also organized a counter—intel1igence organization

which followed $he woveaent of government security.

In Nairobi the taxi dfivers, the black marketeers,
the unemployed lumpens were enlisted, and a netwofk of
local committees were set up, which were to prove vital
links and supply lines with the fighters in the country-
side and the forests. These plans and preparatory
activities were not revealed to the moaerate leaders
of KaU, even suvme 0f the people involved were themselves

KAU branch leaders.

The recruitment of cadres transcended the ﬁational—
lity béundary, as some Nyanzg men working as labourers
in nearby farms 1n Central Kenya and the Rift Valley
were recruited. Atfegpts were also made to contact the

Maasail at Narok.



The salient issuesftOVnofe is that at this pefiod

gKenyatta and his close assoc1ates had lost control of
'KAU, as the mllltants took. cnarge of other branches,
1nclud1ng the all 1mpurtant one of Nalrobl._,Kenyatta
was certainly aware Of. tnese developuents, but he chose
“to. a8 mlddle-uf-the road approach.’ He was, howeyer,
oppozed to v1olence.:_L;sten @prehyatte:
T an’afreid of this left-wing group,
I believe that their dark and half-
- éducate Om1nds will lead tnem to use
- force. o :
Meanwhile the Nananehi;of Kenya were becoming
more disillusioned with the kAU constitutionai approath
”td feeo1ving*Agrarian‘and national’independenbé”quesﬁions.“‘
In a meeting held at Kaloleni in Nairobi tdfdecide’on
these issues, it was dscided that the land delegation
of Mblyu K01nange and Achlen Onekokte Britain wOuld
v be the 1ast depatdtlon, and 1f the Brltlsh GOVernment
'took no notlce of it, the people would be led to new
forms of strugéle. 'The Colonlal Offlce refused to ;
obllée,: uet Blldad Kaggla one of the leadlng partlcl-
pehte explaln "The AAU mllltants wno were at the centrev‘
of Mau Mau 1ntroduced a resolutlon Whlch was passed at
the KAU Kalolenl meetlné on the day when Mblyu Koxnan 2
and Achleng Oneko were leav1ng for Brltaln...’ The reso~-
lution declared this deputatlon would be the last one
sent to Britain. We had no falth in deputatlon,~but

wé were will;ng'to give Britain a‘last chance;‘ Some of




T u§ beIieVed:that theré"Wouid*be:no faVoarabléiresulf
from,the deoutatlon. our cxpectdtlons were fulfllled
‘when Achleng Oneko ruturned from Brltaln and sald

‘that the’Brltlsh colonial Secretary did not meet them.
‘Achieng also proved é'Véfy‘gobd répresehtatiVé-fof‘our
cause when he déscribéd the trestment to the deputa- ‘
tion‘receivéd from the ColoniaIASecrefafy. All his
ephasis on the insulting attitude of the British
towards Africans helped our committee tb convince the .

people that deputations to London were useless."'l

Back at home, Kenyatta made ill-fated moves
_to convince the white settlers about the viability‘

of KaAU mpderate.policiesfr But the settlers rejecﬁed it.

; The stage was tnus set for a v1olent confrontatlon :
‘,between Brltlsn 1mper1allsm and thu broad mass of the
 Kenyan peoples in central Kenya and the let Valley.

The mlthant ndtlonallsts 1nten51fled thelr coupalgn

for tne violent struggle agalnst the colonlal state

'and whlte settlers 1ndependent of KAU'S ble581ngs.

The collectlon of arms, ammunltlons, the rccrultnent

,of cadres and oath admlnlstratlon were now on the 1norca—‘

‘se among the worklng pcople 1n Nalrobl, Nakuru and in

the countryslde.




These act1v1t1es of Mau.Mau mllltants soon ‘j

“,"«Iattracted the attentlon of the colonlal state and

its apparatuses, wh1ch responded w1th represslon,
*Wh;cn 1n turn servsd'only to ;ncroase,and strengthen .
thersupportrof the moVsmsntramongrthe'Wananchi of
&Kenya 1n the Reserves, bettler Estates and 1n towns.
‘AThe whlte settlers equally became hysterical about

; What,they saw as an impendlng violent nprlslngs._ :

: - The Brltlsh Government also got alarmed W1th |
these developments, and in October 6, 1952, a new 2
Governor, Slr ﬁvelyn BarlngawaS'dlspatched to Kenya'
osten81bly to deal Wltn tne loonlng crlsls, throagh
suppress1ng Afrlcan dlscontent. It had dawned on
'\tne Brltlsh 1mper1allsts that these new developments
reqnlred a different LCapta;n' in cnarge of the‘

 Statecraft.

Increas1ngly the secret prsparatlons of- KCA, the
'Landl COmmlttees, and tne work of Mau Mau Central
‘COmmlttee began t0 leak out. The people's patlence

could not be contalned any longer, and tnere were
,:sporadlc acts of v1olence in several parts of Kenya.

‘ In October 1952 the kllllng of Senlor Chlef Waruhla“
fof Klambu in broad daylléht, near Na1r001 shooked
‘the colonlal government 1nto reallzatlon of the stru-—

'I;ggle of the freedom straggle and 1ts support among
:lthe people.42 i : R




L iade Declaratlon of the State of bmergency and the start'

5 of Armed otrugéle in Ke gza

In Ocﬁdbér‘Zo; 195é,;a,State"bf Emergeﬁc§
was‘dediarea in Kénya,’ahd’frOOPS,and pdiice:wen%}bn '
rampgge rouhding ﬁp KAU and Mau‘Maurléaaérs and;act-‘
ivists,  The first police swoop was called Gperation
Jock Scott, and 183 leadéfs were arrested. By the
niddle of Novemberrsome 8,000 biacks had been‘arrestéd,

detained and impriéoned:infdiffefént parts of the cduntry,‘i‘x

',Tﬁe British colonial offensive was not dnlyré‘cél~ ~
éulated‘plan to déstrdy Mau Mau and unity and dam the ‘
revolutlonary splrlt of the people, ‘but the Governor {
“ als0 hopcd that Mau Mau could be suppressed w1tnout much "v‘

‘effort;w1th1n a'few months. But'the eventS-werevto-provefr:ﬁ*

later that he had a narrow‘perceptionrof hoW“widéspread
and deep-rootcd the moveuent was, and how determlned
'these mllltant natlonallsts were to get rld of Brltlsh
1mper1allsm. Barlng even seemed t0 belleve that Kenya-i.

 fta'was the'leader of Mau.Mau; Which waé hbt true'as

plans were in the plpellne t0 ellmlnate Kenyatta as a

collaborator when he Was arrested.43

The flrst arrests were followed by Waves of others.r¥
| Almost overnlght Kenya'x Afrlcan polltlcal 1eadersh1p
was¥gaoled. Those 1mprlsoned 1ncluded the 1eadersh1p

of the secret organization wlthln_KAU. Such measures




the Brltlsh 1mperlallst 1n 1ts embryonlc stage. The
”i'movement was Just 1n the process of tralnlng and a1m1ng
1ts c0mbatants, and forglng solldarlty 11nks w1th nat— =

¥

":1onalltles outslde Central Kenya.';

e

e Seealngly the Central ccmmlttee of Mau.Mau had
wanted a longer perlod of preparatlon before declarlng
the war agalnst the Brltlsh colonlallsts,‘but the Gover—
'i nor hamf¥stedly and unw1111ngly had seized the 1n1t1a— %'?
'tlve. Furthermore 1t saems open confrontation.mlght '
'xnot have follwed, tne movemcnt night have ‘ridden out
the reprvs51on and regrouped.for a later day, but for '
one the white settlers and tne police took Baring's
state of nmergency as an oppoft&nlty to declare opeh
': season on the G ikuyu and related nationalltxes, and to -
/beat torture and shoot them back into subm1831on. k

'Resistance in such clrcumstances Was 1nev1table.‘

In January 15, 1953 the few leaders of KAU and 7
?*“Mau.Mau who surv1vad the swoop eonvened a ‘secret meet-.g
°*ing~at~KAU‘headquarters a$~K1bar1 House;;ﬂmhls~meeting
‘decided to. have a ‘fresh oath and a fresh unaertaklng?
"fvto wage armed struggle agalnst the Brltlsh colonlal
“'“jstate and whlte settlers, and tnclr Afrlcan allles.'

They also set up a- Secret War Councll, an& moved its
‘f‘base to Mathare Vallcy 1n the mud and thatch,huts among

 f;the trees. imathar; was tnon'avmaaorrbase‘pf,theHKenyan~

%?'causht Mau.Mau_movement prepanatlon ior the war agalnst  f,?



nfnma;blon, a&d ergart;ze mare‘ Mau}r ‘
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’LsTwo klnds of Qeople went to the ~
- forests; Leade sjlike Dedan Kimathi
. and Mathenge wa Mingi escaped the
+- . police net and retired to the forests
. with prices on their aeads, there to.
Lo s e apRldan g mllltary stand. ' Round thenm
~ . they rallied the men who had taken -
’ o &mieinot onky the wnity oath of the KCA
¢ but also the later fighting ogth.
o Like their leaders these men had
~ . become targets of the police; they !
‘retreated to the forests for their s
safety from the arrest and turnig e
v1'1nto fullntlme guerllla unlty.r \

3vﬁé£y Ofbﬁhe‘reoroit;lOT Mau.ﬁaﬁ Were:the'agrioé
jjultural labourers in Central Kenya, the squatters ‘in
Aﬁthe let Valley, andltne blsck worklng olass 1n Nalrobl
.Jandfmgkoru,,toﬁerher thh theaunemployed-whorhad Sl .
A:vived'the arrests;; Thls is not unlque to Mau.Mau,
othsr llberatlon mOVements elsewhere in the Thlrd

.World have often reorulted from these class of people.

; ,fFor example 1n Nlcaragua, when bandlno led nls peOple

< 1R the war agalnst Amerlcan Imper1a11Sm'1t was from
¢gthese two groups - ths seumi proletarlat and the lumpen —_

-that he drew most of hlS tr00p8.47-

,..

> In tlme the‘armes struggle escalated, as the arrests‘
,’;mounted by the oolonlal state falled to destrOy the
‘;movement | The arrests oPened ths'Way for a full-SCsle ‘
. guerllla war, and to the dlSmay of the Brltlsh colonlal-k¢;
ists, they‘dlscoveredktnat‘large‘areaswof the cfkntnyol
(Central Kenya and Rift Valley) had sffeotlvely passe\”

'faoutff rhis control and 1nto’that of{Ma Mau.\~







non~K1kuyu and related natlonalitles, but alzﬂﬂ$
_Asians. Kefa Wanyenyl of North Nyanza was a member

of Mount Kenya Chlef"pomm;ttae, gnd he playgdla crucial
‘fole_in'récruiting,the Luhyg'people into the movement,
and supplying arms and émmunitipns, ~In November 1953
helsent a thousand bulléts'th;ough_aymessgnge:. e
_ fortunately the British military intelligence finally
arrested wanypnyi.i H§ was brought to trial, and with
the written evidence bolstered by the testimony of
'his ereman, a Muganda, who chose to‘becume\a State

witness, was found guilty. Kefa was then hanged.

Perhaps, mofeﬂrevealing-about the participation
of other races is Odiﬁga's'articulation'fhat¥abetwee§f
January and Pebruary, 1953 Stanley Mathenge, Kiego -
Mboko and Gitau Matenju received as many as 500 recruits

from Ngirdbijinto the forests; they were equibpéd

with 36 rifles, 45 pistols (almost all the pistols

were acquired through Pio Pinto......n*d

- To some settlers these developmentaseemed’
\'beglnnlng of the end, and they feared that the strug ‘

would SOQnAéhgulf the wnole countny.

'At the same timc the British Government 1n;Londan
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“ troop reinforcements weré*dragtégéin, and'alnew military

comiiander, General Erskgne;fwaspappo%nted;*?The propa=-
~ ganda machinery was streamlineg and shgrpened, as the

¢olonial administrators, missionaries and British edu~

cationists assumed the-task'cf isolating the Movement

- from the people by portrayiﬁg it as atavistic and biood—,

thirsty band of gangs. There were abetted in these
activities by scores of AfricanyhOmeguards‘and*react—

ionary 'petit-bourgeoisie politicians and businecémen,

and civial servants.

But still the British army and police were unable

to come to grips with the nationalist forces. Instead
:tﬁey;concentrated oh,destroying¢their support in the
;réserves and the towns,:estaolishing prohibited areas
along the fringes of the forests, breaking down the
~ ,traditional.dispersed,village se@tlements, and ordering
the ooncebtration of viliages,under,fhe army, police
- and homeguard control. The ultimate goal of these

measures, was tpfaqt»the»fgregts off the supply lines

and starve the nationalist forces into the open.

The Brltlsh colonlallsts seemlngly did not make

"the ‘mistake about the movement. Unlike the some Kenyan

historians aﬁﬁ'politicians'who depict it as a 'tribal!

or 2 peasant rebelllon,the Brltlsh saw 1t as a natlonallst-

f movement Whlch 1f not checked was bound to engulf many

. parts of the country. e




The Brltlsh came to terms w1tn tne fact that

' Nalrobl was the effectgye center of tne armed struggle.'
It was here where funda were ralsed, weapons and ammunl—
tlons collected, and flghters recrulted. W1thout this

. sogrce of:susﬁenapce the Land'Frequm;Army based in
 theifptests would haVe beeﬁ crippiéd,s'There weré also
.cons§ious}of the involvement of the blaok WorkingtA

class and the trade unionists.

‘Besides, Sustaiﬁihgftﬂé gﬁ;rilla struggle, it
was in Nairobi that Mad Ma& éohd&étéd its politiéal
offensive against the British coloniaglism. The Mau
Mau urben task force mangged t0 organize boycotts of
European.oWned=shops;and'Gf;Burﬁpean-goods,‘Qrganizedx
' boyecott of public transpopgh and early 1954 was‘pfepa—

ring to call a general strike in the city.

~The British suspicioniandgreOOgnition of the
black trade unions as the backbone of. the movement in
Néirobi Were;proved by General China, the leader of
the Mount Kenya Unit, captured inrJanuary,_l954¢ 'His_
ultimate confession gave the British intelligence
officers the leads it néeded_to oﬁt vital supply'lines

- and to formulate new tactics against Mau Mau. forces.

: : Actlng on these 1nformatlon, the colonlal govern—
menﬁ mounped OperatlondAnv%;, in whlch 25 OOO soldlers
"xand polioe rouﬁded dp thé'éﬁtlre Afrlcan populatlon:
, of Nalrobl Just over lOO OOO and screened and dls-

‘ patched to ‘specially prepared detvntlon camps all men
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between the ages of 81xteen and thlrty—flve - the~
o i e
'ﬂwarrlor age from the so—called affeoted natlonalltles.°

i Pl

over 15 OOO men and wonien Were 1nterned w1thout tr1al.!

‘lAnygAfrieeh”carrYiﬁg e;eﬁidh‘card was adtbmatie?:
ally arrested and 1nterned. The entlre leadershlp of
the pransport =h Allled workers, Union and ey
and Hotel workers Union, both.Mau M U strongholds werewl‘
detalned, and the bulk of tne membershlp drlven out

»vof Nalrobl to the Reserves. 5

With the Operation Anvil,- the British colonalists
managed t0 disrupt the resistance groups in NairObi .
dand’severingfof the1Supply¢Of’arms,fammunitions,'moﬂey,
'clbthing; and medical supplits to the freedemffighters5'

ln the forest:

| Subsequently, the Britlsh proceeded to restore
thelr control over the settler'dlstrlcts and 5n the

"Reserves' forcing: tne flghters te-retreat deep 1n~""‘

the forests. In the 'Reserves' villagisation was inte- o

nsified, and by Qctooer 1955 over 1 million Gikuyu :
fand related groups had been forcxbly resettled behlnd

*

barbed wire in some 854 neav1ly~pollced-v1llages.‘

Thls programme was obviously modelled on the for01-
"ble settlement of ohlnese squatters 1n.Malaya,but %
Was carrled out w1th greater brutallty qnd bestlallty

,’in Kenya. Mau.Mau suspects were arrested 1n dOVes and
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thélhumbér iﬂtéfﬁed”événtually reached'77'000.51

| The Brltlsa thus 1nst1tuted a relgn of terror‘

on the p9091u of Kenya, and in tne course of the Emérg—
ency over 1000 guerllla flghters were hanged. Over 500
were hanged for tue offenses less Shag murder, some 290
for possessing arms‘dnd ammunitions and an incredib1e

45 for administering oaths. -

X Tides Turn Against Mau Mau.

~In the wake of such‘maéSive'repressive and

fascist measures against the Wansnchi of Kenya, thé
backbone of the movement in Nairobi and countryside
7was’brokeh,-as tne remaining combatants penetrated .
deep intO‘fhé fofests of‘Nyandania‘and Mount Kenya.
The strength of Mau Mau cadreship was consideranly.
reduced from a maximum of 15,000 at tne end.of 1953 to
only some 2,000 by the end of 1955 and even less at
the end of 1956. SR e

The British amy led by the then Captain Frank
Riteon diviecd new tactics which webe devastating to
the movement. He formed péeudoégangs Of,éaptured and
surrendered Mau Mau éadfés,undér the éortrol of the
 police which penetrated the iorests o track down com-
batants and kill them. Pefhébs thé“gfeé%eétcéQCEéés ot
thls tactlc wa.s tne capture of Frield Marshall Dedan

~ Kimathi. He was executed 1n 1957
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In the course of tne war the Brltlsh mllltary

,and pollce forces reportudly suffered some bOO fatal—

ltlcS,IOf whon only 63 were whltes. Mau.Mau combatants

.(excludlng those hanged) were offlclally put at 11 503,

 but thls figure could have been more. =

‘Although Mau Mau was depicted as an almost canni-

balistic orgy of rape and murder against defenceless

people (whites and blacks), the truth is that only 32
of the white settlers were killed. Of course many ‘
black lost their lives in the Qég;m These 1ncladed
Senior,chiefs,iqap;h;q:and Nderi, and collaborators

like Ambroze Ofafa and Tom Mbotela, and scores of

African homeguards. Later an attempt to recapitulate

~on this question of elimination and its impact and

impliecgtions to the anti-imperialist struggle in

: colpnialuKenyar

vAt This stége it is important to note that even
though the British forces had scored decisive mili-
tary feats agalnst Mau.Maa, thcy reallzed that it
wa s not adequate to guarantee 1ts p031t10n in Kenya

in the long run. Thc Brltlsh governmbnt reallzed that

kthe solutlon 11e w1tn tnu crcatlon of a stratum of

blaCk Kenyans Who were loyal and ready to serve the o

1nterests of Brltlsh capltal.

The creatlon of tnls stratum requlred the institu-

tlonallsatlon of some reform measurc&. But’ the whltef
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OVurmcent had no thl@ﬂ excep‘b making con—- .

T he Colonla; btate started b,y enc:uur gmg the
_7wealth13r Peasants tD transfonm thGMSulVeS 1nto f}’;’f}!wff“
g;"l'fiflanéed gentry, @nd the develapment of moderate tradc
nmn me%ment frou tne ashas of the mllltant and -

prOgressa.ve movments of Makhan am,gh, Fned Kabal

:‘ege Klba:chla. These JOyal:Lsts were. exe;a;pt irom.

,ff}certam fees and ‘saxes. Thay cOuld movs arOu.nd’ :

, ‘th.ey could put forward thelr cwn interests. : They alone,

':{-E.ul()ﬁg the a.fr}'cvan populatmn Qf Qentral Kenya., cmﬂ.d

;m the colon;y.

The Swynnerton P:Lan amcd at the con—-‘r,{“ '

asf;;eaz-: a they Wo""l spmad"Mau Mau sexrtmén; s




fjtlon., Those in a positlon o buy 1and from the poor
F‘ - became rlcner once the restrlctrlon of Afrlcan coffee-v =

\grow1ng were ramoved.x Lhe ‘poor becaue landless. Land

allenatﬂon wnlch was one of toe burnlng 1ssues lead—

1ng to the Mau Mau arucd struggle, contlnued.

‘ ST other'words, the Colonlal éovernuent had suc0u6d~7= 

. ed in Crcatlng a pufiod-up Afrlcan mlddle class, ‘

group of nascent grabbers and 1ootsrs whose prospcrlty fﬁfz

,/grew out ofrtreachvry of the ‘broad of Kanyan peop¥§,1[5“
Sﬁch“peéple shafédvthé aspiraﬁionsfof fne?Biitishw ;g

Thelr goal was to possess buSlanS or settlcr~stjlpfw, 

mlxed farms, frequented by seitler 50lf and bublnnssvl'

partners. They shared w1th tno forelgners 31u11ar

- 1nterest of damplng the revolutlonary potentlal and

energy of ‘the wananchi. Beiies v ~'a‘ls.‘”*‘

But thbse Leasures were not enough. The colonlal
government palnfully rbCOgnlSGd that tne only solutlon

~ to secure the alle51ance of African pet;t—bourg0131e /75 :
was't6~grant,independenceff;At]léas£ these peoplef"coa;alfj

~ be trusted to mékei"ihdepéndénce"'safé’for‘the“cohtinaed';
opeﬁafiqns“Of international~3apital";?3“ ' *
f  The wnlte settlers Wcre hlghly opposed to thase

But the Brltlsh GoVernuent stood flnuy

‘uuiroposals.
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sbgply becoue 100 expensive fo.suppdrt. Anierica,
looking to expand her trade and in&éstments with
Africa and Asia, pressured Britain to disentangle
herself from the empire. Granting 'independence' uade
good political and economic sense to the imperialists,
once- they had cregted a tame collaborating class wigh_

an interest in 'suiooth transition'.54

More 51gn1f1can£ly the deal was 1upcrat1ve as a

lubasurc to guarantee the securlty of thcse 1nturests

and preeapt the p0531b111ty Of future rebelllon by

the wananchi of Kenya.

Thus when Kenya was granted 'independence' in 1963,
the British handed over power 0 a coalition of mode-
rate and reactionary Kenyan leaders led by Jouwo Kenyatta,
a man whose popularity among the blécks had been
assured by his arreét’on October 20,1952 and subsequent
imprisonmént in the land of the Turkana people. In
these arrangements, the loosers were those wno had

fbubht for liberation.

- It is, therefore, not surprising that Kenyatta's
governaent turned its back on the land question, which
foriied the core of agrarian ¢risis. ' The nationalist .

dewanded land transfer without compensation., Instead

‘wananchi of Kenya were mnade t0 purchase land at in- .

‘flated prices, with money lent by the British government
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and the World Bank. Loan repaynents then forced the
wananchi into perennigl indebtedness and povertye.
Many of the poor wananchi could\not afford to buy
land.,  wmxclucded rroua land consolidation schemes of
the Ehiergency period dus. to tnelr active support to
.the Mau Mau Irecdow Iighters, they were 1o rewuain

landless in new-colonigl Kenya of Kenyatta and Mol

respectively.

XI. Some Reflections on tne defeat of Mau Mau.

At this stage'it‘isvinportant to reflect on
the concrete iésues which contributed to the mili-
tary and political defeat of MauiMau, béfore we
attenpt to answer sowe of the salient questions rais-
ed at the introductory section of this paper concern-

ing the interpretations of the wovement.

: On the basis of the discussion above, it‘is;
evident that by tune end of 1956, Mau Mau forces
Were not only worn out by the four years war, but

with liwited supplies and lack of any credible inter-
national support, such as a rear base and sources of
-supplics, their dynaminisu as a fighting force was

on the decline. Having been cut off from the broad
wass of the working people of Kenya who were their
main backbone and the source of all their supplies and
communications, the guerilla fighters becanie desperate
and had to resort to the struggle for survival. Over-

time some of then became indisciplined, and started
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looting peoples' property, and indiscriminate killing

&
of wananchisand fellow coubatants.

Hiths within Al lesubreh p or the moMegeRt wore
also on the increase. Earlier on in August 1953 a
conflict had emerged between Mathenge and Dedan Kinag-
thi. Maina-wa-Kinyatti writes; win augtist 16 1953,
8Stanley Mathenge once a prominent ieader of the moveie-
nt boycotted a conference convened by Dedan Kiumathi,
and tried to use his position to sabotage it, but"
it success."55 Such rifts inevitably hampered_
the activities of the movement at a time when the
British imperialists had ‘intensificd their counter-
insurgency operations in: tne towns and the countryside.
They made it possible for the fifth column of the
enemy forces to infiltrate the moveuent, and even
recrult some of its personnel to form the pseudo-
gangs which dealt a serious:blow to Mau Mau. They
were deployed in the forest to,hut and shoot the
renianants of the guerillsg fighters in the forests of
Nyandanis and Kirinyangu Mountain. One of their

harrasts, was the leader of Maw Mau Dedan Kiuathi.

Mau Mau's mode of organization before the confere-
nce of August)16, 1953, also had inherent weaknesses,
as the eight armies of the movement tended to be auto-
norious, thus conducting operations without consultation
and approval of the High Command,. This certainly creat-

ed the spirit of '‘warlordism' auong soue of the units,
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with the guerilla's belng loyal to their respective
comwanders, and not suv much to the Defence Council.
There arc possibility of such te;dencies causing the
ultinate defeat of Mau Mau. In fact, the initiatives
6f Genérallchina to convince the léadership‘of Mau Mau
t0 negotiate witn the British is a testimony of the

fact that the movewent had oeen infiltrated by the

enemies way back in 1953.

Perhaps one other major limitation of the move-
ment which contributed to its defeat was in the field
of propagénda éspécially~after Operation Anvil which
broke its backbone in Nairobi.® Thereafter the propa-
ganda against Mau Mau -as a 'savage, atavistic movement!
‘from the sensational press feports, to governuent :
and arumy handouts and the British Government Corfi-
eld Conuiission proved offective as it infected even the
African population. Mau Mau fifth column unit in
Nairobi having been suppressed, the movement fziled

to msgtch the laperialists in this field.

In addition the murder of Ambrose Ofafa eand Tom
lbotela, though justified as they were butright_allies
of the Colonial regime, had negative mupaét, in that
- 1t was to isolate Mau Mau fromvother nationalities,
ambrose Ofafa was not only a KAU uenber, but also a
leader of the LuQ‘Unionngirobi Branch. Given‘the

degree of political consciousness prevalent awong the
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majority of the Luo’qpmmunity then, it was inevitabple
that Ofafa's deafh was interpretgd from a nationality
- standpoint, and ﬁot class. To“many of the Luo people,
he was a nartyr, and it is no wonder a memorial hall

was constructed in Kisumu in his honour.

All theéé faétbrs put together were responsible
for the military and political defeat of Mau Maﬁ.
But not all the guerilia fighters left the forests.
. Sone of theﬁ femained and later regrouped to form

Kiama Kia Muingi (KKM), which was a grass-root orga-

nization. It was coumitted to 'free land' through
active seizures if nQoessary. lit plannedvté'capture
political control of KARNU'S Tural branches, and also
1o .colleet arius as insurance ggalnst a "gsell-out at
independence”, The greatest weakness of KKM as Mau

Mau before it, was organizational. When Kenyatta

chose to move against its mewbers in 1961, he easily

isolated the leaders, and detained its cadres.56
With the defeat of KKM the militant nationglists were

left without an organizational base, and théy reagain-
ed a minority faction within KANU. They had failed
to cregte their own sources of funds, their own pro-

paganda organs, and institutionalized popular support.57

XII. Recapitulation On Interpretations and Some Lessons

To Be drawn on Mau Mau Armed Struggle.

In the introduction we mentioned that Mau Mau

has been subject to different interpretations by scholars
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and politicians. It 1s now appropriate that we reca-
pitulate on these interpfetationsiso as to'put Mau Mau
on its proper pléce'in Kenya'!s historiography. In the
course of our discussion above, we establisned that
the insurgency wes promapted by tWo broad issues:
Agrarian crisis, resulting from land alienation in
Central Kenya and the Rif't Valléy for white settlement,
and the national independence. There were other va-
riables like for¢¢d labour, féXation, kipande systen
and racial discrimination, and the_low wages and poor
wofking”aﬁdiiiving}cohditioﬁs of therblacksworking»-
class in towns, which impinged seriously on their free-

dom to self-determination and good living.

By the 1940s and 1950s the wananchi of Kenya could
not bear such tribulations any wmore. They chose to
resort to war to resolve these contradictions. That
the war was concentrated in Central Kenya and the Rift
Valley is indisputable, However, it needs to be
emphasgized that it is in these arcas where the con-
tradictions between the Ccvlonial state, white settlers,
and the black people were sharpest. Those who argue
that Mau Mau was essentially a Kikuyu affair like William
R. Ochieng must know that no moveuent nas ever engulfed
a whole country ail at tne same time. In any case such
”approach is not only a histbfical but it a2lso negates
the mode of'éapital penetration of “the pré-capitalist

Kenyan society, which in turn conditioned the nature of
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of responses t0 imperialisam at different stages
of . the peoples strugsle to get r%d of it. Perhaps
Ochieng wanted the peasants in Majimbu and Rusinga
Island to rebel against the white settlers, when

. the latter had not alienated their land. Obviously
peasants in such places conceptualised thelir enemiles
~in terms of chief's and theilr askari kangas, not set-

tlers,

Above all, the argument of the like's of Ochieng
is watered down by ample eviaence adduced above on
the participation of people from other nationalitics
and races in tne movement. Leéading among such people
were General Ole Kisio a Maasail, Kefa Wényonyi of
North Nyanza, Abdul, é Souali and Pio da»Gama Pinto.
The last three were responsible for the supply of
arias and ammunitions, Furthermore, we have demonstra-
ted in our analysis, that even though land was central
in prompting the insurgency, the fréedom fighters were
equally convinced that their stolen land could not be
regained without the attainucent of political indepe-

58 and not to mention thne crucial role played

dernce;
by the black working class and trade unions. The
latter's conceptualization of the problens transcended

ngtionglity and racial boundarics.

when Professor B.A. 0Ogot argues that Mau Mau
ideology was.rejected by the 'nationslists' in 1960

he 1s actually referring to how the moderate and re-
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actionary petit-bourgeois politicigns in collusion
with the imperisglist forces isolated and neutralized
the militant nationalists, and s;ueezed thent out of
the mainstreaun of Kenya's post-independence power
politics. Ogot's 'nationalists' are those who frus-—
trated the popular progra.me and political line of the
militant nationalists. The people who were ideolo-
gically and materially cowmitted to the promotion and
protection of Western Capital. These are tne people
who sided witn tue 1laperialist to defeat Mau Mau Armed

Struggle in Kenya.

Some Lessons.

For lack of space,; we cannot‘delve into the details
of the tactics and strategies used in the battlecs
fought between Mau Mau and the British forces, which
lasted for ten years. However, certain salient issues
are worth noting.

Firstly, the real backbone and engine of the Mau
Mau armed struggle was the working class small though

it was, the peasantry and the lumpens.

Secondly, that only revolutionary violence can
succeed in digmangling an institutionaljzed state
oppression and exploitation. The Reform measurcs
initiated during the State of Lnergency, and the grant-
ing of political independence resulted from thne eruption

of the insurgency. Tnis spate of changes', as one poli-
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tician once observed, ..!'perhaps «.. would never have
taken plage; = at.any rate, they would never have coume
as gquickly as they did' if not for Mau Mau. The
~experience of Mau Mau siuply reaffirms the expericnces
of Angola, Algeria, Guinea Bisssu, Nozambique, and

Uganda in the recent past.

Thirdly, the lukewarn partiéipation of the middle
classes'in the war denied the wovewent of articulate
intellegentsgia who would have countered the propaga-
nda of the Colonial regime, and become an organic
component of the righting cadres of the movement.

Fourthly, the lnapility of the lMau Mau leadersnip
tovmake a concrete analysis of the socla-cconomic and
political conditions of the co;onial econoily, limited
their_SQOpe to ldentify their principal and secondary
allies from foes. The uass oaths undertaken by the
wovement weres pe:haps nscessary at the initial stages,
but over tiue an atﬁempt ought to have peen made 1o
recruit only persons WAO Were prepared to sacrifice

their life for the future of their country.

Lastly, the way tine British forces were able tfo
isolate Nau Mau cadres from>the broad mgss of thé Kenyan
pecple, is a clear indication of organizationsl weaknesms
of tﬁe movemeht, and the fact tnat the leadership sué
ffered fron near sishtedness, and failed to estimate

the'actual and potentilial strength of their encmies, gnd
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chanée tactics accordingly. In fact some of the imo-
lated acts of violence before the pmergency period

were manifestations of the spirit of adventurism.

They warned the British Colonial state and tne settlers
about the impending war, and tnis explains why the
Governor seized tne initigive and declared a sState of
Emergency on October 20, 1952. The movement was then
forced to go to war against the British forces without
adequatepreparation. This certainly proved costly

$0 Mau Mau.

Conclusions

In our analysis we nave dewonstrated that even
though Mau Mau was decisively defeated by the British
and their African allies, the fact stlllkremains that
the self-sacrifice of thousands of Kenyah people forced
the independence issueg. Kenya was eventually granted -
political independence by the British. More than that,
Mau Mau made the British considerably vulnerable and
susceptible to the demands for self-determination else-

where in Africa.

Mau Mau Movement anéwered the call of the African

- people 10 resolve the‘éérariéns and national independecnce
questions. As tuo'cunrradictions between settlers and

the colonigl state and the peoplé heightened in the late
1940s, and 19508, KAU's negotiatiét standpoint and leader-

snip became more and iOre irrelevant. The people wanted
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a new organization and new leadership to grticulate

and champion their cause, :

We nave also demonétrated that the characterisa-
tion of Mau Mau &s a ttribal! or peasant rebellion
ig incorrect, nore so it negatéé the vitel role of
lumpens, and the black working class and their trade
unions led by Kenyans of black and Asian origin, in
the moveument. Furtheruore tnose wno fook part in
the organization and the actual of Ma@ Mau arued
struggle did so to regain T land and inde-
pendence. Indéed they saw‘themsleves as belonging
to one nation — Kenya. A%t no time did the Mau Mau
leadership and combatants self-determinstion of the
Gikuyu and related nationalitics outside the existing

framework of Kenya as a nation-stgte.

Central to the struggle was the resolution of
agrarian and national independence guestions in the
interests of the brosd masses of Kenya. This explgins
why twenty four years éfter 'independence!' in Kenya,
Mau Mau still reiagins an inspiration and symbol of
national consciousness 10 the many Kényans wno are
engaged in the strug.le to eradicate landlessness,
uncmployment, the continucd domination ot the economy
by western capital, and the presence of foreign mili-
tary bases of Britain and the USA. In a word neo-colo-

nialisu. The re-euergence of militancy and clandestine
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political activities among the intellegentsia, soldiers,
prison warders, students, the working class and the
peasantry, under the auspices of MWAKENYA and UKENYA,
drive home one fundamental lesson that so long as the
Agrarian and National Democraticrqugstions are not
resolved in the interests of the populace, the people
will always rise up to demand and fight for their
rights. Here lies the significance of Mau Mau Armed
Struggle to Africa, as if demonstrates the fatelity

of interpreting African crises in terms of the nation-
ality question per se. It, further, demonstrates that
central to conflicts in»Africa is the questions of
democracy, national independencg and the agrarian

reforns.
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