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ABSTRADT

This dissertation examines the policies of the colonisl
and Zambian governments on peasant farming schemes in
Luhdazi District. I discuss the formulation, implementation
and reaﬁlta of these policies from 1954 to 1976. These
governments provided considerable financial and technical
assistance. in the hope of transforming agriculture from
suﬁaist?nce to commercial production. I have also looked
at how markets played 2 positive role in expanding -
agriculture in an area which had been considered backward
for a long time. With credit znd technical fagcilities at
the disposal of the peasants, agricultural production
changed because of increased use of ploughs and tractors
in place of the hoe.

From 1954 to 1963, I have shown hu@ the colonial
administration concentrated on peasant farming schemes
with a few selected settlers, neglecting the majority of
the community in the district. I have shown how colonial
technical and credit services created a socio-economie
differentiation between the peassants on the schemes and
- those in the surrounding villages. Even among the
settlers themselves, such differentistion was prevalent
resulting in 8 few of them becoming richer than the
majority. The differentiation was’seen.in the style of
life éach of them led. GSome settlers, through the accumula-

tion of wealth, put up reasonable houses which were

comparable to those in towns. They also acquired tractnrs,k/(x

v



more cattle, radios, bicycles, grinding mills, shops and
vehiglese Their styles of dress improved. They adopted
modern and uaphistiéated techniques of farming suéh as
crop rotation, use of kraal and compost manure.

From 1964 to 1976, agriculture became more developed
under the Zembian government. I[hile advocating the
development of settlement schmes, the government policy

incorperated the village farme ant farmin
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everyone without
discrimination. This was a reversal of the colonial admini-
stration policy which discriminated against village based

farmgrs. Gome peasants, both, on the schemes =znd surroundin
’ ’ g

villages, inc

4

-
|~

sed their agricultural incomes. Agrigulture

m

was becoming more and more scientific znd mechanized than
during the colonial period especially with the wide

use of chemical fertilisers after 1964. The Zambian govern-=
ment was therefore bridging thes gap between the settlers

on the schemes and the villege farmerse.

It was at this stage that post independence lpans had
affected the rural locsls' economy. The government was able,
to rescue the farmers from several financial burdens. It
created institutions, like the Credit Organisation of Zambia
(C0Z) which was replsced by Agricultural Finance Company
in 1970, These institutions gave jcft loans to farmerse
The Zambian gsvernmént did not only concentrate on the
production of & few exportsble grops as was the case with

_the colonial administration. It diversified its econaomy



by grouwing a variety of crops. In the end it is shown

that agriculiu

-

g

al production had improved significantly,
incrosood local pup&latiun through the reduction of
mzlnutrition smong & number of families. The objective
of increased food production znd employment creation was
partly achieved as more and more people, both, young men

and adults took up farming.
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INTRODUCTICN

In this dissertetion, I examine the establishment
and development of peasant'Fzrming schemes and their
contrubution to agricultural nroductian énd creation of
employment in Lundazi District of Fastern Province., The
first peasant farming scheme was Nthembuwe Peasant Scheme,\
established in 1954 in Chief Muase Lundgzi. In 1956,
Phalazz Peasant Scheme, in Chief Muase.lLundazi, uwes
established with seven settlers. Dthcr‘Ferming schemes
were established at Luembue in Chief Magodi in 1957,
Chama in Chief Kembembo in 1958, Bhamphefa in Chief
Mphamba in 1958, HKachule in Chief PikamaiEZﬂbin 1959,
Molozi in Chief Hapichila in 1962, Hémutande in Chief
Mwase Lundazi in 1965, Lumezi Tobacco Scheme in Chief
Mwase Lundazi in 1971 and Luwerezi in Chief Magodi in
19721V(see Map 1)s F

Peasant Farming Schemes were designed to spesrhead
a transition from subsistence agriculture based on shift-
ing cultivation to commercial farming; to inject capital
into the countryside and to raise the standard of living
of the local peoplee2 The colonizsl and post-colmniél
governments considered farming schemes as the most
important agent for rural development in Lundazi
District and uther:ruraliarcas of Zambia. In seeking
to encourage permanent cultivetion, minimise rural-urban
migration, the schemes zlsg provided employment Dbpnrtu-
nities for the local population. They a2lso acted as

advertisement of benefits of farming by increasing fobtg—

i
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&

+



production in the district.

As elsewhere in the country, the schemes were politi-
cally motivated. M.S. Muntemba made =& general ohservatiaon
that the measures tsken were aimed at 'ecreating a group of
producers through which the government could demonstrate
its concern for rural betterment and defend itself against
rural miscuntent'°3 These ambitions were not fully realised,
Despite the government's clamp down on the political agita-
tors in Lundazi, some chiefs, and civil servants, notahbly
Chief Mphamba II, Senior Chief Magodi and, Chief Kapichila
encouraged leiticalyactivities in their areas. 1In 1954,
the problem of cuntoqr ridging turned into a political issue,
Handawey Nyirenda as Chief Mphamba II, was deposed from his
chieftaincy for his_pnliticzl involvement aﬁd for encoura-
ging his subjects to oppose Contuur—ridgesch Political
conflict between the local population in Lundazi and the
colonial govermment was widespread in the district from
1954 up to the time of independence. Despite this politi-
cal problem, the assistance rendered to peasant farmers an
the schemes by the governmént in a form of financial and
technical support contributed tg sucio;ecunomic differen-
tiation between farmers on the schemcé and farmers in the
surrounding villages.,

Up to January, 1969, Lundazi District included the
present day Chama District, Chama became g separate
.political district unit in 1969, However, Lundazi
District uili refer to the area as it existed before the
creation of Chama as én autonomous political unit because

the 1969 sepsration betueen Lundazi and Chama did not
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affect the framework relating to the peasant farming
schemese+ The details of this~separation were finalised
and gazetted in 1978,

The original Lundazi District lies between latitude 11°
and 13% 'south and longitude 32° ang 33° 30 east. It is
bounded on the east hy Malawi, on the north by Isoka District,
on the west by Chinsali and Mpika Pistricts and onm the south
by Chipata District. It is approximately 32L4.8 kilometres
long and 160 kilometres broad and covers:an area of
27300 squgre kilometress The physicel features fall into
two distinct parts. /On the eastern side is the plateau
which lies between 914.4 metres and 1219.2 metres above
see level and which rises in the north +o about 1524
metres. On the western side is the Luangwa Valley
sebarated fram the plateau by a steep escarpment. The
floor of this valley is from 579.12 tg 731,52 metres
above the seas (see map 1),

Although a feuw scholars, notably Kay and Van Donge,
have written on agriculture and labour migration in the
District, their coverage of peasant Farming schemes is
insuf’Ficient,6 They have not been specific in their
discussion of peasant farming schemes. For example, they
do not explain how these schemes were established and devew
lopeds They simply mention chiefs! headquarters as Farming
schemes. I identify all the schemes in the district between
1954 and 1976 as a basis for examining end assessing their
bfuad impacte.

Kay's work on peasant farming in Eastern Province,
and in Lundazi District in particular, goes only up to

1963, This means that little is known about peasant
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farming schemes in the district after 1963. I also add
to Kay's study through a discussion of a shift from
peasaﬁt farming schémes which focussed on individual
settlers during the coloniel period to the family and
Cooperative schemes launched after the attainment of
political independence in Zambia in October 1964, Van
Donge concentrated his study of agriculture and labour
migration on only four villages in Chief Mwase Lundazi.
This can hardly be a.feir reprecsentation of the district,
These gaps in a few studies that focus an gagricul tural
chenge-in Lundazi District prompted me to pay more atten-
tion to the establishment and development of peasant
farming schemes in the afea,

Peasant farming schemes wers establishéd earlier
ianafete in 1948 and Chipata in 1951 because of their
geographical location and easy access to the central
markets alang the line of rai1.7 The Grest East Road
was more developed up to Chipata and made the markéting
of agricultural commodities easy -From thesé districts to
the line of reil towns. From Chipata, the Breat East
Rbad branches into Malawi (See map 2) ana untld, 1978,
tﬁe bfanch road from.Chipata to Lundeazi, was a ponrly
developed gravel route. This then crested a problem for

~'L_.unclaz.’L District to be opened up to commercial agriculture
. before 1954, . It wes only in 1954 that the first peasant
.Farming scheme-was established. in Lundazi, . I attribute
the late‘establishment of peasantofarming schemes in
Lundazi to a combination of factors such as a small and

unstable local market, high transport costs for agricul-
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tural inputs, lack of capital and expertise and the governe
ment's funding policy which discriminated ggainst small
scale rural producers.

For example, marketing and Pricing. control mechanisms
adopted in the 1930s in favdur of white settler f‘armingB
contributed to the delay in systematic intervention in
African agricuiture in remote areas of Zamhia such as
Lundazi which had no settler farming. Moreover, there
was also no extensive land alienation in Lundazi District
(see map 3) which caused obvercrowding, soil erosian and
a decline in African commércial production elsewhere in
the country, This bacgground influenced the launching of
peasant farming schemes in Southern and Central anvinces
and in Chipata, Katete and Pcteuée Districté of the Eastern
Province earlier than in Lundazi District in the hape that
improved African farming methods would retain soil ferti-
Aity and enable Africans to contribute ta fuoﬁ and export
Vcommudities in the wake of local food shortage and world-
wide demand after the secand World Ware

Before the 19508, the pedgle of Lundszi mainly produced
for their own consumption aﬁd a ' little surplus. for lucai
exchangese Limited markets and transport facilities
creatpd problems for the pegpnle of Lundazi in their
effort to engage in caommercial mQPlCUltUIE. wBridges in
the district, particularly'in the valley, wéré mainly
temporcry, because the rivers in the area changed course
during the rainy season. Godfrey S, Ndlovu, the Assistant

QDiSfrict’Agricultural DFfices in Thama, recollected that:
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Bridges were tempaorary and seasonal. They were

Just put up as drifts. This was so because rivers changed

L_cdurse:: . year after year, -and therefore, it

became very difficult +o erect permsnent bridges,

The infrastructure existed mainly during merketing

season and during delivery of esgricultural inputs°9
The colgnial administration regarded the area as unproduc-
tive in terms of exportable craps.

But the schemes in Lundazi District arose from 'a parti-
cular pracess of development which stretched as far back as
the 1930s. State intervention in African agriculture was
extensive throughout colonial Zambhia and increased from the
late 1930s following the establishment of marketing and
prieing controls. Lundazi was not bypassed. 1In 1944,
contour ridges were introduced but most people in the
district resisted them. They argued that contour ridges
either caused waterlogging or facilitated soil erosion and
loss of w=ter along the ridges as water ran parallel with
the ridges and spread out at the end of the ridgess Contour
ridges were also unpopular. becausge they were lahour intencive,
Crap rotatign was also unpopular because it was considered an
uneconomic spread of scarce labour resources over given crops,
In.cuntrast, mixed Cropping was favoured becsuse the same
labour was used for several crops planted in the same
area. This resistance tao Crop rotation and contour
ridging made it increzsingly difficult for the district

to be opened up to, commerciazl agriculture,
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The government gquickly chenged its earlier approach
of attempting to cover the whole district at once. A
piece meal approach in introducing ncw ferming methods
was adopted. The first focus in 1945 hecame Chief Muase
Lur;dazi's.Palace° Resistance uasAstill encountered as
the new farming measures were tried out in other parts
of Mwase's chiefdom and Lundazi Districte 1In respaonse
to this, the colonial government embarked on the provision
and improvement of infrastructure in what were identified
as potential productive areas; The government also
provided some financial anh technical éssistance to e feuw
selected African cultivators, mainly those who had accepted
the adoption of new agricultursl methods. The government
realized that the district had as much productive potential
as some of the districts in the province, especially
so in 1947 when it sold 7,000 bags of maize end a
large quantity of beans and graundnuts%u The government was
interested }n the growing of cash crops which could be
exported. The government zlso realized the importance of
developing African agriculture becsuse it saw in African
prn&uction a reliable source of food supplies for the
growing labour force in urban areas which was not
adequately supplied by white farmers zlone.

The dissertation is divided into three chapters,
indicating changes in the devclepment of peasant farming
schemes and agriculture. The first chapter covers the

periud 1954 to 1963. Its main theme is the establishment
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of peasant farming schemes and their purpcses. It trscea
the  probiems which'tandtraint Afritan agriculture before
198h, '=nd How these webe tackled in the pfbéeés:bf setting
up peasant Parmifng Yehemes: " Thi5 1s an account of the
concentration of financial and technical assistance on a
small group of settlers in the schemes.

The second chapter covers the perbod 1964 to 1976.

It is concerned with the development of new types of

schemese .The Zambian government initizted the family

farms and cnmmunal'cnuperative farmse The chapter also

deals mith the problems the settlers faced on the schemes

and the faeilities rendered to them. It.uas a period

when dicsgrimination in a form of financial and technical
a@ssistance was minimised because settlers on the schemes

and village based farmers received aaaiétance from the - f%
governéenf.

In chapter three, I assess the impact of the policies
which the coloniel government and the Zambian government
adopted towards péasant farmiﬁg schemes in the district.

I argue that dﬁring the colonial period, there was more
socio-economic differentiztion between farmers on the

schemes and the village based farmerss. My argument is

that the colonial government enbmuraged the rich=poor 3
divide by neglecting the village based producers and

favouring a few selected settlers on the schemes through

the provision of credit and technical facilities.
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CHARTER ONE

AGRICULTURAL CHANGE AND ESTABLISHMENT OF PEASANT

FARMING SCHEMES

Introduction,.

In this chapter, I deal mith the transformation of
agricukture from subsistence production to market-.
oriented production following the establishment and
development of peasant farming schemes in Lundazi
Districte The colonial government considered the peaaaﬁt
farming scheme as the fundamental basis Tor zll1 development
work in.-rural areas. The long term gosl of peasant
farming scheme was the concentrations of population in
sultable localities. I shall discuss the reasons for

eatablishing these schemes and the varied responses of the

target population.

As a8 background to this discussion and at the out-
gset, I shall note briefly, some factors which led the
colonial administration to take little interest in African
agriculture before 1954, The government took mare interest
in safeguerding European farmers- -along the line of rail
againgt competition from African produgers. This led to
neglecting remote rural areas without settler farming.

Lundazi's remote geographical position, with hardly any
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European settlement, was _not favourable to the develop-
ment of commercial agriculture. The colonial admini-
stration did ndt provide adeduate transport and ‘Communi-
cation facilities to -imprdve “Tocel marketing ‘do “that
the "district couldhenlinked to territorial markets.
The 'only significant 1ink uwas Yabour migration to
territorial ‘and ‘réegicngl Tdbour merkets,. “‘The district
was regarded ‘@8 unproductive -and that Dpening up

1 The

agricul ture in the .area would only be a .riske
government thpught it would be a waste of maney in view of.
the unproductive netuze of the arsa tg open up schemese
This would in .the lang -pun; result in the .awakening of
political conscilousness among the local people. . The

other argument mas, that such a wventure would result in

g8 loss. of labour reservee

Background to .the Schemes, 1937-54

The, people of, Lundazi had a keen.interest in
agricultuze for .a long .time prior to ithe .1950s, fhey
grew crops such as maize, beans, groundnuts, .tobacco and
millet far their own consumption eand local exchange.

They also. raised cattle for cansumption -and locel sales,.
The main, mactkets were missipn. stations,. schopnls, chiefs!
headquarters ;and.;the Boma. ;:In 1937, maize was .sold at

1 nguee (n) per kilogram (kg), shelled .groundnuts were
sold at J1n,per,kilogram, dried heans :.at ln per; kilogram,
sweet potatoes at 5n a_la:ge basket and tobacco at 2n

per half;kilograme, : . The price of :bull :was hetween-K2-and Kb,



while a cow sold at K4 to KB, a heifer at KL to K5, a

calf at 50n to K1.50m and =2n ox at K1.50n to H3.2 Simple

data of this kind on agricultural production and livestock
led to & formulation of govermment intervention in African
agriculture from the late 1930s which becgme extensive

after the Second World Uar.

A combination of urban population growth in Northern
Rhodesia and a concern for agricultural exports to Europe
after the Second World War, prompted the colonial adminis-
tration of Northern Rhodesia to incresse its support and
attention to African sgriculture. M.S5. Mutembaz who
generalised from her study of agriculture in Kabuwe
rural observed that:

After the Second World War, the Northern

Rhodesia govermment began for the first

time to take a serious interest in African

agriculture ..ese. The awakening of the

interest after 1945 was in fact directly

related to the unhealthy state of the

metropolitan economy and the perceived

need to strengthen it by encouraging the

colonies to produce 'economic'! i.e.

exportable, crops such as cotton, ground-

nuts, tobaccao, etc.3

It is in this general context thst the colonial
government began to take & serious interest in agricul-

ture in Lundazi district. As this entailed, in part,
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creation of employment opportunities in the district,
it could be argued that there was concern with high
labour migration from the districte For the whole
Eastern Province, 20250 taxable males in 1937 and 18954
taxable males in 1947 were away as labour migrants.
This represented 61 per cent and 56 percent of taxable
maies for the respective years.h In Lundazi District,
43 percent of taxable males were away as labour migrants
in 1947. It could be interpreted that subsistence
agrigulture in the district was an inadequate source of
money for paying taxes. Gubsistence agripulture and
labour migration imposed constraints on development in the
district.

Against this basckground, in 1944 the Department of
Agriculture embarked upon introducing contour ridges
and other new farming ppéctices as a way of promoting
agricultural deveicpment and in the hape of creating
employment cpportunities in the district. The people
of Lundazi District resisted the introduction of contour
ridges., They felt that these caused waterlogging in
their fields which in turn resulted in poor crop yields.
They also argued that the ridges took most of their
labour time and land for other plants because the space
between the ridges could have been planted with other
cropse They further stated that contour ridges did not
serve any purpose because water usually ran parallel to

the ridges and run off where the ridges ended.



So0il erosion was thus caused in this waye: In the 1954
Lundazi Tour Report it was noted that the people felt
that '"the ridges caused waterlogging and took most of the
water from the gardens or that there was not enough
labour available's. Crop rotation was considered to
impose the same problems on African agriculture as did
the contour ridges. Crop rotstion demanded a lot of
labour because it needed more than one garden. Planting
a mixture of maize, nuts, beans and octher related crops

would save time, land and labour.

These views did notdiscouragg end detract the Depart-

implementing
ment of Agriculture from/its programme. The department

counteracted that the frequent habit of making village
paths at right angles to the contour ridges defeated the
whole object of ridging because the paths allowed water
to flow down along tHese paths. The department also
.ihsiatéd that crop rotation and the use of kraal and
compost manure would increase crop yields and therefore
boost food production in the districte The conflicting
views of Africans and the colonial administration
characterised the development of peasant farming schemes
when they became introduced in 1954,

Houwever, there was no stalemate becsuse the Depart-
ment of Agriculture m=ade advances ih 1945, -In that
year, some people in the district, particulsrly in

genior Chief Mwase Lundazi, began to adopt the neuw
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agricultural practices. The leading farmers who accepted
conservation rules were the 3Senior Chief Mwase; January
Mwale, Wilson Mwale, Themba Chirwa and 3atiel Benda in
Chief Kapichilaj; Gideon Zulu in Chief Pikamalaza; Guduza
Phiri in Chief Zumwanda and Japhet Phiri in Chief Mphamba.
senior Chief Muwase Lundazi was the most enthusiastic

follower of the new farming prectices. He practised crop

rotation and accepted contour ridges to promote agricultural
development and to check and cgntrol soil ercsion. He alsg

directed : 2 :
Kapasos at his Native Authority and court to teach

people in his chiefdom the advantages of the new agricul-
tural methodse In 1947, the District Commissioner was
highly impressed with the new developmente He remarked
that:

There have been abortive efforts in the past

by individuals to build alone and cultivate

their own farms. No obstacles have been put

-in their wayjeess There is however, one such

farmer thriving in this district at present

who cultivates according to the methods

employed by the Agriculturasl Department in

this province, and cultivates a very large

aeea. He is building up an orchard and I

hope will make real success. Others are

following his example; some have the initia-
tives, others I doubt. There is a more pro-

mising departure, houever, in the practice of
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emall family groups bresking away from their

villagés,vand building'substantiai homes, and

cultivatiqglthsir own fields.

A number o%_ﬁéople ahuuedvinteréét in adopting new
agricultural mefﬁﬁds. fhey bought-ploughs,ywheels and
axles on which they builf cartse ‘ThEVChewa and Tumbuka
Native Authorities sent men to Chipata to be trained in
proper use of ploughs becﬁuge thefe uaé nD‘qualiFied
Agricultural foicer iﬁ Lundazi District. Among farmers
who went for tfaining included January Mwale; satiel
Banda, Gideon Zglu},m;lsqnﬂﬂmqle aqq‘gapﬁét Phiri.?
senior Chief Mwase Lundazi was accaorded aﬁ opportunity
to visit areas gutside Lundazi“tb study the cultivation
of various types of craps in 19&8.' In January, the
Provincial Qommisaioner, sent him to Luapula‘Pruvince
uherg he visited Mwata Kazembe. He toured all Lunda
Native nghority chiefs and studied their farms on which
they grew vegetahles and some other crops. He was later
sent to Senga Hili in Mbala District to study irrigation
scheme. In Februa;y, he went to Kanchomba station for
extension work in Mazabuka to study new agricultural
practices in growing crops and raising cattle, In June
he wag sent to Basutoland (Lesotho)‘tq study admini-
stration, dairy farmiﬁg;‘géttle?raiaing and peasant
Farming. : .

dhen he returneq f:qmyhis study tours at the end of

June 1948, he made a start to implementuuhat he had learnt.

¥
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He recollected thati
it was at this time after my study tour

that I developed the idea of establishing

a Native Auihﬁfit&’farm, Dairy farm and
‘my own peaaanfy?a}ﬁ;wseriously.“‘I called
a meeting of all the Chewa chiefs in the
district a8 uh1ch they unanlmDUaly -
endursed“my"idea.‘ These chiers included
'Kapicﬁila, Ehikdmeni,”Zumuandé, Héiembe;q
Bhifﬁngdid aﬁd.ﬁwanye;' *e:tﬂeh”bduéht B
cattlé and dmnkeye*?rom the Enpperbelt ot
”;ﬁéyﬁeid’in our campalgn for peadant

farming and dairy'Farming.

His plen was received with mixed Feellnga by some
of the chlefs who thnught Chief Muwase was merely after
developing his own area. some of my 1nfdrmants whd
were nut chiefs Sald that bhE beneflciarles were dnly
thDSE who ueee cldae td those in autherity. Elekiya
Tembo commanted as follows on a.Bentral Fund’ the Eheus
chiefs Had creeted:.

The mdnéy from fhelﬂehﬁrei Treasury Fund :
benefited only these who uere”k%ddﬁ“byrﬁhe.h
'chiefa and the kegeads. I cannot remember
of anyone From among the bubjwcta be1ng
aftered mdney and epunsorahip Frdm the

Denural Treasury Fund. There was a ldt of

Favuurlthm, and yet uhen it came tc unrking
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The Chief employed both perm&éfient and temporary workers,

By 1954, there were fifteen quarter dcre plots. The

. ,e_'qu{Mfm
at 75n per annum., it

Sbmé péople‘réceivéd finaneial éséiéfance’Ffdm'the
-Central Treasury Fund e? their respe&tzve nhieféﬁhs For
the purchaae of. plnughg and carts, to increaJE production.
The Depa rtm&nt of: Agrlculture tralned mEn; wh04mﬁnned
the hatlve Treasury to aupervire agricultural imprave-
ments. The Central Tryééus“FUHU%‘“ ~ETE0HITIT up
frum_f;nes‘of;ygr;gpaqca;as,at each chief's court. 1In
addition, in Chief.Muase Lund?zi, money. from, the Native
Authority Farm uaa,ploughgd,ip}o~this:fynd. The same
fund was used to support those who wentr9§ short courses
in the new agricultural methods. Some of the funds

were used on Native Authority buildings, water supplies,

payment of school boarding grants and the projected loans

gcheme. -The Central Treasury Fund was financial institution
built up’by funds from both the Chewsa and Tumbuka Native

Authority Treasuries, based at the Bomae
By 1954, the colonial administration had made much

progress in imposing its views on what it considered
progressive farming methods, in securing the support

of chiefs and setting up an institutional financial base
(see Table 1) for an agricultural revolution in Lundazi

Districte
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TABLE 1

CENTRAL TREASURY FUNDS

Native Surplus Funds |Expenditure|Revenue Surplus
Authority] 31.12.54 1954 1955 Funds
3181255
k n k n k NaLE ¢ - e
Cheuwsa 31,710.00 13,692.00 18,314.00].36,334.00
Tumbuka | 11,592.00 117734400 ° -[13,414.00[ 13,2 74400
senga 16,242 400 10,056400 }11,774400}17,964..00
Source:  NeAeZe, 3EC2/88,; Praovincial =nd District

Organization, Eastern Prdvince

Annual Report,

1954<55,
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Setting up the Schemes, 1954,

The impressions formed, especially from GChief
Mwase's efforts led the government to start schemes in
the digtrict. For this reason, the Department of
Agriculture,transferred:an Agricultural Assistant fram
Chipata to Lundazilin 1954 to coordinate and supervise
Native Aﬁthority agficultural worke This immediately
coincided with an approach Chief Mwase Lundazi and 5zndy
Nkunika made to the Acting Provincial Commissioner for
setting up peasant farming schemes in Lundezi District.
uhile attending a prqyincia1 mgetiqg of .chiefs in Chipata,
Chief Mwase Lundazi canferred with sandy ﬂkunika and
agreed tp seek support fraom the provincial administration
so0 that peasant farming schemes could be started in
Lundazi. .

Chief Muwase Lundézi's interest in farming was well
knounhto the administration by 1954. 3andy Nkunika who
had workasd on the Copperbelt from 1951 tao 1953»and in
Chipata from 1954 to 5955 as a storekeeper at a government
store had watched tﬁe_establishment of peasant Farming
schemes in the country and the Eastern Provinge with
kegn inte:est. He had &lso adequately known that the
government had encuurégegﬁthe adoption Ufinew farming
methods since 1944 in Lundazi. _wandy, Nkunika had

particularly been inspired by the development of schemes
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énabling ‘peoplée 6F Lundazi to atabilise»tﬁeir'pérmaﬁéﬁf
gultivation” , 'in order to contribute tduards ‘terfitorial
éelf~sufficiency in food ‘and Greate emplayment in rural
areas.  The government 2154 wantéd ‘the district to be
self-sufficient in 'fodd &nd ‘aveid “the imgortstidn from
gther digtricts of food commoditisd 1t could produce.
These goals were O EHE LR thd guvefnméntrﬁnliéyhﬁ?
fmproving “1iving standards of the rurdl pedples

The figures of pediant farmers 2nd impPoved farmers
given in Table 2 betwéen 1956 ahd 1963 Imply tHEt tHe
government emphasized the ‘greation of 4 nugleus of & oo
farmers who would inspire ‘others. The'paﬁﬁi:fian af
Luhdazi is estimated 4o Have ‘fncressed From 93,650 4n 1954
(Hee Table 3) to'422,332 1w 4og3. 1 Dlring tHe Fdme’ "
period, ‘and ‘a3 shoun:ih{TébIé 2, “this special ‘group of
farmers ‘rose 'From ten td 4114 " v

Extenﬂihg_the Schemes, 1955 < 1863, -

The usage ‘of the terms’ 'peasent Farmer':and"beaéaht
Farhiﬂg‘SCheme' in the' offitial literdture 1u ‘Unclegar
ab ‘the government did ndt' defing’ tHem. However, it can

be BXplaitied thet @ peadent' farmsr was Bf 8gricdl flral

Drbdhcef‘éelectéﬁ by tHe' government for ‘resettioment e

a desigrzted Ferming ScHeme, Therefore, '@ pessant farming

scheme was' & programme of  demarcating egritultural units

where to resettle producers from villeges and returning

labour migrants who would receive government financial MT;
and technical support for agriculturel production .

s g
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accarding to farming methods which the government pres-
cribed.s Within tﬁis fremework, the colonial government
distinguished between a peasant farmer and an improved
peasant farmer. The peasant farmers were seen as .
relétively rich village cultivators willing to leave
their village gardens to take up farming on virgin areas
which the government prepared. An improved farmer‘was
considered to be a progressive individual th generally
had assets and had advanced more than producers in
villages and others on the schemes. The improved farmer
had madd gradual and steady progfess in adépting prescribed
farming methods ahd improving total cnmmefcial production.
The improved farmer was the master farmer ‘who had pro-
gressively reduced lozn facilities from the governaments

The colonial government's definition of & peasant
farmer does not easily fit Saul and Woods' highly
popularised definition of & peasant. To them, a peasant
is a small scale producer with limited simple tuala;and
capital whose ultimate security and subsistence lie in
having certain rights inland a2nd in the labour of family
- members aon the land as well as being involved in a wider
o habis ayatem.1u Saul znd Woods would counteract that the
Northern Rhodesia Government déalt with céte@nriea of
peasants who emerged as a.consequence of peasaent

differentiation znd deliberate government policye.
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Notwithstanding this, it must be emphasised that the
Northern Rhodesia Government deliberately sought te
support promising producers and discriminated against
those who were neither peasant farmers nor improved farmers,
Th# Northern Rhodesia Government did not specify gquantita-
tively in terms of assets, size of farm, total commercial
production and inceme from marketed oriented farming
between the categories of peasants it identified. This

is evident, for example, from some individuals identified
as improved farmers in 1954, Sandford Mvula, a cook at
Lundazi, was an improved farmer with two acres and
produced twenty-five bags of maize and Five bags of
groundnuts from which he realized H?D.75n.15 Headman
Pendwe and simion Kumwenda in Chief Kambombo earned K30
and K40 respectively in 1955.16 In the same year

January Mwale, Japhet Phiri, Gideon Zulu, Wilson Mwale,
satiel Banda, Pickford Mvula, Guduza Phiri and Chief

Mwase earned more than K200 from commercial farming.

Thus peasant and improved farmers were varieties of peasant
producers with marked differences distinguished mainly
because they were selected to he recepients of gervices

from the government agricultural policy. Imprgved farmers
usually used Famlly labour 1ncJuQ*ng depandants. They cwned
oxen and some Fgrm 1mplementc like ploughs and ridgers. The

" government =lso supplled them with -fingndisl and technlcal
assistante, ; ; '

- = & 5 '_ = wess t ) >
—RATter 195t ;there is“& general improvement in the
number of people engaged in agricul tural production of

some salee. This is clear from an interpretation of some

statistics in Table 3 an labour =nd population fram 1947
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to 1961. This is strongly shown in column 8 of the table,

In that column, the totals for the period 1947 to 1953
except 1950 and 1951 are lower than those Far fhe period
1954 to 1961. For 1954 to 1959, the number of tax payers
engaged at home in production of agricultural crops for
sale is particularly highe This implies an increas in
local employment and an increase in the local population
engaged in peasant farming following the establishment of
peasant farming schemes. This partly reveals the
intended objective of developing the schemes. It is
unfortunate that the statistical data is not available

in column 8 for the period 1962 to 1976. There are also
no direct statistics showing the number of wage labourers
on the schemes brought to the district. However, there
is some decline over the years 1947 to 1961 in the number
of people employed within the province. Une of the factors
i1s that people from Lundezi were attracted back home to
Jjoin fha achemes.17 They_received news about a boom in
peasant farming schemes at home. The large number of
people staying at heme and engaged in production of agri-
cultural crops for sale was a result of some success in
the schemes and the government propaganda which convinced
some people that agricultural cpportunities in Lundazi
had improveds A number of people also found it extremely
difficult to find employment in Chipata end Katete because
settler tobacco growers were leaving the province for

better possiblities elsewhere which the Federal Govern-

18
ment had offered,



MEMBERSHIP OF SCHEMES, 1954-1963

Year Peasant Farmers Improved Farmers
1954=~55 Nil 10
1955=56 Nil 15
1956-57 7 47
1957-58 2% gy
1958-59 49 165
1959=60 62 251
1960-61 62 282
1961-62 o 1) 307
1962-63 79 338

TOTAL h{1

Sources: N.A.Z., K5T3/1, Lundazi District Notebooks

vol.b, 1956-63.

NeReZ., LEC2/725-732, Lundazi Tour Reports,
1954-1961

G. Kay, Changing Patterns of settlement

and Land Use in the Eastern

Province of Morthern Rhodesia

(Hull: University of Hull, 1965).
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TABLE 3
A LABBUR AND PORPULATICON STATISTICS EASTERN-PROVINGE LUNDAZL DISTRIGT 1947-1961
j i %l B 3 At Work for Wages w
Year| Area Adults Children Tax- |Exempt} Tax- flLocally|Outsidej Southern|Nyaga-|Union Tanga-|Total
| ‘ able |Males |payers juwithin |Provi- }Rhodesialland of nyika {PFopula-
# 3 M y Males engag- |provi- |[nce but South tion
ed at |nce in Te- Afrika
home rritory |
in pro
duction
of agri
cultu-
ral ;
cCrops
for
sale
Chewa 8115198751 6817 | 6661f{ 6947 1149 1320 699 574 966 L0 943 8 31344
1947| Tumbuka| 606816925 4888 L757| 52586 802 600 410 2Ty 892 25 912 2 22638
ienga 4813] 5744 | 529 4234} 4257 565 - 82 382 142 13 | (1136 53 |.20306
Total 19002| 22420 1673L 1 16132| 16460 2516 1920 1191 1231 2000 78 2991 63 74288
Chewa 8115] 9751 6817 6661 6947 1148 1320 699 574 966 40 943 8 31344
1948] Tumbuka| 6068] 6925| L4888| 4757 5254 802 600 410 275 892 25 392 2 22638
ienga 4819] 574L4L| 5029 4714] L257 562 - 82 382 142 13 1136 53 20306
Total | 19002| 22420) 167341 16132] 1666d 2516 1920 1191 1239 12108 78 2991 63 74288
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1949 [chewa 8359|10259 | 7557 | 6u61] 7363 V1007 (1588 | 604 791 850 59 1049 39636
Tumbuka | 6498|7530 5515 | 5186 | 5698 | ! aao 128 | 378 371 |/ 9a3 3 911 24,929
-~ |senga 4950 6073 | 5167 | woa3 | wuu3 | 509 45 81 367 158 5 1217 119 |21193
Total [19807(23862 18259 6630 |17504 | 2316 [ 1764 | 1063 1459|1991 99 3177 119 |78558
Chews | 8ut6|40567 | 76tt | 6849 | 7355 | 1094 | wow4 633 o¥e: M Lallhere 33506
1950 |Tumbuka | 6558 2747 5778.| 5464 | 5751 | | 807 | 2954 | 3as 1020 | 297 574 | k726 142 [25547
senga 5215.| 5504 | 5427 | 5287| 4735 | | LBO. | 2697 472 189 21433
Total 20219 (23788 |18849 |17600 17841 | 2378 | 9892 | 1430 2125 277 574 |u726 12 |aouse
Chewa |10308|12984/| 9450 | 8501| 9093 | 1215 | wes3 | 1337 1133 41243
1951 |Tumbuka | 6711) 7688 6181 | 5714| 5919 | | 792 [ 2981 453 1037 161 578, I5488 67 26294
___|senga | 5285 6677 | 5641 ] 5542] 4778 | | 507 | 2783 LGB 23145
Total 2304 |27349 24272 [19757| 19790 | 2514 [ 10057 | 2258 24,38 90682
Bhaua 3304 | 3571 | 2680 | 2603 2228 237 393 | 310 457 2614 2 112 - |11687
952 |rumbuka | 2030 1973 | 1649 1522| 1128 179 y 126 134 210 g 222 v
__|senga 1625 | 1534 | 1395 | 1370| 1027| | 123 | 240 19 149 71 3 166 2 5403
Total |6959| 7078 | 5724 | 5495| 4383( | 589 333 | uss 740 545 20 500 2 l23636




2P

A%

Chewa |11872 [12342 (9215 (8366 hizs7s | 756 651 1162 [ 4335 [ 974 136 839 3 |l2a191

1953 [Tumbuka| 6432 | 7671 | 5814 | 5366 | 5714 | 718 | 449 || 522 796 | 1809 26 725 7 | 25696
F Senga | 5851 5830 | 4822 | 4919 | 4046 -| 408 | 312 (. 219 1023 | 1219 & 520 20 | 20384
Total |24155 25813 [19351 |18661 22334 [1880 | 1412 | 1903 3154 | 2002 171 (2184 30 | 74181
Chewa | 9725|12933 |10049 | 9070 | 6224 [|1065 [ 1853 | 919 1287 | 526 118 559 7 | 64777

195k |Tumbuka | 6869 | 8327 | 6301 5924 | 2433 | 778 | 583 | 397 453 | 276 43 279 - 27421
1 senga | 5265| 6837 | 5642|5678 | 2538 | 502 | 893 [ 145 a2 129 1 271 - |zuuz2
Total |21859 (28097 (21992 |20672 |11195 [|2345 | 3289 | 1464 2522 | ‘@81 162 1109 7 193620
Chewa | 991912994 [10096| 9195 | 3566 [1101 | 1393 | 435 1198 | 275 17 60 - 42203

1955 |Tumbuka | 6771| 8202 6264| 5962'| 3697 | 778 | 1502 | 315 1003 | | 377 15 254 b 27199
1 Genga . | 5413| 7001|. 5795| 5778 2805 | 525 | 4265 { 129 1025 52 3 221 21123987
Totel [22403|28197|22154] 20935 [10068 [2404 | 4460 | | 5879 3236 | 740 35 535 25 193389
Chewa | 7952| 8296( 7177 6825| 7139 | 771 | 3024 | 897 1807 | 655 56 442 - | 31250

1956 [Tumbuka | 2854 3804| 3125 2786| 2554 | 300| 41182 | 370 779 | 304 22 207 1 ,|12569
senga | 6839] 8762| 7257| 7088 6219 | 610] 1669 171 1369 172 1 241 5 |29825
Total [17645| 20862| 17559] 16699 |15912 [1681| 5875 | 41438 3955 [ 1134 80 890 6 |73644
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fchewa 7952| 8296 | 7177, 16825] 7139 | 771 0859 |591 2114 558 [ 27 242 2 |31250
1957 [Tumbuka 2854|| 3804 | 3125|2786 | 2554 || 300 971 402 759 285 8 113 6 | 12569
jenga 6839, 8762 | 7257|7088 | 6219 || 610 | |2589 130 2320 246 2 196 25 |29825
Iratal—{17645( 20862 (17559 16699-{15912| 1681 16349 Ja23 !ls293 | hpoao 37 551 33 | 73644
GRewa ~ 10037( 12768 | 855018658 | 8982 11055 {4069 |663 2392 655 a5 308 vk {60293
1958|[Tumbuka | 7975| 9476 | 7484 || 6903 | 7165 || 810 | [3319 513 5191 696 33 398 6 || 31828
senga 5436)| 5764 | 5573 || 5316 | v8s2 || 554 || 2847 201 2133 262 A 117 o [ 23089
Totz1 P 3448{29008 [21907 [ROB77 {21029 12419+ 1823511377 6816 1643 122 8253 L2 | 95210
Chewsa 9203111692 | 8064 -7924| 8210-'{- 993 {3523 | 846 | 2288 {526 - 65 185 236883
1959 |[Tumbuka | 3027| 3755 | 3123 | 2824 | 2711 | 316 | 1239 299 740 285 25 112 4| 12776
jenga 2987| 3975 | 2526 | 33682 | 2696 | 289 | 1627 99 1434 170 20 90 4| 13868
Total [15217| 19422 {13713 (14177 13617 [1598 | G383 (12L& L462 | 981 110 387 10| 63527

T
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Chewa 997 | 1066 f[-oua| B1b .| 869 | 128 | uub 125 232 51 10 l - 3823
1960 |Tumbuka |1364 | 1748 [1409 | 1230 [1364 1%2 600 118 273 189 45 54 b 2151
senga 459 566 477 369 411 L3 223 7 105 82 - 1 1 1881
Total 2820 | 3378 |283L | 2L13 |2644L 288 11269 245 610 322 2 59 ] 11455
Chewa 1940 {2025 |1645 | 1507 | 1757 183 369 1%3 324 79 2 25 - 7107
1961 |Tumbuka - - - - - - - - - e * e . 44
. Senga 5092 4146 (3149 | 2802 |2790 -| 2360 2630 156 1859 304 15 104 23 13347
Total 7032 F6171 |4794 | kLO9 | 4547 543 {2999 269 2183 383 17 129 23 20454
Source: 3EC2/723 - 732, -Lundazi Tour Reperts, 1947 1961
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Although these statistics show some geps in some
columns, the general imprea:ion is that the schemes had
the effect of retaining the population. However, there
was out-migration beeause of the greater pull in the
regional economye. Those who failed to join the schemes
tended to continue migratihg outside the district,
province or territory for uagee?p;?YEESESENhereo For
examﬁle 50 per cent Df’theﬁpupulatiun left the district
in 1955, In Chief Magodi'éfa;ea, sixty-three were at
work locally within the province, 377 were cutside the
province, but within the territory, 118 were in Southern
Rhodesia, two were in Malauwi (Nya:aland); 103 were in
South Africa and one in Tanzania (Tanganyika). It
seems reasonable to stete from the figures in Table 3
that the schemes and Dther agricultural dotivities
increased following the launching of the 3cheméﬁ with the
result that some people were encouraged to stay at home
although this did not end out migrations.

aome columns ghou low statistics because tours uwere
seriously affected by staff changes which considerably
upset the work of the district. Detailéd village to
viilage touring therefore suffered. In 1948, compre-
hensive populestion counts were made in only 146
villages in thé district which represented only 13 per-
cent of the entire d:lstr:lci'..Z[J Between 1957 and 1963,

increased political hostility towards the government
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and some .memberg of the schemes, discouraged the district
admini{ﬁratiun from making regular tours.z1 ~aome columns,
especially under agricultural production, show decline
in .some years for 1952, 1956, 1957, 1960 =and 1961« - The
problems were .many which caused =ll _this. Most.areas
were not easily accessible.:.In some cases, there were
no roads, espa2eially in the valley...This made. it
difficult, for the District Commissioner and his .staff to
touf such areas to collect up-to-date data on, labour
and populations PeGeE. Farwell reported:

In February 1952, 1n BhleF Lundu area, the

tour infact atarted dlaagtrcugly and govern-

ment nearly lost the services of one District

Officer and one Jeniﬁr Ehief uhen‘the slender

dug Uut.in which mé were being Fe:ried aCcToss

tﬁe Luangua caﬁsized. Forfunately, the

reeds off ahD$E were neazrer than the crocodiles

and the tour continued. The endinéA;aa alsao

extremely damp. For a week, no sun was seen

and it was either rain from abaove or floods

underfout or both and everyone and everythlng

uQQ damp.zz
Such aréaa were rarely fuured. Polltlcal agitators in
some cases prevented lucal peopls From cnoperatlng uith

-the auuhcritles brtween 195& ﬁnd 1963° In most CEaEa,

the author ltIEa avolded uuch areas uhenevcr they made tours.
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Some politicsal agitatgrs agitated against the introduction
of contour ridge®, new agricultural practices and the close
supervision of agricultural officers who sought to ensure
that new sgricultural rules were adhered to. Some political
agitators, both chiefs and c¢ivil servants, were either dis-
missed or imprisoned for opposing the authorities by‘not
cooperating with them. Chiefs Mphamba, Magodl and Kapichila
stand out as chiefs who were dismissed and in some cases
imprisoned for their involvement in political activities.
Limited supervision of the schemes created some problems

particularly for new members.

Another problem in the early stages of the schemes
was unrealistic pricing and marketing facilities. The new
shift to peasant schemes was impeded by the reduction of
maize price by the Eastern Province Agricultural Produce
Board (EPAPB). The EPAPB acted as an umbrella for primary
sosieties. It was responsible for advancing money to all
societies for the purchase of the producers In 1955, it
advanced K180,000 to cooperstive societies to dinance the
purchase of scheduled crops in the province. It coordinated
the operations of the cooperative socieites. It started
operating in Lundazi in 1954. It alsoc bought crops and
subsidized prices to the‘peasant farming schemes. In 1955,
the E.P.A.P.B. announced that it would reduce the price of
maize for Lundazi District. The cost of transport was
shifted to the produce. The District Commissioner, P.G.E.
Farwell, remarked:

The news that maize producer price would

be reduced next year by an unknown amount

from the present level of 29n pPer gogogo
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The cost of @ plouch was K2-25, o ridoer K3-50 and

- . 26
an ox wues K36-00 in 1956,

These constituted an interest free loen, to be repeid

in ten yearly equal;’instalments. The Depertmaent of
ﬂgricuiture dug communcl wells for them, In the first
vear of their resettlement, they were provided with meize
seeds, oroundnuts, beens and Turkish tobacco seeds to be
grown on & rotation basis. In 1957-58 season, the scheme
produced 275 bags of maize, 302 bags of groundnuts and

354 bags of beanse. The price of groundnuts wes 95n per
debbi, thet is, K5-70n per bag. The price of maize wes
K3-50 a bag. The farmers realised K1,012.50 from naize
sales.27 Phalaza Peasant Scheme had drawn its inspiration
from the developments at Chief Mwase Native Authority
projects It was due to the success of this scheme that
more schemes were established in various areas in the

districte

In 1957, & peasant farming scheme was established at
Luambuwa in Chief Magodi with six farmers cultivating
twelve acres each. Hgwever, the place was usually cut
off from the rest of the district during rainy season.

It became increasingly difficult for Agricultural fAssis-
tants to visit the settlers. C. St. J. Wallis,

District Assistant, commented in 1958:

It is not a very accessible area in the
rains as two large Dambos when full of

water cut it off from the main roads.
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There was only one farmer I thought

unaatlbfﬂctory-he had done nothlng tn Clear

and plough his 1cnd ready for planting 5

whilst all the others were uell ahead

with this unrk.27 :

18 1938, Chdma Peasant Scheme in Chief Hambambo was
established uith six settlers cult;vating fnur acres
each on an experimnntal basis using a hDe. Farmgrs could
not keep cattle in this area hecauae DF tsetse flyf
The government had stumpedvtae area for ;hém using a
tractors. The Departmmnt uf Agriculture cuuld not luan
them pluugh:, ridgers and sgotch carts becau;e the |
“environment did not Favour the ralslng of cattle due tu
tsetse fly infestation. The government stationed the
tractor at the scheme for hifé; Tﬁe geographical
position of the area éhd the tsetse fly infestation
warranted Chama farmers tract;r hire servicesa

The crops for rotetlon at Chama cﬁnai ted of malZe,

gmelEze

Burley tobacco, cotton with a small part cF aaya beans
or finger millet and groundnuts. Turkish tobacco could
not grow well at Chama Peasant Farming 5bhemé bepéuaé
the soll is clayeye. Turkiéh tobaceo gruus‘bettef in
1oam9 sandy spil. The farmers did well in the’iniiiai
stage, and by 1§59, there’uere fourteen farmers at the
scheme. In the séme year, the average‘incnme nf’an V
individual farmer at Ehahe Peasant Gcheme was H?D.z6
With such progress, the scheme prdvided an inspiring
example to other valley people of what cdould be done

despite the lack of oxen due to taetse fly infestation,



Champheta Peasant Farming scheme, in Chief Mphamba,

waREhst catahl sheh oy 1958, dhite dmieisl fren L oW Jume

BENY SR RS BN DAR G SR 1 W SRR BT Fhe
P SO USSR Y £ R " SFNRNE AL RV S Fddenataze

&

U3, RN e 1 J S AR OSAUAARA Ve ARY O ARG 1BRR Ml res
NS, IG8F, VAT v "SRR D18H FRMREeRR, ARRAY 9 SaieTs |,
. i3 'hs 1fn é\?& uﬁ*gc?ist&? g S@se with all other farming aehemgs
oYU, PLatRay She Trmers, wer e, A0aRed, o dhged eraing,

o r}ae?tfgzﬁacfu t;,gf‘{d.‘g{;wﬁﬂaﬁ%&féd groundputs, beans and, o,
TURsiSP $PBSEEP, 2D, Totatigngl bealss (Unfprunatelve, ..
CheTRnaE, SSTETS, PEEYS Prsy table, for) prasant, £AT I PRy,
It Dad, heayy poils uhich made Forming difficulty 1% wgs

® Gives oad SuBAECSine OB RaveRE3Rlopty, P SERIK bpgers
et TaaCdnGEoPs s tEnstvely,,  The schepe wag.abRRHADEL
o n 1858 LY o T8 I, Oper k8B, 38U ko LRPOF AARDRARN, DY  en,
O enhat ARias ona SPTAPultHICs, ALl the, o0kt 18E9 UeEE \as
regettled on other Eeas nt ¢ rmiygfscheme§nigh§Qeag%gfrict,

the moat progressive nﬁiv?dua armer

1 hule 3 _ .
“arﬂéyr§¥m§§§~§%“tﬁ§“§ TRELRRE I L L TR T

9 £ S
thoss in phe vellsy Bosauss 63 LEIRG BURTsuee. cpensd

at Molozi, in Chief Kapichila on the plateaa, with two

Teple & shpue & variety of  domesticeted saiméls in
settlers gn the first yeare. ¥he number rose tg four in

stript. A few goats were found in the valley
ﬂ9§9? F&ase Farmers uerg only loaned two oxen, a ridger,

ause. are resistant to trypenpesomifsis. (Un
Eféuﬁheangegfchain eache. The Degartment of Agriculture was

: 3 ; i proved farmers on the
flﬁﬁﬁ*fgfﬂ gfﬁ?fg&lgaa?afgngnghgggrsettlers due to econg-

¢ : 2L X meal han those putside the schemes,
m1§1c5ﬁ§%553ﬂ%§mﬁ§ Fgggﬁis %hey were given K72 stumping



loan.,3D They employed their own workers for stumpinge.

The lergest snd most progressive farmer in the
district between 1954 end 1963 was January Mwale in
Chief Kepichile's erea. He cultivated twenty five acres
in 1957. He was omono the first 'Improved Farmers' in
1954 in the -districte He earned an income of K524 in
1958.,31 By 1963, he extended his farm by sixty acres.
Anather outstending improved farmer was Gideon Zulu in
Chief Pikemalaza. In 1959, he had a sixty acre farm
run entirely by himself and his family. He had already
repaid his loan to the government in 1659, He had tuwo
wives &nd twenty-one children.32 Guduza Phiri, in
Chief Zumwanda, was the most prosperous improved farmer.
In 1859, his income uas H150.33 In Chief Mphamba's ares,
Japhet Phiri cultivated fourteen acres in 1957. He was
the most nrogressive individuel farmer in that area.

The farmers on the plateau were rmore successful than

those in the vglley because of using cattle.

Table & shous & variety of domesticated animals in
the district. A few goats were found in the valley
because they cre resicstant to trypanosomiBeis. On
average, Peasant Termers and Improved farmers cn the

plateau had more @nimzls than those outside the schemes,
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1954

TABLE L: POPULATICK OF DUMESTICATED ANIMELS 1847-1976

YEAR CATTLE GOATS SHEEP PIGS

1947 5005 Le5L 723 28677

1948 6069 4029 E53 1487

1950 4197 312 &3 37

1953 L4353 214 L9 nct avsilable

1954 L252 581 212 87

1955 65298 1152 521 570

1856 6287 1177 232 374

1857 L4784 944 361 522

1958 5376 1211 393 592

1959 54667 1432 411 631

1960 18671 1746 312 674

1963 25312 1751 1461 1613

1966 26514 2131 1490 1654

1969 25847 1986 1520 1678

1971 17436 832 1469 1694

1972 25976 1791 2921 1611

1973 34142 2867 5069 6962

1974 14755 2970 L711 2245

1975 37833 2033 5304 2226

1976 17175 2815 5412 5825

Sources: Annual Report, Netive Affairs, Lundazi District,
1947,
NoReZs, SEC2/723-731, Lundezil Tour Report,
1960.
NellioZe, 133T3/1 Lundazi District Notebooks,
vol. 2, 1938-1956,
daseline Project: Eastern Province, First
Draft of Report, NCDP/UNZA, Lusaka, 1981,

NeBo, There is a wide ranpe of discrepancy in figures

of animals due to the the diffeéerent scurces I had

consulted.



The East Coast Fever was a constant menace on
the plateau. In June, 1955, the Veterinary Depart-
ment built a {Quarantine Station at Kanyunya on the
Malawi border to treat this disease which had
killed 94 cattle in Chief Mwase Lundazi.”' 'In 1956,
the Department of Veterinary constructed a Dip
Tank at Chief Mwase Lundazi at the cost of H900.35

This was a big relief to the cuwners of cattle.

Initially, the development of agriculture was
impeded by limited marketing and +transport facilities.
There was no organized market system, and consumers
usually sent their representatives to arrange purcha-
ses of crops in the villages. Roads and bridges were
poor and undeveloped. The only reliahle transporta-
tion systeh traversing the district was from Lundazi

Boma to Chipata.



Improvement in road transpnrt to serve the schemes
resulted péftly from the need to support Proﬁucer and
Marketing Cooperatives that began to be established
in the district in 1951. 1In 1951, Chimalirog, Membe,
and Mkaya ?rnducers' Cooperative Societies were
established. In 1952, WKapichila, Sitwe, Chikomeni
and Luwerezi Producers' Cooperative Societies were
elso established. They operated rural buying stations
and dispatched the produce to various consumers within
the district. A company known as Gaye and Milling
Company, based in Chipata, established maize markets
at Nthembwe, Kapichila and Chikomeni on behalf of
the Emstern Produce Maize Pool. Goodfellow Gush from
Chipata was a well known buyer. In 1952, it bought
2970 bags of maize from these markets &t K1.65n per
bag. In that year, the Department of Agriculture
bought 36,000 1bs (18,000 kilograms) of cotton, 1060
bags of groundnuts, 863 bags of beans, ninety bags
of rice and 639 bags of millet from the district.35
Improved transport infrastructure and commodity

sales are a result of
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1ncrcaqed QDV”THH nk 1nvolvpm9nt 1n BQPICUIUUPE through

(3 o e
Rt 24 b {

R S A ST B

farmlnﬂ sch MeSs o

* In Chief Zumwandal's area, where a caupprativa 3001ety
had not been eatabllahea by 1956 over 40 per cent of the
sefions bambers ol a surplus of maize to sell. ﬁfhey
cumplrlned abnut 1de of marketAFacilities and asked for
Gush to -be alluued to buy grops from th91r area;; They
aisu preferred to receive payment in cash, rather than
cloth or uDup.37 In 1955 the Luangua Valley ;cheme was

fiimail T8 Dhom,” It wsi 8 marketing ufﬁénizatfuh. In

38
1956 Zumuanda Pruducers' Eonperatlve ;oclety wés formed.

AR - g

These apnrated rural buylng atﬂtlﬂnb. Tablé S'Dn>gage
R0

54" ° » shows crop sales in the dis strict from 1954 - 1960.
bl £ 1 1" f_Pikamalaz 2, Membe’ Cooperafive Marketing
society,; with sixty=five members, bBelght 558 bags of
groundnuts,’tgegty nine-bags qf;beans,;sixty bags of Cow-
peas, .sixteen begs.af millet, two bags of pigeon-peas

and one bag of ground beans in 1956; realizing H517h.39
In 1957, it maeketed three bzgs of maize, 159 bags of
groundnuts, eleven bags of beans two and half bags of
plgeun peas and one bag of ground beans, realizing K872.
Most of the producers sold their crops in Malawi. This
shows how low prigces can deflect crop sales from national
market@s  Mathias Banda gave a number of reasons why

farmers sold their crops in Malaui.h1 He told me that from
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TABLE 5:
Crop Purchases in Lundazi District, 1951 = 1960
Year Maize G/nufs Beans Cotton Rice Millet
(bags) (bags). (bags) (1lbs) = (bags) (bags)
1954 “S398p" ¢ SBREQC 11q§; 40 440
1952° 2970 " 41060 ‘409 36878 99 639
19535 V3633 890 333 36329 20 LB
1984 ' 75217750334 372 32469 40 264
1955 13400 915 1421 27578 FHA3AT 0494
1956 2L800 - 2958 329 nea nea 316
1959 346567 +1770 -'Uga5T0 Fpuy Nea fea
1958 27681 "8483" S113g30c 94,4 AT 2980
1959° 36791 " 2890 762 Nea Ned Meg®
1960 “L18L2"" 1692, ‘" igH Nea. nglc *higtg

LA

b b 4

Ne@o stands for 'not available'.

Sources: N.A.Ze 5EE2/720 - 732, Lundazi Tour Reports,

1951 - 61
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1958, Malawi offered attractive producer prices.for
groundnuts. Lojwa, Chisinga.andJIzilayale_mgrkets in
Malawi.are along,the bprder and.very cloge. o farming
schemes. in Lundazi, Zsmbig. ,When the priee of}, ground-

nuts was B65n a gogego. in Zsmbia in 1958, it was between
: L2

K1 and K1.10n in Malawioiﬁ- However, there was. an
improvement in 1958. _The sezme Cooperative Suciety;had
bought 354 pagsrof groundnuts in 1958 as against 159
bags in 1957. This was undoubtedly due to tﬁe rise in
produger price from 85n to 95n_per gpgogof?' In Chief
Mwase Lﬁndazi, the Chimaliro anduge:s'_cooperative
society bad hepdled 611 bags of groundnuts, 452 bags of
maize and 4OL.bags of .beans in,6 1957, ag_against 2,486
bags af groundnutg, 1851 bags.of maize and thirteen bags
of begns in_1958.hh e | -

Marketing of crops wes a big problem in the valley.
DeAs Penn, Diatrict Commisziogner had noted in 1957:

‘Markeping-here, as elsgwhgre in_ the.valley,

is a large sized,headache., To.establish

markets every 40 miles. (16 kilometres) or

80y with attendant costs. for Bapit%ﬁa and

transport, would make all crops uneconpmic to

purchase or bring the price douwn to thé

LY

growers, below a figure they would agcept.

This made it difficult to open up large. Peasant,

farms. throughout the valley area.  Communicatians were
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limited to the main'valley road with-access roasds ' to
Lundazi via Kazembe and Chitungulu and Mbuzi. During
the wet season all roads were.closed,to motor trensport.
Unlike the plateau, the prople-in the velley had
no cattle that could be used to draw carts. By denying
the people fairly accessible market and communication
facilities, the encouragement to grow ‘more lost its
impetuse 'PJd.He North, Cadet, commented in 1961;

One of the main problems which hinders

any form of develegpment in the rAorthern

part of ‘3enga countrfy is the lack of even

@ dry roade Chiwale isceven more rémote

being a further 15 miles (24 kilometres)

beyond Mulilo on the western gg%k of the

Luangwa. 'The ‘big obstacle "4t sitwe tg

Chikontha to Mulilo is .at thHe very ‘start, !

the crossing of the Luwumbu river at

Sitwe. 'It is certainly out . of guestion toc

attempt a erossing by veh¥ole Wt Higltimeprovenent

of the year althodgh it i3 probably

possible "after the middle of .Z!uly.‘.6

Tt uwas difficult to run markets in the valley becausge
of such problems. -
Although peasant farmers had access to credit

facilities, thease were ngt fairly disbursed. “ The govern-

ment concentrated their financial support on those who
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were already well-off. The Department of Agriculture
at times avoided giving loans to some Farméré because
such farmers rarely repaid the loans. It was difficult
to pay back ldans during seasons.of poor yields and when
poor prices and marketiﬁé Facilifieé édvgraely affected
sales. From 1960 tﬁéxﬁovéfnmeﬁt concentrated loazns on
those who repaid. i tr%itment of farmers was also
noted in Mazésuké and M:nze'Diatricts. Momba observed
that:

rich peasants'have a monopoly of accdss to all

the kifds of agriculfural credit dﬁenrtnq‘

Farmefs; ;fhelﬁggr pééséhfsAHave dif%iculties

in 3ecuring regular state credits because

of their poor repayment rate.

The level of indebtednéss is difficult t67estahlish
for the farming schemes in Lundazi because of lack of
recdrds.

: ﬁé far back as 1957, the gavérnmeﬁt had been congerned
about the probléms which the farmers faced.  Improvement
of “ErBAspdrt In 8" fnyL1Bat*86R4TH, 1TkE CORAS2E0nbbRE
bdnsiderabie funds. The 'government“did not provide these,
However, Bther mesns were tried” to encdurage producers
6h the schembs. JeH. Burges, District Commissioner, -
during his tou%er’ the Bred commented in 1959;

Films on agriculture,-combined with talks:
and pamphlet 'hand-puts® were given Bagch

night, and certainly caused considerable
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entertainment to local people in this area,
The area i1s undoubtedly becoming agriculture
minded and this simple entertaining form
of propaganda may well fall on receptive
grounds Further applications for peasant
farms were received during the tour and
Phalaza Block of farms cﬁntinues to set

an excellent example(gﬁ
Improvement in crop production was usually high in a
number of areas such as Magodi, Kapichila, Pikamalaza
and Mphamba, where there were big peasant farming
schemes producing different Cropse.

Economic and social differentiation can be seen in
a number of ways such as the number of scres each
farmer gultivated and also the output from their acrese.
The other thing is to see houw many of these were
previously in wage labour before they Jjoined peasant
Farmiﬁg schemes and how they Faréd in farming. Of the
twenty five farmers at Phalaza Peasant Farming acheme,
Pive or 20 per cent, had extended their acres to thirty
in 1963. They uwere producing =n average of sixty bags
of ‘groundnuts, 100 bags of maize, ten bales of Turkish
tobacco, fifteen hags of .beans and five bags of millet.
Ten of the twenty five farmers extended their acres to
tuenty producing an average of forty bags of groundnuts,

sixty five bags of maize, ten bags of beans, five bales
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of furkish tobaceco and three bags of millet. The ten
farmers in the second group represented 40 per cente.
seven of the twenty five farmers extended their scres

to twelve, producing thirty bags of groundnuts, forty
five bags of maize, fi¥e bags of beans, three bags of
millet and three bales of Turkish tobacco. The seven
farmers in this third category represented 28 per cent.
Two of the farmers represented by 8 per cent, extended
their acres to five, pruducing twe bags of groundnuts,
sixteen bags of maize and one bale of Turkish tobacco.
Une aof the farmers, rEpreéenting 4L per cent of the group,
cultivated two acres, praducing only seven bags of maize
and no Uth;r crub.

In 1962/63 season, each of five farmers earned K410
from maize sales, K180 from groundnuts sales, K45 from
beans sales and K120 from Turkish tobacco sales on
average; The richest farmers on the scheme earned a total
of K765 in 1963. These are the farmers who managed to
engage permanent workers. Satiel Banda, sandy Nkunika,
Thom Kalenje, Chidula Mtonga and M. Mtonga used to
employ three to five permsnent workers. The other ten
farmers in the second group, at times managed to emp loy
permanent workers. These farmers usually employed less
than three permanent workerse. The remaining farmers, who

formed 40 per cent in all, were unable to engage perma-
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nent workers because the income, they earned was inguffi-
ciente They depended on family labour. There was one
farmer, at this scheme (Phalaza), who could sven work
for fellow farmers for his livelihood. He only earned
K4BoB5n from his Sales;hg’ However, some farmers do not
remember how meny permanent workers they had but they
also used many auxiliaries for ganyu (piece-wnrk); The
scheme provided employment to some local people either
on permenent or temporary basise. It gontributed to the
decline of rural-urban migration. GSome settlers took up-
Fa;miﬁé as their career fur_life. ‘

Livestock was another means through which to measure
soclo-economic differentiation. Those farmers who owned
more cattle took advantage of poscibilities of agricultu-
ral productian for the market which was increasingly
based on ploughs and oxene Thege farmers had iarge labour
rEaDUTCEu and owned a wlde range of agrlcultural equipment.
They had access to draught pmuer in almost all cases.

Soame of them owned tractora, cultivators, scotch carts,
and many other types of equipment.

I intervieued twenty farmers in qurvaundlnn v1llﬂ98ﬂ
to broaden the basis of my assessing ﬁea&ant Farmers.

The majority of these started peasant farming during colo-
nial administration. Three farmers, that is, 15 per cent,
extended their farms to fifteen acres, producing twenty

bags of groundnuts, forty bags of meize, eight bags of
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on AVETEQ? Thoy cerned B120 from groundnuts selss,
Fiek from welze colos, H24L From beene snd 1550

tohecco colese Trvoon July Phirl and fiziwell Zondea tere

earning ouch Incomo in 1960 end 19614.,7 7 Gleerly,

0

majority of the Tormers on the schemees did better then

most of  thaonse in ©

7 villunos.

Most o who Termers who succeeded in their farming
verture vnora theez eho hod retired Treom vrage enploynent
end those whe recignod Trom thelir Jnbs., These fermers

vere ahle to saond some of their rernzion benefits on

develaoping thelir foomes Zono bire cther bBusinecses which
helpad them So oxtond thelir lond under cultivetion. Coth
the retired vovkers ond those doing other husinesses,

were on averone morz2 ocuccessful., This was  +the trend

¥

e

with &1l pezeent Tarmino schemes I vicitede Setiel Eande

ki i

retired fram ermplovicont and beceme & prosperous Tarmor
auning @ treestor, © cultivetor, two grinding mills,
moize and nut shellers ond enough livestock, Thom
“elenje vee o retiyed weorker whin hpceme @ prosperous
faermer too. Heo counod @ grindinn mill, nut sheller, a
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veanlicle end ancuch livaotocok.



Zchemes ono Folitics

._-{
s
]
't
)
v
0
S
[
3
i od
}‘e
]
1
)
[5n)
-
']
i1
|
:J-
s

]
3
[td]
ot
-r
0
r«.
0
'_.l-
ot
o
6]

-5
‘
o))
o
e

1240s, *“he Foeeoent Toeming Schenes in the 1950s snd

end their oevelopment tougk plece &2t € time of sctiv

st}

enti-coloni=zl proteste T noted in the introducticon
Muntumbé'n croumoents thot rural cfevelopment schemes were
intended to siern tnti-colonicl protest oo thz schemes
vlera hopod to censnotrute the cclonicl rovernmznt's

concern for rurcl frons. Ghe further peointed out th

[

thesce schemes wore enticipeted to produce @ rural leedor-
ship which vigulu Treilitadte the implemontation of

glorinl policizs nd verkem netleneliosm in rurml areas.

vho were not  in tho =chemes felt discriminated against
end worked towerds Trustroting the schemes. They
cranted an @tnmogchere where it vos difficult for field
officers tc worke They ©lso directed their hpostility

to those wh2 hod joined the schemes in the hope of

H

forcing them o chendon tho echeme ond broeden the forces

(=

st colonicliosm. thile this may ar to have

0
3

pp
turned peacent aoninst poesont or African sgeinst Wfri-
can, the uvltimcte goel wes te weaken colonizl insti-
tutions end Africsn cpllaborateors. Eelow I sketch out
details nT the ornti-colenisl nrotest in Lundezi,

Limited end sel=ctive development prtterns forced
implementesion of contour ridges ond tax levies turned the

coloni=l sdminictration into &n unsolicited recruiter of



membership for the nationalist movement. Magodi who was
recalled from Southern Rhodesia in 1945 tu become chief
gave active support to African National Congress from
1952, He allowed Congress meetings and assigned his
Hapasos to collect funds for Congress. He opposed
contour ridges and encouraged his subjects not to accept
thems In 1952, he was imprisoned for diverting govern-
ment funds to Congress. He annually levied his subjects
25n for Congress per head.§1 In 1953, Chief Kapichila
also became involved in Congress activities, He levied
his subjects 25n per head annually for Cohgress.sz

Chief Mphzmba's area was 'Congress minded'. Mphamba
led his people in Opposing government agricultural
policied. He was surrounded by 'Intellectuals' at his
courte Most notable were Medson Manda, a court clerk
with Standard VI; Petros Mtonga, a Kepaso with Standard
iV, Jéphet Nyirenda, Deputy Mphamba with Ltandard Vi,
and Gideon Luhana, Headmsster of Mphamba Middle 3chool
with Standard VI. Poor state support for African based
production gave rise to African resistance to colonial
rule. In 1954, Handawey Nyirenda, Chief Mphamba II was
dismissed for his political activities which included his

opposition to new agricultural policies. He had constantly

held African National Congress meetings in his palace and
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allowed local leaders to collect funds for the Congresse
He was replaced by his nephew, Green Zulu, as Chief

53
Mphamba III.

The colonial government thought that by resettling
some few selected Africans on peasant farming schemes,
it would weaken and finally destroy African nationalism.
In actual fact, farmers continued Jjoining the schemes
because they knew that that was the only way of obtaining
credit and technical facilities from the government,

The colonial government had placed more emphasis on pea-
sant farming schemes as the only way of increasing food
production end winning Africans on its side.

In 1956, Ndeketeya Mwale, Chief Kapichila, was
deposed for his invalvement in Congress activities. He
opposed new agricultural palipies. He urged his subjects
to oppose cuhtuur ridges. "Jerikao tungu, in Chief Magodi's
area, ex-policeman was imprisoned in Jort Jameson Prison
(Chipata Prison) for Congress activities. He also told
his supporters, not to pay taxes, at the meetings he held.

The situation of political activity was s0 wide-
spread.in the district, to the extent, that the admini-
strators began going round discussing political activities
with Chiefs and their subjects. In 1957, J.M. Billson,
Cadet, discussed with new Chief Kapichila and his subjects,
the importance of developing agriculture. He also dig-
cussed the activities of the APrican National Congress

in the area, and asked the Chief to put an end to such
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activities because they refarded development. The Congress
sympathlisers opposed the ban on Congress activities.
One of them said, 'If Congress is not to be banned, will
you repay the contributions which you (the Chiefsg)
authDTiZEd'?su Meanuhlle uycllffe Phiri, a local CnngrESa
Secretary in Chief Mwase moved to Chief Kapichila's area
and lived in Masalu Chitekeska Village in 1957. 1In the
game year, Bright Zulu, a Congress representative from
Chipata held several meéﬁings in defiance of Native
Authority Orders. He was imprisoned fur six months for
refusing te obey senior Chlef Mwase Lunda21 when he
ordered him to leave the areaw

Despite dismissals and imprisunment of Chiefs
Mphamba II, Magodi and Kapichila, and aother Eungréas
leaders, political activitie& and consciousness spread to
all parts’of Lundazle H.T. Kirwan-Teilor, Cadet, said
in 1958:

There remain‘certain undesirable characters

whom while now without authority require

'watehing', and the Boma, most welcome as

a8 source of ‘employment, does harbour its

share to Teddy-boys with inflated ideas

of their importance and money to flash

around in the 'Hap! country just a step

across the Lundazi Aiver,



Things became bad in the digtrict. In 1958, the
Zambia Africaen flctionel Congress (ZANC) broke awvay from
political ANDC hecesuse the political activists felt that
the lotter mes not Torceful enouph to achieve incdependence.
ZA70 continued disccouraging people from accepting
contour ridoges and tax. In 1959, it was banned, but it
guickly reorcanized itcelf into United Mational Indepe-
ndence Porty (ULIP). There was open end asctive perti-

cipaticn in noticnaliem =zctivities on an increased

[

scale from 1857,

Between 1960 end 1963, the schemes faced the
problem of neticnelicm. This showed itself in a number
of disturbonces in the district. & number of farmers
had their crops destrcyed. The mojority of farmers uwere
accused of ccllaboreting with the colonisl covernmento
e Moyo, & Youth Publicity Secretery of Nthembue

Branch recollected thatg

lle resorted to crop @nd other property
dEStTUCtiDn>DECﬁUSE we knew that that was

the only lancugge the colonial administration
and its agznts could understand in the
dicstrict, UWe knew those farmers on the

schemes who were sell-outs snd copllaborators
with the coclonielists, and those were %the only
once whoce crops énd other property were
destroyeds This was why some were beanished

[
to fielewi in 1963 end 196#.'6
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extensively demeged
end livestock crstroyed curinc the disturbances. The To=d

between Lundazi Como nnd Chief Mo

u]

Ge

t€s hlocked, & number
of schuole wers furned end bLridgss dustroyed. The local
leaders urged pcorle to Lurn their ch thitupas (certificates

oF pacsses). The other reszeon for oprosing colonial adminic-
tration was connected with reciel discrimiretion. The
Africens vere subjected to carrying pesses end certain
ceteporizs nf johs were reserved for +whites anly recardlecs
of curlification. . lloyo was &n ordinory pessant farmer

in Muchelu village. At this time farmers on the schemes
sulfered. Their Turkish tohecco, croundnute =nd maize were
thrashed. Their grcundnute were dug before they vere ready.
Thom K=lenje, Sctiel Jandc on Phaleza end Jenuery Nwale at

Changrliva suffered thiis punishment. There were a8 feuw

"
nu
more wvho sufferesd this punichment who I could not identify.
This time ©f politicel disturbence, reterded development

in agriculfure both on the scherme @nd in the surrounding
villages. Fhaloze Dip Teonk wes set on fire. The political
parties bed pleyed @ decicive rele in erticulating local
pecplels grievencos ngainst celonicl administration

between 1952 and 1962. Local politieiens cenducted
noliticel meetings, organized boycotts =nd encouraged none-

cempliance with adminietretive renuleations,

e Moyo, & lgcal nch Chalrman of UNIP in Senior
Chief Murse's ares, recollectod that it was too latz for
the coloniel government to chenge their minds. They hed
already suifered onough and that those who sunported
cclonialism would cuffcr once independence was mon°57
This feelinc of nationelism and vengesnce was found in
other parts of the country. Muntembha hed seid the same

about her aresa ol study, HKohwe Aurel District., She o-id:
vy

African notionolism scoelerated: the governe
’ b=

ment found it necessary to crecate a rural
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Bulak class (rich farmers) to deflect African

political éspiratinnso The contradictions

between settler' role to provide the agricul-

tural requirements and their inadequacies was

- resolved by inviting some African producers

from selected areas in the reserves of the

Southern, Central and Eastern Provinces to

service settler agriculture. The govern-

ment cautiously became more involved in

attempt to raise the productivity of

African producers.sg—

On 12 January, 1961, WeA. Milligan, District
Assistant, held a meeting with Senior Chief Magodi and
his two Chiefs, Pikamalaza and Mphamba. They discussed
politics, political parties end agricultursel development
in the district. The new Chief Magodi said that politics
would not be allowed to play part in the life of his
community 1f they were going to disturb the peace and
development of the area. He went on to say that his
people were happy mainly due to the excellent work of the
Agricultural Depaftment. He said;

Politics is the cause of trouble in EVery

country in the world. UWe have no politics

here and we are happy and that is the way

things will remain for as long as I am in

a position to keep them so.sg

Milligan observed that Chief Magodi was keeping his

head too firmly in the sand, but on the ather hand it was
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difficult not to agree with him openly. The District
Commissioner on the other hand doubted what Senior Chief
Magodi said. He noted that Magodi end his Chiefs were
reactionary in the extreme and that they were failing to
come to terms with the new political conditionse. He
commenteds

The'TumEuka Ehiefé are too close to

Nyesaland (Malawi) to be able to 'bury

thelr heads in the sand'. They are

conscious of the political problems of

this térritcry, but they feel that they

cannot afford to come to terms with neuw

political leasders unless those leaders

show some respect for the chiefsg!

traditional authority. They prefer to

discuss their futﬁre from strength and

not from weakness.
The colonizl government realized that political conscous-
ness had spread to every corner of the district and
adversely affected the provision of Services to Peasant
Farmers and Improved Farmers.. It should also he noted
that T. Rasmussen and J.C. Momba, have eited data such
as I collected from Lundazi to explain factors leading
to Peasant involvement in nationalist politica.61
The chances were extremely high in Lundazi for the

Peasant Farmers, Improved Farmers and those outside the
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schemes to join nationalist politics because of the
discriminatory neture of the Schemes policy and the
continuing transport, pricing and marketing problems which

faced the Peasant Farming and Improved Farmers schemese

Gonclusiaon.

8y 1963, peasant farming schemes had not fully
developed because physical infrastructural, marketing,
financial and technical facilities had not fully developed
in the district. The colonial administration did not
provide adequate transport and communication facilities
to improve ldcal marketing system and to link the district
to territorial markets. The only main road was a branch
gravel road from Chipata to Lundazi which was poorly
developeds In the initial stage of the estahlishment of
peasant farming scheme, labour migraticn had seriously
affected its development, as the villages were occupied
by a horde of women sﬁppnrted by a handful of elderly
men and weaklings. The problem of developing peasant
farming schemes was further compounded by political
events in the digtrict. The logal peocple led hy some of
the chiefs and local political leaders, opposed new
agriculturalipolicies, especially contour ridges and
rutatioﬁal cropping. They =2lso opposed all forms of taxese
By 1963, there existed a danger that peasant farming
schemes might lose their intended objective of creating
employment and meking the district self-sufficient in

food production for the local people.
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Further, socio-economic differentiation had conso-
lidated between farmers on the schemes and the village
based farmers because the colonial government had
continued concentrating its financial and technical
assistance on only a few selected s@ttlers on the schemese.

Generally, more and more local people continued
returning home from wage employment to take up farming.

In the next chapter, I shall dizcuss how the Zambian‘
government attempted to stimulate both, farmers on the
schemes and the village based farmers to take up farming

seriously immediately after‘indEpendence.
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CHAPTER TuWO

THE DEVELOPMENT AND PROELEMS OF PEASANT FARMING 3CHEMES,

196L - 76

Introduction

In the first chapter, I looked at the establishment
and development. of peasant Farming schemes in Lundazi
Pigstrict Trom 195h‘ﬁ0 1963, The official view was that
the schemengere a strategy for boosting agriculture and
development in the districte. I also examined the target
population's socio-economic, and politigal reaction.. In.
this chapter, I discuss the development of agriculture
through settlement schemes, . snd.a number. of. projects
initiated in order to improve agricultural output. from
1964 to 19764 The chepter is divided into. two.phases,
in the first phese I deal with the development.af.the
achemea.Frgm 1964 to 1972.. In the gecond part,Il.examine
the development of schemes dyring the Second Natisnal
Develuﬁmmnt Plam,. 1972-76.,. This digcussionris set in. the
context of various steps which the government teok.aimed
at self-suffigiency in food production in the district
and. in the rurel areas of Zambia in general.

Development of the Schemes, 1964 -. 18972,

In the colonial period, there were two types.of
schemes, the peaaaﬁt farming scheme and the. improved

farmers? scheme. In the cantext of this, the Zembian



- 77 -

government introduced famlly ferming schemes and expended
farming cooperative schemes from 1965 end continued with
the colonicl schemcs, The aim of the gavermnment wvas to
brinp 'thousands of pecscnt households in the cash economy
end to dovelop rural arees end halt rural-urban migratinn'.1
The farming cooperatives were also intended 'to create
conditions for gself-employment end to boost food produc-
tign' in the district and the country in gencraloz The
Zgmbian governmort embarked on & programme of providing
"'governmontal inputs in such items as credits, fertilizers,
pxtension sgrvices -nd infrestructure including merketing
and storene faciliticest?, 3 It developed water conservation
systems, irricotion, transportation end communicatione
Kalyalya who studicd trensport =nd communicetions in

Chame and Lundazi noted thet an adeguate and efficient
transport and communicetions system was & necessery
precondition Tor the cconocmic [:levelmer-.n‘l'..l+ tarketing
facilities were opcn to 8ll procducers. The government
estakliched settlement schemes in 'sparsely populeted

areas uwhere shifting forming wes prectised for the purnose

1

[y
[y
t-de

of concentreating pzople ond =tab sinn sgriculture in

order to cllow intensification of scricultural extensiaon
. s s s 5
vice, educetion, heoslth and edminictrative facilitiest,

The peasant farming schemec established after independence

were Kemuitende in 1965, ferming cooperative schemes at

Mkomba in Chief Hinichila, Tayani ond Sambue in Chief Mwase
-y v
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Ziko in Chief Zumwanda, Manda Hill in Chief Magadi and
Champheta in Chief Mphemba in 1965, Lumezi -in 1971 in
Chief Mwase and Luwerezi in 1972 in Chief Magudi.6
These schemes were in addition to the existing ones at
Phalaza, Luambwa, Chama, Kachule and Molozi established
" by the colonial administration.

There was a Committee far seleeting settlers for the
peasant farming schemes. It comprised staff from the
Department of Agriculture, Ward Councillors, Chiefs, Head-
men and members from the Office of the District Governor.
Before 1964, the Native Authority, Headmen and members of
the Department of Agriculture selected people for the
schemese The procedure for selection before and after
independence was similar. lWherever possible, the settle-
ment unit had to be capable of supporting and being
managed by one family. In this case, the committee consi-
dered ‘the’ size 'of the family, past experience in farming,
age and willingness to live in a communitye

The Ministry of Agriculture and Water Development
involved other Ministries such as thase dealing with
Education and Health when planning and setting up scheme
units in the district. The government provided social
services such as schools and health centres when developing
peasant farming schemes. Phalaza Primary School was
built at Fﬁalaza in 1968. Robert Nyika Ruzal Health

Centre was built near Phalaza In149757 AL Molozi, Kapangula
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was built during colonial administration and Ng'onga Clinic
at Edmezi Tobacco scheme was provided in 1972. HKamutande
has a near@y primary school at Kspangula and a clinic
at Ngongae. MNg'onga primary school and clinic were built
at Lumezi Tobacco Scheme in 1972, There iz also Lumezi
Mission Hospital built before independence, near Lumezi
Tobacco scheme which also gcaters for Molozi =nd KHamutande,
Champheta had a primary school at Kapera and Lundazi
District Hospital which zlso caters for all the schemes
on the plateau. Luambwa has primary schools at Magodi
and Chasefu and a dispensary at Kanyanga Mission School.
Kachule has primary schools at Pikamalaza and Ehijému.
Mwase haé a primary school and a dispensary at Chief
Mwase. Lundazi secondary School was built in 1965 for the
plateau and valley people. Chama has Chama Primary and
Secondary Schools. There is also Chame rural district
hnspifél. Phalaza and Ng'onga primary schaols, Lundazi
and Chama Secondary schools and Ng'onga and Robert Nyika
clinics were established after independence. These
institutions were of great importance to the farmers and
their children for imparting educstional skills which also
helped them in farming. Health centres were estsblished
to keep the farmers healthy so that they could increase
and develop agricultural production.

Most peasant farmers in Lundazi 5till Tacked adeqgeate
agricultural technology znd skills. They were finding
it difficult to cope with neuw agricultural methods. They

used to encounter problems in applying the right amount
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of fertilizer on each crop. Few farmers had attended
‘agricultural courses and the majority had inadequate
education to master new and complex problems of craop
rotation. Of the ninety farmers that I interviewed on
the schemes, twenty-seven ar thirty per cent had four
yegr“ of schooling, twenty-seven or thirty per cent had
six years of schooling, eighteen or twenty per cent had
eight years of schooling, one or one per cent had a

4

sertificate of Educstion and seventeen or nineteen

£)

General
per cent had either gone up to Sub-standard B(Grade Twao)
or had not been to school. Table 6 shows the academic
background of peasant farmers at various settlement
schemes. The table is based on interviews with seventy-
five people who formed the schemes in the 1950s and
fifteen who joined the schemes in 1974, |

TABLE 6

ACADEMIC BACKGROUND OF PEASANT FARMERS, 1974

scheme Sample Age Na % Four % Four- g 2
Range school  :Years Eight
ing school Years
ing school
ing
Phalaza 25 L6-73 3 12 16 64 6 24
Molozi 22 38-70 b 16 13 52 5 20

Kamutande 21 40-80 2 8 12 L8 7 28
Lumezi 10 39-65 4 16 2 8 4 16

Chama 12 45270 A 16 =4 16 2 8

Note: Only Senior Chief Mwase Lundazi had gone as far as G.O.E,

Laource; Intervieus, December, 1986-January, 1987; June, 1987,

[
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0f the twenty village based farmers that I inter-
viewed, fourteen or seventy per cent had four years of
schooling, four or twenty per cent had six years of
schooling and two or ten per cent had not attended schools
These people needed. education to. equip them with skills
to master new and complex farming methodse. The acquisition
of new ideas and skills would help them to plan, qriticize
and evaluate their work. They would learn to measure
the amount of fertilizer for their crops. since not all
crops need the same amount of fertilizer. They would
learn the spacing of crops when planting. These farmers
would readily accept change in agriculture. UWith the

'diffusion of. hybrid seed and chemical fertilizer!',

education would equip the farmers with the necessary skills
to switeh to new agricultural changee. dince Agricultural
Assistants rarely paid. them visits, education would enable
farmers cope with the introduction of new seeds snd
fertilizerse Irregular visits from the agricultural advi-
sors and the methods of imparting néw farming methods
(which I discuss below) emphasized the fact that. a certain
level of literacy was necessary in the target population,
The government provided the settlers on the schemes
and in the surreunding villages with menagement and mecha-
nization gervices which included tractors and other
implements. --The Department af Agriculture employed settle-
ment advisors who supervised physical development of the
projects and maintenance of roads, water zupply and soil
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conservation workse. The advisors were expected to help

the farmers solve their problems connected with obtaining
credit, purchasing seeds, fertilizers and animal husbandry,
hiring tractors and marketing procedure. It also provided
subsidies for cléaring and stumping and loan facilities.
The aim of the.guvernment was to create 'permanent family
farming cooperative settlements with participants engaged
in mixed farming, vegetable growing, poultry znd animal

8
husbandry'. Cooperatives were communals The government

sought to provide common services to member societies and
be respnnsiblé for tractors and implements previously
loaned to individual sociatieé. It pravided sufficient
cleared land for the first year of the farming system
propoged for each farmer as an interest free loan,

which would be repaid by an annuity charge over a period
of fourteen VEBTS-B It constructed access roads to each
farm on the scheme and provided wells and boreholes as
communal water sources.

The governmeﬁt also ingreased extension services to
all peasant Familieg; instead of concentrating only on
farmers on the settlement schemes. Unfortunately, this
change in state policy was not matched by a rapid incresase
in the number of extension officers, so much so that in
1965, there were approximately 580 peasant families pér
extension officer of the Department of Agriculture.

throughout the cnuntry.10
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The government continued developing physical infra-
structure such &s roads @nd marketing facilities in order
to encourage farmers to increasse food production. It
gave prime importance to settlement schemes of commercially-
aoriented family farms, although its overall objective was
to raise the living standards of the rural duwellers and
the creation of employment opportunities. The commercially-
oriented farmers, were to act as advertisements to the
villagers in the subsistence sector who were not ready to
commence farming on a small scale commercial farmers!
levels There was an element of discrimination in this

practice along the lines of the colonial government's

policy on sghemess’ THhe policy of the government at this
stage was to encourage a large number of rather unwilling
family farmers, to cultivate large acreageé in the hope
that many would eventuslly become enthusiastic producers,
through commerecially-sriented enthusiastses This was why
the government also extended its credit and technigal
services to villagers. The government introduced new
crops and husbandry methods, encouraged the formation of
cooperatives and provided inexpensive mechanized aervices.11
There were different ways in which the Department of
Agriculture encouraged peasant farmers on the schemes to

increase productivity in the district. 0One way-wes the

organization of annual Agriculturel shows where farmers
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had an opportunity of seeing what other farmers were

doing on various settlement schemes. They learnt from
each other how to grow certain new and recently introduced
cropse It was at Agricultural Shows that the out-
standing farmers received different kinds of prizes for
their positive contribution to agricultural development

in the area. The farmers received prizes such as scotch
carts, ridgers, ploughs, canes, barbed wire, chains,
harrows and many other farm implements and inputs like
maize seeds and groundnuts. The prizes induced farmers

to increaﬁe fond prndﬁctimn. These shows created a spirit
of competition among farmers.

The Department of Agriculture also introduced Farmers!
Days, where farmers from different schemes, including
village based farmers, came to learn houw Farmeré a£ra
particular scheme were doing. These Farmers! Days were
in a form of seminarse. Lectures wére given by outstanding
farmers and Agricultural staff, followed by questions and
discussionse, The Department further organized Film 3houws
on agricultural production. These shows helped farmers
to learn new methods and techniques in farming. These
shows aimed at encouraging peasant farmers to increase
productivity in the district. The films on agriculture
were combined with talks and pamphlet hend-outs.

The shouws demonatrated what skills thavfarmers
acquired from the Lundazi Farm fraining Centreruﬁich was

established in 1967. Farmers learnt a number of skills
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and techniqueg such as crop rptating, raising of cattle,
use of oxen . for ploughing and appliéation af fertilizer
to different crops., By 1976, 10,304 farmers had attended
some gourses af Ehe Farm Training Centre.1

The gDVﬂrnment Further develaped th : already existing
Producer Marketlng Duaperativea...uuogerat§ve,marketing
was a necessary counterpart of the expansion of eagricul-
tural productimﬁ in Lundazi. In 1963, there were five
producer&' L¢ket1ng caaperative societies, These were
Chimaliro, Memba, Mkaval‘Luwerezl and Zumwanda.13 By
1973 therekwere eight.produgeng‘qagket;ng coopératives
in the di;t:ict. Theée were Ehimaliru, Lumerezi,‘Mkaya,

P

Zumu nda, Me&be, Kabinda, uhlfUﬂdu and Ryimbmé.1h. Theae
e head of cattle.in all,
soc1etleJ operated rural stations even in the IEWQ}EBt‘
areas in uh“ dlqtrlct.
k Thu government al ;0 uLgad local people in the
dlgtrict thPélae cattle. in 1968, thﬁ pullcy of +hn
QJVﬁrnant was olbﬂ cnncerned wlth 1nc:°a;1ng the rearing
of livestock thrdugh ,mall scale qumerq; The raiéingé
DF catélp was more favuurablm on the 7]ateau than 1n the
valley. LiVPthCk was rar,ﬂd an nqtural pdatu e becﬂu ;e
the cllm te on the plateau has aluways been canduc1ve to
animal huamandry.r The farmers on the settlement schemes
increaaEdAtHair'Qtuck bg buying cattle from Malawi at low
prices9 In 1969, one nggdwnf battle caéthS.Dﬂq\\\

¥

i
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Blackson Ziba said;

' I used to inérea?é my-caftle by bartering
same GF my prnduce and gertain other
inputs with sotile pwners in Malewi. At
times, a head of cattle could he exchungﬂd
Far.qlx b gd of fertlllznr or & bicycle or
a aCUtCh cart full of unghelled maize, Thié
‘was one way a number of u;'an the schrmes
built Qpbour livestock. Ue timed MalawlcnaA
alaong the burder during Famlne in th91r

:ucountry.: They had no choice but to bEll

ome oF their animals in order tc aurvi ve.15

;In 1969, nine Farméra»jnlned the National Beéf icheme
in the district. They hﬁd 238 head uf‘qatfleain'ailﬁ In the
third quarter of 1969,Athe number ﬁf.farmérs rq;é:fp tmehty-
three, rearing haéﬁéétfie.1sw In 19é9/70 ;eagnn,.Five‘
farmera jnined the Gr321er acheme wlth twenty-gevpn
catule undpr their management. In 1970 Mwase Jnld 175
catile ta the Cold Jturage Baard of Zambia.17 In 1991,
thirty=-three farmers ja;nnd the Nationgl Beef ;cheﬁes,
Th;y rqiged 841 cattle.. In 1972, they raljed 1296 cattle.18
The gmvernment aimed at mak 1ng the district selffsgffic§ent

in beef p.uauctlon.

The intruductlnn of hyb~1d QEOd and fertilizer increased
the sa’cn of Crop pr Dductlan on cet+1ﬂmpnt schemes and

in thn qUTPLUHGIHW villages. 1In 1967/68, Chief Muwase Lundézi



= s

i e
e AT ol I A e NN - g OO SO o I . I S S

»sold 800 bagg of maize, Wilton uwaylfsald 180 baga aF
wmalze,”Mahhlaa.Bunda sold. 200 hagg af.. malZQ,Mﬂade
’Nkuhlka sold BSD bags DF maize and satiel Banda sold
1200 oél -1ze.19 Thlg inévease in fuoaﬁproductian
was Qenﬂrdlly reflected in the whole di~tri6t°t In
1968/69 i district sold 3755‘- 80 kg bags of ground-
nuta; b1z - 90 kg bags of maize, 119 - 80 kg bagq of
hewng'gnd 27 - 70 kg bags of paddy rice to the Eastern
(R4

PrUV1nce Coopera ive Marketlnn As uoclatlon. The

‘é}qguéiion increasedagigﬁﬂily frDmNQZEJ:QD;kaEagsNtUH.

14, 013-80 kg bagh ofc groundnuts, %12-90 kg bags th
36,485-90 kg bags: of maize,  119-80 kg bags to 577<80 kg
bags of beans and 27-70 kg baEgs to 370=70 kg begs of peaddy
Tigeldn® 1971/72. season. 1 Cotton prnﬁuction»eléb;incréﬁéed
from 5 kilograms: (kg) @ni 1970 to 13,843 kg in 1971/72.27
Thig incteaite’was eleo as & result of tracter: hive scheme.
The fee'for hire was K3.50.  Up to 1972, governmint’
suppott generelly”’had a8 positive impzct.

Turkish tobaece production had ' declined sve? thb
yearss' It declined FeeR 342,640  1hs (pounds)(171,320kg)
in 1964765 t6"53718s {26B8.5 kg 1in' 4969770 s8ason. “The
price had algo frepped from-31050 nguee Per 1b" (half kg)
to 21.56 nguee per 16 (} kg) 'begueen 1962763 and 1969/70
888300-2 ““The following table shouws thz“decline "in tobacco
praduction and the fluctwation in the 'prices DVé£ tHE years.
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TURKISH TOBACCO DECLINE AND PRICE FLUCTUATIONS,

Year Quantity Sold Gross Value to Average Price
Gowers N/LB
1862/63 69911 22020.00 31050
1963/6L4 162928 47611489 29,22
1964/65 3L264L0O 73362 .00 2141
1965/66 141623 35023.,30 2ko72
1966/67 75428 12482 .00 16.58
1967/68 34740 12194 .69 2.28
1968/69 25901 MNede 21.56
1969/70 537 Metle 21.56
Source: Annual Tobacco Report, Eastern Provice, 1969/70.

These figures show continued decrease of the amount of

Turkish tobacco production and price fluctustion during

the last eight years.

The impact of government support

noted earlier was not uniformly positive.

In 1971 the Ministry of Rural Development announced

the discontinuation of Turkish tobacco production in

Chadiza and Lundazi Districts.

The world market prices

for oriental tobacco had fallen so low as to he guite

unremunergtive to

groOWEeTS,.

It advised growers to switch

to alternative crops, like meize, rice or heanse. The

Tobacco Board of Zambia (TBZ) had advised farmers in

suitable areas to switch to Virginie Tobacco. In

response to this call, sixteen farmers switched to

Virginia tobacco in 1971.

was established in 1971.

Lumezi Virginia Tobacco scheme

Consideration for selection was
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given to those who accepted to grow tobacco other than
maize, regardless of thelr past experience :ﬁd financial
position. In 1971/72 season, fourteen acres were culti-
vatede In 1972/73 season the number of growers increased
to forty-eight. n 1973/74, there were 130 growers
including village based growers. The following season,
the number in all dropped to eighty becaQSE of poor pay-
mentes The growers used to cultivate 0.4 hectares of
tobacco and 0.8 hectares afmaize.z3

Inr1§72/73 season, Luwerezi Virginia Tobacco Scheme
in Chief Magodl was opened up for the village based
growerse In the following season there were twenty
settlers at the scheme. FPoor extension service and poor
marketing discouraged the growers. The growers did not
welcome the idea of growing more tobacco than maize, since
tobacco was more labour intensive than maize. As a
result, the majority left, and those who stayed back
switched to growing maize which was a sfaple.

The government saw the danger of depending only on
a limited number‘af cash cropse It urged farmers to
grow other crops apart from maize. In a bid to diversify
the econumy, it reduced the producer price cof maize from
Kbe10 to K3.80 in 1968/69. It increased the producer
prices of groundnuts and beans to KB8.40 and K&8.83
respectively. The gavernment took this step bedause
its policy was to encourage the production of cash crops
for export. The government also hoped to stebilize the

: » g ek " :
price of malze by limiting its production. This action
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resuLteqfin?n=pqur:sales in_1969/70 ,season when only
L12-90 kg bags of maize,yere sold. The farmers boycotted
to sell their mgize.at g.reduced price. At;&uase and Ka
Kapichila, I wss_ told that; .
in. 1963/70 they produced and seld very,
_little.malze because the govesnment had re-
duced maizg price, . Even credit facilities
0B maize were restricted because the
government diverted loans towsrds other
Q;apau}igetggmundnuts,,tqp@gqg,tqqttnn,
89v8 Begns and sunyflower,®”
. The,previoug year, in 1968, ,J,F. amartson Zimba
had prutesteﬁ openly te the governmentfbn its agricul=- ..
tural po%icies. He wrote .a letter in Chewa. on behglf of
,the.local people in Chief Muase Lundazis; He saids
Bwana, lse sitifuna zobvuta padziko kapena
noMudziko la Zambias .I1i ni Boma lathu tinell .
<£kquqa tsnpann zinthu zija tinali kuuza anthu
‘kuti tikatola boma mumanja.athu zinthu zonge
zidzakhala buine, nznga nibwing tere. Muno,_
qj;mumizi.mglibe mugoedi anag. kumigodi nehito
zapepa%agggu_ggu}gkagnangg thandizq anagezaﬁ
kuti anthu ammizi popeza mtengo wa, zakudya
v:‘aiukmglg_yayivbanasiqaq nelg sapeleka
muziguirizanu. Azapelekg lit:mgiri ya mutengao

*

ﬁuajzakudya”akuti_1u/-,kayamkuti K1.40 chaka
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chamawa, boza ilo tidzacita zobvuta

mumawa musadabwe iyayi tifuma mutengo

wazakudya wa bwino ndiponso tifuma mutengo

wa ng'ombe wabwino. Izi zina tizadandsula

ku Boma monga za makhalidwe ammizi. Pali

mumawa tisadabwe kuti anthu ali oyipa

yayl oyipa ndife apesogole tiname bodza,

tilembanso lipoti la hoze tinena anthu

kuti abvomera pamene alibe kukamba

nawanthu yayi. Gitifuna zotere boza

silimanga Jiko anso lipasula muzi.

Mundiyenkhe kalata uanga.26 (see Appéndix 26)
Obviously this letter was & political =nd an economic
protesf against @ widespread malaise, The people vowed
not to cooperate with the government until things were
improved in the district. The peocple complained of

low producer prices, false promises made durindyg%ruggle
for independence by leaders and lack of employment,

The government established cfindncial cins it idns -to

equipment and inputs. The Credit Organization of Zambia

(CD0Z) was esteblished in 1966 for this purpose. In 1970
there were allegations that officers of COZ were discrimi-

nating in their lending policy. Some of the loans meant

for farmers were given to people who were not farmers.

The officers slso often gave loans to businessmen and

farmers who were alrezady well off, Theze irregularities
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and allegations of favouritism in disbursement of credits
to farmers led to the dissoclution of COZ and the establi-
shment of the Agrigultural Finence Ceompany (AFCo) in
1971 to streamline the operations of the Companye.
Pletcher wrote that:

The poor repayment record of the Credit

Organization of Zembia coupled with allega-

tions of favouritism in disbursement led

to the reorgsnization of credit facilities

and the birth of Agricultural Finznce Company

in 1970/71. Though there has been improve-

ment in its programmes, avenues gtiil exist

for political menipulation of credit mecha-

27

nisms,
Despite these shortcomings, the improvement in lending
policy to farmers in the province and district can be
measured from the number of people given loans between
1970 and*M%$92.° In" 1970/71 season, eighty-nine farmers
in Lundazi District obtzined a combined loan of K13638. The
district had the second largest number of loanees in
the provinge. In 1971/72 season, 126 farmgrs in the
district reseived a loan of K10973. Table 8 shows
the AFCp's pnlicy of granting loans to farmers in the

province,
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TABLE 8

THE AGRICULTURAL FINANCE COMPANY LIMITE

1970/71 , 1971/72
District No.:of . Amount Amount Amaount Amount No. of Amount Amount Amount Amount
Loaneesg of of of of Loanees af of af af
lLoans Loans Loans Loans Loans Loans Loans Loans
Approved Issued Recovered to be Approved Issued Recovered to. be
Recovered Regovered
Chipata 21 343665 25190 15474 1916 174 64151 37060 1234.28 36873.72
Chadiza 66 L5719 22656 13761 8895 - 102 25044 12170 731,74 11438.29
Chama 33 %713 1085 - 505 580" 52 L963 1211 35:52 4175.48
Katete 121 39449 33850 12269 23581 155 40754 2978 LB7 .7 29325.80
Lundazi 56 20443 12638 6657 5981 74 20644 9762  1419.76 8343,.24
Petauke 15 28918 19840 2122 17488 93 24261 16979 300.00 16679.00
Total 492 £31759 125029 50788 74241 650 179817 110543 4208.20 106335.73

4

Source: Annuzl Repert, Eastern Province, 1971/72.
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The number of people receiving leoans = had increased.
In 1971/72 season, the farmers in Lundazi showed a keen
interest in paying back most of the leoans owed to the
AFCoe. The district rep#idithe highest amount in the
province.

Inm 1970/71 season, the government introduced an
irrigated vegetahle scheme at Vuu Dame Thisg was the
second vegetable scheme after the one at Mwase Lundazi
Dam which was built in 1950 znd the .Zzmbian government
was only strengthening it. There were five growers
between 1970 and 1972, each cultivating 025 acre plnt.28
The growers used .a syphon pump system Fnr'irrigatiun,
under the charge of the Department of Water Affairs. A
syphon pump system was a 'U' curved pipe system where
the water flouwed through it and then down to the gardense.
The growers used an engine to pump water framvtge dame

Vegetables wefé also widely grown at Membe, Musuzi,
Lundazl and Manda Hill dams. The vegetable plots at
Mwase Lundazi increased from 15.25 to 1775 in 1970/71
seasone. This was due to great demand for vegetables at
Lundazi and Chema secaondary Jchools and other institutions
such as the prison and hospitals at Lundazi and Chama,
-and dispensaries and gther health centres at Lﬁmezi,
Mwase, Kanyanga and Kalinku. As more. people tcok‘tc

vegetable grouwing, supply exceeded demand. The farmers
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alao encountered difficulties in transporting their
vegetables to markets., The roads to the vegetable schemes
were poorly maintained and rarely graded and répaired.
One of the vegetable growers at VYuu Dam, L. flkhoma, said
that most of his vegetables went to waste becausze of
lack of transport to markets. In 1971, he produced ten
cases of tomato and fifteen bags of vegetables, but
managed to sell only six cases of tomato and ten bags of
vegetables. The rest went to waste. Chief Muwase
expressed similar views. He said that dué to limited
market and transport facilities, the number of vegetable
growers declined.s By the end of the study period, vege-
table plots at Mwase Lundazi Dam were reduced fram

17.75 0 11,

Development of the Lchemes during the second National

Development Plan, 1972-76.

The impression got from the results of production
between 1964 and 1972, led the Catholic Mission at
Lumezi to establish its own scheme. This Qad in response
tb the government's call for self-gufficiency in food
production and creation of employment opportunities for
the local people. In 1972, a Church Farming Scheme was
established at Lumezi under Father Roy's leadership for
the purpose of demonstrating the application of chemical
fertilizer and the growing of hybrid maize to the Church
members and non-church members. Church members from
different stations cultivated the farm inturn; each

section working for a week on the scheme. It was a forty
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acre (16+23 hectares) farm and produced 200 bags of mesize
in 197h.29 The scheme was established to play the role
of being a centre for disceminating information on
techniques in crop rotetion, use of hybrid seeds and
chemical fertilizer to farmers.

More individuel =nd cooperative schemes were esta-
blished from the church scheme. The sﬁcceas of the
Catholic venture at Lumezi missicn in 1972, led to the
setting up of Ziko scheme on the Chipata-Lundazi road,
Malinga Soaperativé Farm with ten members, H%jipayike,
Masulani and Raphael schemese. All these schemes bought
@ tractor each Dﬁ loan from the.Dhurch acheme. Each
station also opened up a four acre farm for church
mempers. HKapangula, Mkomba, Khalirs and Kapera were
gome of the stations which opened up schemese.

The Catholic scheme had coincided with the govern-
ment's Second National Development Plan (GNDR), 1972-76,
whaaé objectives included '"to improve rural standards of
living and to create a self-reliasnt and progressive rural
society; to create in the rural areas new employment and
income opportunities =nd to improve those infrastructural
services‘related to increased rural productivity in order
to counteract mig}ation to the.urban‘a;eas; to increase
the contribution beth% sector to the Bross National
Product (GNP) and to promote the diversific-tion of the
economy; to develbp gelf-sufficiency in staple foodstuffs
and to reduce the growing dependence on imports of higher

!
compoditiese.... ,30
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Although the church scheme coincided with the SNDP, it
worked iﬁdegendently of the govenment, though, both of
them had similar objectives and targets.

In order to increase ru}al productivity and creaste
employment and income opportunities in the district, the
government cnntiqued encguraging the use of mechanizatiaon.
Tractors were among the machinery used by some farmers.
There were alreadyngame settlers on the ich@mééA:hD had
continued using thi; kind of machinery well into the
1972-76 period. The tractor schemes strengthened tRem
between 1972 and 1976 and these "were bene#iciaries af all
goverﬁment services. At the time of my reserach, 3Satiel
Banda was'the only farmef at Phalaza scherie with a tractor
he had bodght in®1961. O0Other farmers who had bought
tractors during 1972-76 gericd were senior Chief Mudse
at Mwase and January Mwele at CHangeliwa Farm'in Chief
Kapichilas

In 1973, productivity increased on the uchumeu.and
at the;village level. The district . sold 62,925-90kg bags
of maize, 17,;467+80kg -hags of groundnuts, 13,507 kg af
cotton, 608-80kg bags of beans, 651-70kg bags of rice and
17-80kg bags of sunflower ta the Eastern Province Coo-
perative Marketing Asscciation.31 In 1974/75 season,
the diztrict sold 453-80kg bags of beans, 14,033-80kg
bags of groundnuts, 1601-90kg bags of sunflousr, 6,373=70kg
bags of rige, 162 .000-90kg bags -of maize and 20,573kg

32

of cotton to EPCMA. Thege production figures were

maintained in 1975/76 seasan. Attractive .producer prices
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encouraged farmers to increase production as shown

in Table 9.

EASTERAN PROVINCE :COCPERATIVE MARKUTING AS3OCIATION

PRODUCER PRIDES, 1969 - 76, (value in kuacha)

90kg 80kg 80kg Grade 70kg 80kg 90kg
Year bag bag beg AT bag bag bag
Maize Ground Beans per kg Rice Soya 3un
nuts Cottan beans flouwer

1968/69 2,20  8.40 8.83  0.07 Ne B« Mo Be Mo e
1969/70 3.00 9.60 8.83 0.06 TOP g a. B, a,
1970/7% 4.B0. 9.60  18.20 0.08 7.70 B8.40 B.40
1971/72 4,30 9.60 _ 10,20 0,08 7.70 8.50 8.0
1972/73 bo30 10.80 10.20 0.16 8.80 B8.40 9.30
1973/74 4430 10.80 10,20 0.86 8.80 n. a. 9.30
1974/75 5.00 15.00 10.20 0.32 10,50 13.00 9.40

1975/76 6430 15.00 10.20 0632 10.50 13,00 n. a.

Notes neae. means 'not available',
sourcess  Eastern Province Cooperative Marketing Aa;ocia—
tion, Chipata: Annual Repurts, Department of
Agriculture, Eastern Province, 1969-76.
However, in spite of attractive producer prices for
beans over the years, production of this crop had dropped
from 608-80kg bags in 1972/73 to 453-80kg begs in 1975/76
season because of production costs and peat infestation.
This was the same case with groundnuits. Production
dropped from 17,467-80kg bags in 1972/73 to 14,033-80kg

bags in 1975/76 season. Wilton Guwayl said;



-

We almost abandoned growing beans for the

market because it was labour intensive. It
was also easily attacked by insects.
Furthermore, it took most of the land to
grow it, but the yield was minimal. If one
grew maize on the same land, one gbt more

33
yield. Of late it has no stable market.

By 1976, the local population in the district was growing
beans Tor consumption and only a little for sale.
Although production of same crops increased, there
were some setbécks. Progurement of labour was becoming
more and more difficult. Out of ninety farmers I inter-
viewed, only eighteen or twenty per cent employed
permanent workers by the end of the study period. The
other seventy-two or eighty per cent relied on family
labour because their income could not enable them to
engage permanent workers. They engaged au®iliaries for
ganyu (piece-work). Van Donge found similar problems in
his study of four villages in Chief Mwase Lundazi.
There were other problems. He found that the main problems
that the village peasant farmers faced were finance
capital, land to be stumped, oxen to be hired or bought,
and lsbour for planting and weeding.Bh Zeal for farming
was usually paralleled with several difficulties.
Physical infrastructure by thé end of the period

~under study, was still poorly developed. The road
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network léading to settlement schemes was usuallonf poor
standard except for the Chipata-Lundazi road and a few
other roads leading to Chiefs' headquarters from the Boma.
There was a problem of transporting fertilizer and other
farm requisites to different settlement schemes scattered
throughout the diatrict.‘ In some cases, bridges were
constructed when the need to get some food-stuffs’aruse,
and neglected when the need was fulfilled, and especially
during the rainy season when farm inputs needed to be
movede The existing bridges were of poor gquality and
they were usually constructed of wood which was easily
swept away during rainy season. Farmers Qued scoteh
carts to collect inputs and other requirements from the
Boma to their settlement schemes using bush paths that
avolded broken bridges. Those who lazcked transport,
hired those who had it at & probibitive fee in addition
ta thg already exﬁorbitant prices of fertilizer and
hybrid séeds. Those who could not affard to pay the
owners of transport in cash, had to part with the same
fertilizer and 5éeda. This made it extremely difficult
for such farmers to expend their land under cultivation.
Chanaichi Bili complained:

In 1973, I suffered in obtaining my farm inputs.

I had to hire one of the farmers' to transport

fertilizer, groundnuts and maize seeds from

the Boma to my farm, which is a distance
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of nearly forty kilomentres, at the cost

of K300.00. 1In the same year, I hired

another farmer to cultivate one hectare

(2447 acres) of maize and he charged me - °°

HASD.UU.SS
This problem was not only common to Lundazi District alonee.
Lombard and Tweedie have slso said the same for the
whole countrye. In 1974 they observed that:

There is the difficulty of actually moving the

inputs to farmers on time aggravated by high

cost of trangsportee... Many commodities can only

be grnu% near their final markets because

of their nature and perishable crupa.in
particular must be produced near markets.36

In 1975, the government continued with its policy of
incressing productivity of livestock, so that the district
could become self-sufficient in this field and eradicate
malnutrition among the local people. The main objectives
on beef production in the 3NDP, were to build up a
national herd, to improve gquslity and to increase off-take
and the commercialization of livestock management. It
was hoped that by 1976, beef production from domestic
sources would inecrease to between 15,000 and 17,000
tnna.37 The government encouraged traditional producers
to develop collective ranches, grazier schemes, the

National Beef sScheme and mixed farming settlementss 1IN
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1975, thirty-nine small-scale farmers joined the National
Beef Scheme. They raised 2,419 cattle. In 1976, the
same number cof farmers raised 2,654 cattle.38 This
steady increase in beef production in the district, was
a result of improvement in husbandry extension s=srvices.
The government continued giving emphasis to animal
health to reduce mortality and improve calving and growth
ratese It improved management and grezing systems. The
number of farmers who Jjoined the National Beef Scheme
continued to grouwe

However, as the drought situation and.Eaat anst‘
Fever prevailed from 1974 in the dijtrict,'the number of
cattle bought by the Cold Storage Goard'DF Zambia from
farmers on the schemes and in the surrounding villages,
declined. 0By 1976, many farmers had lost most of their
cattle ags a result aof the East Coast Fever along the
Malaul porder. The cattle disease had an adverse effect
on the develaopment of agriculture in the district.
Robert Nyika Muhalule camplainéd:

Inoculations against East Coast Fever were

not forthcoming despite meking appeals to

the Departmaent of Veterinzry and Tsetse

Control dervices. Instead, the farmers were

asked to buy their own vaccines and syringes

if they wanted their livestnﬁk inoculated

against this di;ease. Dipping tanks were

dilapidated. Farmers were further, to pay -
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not less than K1-00 per head dipping fee.

e had completely given up dipping our =Y

livestock because we were unable to raise

cash and vaccines to pay to the Department

of Veterinary and Tsetse Control Servicess

such demznds never occurred during colonial

adminiztration.

The-majority of farmers resiszted z=nd boycotted taking
their cattle for dipping.

senior Chief Mwase who had 400 cattle, 100°sheep,
120 goats and 150°pigs in 1973, had only 190 cattle,
eleven-sheep, ten goats and eleven pigs in 1976. Sandy
Nkunika who had 150 cattle, 200 sheep znd 100 goats had
only thirty cattle, sixty sheep and seven goats left in
1976. Gamson Chirwa who had eighty cattle &nd Elias
Ndabandaba who had 100 cattle and sixty goats, had none
in 19%76. U There were many more examples with similar
experience.

Degpite the creation of the Agricultural Finance
Company to streamline the disburzement of loans to farmers,
the farmers continued complaining in 1976 about the
unfairness of the officers responsible for credit services.
A. Ngulube said:

even if one applied for loan, he was not

given unless he was known to the officers of

the Agricultural Fimance Company. ‘It was
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usually Party and Government officials who

monopolized lean facilities. GSome people

received loans and yet they were not

farmerse.
It was also discovered that even among farmers, it was
‘often the well-off farmers who continued receiving more
credit and technical services. The Agricultural Finance
Company had develeoped & policy of granting more loans to
those Tarmers who paid back =211 the previous loans.
Ollawa had identified a similar problem in his study of
the whole country. He said:

cevethose who benefit from development pro-

grammes or from the technical and extencion

service inputs of the government, including

loan end credit fecilities, are not the

messes but a tiny minority of e rural elite

group such as the relatively more prosperous

'commcrcial farmers, poultry keepers, members

0

ot cooperatives, businessmen, high ranking

party and government mFFicialw,.....hZ
President Kaunda also got concerned with this state of
affairs when he addresced the National Couneil of the
United National Indeépendence Party (UNIP) in 1976. He
noted:

e have discovered that: there is so much

abuse of office inm granting lozns... we cannot

encourage a lo=ns policy which contracts Humanism
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aha%ﬁromﬁfes“éaﬁitaliém‘insﬁead. This“is
not UNIP's political 1ine.... T have been-""
shocked to note that only individual business-
men have bBeen able to borrow =zo much“money to"
expend their capitalist enterprises-at the
expense of the peasants and worke®s.” ' Some
1o2ns have not been répaid and yet 'the same @
people’ are allowed %o Borrou even mmre.h3
In spite of such® remarks, the opermtions of the Agricultural
Finance Company did not dmprove.
By 1976, the Agricultural Asgistants mede irregular

visits to settlement schemese. Although, the farmers had

the will %o increase productivity, extension serviges and
low literacy were a limiting fzctor. Agricultural

Assistants usually visitetd schemes whigh 'had @ beer partye
'

=

ose farmers who weré'?arélg'ﬁiﬂiﬁéd,‘FéTIéﬁ‘ﬁo acguire
and improve fheir Fafming skillse In addition, the
Department of Agriculture often sent well-off farmers for
further courses at Lughazi Fa;m Training SEntre’andAother
fraining Centres outside the district. Blackson Ziba
stateds

“?érm‘f'f"afi‘é:ing Genires had been established

_uith good intentions to let us increase

oun knowledge innew idess .and skillsdin

agricultural technigues, .unfortunately,

the suthoditied used to concentrate on well-

Li
o
of f Tarmers for such coursese.
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Such views were hardly helpful for an agricultural

district with & rapidly growing population. Lundazi

the population had increased from 122,332 to 123,134 between
1963 and 1969. The population was increasing at the rate

of 0.1 per cent annually, By 1980, which is slightly
outside my study period, the population of the district

had increased to 14&,804.h5 These figures include Chama
which in my study pericd was part of Lundazi District

(see Table 10).

TABLE 10
POPULATION DISTRIBUTION BY DISTRICTS IN 1963, 1969 AND 1980.

EASTERN PROVINCE

District 1980 Average 1969 Average 1963

Census Annual Census Annual Census

Growth Growth

Rate (%) Rate (%)

1969-80 1963~1969
Chadiza L5601 Se2 32169 e 29592
Chama 36843 1eb 30887 0,4 30686
Chipata 203970 2.9 148416 1. b 136528
Katete 93220 ke 80485 ¢ [ 74038
Lundazi 117961 LoD 92247 O 91649
Petauke 158786 2el 125314 12 117376
Total 656381 Zad 509515 1.8 L79866

Note: Lundazi and Chama have been combined in my dis-
cussion because Chams was part of Lundazi during

the period of study.
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sources: Ge.ReZ. 1980 Census of Populetion end Housing:
Preliminary Repord,; Central statistical Hffice,

Lusakas Government Printer, January, 1981.

Manthly Digeat of Gtabtdatics, Vole X, No«-b
Central Stetistical Office, Lusakaj Government

Prénter, sAgtil, =1974 ]

TRES L AEFease Th population in the dist*ict, gives an
impreSSion that there was an increage in local employ-
ment and an increase in local population engaged in the
production of Egricultural crops for Sale 'on tHe sottiement
schemes and at the villdge feveT. 'The “fhdredse “in ‘Padd
production and local employment opportunities also implied
a reduction of rural-urban mig}atimn im“the district,
This revealed a partial attainment of "the intended
objectives of the development of peadant farmifg échemeai
in the di:trict'éﬁringjthe period undey study.

'Lburiﬁg my field research, I fauhd “that 4t Chipumba
vil1gge “in Chief Mwase Lundazi, there were 150 people.in
- 1976. OF the forty men, five ‘were ogut at wdrk and thirty-
five had remained beh{nd "at Hhome engagsd in the'pfdduétiun
of agricultural crops for sale in'1976;”:fﬁ§€h§ séﬁé:yaar,
Chidoda Villege, ‘fn Chief Zinuindd, Had eidfty Hoodie.
of these, twenty were men, thres thﬁﬁdﬁ”ﬁad 1eft the
village for wage employment withih.fhé cduntry, and the
rest had engaged in croﬁ productimn‘at‘home. RtrHazicha
village, in Chief Bapichila, Ehere were 100 pédpie” ““gr

the twenty-five men, tweniy had remained bheRind at home
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growing crops for salc end cnly five hod been out in wage
emplayment within the nrovince. £11 these villeges ware
on the ploteau. In Chema, at jukusks villege, in Chief
‘embombo, I found seventy people. OF these, fifteen were
men, four of whom hed heen swey in wage eriployment, end
the rest hed remeained ot home, engeged in agricultural crop
production and nther economic production and Cistributione.
From the above findings, I formed an impression that
local pecple hed responded positively to farming sctivities.
By the end of ihe study period, there wes an incroase in
local employment ond en incresse in local populrtion
engaged in peasant ferming schemes =nd smell scale family
farming schemes in the dictrict. The creation of local
employment and the beocsting of agricultursel production
minimised rural-urhen mizration, despite the relaxation
of restrictions on the freedom of movement after Zambiale
independence in 196k, This olso shows the success of the
schemes by thz end of the study pericd. This was further
A reflection of tho -eraral declining opportunities con the
Copperbelt znd in %ths rost Unilsterel Decleration of Inde-
renrerce (U.DoT.) im Rhodesis, now Zinbahwue

Thare was

0

ccic-economic differentiation tmonyg farmers
on the settlement schemes #not Letween Farmers on the

schemes ond the village based fermers. This differentietiaon
was evident in @ number of ways. Sogio-economic diffe-
rentiation arose from either inability or ability to
increase productivity or due to limited availebility of
implements, thc number of acres eech fermer cultivated

and the number of livestock eech ogne owned, as I have

attempted @o chow in tables 11, 12 and 13.
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The farmers who owned oxen and implements, such as ploughs,
ridgers, hoes and scotch carts had an advantage over

those who did net owun-such capital.  These farmers’ouned
large labour resources which he lped grmatly in expanding
land under cultivetions -some of ﬁhesé-ﬁarmers backed

their productivity. through running other businesses sugh

@s shops and grinding mills,

TAGLE 11

PEASANT ACCUMULATION OF IMPLEMENTS, 1976

Scheme sample Age ~ Farmers % Farmers % Farmers %

Range Using Using Using
Hoesg : Hoeg BV - Hoes,- OX%
Only Ox Ploughs
Ploughs and
' Tractors
Phalaza 25 L6-73 16 64 7 28 2 8
Molozi 22 36=70 7 31,88 -*98 68.2 Nil Nil
Kamu- 2 al'y i
t\_nuc '_'1 L"D—BD 9 l"'z.g 12 57.1 :.‘ll Tull
Lumezi 10 35,65 6 60 A Lo Nil Nil
Chama 12 45-70 12 WO ni1 wi1 Nil Nil

AVERAGE -LAND  UNDER GULTIVATIUN 1976,

acheme @ample Age Range 1-5 acres 6-20-acfes" 21-100
acres
Phalaza 25 L6-73 Nil 20 5
Molozi 22 36-70 Z 17 3~
Kamutande 21 40-80 D 12 3
Lumezi 10 35-65 6 b Nil
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TABLE 33,

fuuUhUL WTION OF LIVESTOCK 1976,

&cheme sample Age No. of 1-100 1-10 11-50 ' 51-200
Range Domestic gpats/ Aattle Cattle pattie
Animals  zheep

Phalaza 25  46-73 250 10 o A
Molozi 22 36-70 176 11 14 8 Nil
Kemutande 21 40-80 140 10 o 8 Nil
Lumezi 10 35-65 10 _ s 2 Nil nNil
Chama 12 45 70 '“il Nll Nil - Nil

Vi o i B 1 o

Source: InterV19u:, Bevenic r, 1986~ January, 1987, JUHP, 1987,

ZBveral gomments could be:made from tables 11, -12 and 13

)
ri-

whe aken tegether.: By 1976, it .- is only cat -Phalaza where
thereﬁﬁere.tuo fagmars poasyasing tragtors tin the ‘twenty
two years . of the histohy of: the peasant farming cschemes

in Lundazi distrigte :There were thirty eight farmers in
the schemes that own ox-drown ploughs which is less than
50 percent of the ninety farmefa I interviewed in _the
schemess These two groups, én average, cultivate ,more
;and, hayc @ higher annual yield far sale and posgsess
mbréviiveappck than the rest of the memhers_qf the schemes
and tﬁuue in thé villagea, I have identifisd severgl
dlfflcult184 thwt could Pxplnn thlq level of gchange.

As the lvvcl of Caplt ll,aulan is a consequence. of

the introduction of peasant farming schemes, it is a

measure of success. Moreover, there are many farmers who
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do not have labpour saving machin.rQ beceause they became
available following the launching of peasant farming
schemes in 1954, No doubt, it may be argued that the
success is limited but it should be noted that commercia-
lisation of agriculture has taken place following the
adoption of peasant farming schemes in the district.
Lundazi district had, on the whole, a2 more productive
agricultural system in place in 1976 than in 1854,
Measuring success in terms of individual farmers may
have the limitation of not appreciating the diversifi-
cation of agriculture and varied economic activities
generated as & result of introducing peasant farming
schemes in the district. Any major injection of large
scale capital in agriculture in Lundazi after 1976 had
(hes) to recognise a changed socio-economic infrastructure

that had not existed in 1954,

From a total of ninety farmers I interviewed on the
settlement schemes in terms of their sales in 1976, there
were twelve who produced more than 100 bags of maize,
thirty-six produced between thirty and 100 bags of maize
and forty-two produced between one and thirty bags of
maize. All the farmers on the schemes produced between
one and thirty bags of groundnuts and between one and
thirty bags of beans. Table 14 shpws crop production

in bags in 1976,
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TABLE Abwis. 1

LROP PRODUCTION “IN' BAGSY 1996 'he

Scheme ° Sample Age = 4-30 ° 30-100 400 bags “1<30" 1-4p
Range bags bags & over bags bags

~Maize Maize WMaize Ground Beans
, T ¢ ‘ nuts
Phalaza £lieve SRl ) 2. SR 129, . 25
Molozi . 22 36-70 7 12 k. 22 22
Kamutande 21 hd-BD 7 12 3 21 21
Lunezi 10 35-65 . 5 25 e al . <A
ChﬁWﬁhgg;‘ngir 4L5-70 8 L Nil 3r - : >

B

Source: Interviews, December, 1986-~January, 1987;

June, 1987.

%ﬂgiﬁ]ﬂ, dandy Nkunika sold 400 bags of maize which earned
him $1,2004004 In 1876, he produced 180 bags of maize.
In 1975, 4atiel Bsnda produced 2,200 bags af, maize from.
which he realized K11,0004 - In 1976, he produced 2,000 bags
af maize which earned him $K12,600. The price of maize
in 1975 was ES.QU“a.baghapdtin\1976, it waa 6430 a bage
datiel Banda had culbivated fifity hectares in 19764  The
last_catqury who praeduced between one and thirty bé95 of
maize, earned between K63.00 and K126.00 in 1976,

From a total of twenty individual farmers, three
- produced between 100 and 800 bags of maize which earned
them between K430.00 and K3,400.00 in 1972. senior Chief
Mwase produced 700 bags of maize in 1972 and 800 bags

of maize in 1973. R. Bondue produced th bags of maize
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in 1975 and 450 bags of maize 1n 1976. These farmers
were in the categary of fﬁe rléﬁeat farmers. The last
category of village based farmers produced between five
end ten bags of meize. ThEaE Fg:mera were nDt using oxen

1

in celtivatiﬁg”fheTT F%rms. ”Tﬁe majori?y oF Falmere on

e L& 45 10
the schemes were mare prusperous than the village based
H;'V,.,?4 - 36~r~” 1 ATy

farm*rs, egpecially thu e in the Fi at and aecond categories.

Marter ~nd Hnneybmne uha generallsed from Jheir study of

agr4culuure made a ueeful attempt in deellng with socio-

Ghaone 45

acunumic_diﬁﬁamsailatiun end.thibaiuﬁluenced«my methodo-
léﬁ + o ot g 6 B e

e

lugy. r ; 2 o . ¥ ¥ = . WA O P2 1807 , OE »
The majority of farmers who succeeded in their

farming production were tRhae 'fho had returned from wage
emplayment, elther through retirementifs fesignatian.
TRese people 'had suMe aﬂdftianal résaﬂfnes tu epehd Dh

Yai e :_. & B 3

agricultural prnductlon.?*ﬂf the ninety Fdrmera I inter-

viewed, Fifty-Ffive were migranta from wage employmEHt

(eee Teble 15). Dply eighteen oféthe nlnety Farmerg on

L \-ﬂ.!.l'u

the schemes used ggrggnent&lebour“fgrqe. They pald,their

mork:“* a monthly aalery aof between H1U 0o and K20, QD

rl'—l:?.l

in 1976 (see Table 16).

A I e B o PN A A s s i s

o | 3 80 ¥iw
D T VAA————

e Lo o
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TABLE 15

RETURN MIGRANTS 1976

return
dcheme iample Age Range Migrants Others
Phalaza 25 46-73 15 W
Molozi 22 ‘36;70 12 HDV".“ by,
Hémutande Zﬁ :hD-BD 14 | 7
Lumezi 10 35-65 » [ A
Chama TG B 3

Source; Interviews, December, 1986-January, 1987 June, 1987,

TABLE 16

PEASANT FARMERS USING PE#MANE?T AND TEMPORARY. WORKERS 1976

icheme sample Age Fafmers""Montbly Average Farmers
Range using Average Family: Using
Permanent Wage Gize Family
workers ae +Labour. &
Auxilia-
ries
Phalaza & 3 LE=73 6 .1 K20.00 5 19
Medozi 22 36=78 .. b K15+00 4 18
Kamutande 21 LO-80 6 K20.,00 4 19
Lumezi® 10 35-65 2 K10.00 L 8
Chamg L5-70 Nil Nil 5 1

Source; Interviews, December, 1986~January, 1987; June, 1987,

Conclusion.

In this chapter, I have discussed that between 1964

and 1976, Lundszi Pistriect experiznced some development
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in agriculture-on-settlement schemnes and at village level.

The government hed invested heavily in the development

of human res uurcns “and phy ical 1nFraqtructure, sUch as

el s -

urpktad, )
roads, ma rketlng structurea, 1nten'i09 extenainn“ﬁrvzcea

andAapprapriatE”tééﬁﬁﬁlégy; Tt ﬁad alao eatabllvhed
. % P e Mt en deed :”'g, e J'; PR i B . PR T
attractive plice structufes and some soclal facilitlws,

o5 WD & § et ER

such a3 5chools rnd hxalth crntra; in pupulntlan centrea

S

on the settlement gcnemag. The govvrnnenp extrnded credit

and tﬁchn*cal‘E"Et*taﬂtﬁ“tU“VTTIage baaeﬂ Farers.

De pite all th{s écﬁievement the benefits of
economic” growth“ﬁyﬁassed some farmers bn the gchemea and

v

at village iével. I have ulao dlucuuged socio- economic
inequalities between Farmera on thr SChEmEd and in the
surroufiding villageé. I hate highlighﬁed some probl

in"the form of undevelopeﬂ tr nouort und communicatlnn
systems, =nd uthUél aiSbUrawmant of credit and ‘technical
services. The developmenu DF peaqanﬁ Farnlng schemes

afid chlly Fa*mlng Schemes minimi ed‘ru*al urhEn migration

and created- nmpiuvment Upﬁnrfu ities faor local pﬂmﬁlé.

7 ; ohy § 8
e e T TR R R RS LR A R

- ¥ L - S 3
U T R N el
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CHAPTER TWO - FODTNOTEGS
Re Klepper, 'Zambian Agricultural Strustisre ‘and

Performance's ““In B.'Tdrok(ed.), Development in

Zemblas A‘Reader (Condond Zed ‘Press, .19799; po137.,

Hlepper;“'Zaﬁﬁiaﬁfagricﬂxﬁéfgl“%tr@aﬁ&ye*;xﬁ‘fuh.?
PeEs Dllawa, *Rural Devclopment SErategy ond 'Pessl
Formange "in ‘Zambiat AnlEv&luasigh of Past Efferts,
The African 5tudi

(ieptembery ~19785 5 /p. 109,

go-Vdliian e . iy

DeHe Kalyalya, 'The ReldusrlTraddpyrtidnd Comminidas !

tions-In“Regidnal “Ecoiantd Hevdlophenty "The CES8568 0. 140,

Ghamavand Lundezi Districts of Eastern-Provinee,

MeAs THesis, .University ‘of :Zénbia, '(1962), p.1.

Government of the Republic 6f ZambiaCGRZ), Ministry”
of JBufal Develgpment ‘Annual Repoft(Lusakay '
Governament Printes; 1981), 'p.55.

BRZ, Department of Agriculture ‘Afnual ieport for the

Easféiﬁ“Prnbfﬁcém@kuéaké:-Gﬁvernm@nt'Printers,$

1971772
Cele Lombard,-The.Growghlof
A3 16=70 5 RafbLan  Pagers, ‘Nas "6 (lUsERaRter, 1973)
SSRGS iR URLeekatty JoP e Zambidy 20979) ;epi23chons

Cele Lombardy"Gréwth of ,Codperasives, 23.

BzRaiZe, Miﬂiéﬁry‘of'ﬁufalfﬂééelﬁpmgngAAnnuak“aépért

e, ==+ 2 e S - bl
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GRZ, Department of Agriculture Annual Report for the
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In the first chepter, I discussed agricultural change
and the establishment of peasant farming schemes by the
colonial administration. from 1954 to 1963. The government's
aim was that the peasant farming scheme would contribute
to 'spearheading the transition from subsistence! agricul-
ture using a hoe to 'commercial agriculture' dependent on

cattle as draught pouwer in plnughingoj‘ Its policy excluded

those peasants outside the scheme in that they were not
given the fimancial and technical facilities available %o
those in the schemes. As far as the colonial adninistra-

tion was concerned, 'a peasant Ffarming scheme was designed

u

[

i

fo encourage permanent cultivation, to inject capita
into thg countryside and tmbraise %hu standard of living'.2
Kay aaid that, 'the Department of Agriculture introduced
an impact scheme where progressive individuals were
equipped with land, capital end technical assistance to
becomg, advanced commercial farmers. The =zim was to
develop commercial farming end rurasl properitg'.

The colonial administration wanted to concentrate
on those peasants who were willing to take up farming as
their career and leave out those who were unwilling.
The Chief Agricultural Officer in Eagterﬁ Province

cﬁmmanted in 1954.
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The policy of encouraging a large number of

rather unwilling QTOWETS tg cultivate very

small acreages in the hope that many would

eventually become enthusisstic growers and

increase their acrgages in future years has

been abandqned in Favourvcf a8 pqlicyiaf cancentra-

ting on enthusiastggrunly and disgouraging

other unsatisfactory growera.&

In the second chapter, I looked at the development
of peasant farming schemea; farming cooperative schemes,
family farming schemes and ccmmercialiy-c:iented farming
schemes from 1964 to 1976, dependent on hoth draught
power in ploughing and mechanizatione The Zambian
government sought to estsblish 'settlement schemesg af
commercially-oriented family farms, by intruducing new
croups and huqbandry methods, by encouraging the formation
uf cnmpcrauivog, by extending credit facilitiecs and by
providing inexpensive mechanized aervicea'es It had
extended fina n01al and trchnlcal services even Lo village
baagd cultivatnrs.

In the concluding chapter, I azgeas uhe 1mpact and
achievements of bBath the CUan1al und post Bolonial
pulic&g ‘bn peasant farming schemes in Lundazi District
during the peripd under consideration. From 1954 to -1963,

the colonial gevernment tried to stimulate agricultural
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developinent from subsistence level to dommercial production

through settlement schemes. It improved the gquality of

agriculture and‘extended land under groundnuts and Turkish

tobacco cultivation as the mein cash crops of ithe district.

Th; production of Turkish tobacco increased from 2,000

lbs (pounds) (1,000 kilograms) to 26,000 1b& between 1956

and 1960. In 1956, groundnuts production was 1500 bags.

In 1960, production reached 1900 bagu.ﬁ In the Luangua

Vallev, me 1inly covering thc predent Chuma dlbtrlct the

crop *otatlnn involved Burle tobgcco, grnundnuts, quya

beans and cotuun. In 1955/96 season, 27578 1bs (13 789kg)

of cotton were pruduced and sold at the value of H960 0o,

1421 bags of _beans were suld at the value of K4LOO and

915 bage of groundnuts were sold at the value of Hh116.7
The coleonial admin1 tratlon gave more encoufagement

to farmers on peasant Farmlng 3cﬁe,9u.. The effect of this

was that 'peasant farmers increased thrlr incomes. They

were able to spend their money from sales of th91r crops

in local stores'y Ip 1958, the average income per.

farnPr at PhWILZa feasant Farming Scheme was HZD& and

K90 for thuse newer farmers, uanuary Mwale, a pragressive

‘Farmcr at Changaliwa Farm, had an income of K524, ' In

1959 Hegdman Guduza in ChiFF Zumwanda earned 1150 from

his crop adlEu. Villagers in the same area earned between

’ 10
K18 and K70,

mikt.»
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However, it should be noted that the .colomial.govern-

ment plunee :ed agricultural development by introdusing

(S

ox-draught in ploughing an the settlement schemes, in

Lundazi District. Farmers on the plateau adopted ox-

plough and ox-drawn transport .in a {fozm «afy sledge to

transport theiz farm produce g the markets. it was the

most vwila lc neana Df transpprt. As a8 recult of the
adoption pﬁ_qx—plqgghdgracticet land, wnder cultivation
increasadgsignifipant}y, fhis; was 50 wi thyfarmers. on the

schameg and, a ﬁg%rLQQgp%gggn§?£§:mgr@93 Theae. Farmers were

u“{}

expecte dvtu mauter new techn;qugzﬁpf;@grgcuaﬁure, sstch as

crop rptaﬁian,iuaa uf kraasl and compost. manure sned; the

Bive: =

makingpgfupontgyg&riﬁggs for preventing. soil.eresion

durlng ny.sgason. Dams were alsg.eenstructed for irri-

gation purposes nd as anurces af uatpr Fmr penpl: and

3 "-*t""# S "I Y £
ihuens BNt £ the
livestock, since mnst Gf the rivers dLied up during/dry
e ¥ "F 53 ; =3 3 b oo
2 TS BRLCEas 3 = ‘

SEa50Ne
It can be said in genaral that farmars on_ the
schemes and the progressive Farmera in the sur: Dundlng

Vlllaﬂﬁu improved their agricultural ;ﬁuipment.__In 3256,

farmers at Phulaza were Culul tlng bwel 2 acragreauh.

5

in 1857, fa;ners at Luambua 1n Chle Magudl were cultlva-

T o =3 grm

ting twelve acres each. Thi was *he ,88me casg u1th

farmers at Champheta and Hachule chLmea in 1958 apd 1959

respect iVLly. Farmﬁrs at Ehgna eaJant scheme ex tendOd

their farms tc anly fuur acres each, even at the close of

colanial administration becaucze they used an ordinary hoe

)



for cultivations In addition to this, lend iz limited
at Cheme scohere ond it weos not pocsible to increase the
aproanes. . tractor was uced irrecularlyve It also

o 1}

depunded on the resources of the fermers. S.KM. Mudumuka

=]

id:

o

Chame District is tseotsefly infested sres.

ivs @ result, we crnnot use cattle &s they
heve not yet proven tog live successfully.

Even the oxen which vere broucht in on an
nXxpcorimentcl besis, fogund 2 lot of difficul-
tire tc plough virngin land in the scheme

hed to remove elephant crass =nd
other tcuoh vpedse. The scheme has heavy clay
snilc.

Uhen rains ceme, the scile  ere too

11
muddy for oxen te move end plouch.

Somz ef the independent fermers wvere sble to
compete successfully with foermere on the schomes.  Hou-
ever, those uere in minority, @s  the bulk of the commu-

ot subeciotence levels, The retired workers

N

nity still live
were ©chle tp increase %Sheir acreanes ond income, beccuse

e

their pencion Honefits were invested in the lend. 1In

its short years nf 2rice, the scheme had Jjustified

(%

its aim cf increesing food production on the farms, Its

feilure still loy in the extlusion of the villagers who

were by-socged Ly the henefits of  egriculturel development
es they hed ng zoccess to financial end tecrnical services
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ghigh\the farmers Dn”thgzgchemeg enjoygd. fpeAfingncial
and technical aasistance,rendergd to farmers dp)ghgl
settlement aph;maa,ggye theze farmers an edge over the
peasapis in the surrounding yi%lgg@;. ,
There wag a;gns§9c107egqgnmig%qufgyggtigtion among

the fgrmers themselves on _the schemes arl 1ng from the

_:_' L=

disburaement of Fingngigl‘and techniggiJa§slu}ance.
Thaae_fgrme;s who wecre viﬂitedgregqlarly by extension
officers tended to do better thgnﬁtgggguwng(gerg rarely
visitgq,h This was usually pef;ggygd in ﬁhgi;égggumula-

tion gf.capital_frjm_phg;:iprpdggguggdigxpapsian of their

land under cultlvatl Me Acnurdlnm ta ull:Dn Ndabandaba

uho abandongd hia farm, at Pha 1aza, 'morc wdvancpd Fa¢mars

Were Tavuured when it came to credlt and*ﬁccnnlcal

&4 4:.,.

gervices. The game farmers went Fur ahort cnuraes in new

agrlculuural practicss.A ThlJ klnd UF DpEH favaurltiam
coiontel edminisirets 3 4

diacnuraged some of us. to cunulnue Farmlng on tha aEttlE—

1,‘4 1"" & 50 8
ment qch’mes' Thiu'waa one DF *he uhmrtcnmlngs of

the Jchane in that the extenQLUn uarkvru placed'on'the

w 5

e

schemes Fallnd tD glve as much technical advice to less
The < o § 1 $ r T

pragrgﬁhiVE farmers on the schemes as” tB”ERE" StceesSPil

ofeg. “such kind 6P neglect mads LUBRTPEEMERE” raiilts’

expand®theis 1and Ghbet cultivation ond theip chp yi 1ds"

continued denreasing.
The ZBMbBlan gaveRhmcht p%iicﬁ'Ffﬁhiﬁé%ﬁ'tofﬁ97E had

%%EﬁﬁlétedAagriéﬁi%uﬁ%l*ﬁﬁﬁélbﬁﬁéﬁi through Bettlement

P
o -
<

schenes , Mall-we28% Pamily FRTmIRY Stnbhed? Bhu farming

i < Fa
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cooperatives. It discouraged discriminatory practices
in the provision of financial and technical services in
@ bid to improve agricultural development in the district,
Zinthonga Banda commented that:

the Zambian government had made a plea for a

change in the inequitable distribution of

resources with 2 view %o encouraging agricu-

lture, unline the colonial administration

which encouraged the rich-poor divide. It

did this by favouring a few farmers when it

came to technical and credit distributione.

The colonial government resigned the less

progressive farmer both on the scheme and in

the sufrounding villages to & 1life of perpetual

poverty, during its administration.13

Land under cultivation had expanded more than during
the colonial administration. A number of peasant farmers
had turned commercial (see Table 17). They had improved
their acreages under cultivation tremendously by the end

of the study period,

The Zambian gpovernment encouraged peasants to form
farming cooperatives in order to increasse food production
and create employment opportunities for the rural dwellers.
The members of the cpopeatives encountered problems in
repaying loans they got from the Agricultural Finance
Company. The first communal cooperative farm was Samhwa
in Chief Mwase Lundazi. It was formed in 1966. In 1966/67

season from & ten acre farm, it sold eiéht bags of ground-

nuts, realizing KEO. The initial number of membership
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TABLE 17

COMMERCIAL FARMERS IN LUNDAZI DISTRICT, 1976

Commercial Farmers Chief Name of Farm Hectares Acres

Senior Chief Mwase Mwase Sambua 50 123,50
Joe M. Kasende Mwase sambuwa 54 133,38
satiel Banda s Phalaza 58 143,26
Ackson Nyirenda " Vilimbala Le 113.62
Janas Te. Nyirongo " Falls 100 247,00
Substone Mtonga L Phalaza 60 148,20
Pilmaton Ngulube u aeheani 70 ﬁ72.90
Petro Mhlanga Magodi Petro Mhlanga 60 148.20

Cooperative

atephen B, NdRlovu " Tengayumo 40 98.80
Hunga Banda " Hunga Lt 108,68
Ephraim Phiri Mphamba Japhet Block 50 123450
Yousuf Patel " Rockie Gandens 41 101.27
January Muwale . Kapichila Changaliwa - 150 L70450
Wilson Muale " Themba 8L 207.48
Rabson sakala i Chidula . 45 11115
Raphael Phiri Zumwanda Luasila 60 148420
Enesto M. Phiri " | Kaweche L2 103674

source; Quarterly Report, Department of Agriculture

Eastern Province, December 1977.
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was Forty—nine.qb In 1967/68 seasuon twenty-one members
left the cooperative. Mukomba Cooperative Farm was

formed -in 1967+ In 1969/70 the two Cooperatives were given
a trector which was used communally. In1872/73 season,
there were only. six members at Sembwa Communal farm.

Since the 'legal minimum number to form a cooperative is
ten, the farm was operating -illegally. The ‘gavernment
withdrew the tractor. The Cooperative farms .had heavy
debts-uith the Agricultural Finance Companye.. '
Igg;gyﬂ&gig;}%ﬁ“shows the ‘performange of varfious coopera-
tive farms in Udndazi Distriet in 1973. The.séttlers had
very low managerial ability. They azlso had low level
ability of the peasants' faeming techniques. . There wes

no financial accountability since they had no records.

The Agriculturel Finance Company was disappointed with the
agricultural cooperatives for falling to pay.back their
viaéné{’-Tha AFCo adopted a policy of giving loans to
farmeré whé<had paid back all their previogus }aans.‘ This
action affected the farming cooperatives greatly, and a
number of them went into liquidation in 1973.

This was Follnwed'by a more widespread extension
effort whose main objective was geared towards the esta-
blishment of smsll-scale family farmse. Despite all this
effort by the government, extenslion woerkers concentrated

their activities on a small group of ‘successful farmerse.
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LUNDAZI DISTRICT AGRICULTURAL COOPERATIVES; LUANS 76

SOCTETIES, 1973

societly Tatal Total Paid Total Unpeid
Membership Share Capital Loan
Manda Hill 2 2.00 613.99
Luzi 10 23.50 1091. 14
Tayani 10 56,00 722 24
Mbinguwa 9 364,00 284814
Luwerezi 18 ¥ 40.00 2425.40
Mwase ed 12 40.00 9088437
Lundazi 6 +28400: . 5761.05
Wadonda 7 Nea 11080.53
2ambuwa 6 Nefe 3188.58
Mkomba _ 9 Nea 3007.50
Ziko 2 Nea 5087.91

Source; Quarterly Report, Department of Agriculture,

June, 1973.

The extension workees expected these few farmers to
disseminate the knowledge they learnt from them to the
less succesaful farmers. They were expected to act as
demonstrators to their fellow farmers.

The government encouraged the .raising of cattle in
the district because they continued .to occupy an important
role in the lives of the locals as draught power in

plouphing and providing essential protein in the form of
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milk and meat. It was also & source of an additionel
capital to farmers. Those who did not own cattle, played

a minor role in the development of agriculture. Ox-drawn
ploughs coupled with the introduction of hybrid seed and
chemical fertilizer, added an improvement to land expansimh
under cultivation,

However, with the initiation of a number.of settle-
ment schemes, more and more people were drawn-into
agriculture, in this way, discouraging rural-urban migra-
tion and answering the call back to the land.  The govern-
ment encouraged farming pr&ctice concerned with 'preservation
and restoration of soil fertility, mixed farming and
improved methods!' for high agricultural output in the
district.15 Van Donge commented:

In the case of “Zambia, which has ample arable

farm land, of which only about 20 percent

“i3 under cultivation at any given time, the

government has sought to encourage unemployed

squatters to return to the land where most

of .their needs can be ‘met without regular

caﬁh income, if they make an effort.16

Apart from de;éndence on government fimancial help,
gsome farmers were able to use the mamey they brought with
them after retirement from wage empluyment in Zimbabuwe,

Sguth Africa, Tanzania, Malawi and within the country.
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This enabled such farmers to have an edge over cther
farmers., They were able to expand their productive land
more than those who only depended on the government to
finance them. This contributed to social and economic
differcnti:tian betuéen the Fﬁrmer; on the schemes and
the village based farmers. In some cases, some individual
farmers in the villages were better off then some of those
on the séhemea because they were also retired workerse
Some of %them were engaged in other economic production
and distribution,. ?They owned shops from where they reali-
sed cagﬁ tu‘h;ip them extend their 1and_under cultivatione
The ereation of financial institutions by the
government provided credit services to both small and
large scale farmers after independence and throughout the
ﬁeriod under studye. This conbrasted sharply with colonial
adminiytration which denied village farmers access to
credifxand technical opportunities. The colonial govern-
ment, believed in boosting food production thpeugh settle-
ment schemes under fewer selected aetfier: who showed
willingness to adopt new techniques of farminge They
expécted village based farmers to learn from the feuw
selected farmers on the schemese It created political
discontent among the villagers who jniﬁed the African
National Congress (ANC) and leter the United National

Independence Party (UNIP) which they expected to redress
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their grievances. GSome. chiefs and civil servants supported
political activities in their areas, leading, to their
depozition aznd. dismissals from their positionse The
colonial policy facilitated social and economic inequali-
ties in the district. That this situation obtained,
reflected the failure of the colonial admpinistration to
improve the conditions of the rural poor on one hand, and

on other, the commitment of the colonial government to

LR kg BRI R

serve the interegts of the few sucecessful farms=rs aon the

gettlement schemese

The social and economic differentiation between

farmers on the schemes and the surrounding villages can

be. seen through the style of life each of_ them led. The

R a5 e o

farmers pn the schemes improved their materiasl quality of
life through the type of houses they owned, dress they

Py

cod they ate and general lifestyle. Before 1964,

ware, T
Athe pulicieg of the government were largely respansible
for such sogigl and economic inequality which was |
demonstrated 'in the inability to increase productivity
due to lack of more efficient factors of production:
implements,“inputa like seed and fertilizers and in indi-
scriminatory marketing practices'.17 3o0me Farﬁers on

the schemes had accumulsted enough capital and property
such as cattle, goats, sheep and pigse. They established
small retail businesses such as stores, groceries and tea
roomse They bpught consumption goods. such as. cars,
tractors, harrows, planters, shellers, grinding mills,

)

radlios, bicycles, scotch carts, =ngine water pumps for
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irrigation and they built themselves reasonable houses

comparable to those in low density areas in townse - The
farmers interviewed said that all thase items were
acquired through their own sweat on the farmg . especially
after independence. There were other farmers on the
schemes who gained very little from the financial and
technical services from both the coleonial and Zambian govern-
mentse, They were no better off than saome of the village
based farmerse. Some other village farmers managed to
acquire similar items acquired by successful farmers on
the schemese

The Zambian government had also initiated the esta-
blishment of free health and educaztional facilities on a
number of settlement schemes and village schemes. It
also tried hard to develop physical infrastructure in a
form of roads, bridgeées and dams to accelerate agricultural
development. It established a farm training centre at
Lundazi inp 1967. It 2lso subsidized the costs of medigal
and educational care. This Henefited the entire population
on the setitlements schzmes and the adjacent villages. It
had further constructed dipping tenks to eradicate diseases,

e .

ast Coast Fever, Swine Fever and Foot and Mouth

m

such as
epidemic which attacked cattle and octher livestock,
though with little success in some cases.

There is no doubt that the peasant farming scheme in

its years of operation had more than justified its o

o
Ca.
1]
)
et
e
<
@
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aof increa;ihg food production, Craating empioymunt and
minimising rurel-urban migration by the local people.
This is shown by the number of individual recruits whao
had joined the scheme and engaged in agricultural

crop production for sale by the end of study period.
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APPENDIX 26.

3ir, we do not want problems in Zambias. This is our
Government we fought for, now where are those promises

we mzde to people that after independence things will be
all :igﬁt, ig this what we meant by better 1ife? There
gre no mines in the villages, even on the Copperbelt, Jobs
are limited and pbpulatimn has grown to an alarming
proportion. Where will villegers get assistance since
produger pricg.is:lqu and cooperative societies do not
givevbnnua fn deserving people? UWhen will producer price
go up, although wé hear rumours that it.may be 14 shillings
or say K1-40 next year; this is a lie; when we create
troubles do not blame us, we simply want attractive
producer price znd better price for cattle. Some of the
complaints will be channelled through the government about
the deteriorating life in the villages. UWe should not

say people ere bad tomorrow, the leaders are to bleme
becesse we tell lies. e write faglse report purporting
that people have accepted certain decisions, and yet we
have not discussed issues with theme We do not want

such things, since a lie does not build & nation, but

it simply destroys it. Reply to my letter,
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NOTE: 1 conductea ﬁineﬁy ﬁ?ﬁl Tntervicws oh"JEutl ement
, aghemes, twenty interviews ‘in The iurquunding
Villages and a few with goveznment ‘officialse Due
to space limitation, only the most ‘importdnt to

this study.aze cited heres

Interviouiutish BaNde M. Mathiaé, Molozi Peasant Farming
scheme, Chief Kapichile, Lundazi District,
' 20/12/86. '
Interview with L111 Ehanaichi Hamutande Pe= ant scheme,
Chief Mwabe, Lundazi Diatrict 6/1/87. |
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Chief Hambambn, Chana Dlatrlct 9/6/87. '
Interviesw with FathEL Gundl; Lumezi P1L" ion, Chief
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Interview with Moyo Muchelu, Muchelu Villag@,‘DhieF
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