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Abstract

This study examines the responses of communities of south-eastern Zimbabwe to their eviction
from the Gonarezhou National Park (GNP) and their forced settlement in the peripheral areas of
the park. The thesis establishes that prior to their eviction, the people had created a utilitarian
relationship with their fauna and flora which allowed responsible reaping of the forest’s products.
It reveals that the introduction of a people-out conservation mantra forced the affected
communities to become poachers, to emigrate from south-eastern Zimbabwe in large numbers to
South Africa for greener pastures and, to fervently join militant politics of the 1960s and 1970s.
These forms of protests put them at loggerheads with the colonial government. The study reveals
that the independence government’s position on the inviolability of the country’s parks put the
people and state on yet another level of confrontation as the communities had anticipated the
restitution of their ancestral lands. The new government’s attempt to buy their favours by engaging
them in a joint wildlife management project called CAMPFIRE only slightly relieved the pain.
The land reform programme of the early 2000s, again, enabled them to recover a small part of their
old Gonarezhou homeland. The local people opposed the government’s later attempt to create a
transfrontier park with Mozambique and South Africa, arguing that it would further dislocate their
lives. It is, therefore, the contention of this study that the establishment of the GNP created

perpetual contestation by indigenous communities during the colonial and post-colonial periods.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION
Historical background to the study

Primarily, before even considering the possibility of making a game reserve, it will be
necessary to remove the native population and transfer them elsewhere. These natives are
of a most undesirable type, they do not work in Rhodesia and are not properly looked after,
being apparently too far away from a Native Commissioner to be visited in person. Also
they are in, or claim to be, a perpetual state of semi-starvation as the country has too little
rainfall to support crops. Finally it is virtually impossible to have a game sanctuary and a
native population in the same area [Acting Secretary of Commerce, 1934].!

We were born here. Our fathers were born here and our grandfathers were born here-in
the days when there was no border fence and no border line. We have many troubles-
sometimes the Portuguese worry us, we have no cattle, water is short and arable land is
limited. But this is our home! Our ancestral spirits are here. We do not want to move and
we want the D.C. to go to Salisbury with our elders and tell the Government this [Headman
Xilotlela, 1963].2

The focal point of this study is the Gonarezhou National Park (GNP), a Protected Area (PA)
located in the south-eastern corner of Zimbabwe and its interaction with evicted indigenous
communities now living on the fringes of the park.® The study notes that the GNP has been a site
of contestation since its establishment in 1934 as its creation was followed by phases of the eviction
of indigenous people from it, which went on throughout the colonial period.* When Zimbabwe
attained independence in 1980, the new government maintained the park, much to the chagrin of
the inhabitants of the area. When the accelerated land occupations began in 2000, the Chisa

community located in the northern fringes of the park took advantage of the programme and

! National Archives of Zimbabwe, hereafter, NAZ: S914/12/1B, Acting Secretary, Commerce and Transport to Col.
the Hon. Deneys Reitz, M. P. Minister of Lands, Pretoria, ‘Gona-re-Zhou Game Reserve: National Park and Game
Reserve Scheme, Government Proclamation Gazetted’, 28 September, 1934.

2 A. Wright, Valley of the Ironwoods, (Cape Town: Cape & Transvaal Printers Ltd, 1972), p. 335. Since the study
begins during the colonial period, it will be unavoidable to at times use colonial names in certain contexts. These will
be explained under glossary of terms.

3 While Gonarezhou National Park (GNP) will be used consistently to refer to the area of study, there are times when
it will be used interchangeably with Gonarezhou Game Reserve (GGR) for, the PA was known as GGR up until 1975
when the name was changed by an act of parliament.

4 NAZ: S914/12/1B, Acting Secretary, Commerce and Transport to Col. the Hon. Deneys Reitz, M. P, Minister of
Lands, Pretoria.
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forcibly occupied the northern section of the game park adjacent to their communal lands.®
Further claims to the same land followed from other communities surrounding the park. This
heightened tension in the contested area and created clashes in some parts of the park. The study
records that by 2008 when the land occupations were declared officially over, the local people had
gained some land concessions from the park but the fight for the total recovery of their birthright

was yet to be won.

Studies on the GNP to date have tended to glorify the perceived benefits that the local people and
the nation derive from the park without fully examining the responses of the displaced
communities to the establishment of the game park.b A particular area that has been neglected
and, which is the central thesis of this study is the nature of the reaction of the eviction victims.
The study, therefore, examines how the creation of the park, through the forced displacement of
the indigenous communities of the area, engendered conflict between the park institution and the
affected communities. It also investigates how the people’s responses during the period 1934 to

2008 shaped park-community relations.

It then follows that this study is about the history of competing ownership claims to the GNP land
by constituent communities of south-eastern Zimbabwe that fell under an ethnic formation called
the Shangane and the Rhodesian and Zimbabwean state.” It is precisely a narrative of seventy four

years of contact between the local people located inside and on the periphery of the park and the

5 Colonial historiography erroneously referred to the community as Chitsa. Chisa comes from their praise totem, Ya
Chisa Mlimo (Fire Burns), hence, Chisa (Burn).

& Wright’s book, Valley of the Ironwoods dwells at length on the benefits that the nation would get from the creation
of the GNP. For further insight into the matter, see, NAZ: S1194/1645/3/1, Chief Forest Officer to Acting Secretary,
Department of Agriculture & Lands, 8 April 1933, NAZ: S4061, C. Saunders, ‘Wildlife and the N. R. B: The Use of
Land for Parks and Wildlife’, Wild Rhodesia, No. 14, July 1972, p. 23, Gonarezhou National Park, General
Management Plan, 2011-2021, Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management Authority, Harare, undated, pp. 63-65,
Gonarezhou Plan: Zimbabwe Parks and Wildlife Management Authority, Harare, January, 1994, National Park Act,
1949: Gazetted on 27 January, 1950 & Report of the National Parks Advisory Board for the Year Ended 31/12/50.

" During the colonial period, the name Shangane was erroneously spelt as Shangaan.
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state. The study tells the story of conflict and contestation by the forces competing for the control
of the park between 1934 and 2008. The narrative begins with an examination of the historical
grievances of the local people arising out of the creation of the national park. It then explores the
struggles experienced by the Shangane between 1934 and 2008 to access the forests they had
communed with for over a century. The account then examines the critical role played by the
Shangane at various times of the period under focus to resist imposed state policies in the form of
a park. The story then also explores how the changing land tenure systems in the area under contest
shaped the history of south-eastern Zimbabwe during the colonial and post-colonial periods. It
then critiques why the independence government is perceived to have let the people down when it

failed to redefine and restore the people’s old relationship with the park.

It is the contention of this study that the creation of the GNP is best understood in the broader
realm of the history of racial land alienation that characterised Rhodesian politics. Land alienation
intensified soon after Southern Rhodesia attained self-governance in 1923 and accelerated
following the government’s enactment of the discriminatory Land Apportionment Act (LAA) in
1930 which allocated land usage on a racial basis with the lion’s share reserved for white
occupation.®  The declaration of GGR, through Proclamation No. 3 of 1934 soon after the
enactment of the LAA fitted well into the trajectory of colonial land appropriation.® From 1934,
the indigenous people of south-eastern Zimbabwe were relocated to places outside the park with
more reserves created to accommodate them. As in other areas on the globe where park-induced
evictions had taken place, the original inhabitants of what became GNP had built a utilitarian

relationship with their land which was changed with the severance of the beneficial interaction

8 See, among others, H. V. Moyana, The Political Economy of Land in Zimbabwe, (Gweru: Mambo Press, 1984) & R. H.
Palmer, Land and Racial Domination in Rhodesia, (London: Heinemann, 1977).
® Proclamation No. 3, 1934 & Palmer, Land and Racial Domination in Rhodesia, p. 164.
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with the environment.!® The current study, thus, interrogates the impact of such changes on the

affected communities.

Broadly, two viewpoints emerge on the contest for the control of the GNP: the official one that
says the park establishment has become a fait accompli that local people must live with and the
unofficial position which suggests that local people should claim back their ancestral land.!! These
perspectives are critically examined in order to fully understand the dynamics of the fight for the
control of the GNP. The fight should also be understood in the context of the deepening concerns
about the “mounting economic, political and moral argument about the fate of the continent’s

wildlife, forest, pasture and water resources.”?

The name Gonarezhou means a place of many elephants, so named because the area is home to
large numbers of elephants. While Mavhunga states that the name was a 19" century Karanga
appellation®®, local folklore has it that it originated from a local tradition where herbalists used to
stock lots of medicine in the tusks (gona) of elephants (zhou), hence, Gonarezhou (Elephant Tusks
Full of Medicine).** The area that became the GNP had been inhabited from kale kale (long back)
by the Shangane people, also known as the Hlengwe or Tsonga.*® Other earlier inhabitants, now

smaller indigenous occupants of the area were the various Shona-speaking groups. These were

10 Testimonies of elderly interviewees in the Sangwe area of study revealed the fact. For an overview of the issue, see, H.
Zeppel, ‘National Parks as Cultural Landscapes. Indigenous Peoples, Conservation and Tourism’, in W. Frost & C.
M. Hall (eds), Tourism and National Parks, International Perspectives on Development, Histories and Change, (New
York: Routledge, 2009), p. 270 & P. F. J. Eagles & S. F. McCool, Tourism in National Parks and Protected Areas,
Planning and Management, (Oxon: CABI Publishing, 2002), p. 192.

11 The contradictory position was after 2000 often stated by the then Governor of Masvingo Province, a Shangane
who hails from the contested area. His position is understandable.

12, Beinart & J. McGregor (eds), Social History and African Environments, (Oxford: James Currey, 2003), p. 1.

13 C. C. Mavhunga, ‘The Mobile Workshop: Mobility, Technology and Human-Animal Interaction in Gonarezhou
(National Park), 1850 to Present’, PhD Thesis, University of Michigan, 2008, p. 34.

14 Department of Parks and Wild Life Management, Unpublished Brochure, undated, p. 36.

15 H. A. Junod, The Life of a South African Tribe, Vol. 1, (London: Macmillan, 1927), pp. 16-19, A. K. Smith, ‘The
Peoples of Southern Mozambique, An Historical Survey’, Journal of African History, 14, 4 (1973), pp. 565-580 & J.
D. Omer-Cooper, The Zulu Aftermath. A Nineteenth-Century Revolution in Bantu Africa, (London: Longman, 1966).
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subjugated and some displaced by the Gaza-Nguni in the first half of 19" century. In the 1950s,
several Ndebele and Shona-speaking groups were evicted from their own home lands in the Fort
Rixon area of Matebeleland and Victoria District respectively and settled in south-eastern
Zimbabwe.'® These groups were to co-exist with the dominant Shangane after they were resettled

in the Lowveld.

The park covers a surface area of 5 053 km? of open grasslands and dense woodlands.'” 1t is the
second largest park in the country, after Hwange.'® To its east and south east are the Gaza District
of Mozambique and Mozambique’s Limpopo National Park (LNP). To its south and south west
are the Sengwe Communal Lands and across the Limpopo River, the Kruger National Park (KNP).
To its west and north is the Matibi No. 2 Communal area, Chiredzi town and Sangwe Communal
land. Mutandahwe Ward 29 and Mahenye Ward 30 of Ndowoyo Communal lands under the
Chipinge Rural District Council are located on the north-eastern fringe of the park.*® Surrounding

the park, as shown in Map 1.1, are scattered villages of displaced communities falling under chiefs

16 Wright, Valley of the Ironwoods, pp. 57, 197 & 200, J. H. Bannerman, ‘Hlengweni: The History of the Hlengwe of
Lower Save and Lundi Rivers from the 18" Century’, Zimbabwean History, 12, (1981), p. 492, R. G. M. Mtetwa, ‘The
Political and Economic History of the Duma People of South East Rhodesia from the 18" Century until 1945°, PhD
Thesis: University of Rhodesia, 1976, p. 147, Masvingo Records Centre, hereafter, MRC: MS 22, Delineation Report on
the Sengwe Chieftainship and Community, Sengwe Tribal Trust Land: Nuanetsi District, p. 100, MRC: OH/1/CHR/90,
An Interview Between W. Muvundla Chiseko (CH) Born on 14 April 1940 at Chiredzi and Mr. Patrick Ngulube (NG)
of the Department of National Archives, Masvingo Records on 5 October, 1990, MRC: MS 22, Delineation Report on
the Chilonga Chieftainship and Community: Chief Chitanga: Matibi Il Tribal Trust Land, p. 68, MRC: MS 22, Delineation
Report on the Masuamele Headmanship and Community: Chief Chitanga: Matibi Il Tribal Trust Land, p. 70, MRC: MS
22, Report on the Mpapa Headmanship and Community: Chief Chitanga: Matibi 1l Tribal Trust Land, p. 75 & NAZ:
S2929/8/4, Delineation of Communities, Nuanetsi District, Victoria Province, ‘Tribes in Nuanetsi East’, 15 March
1973. A more revealing picture of the eviction experiences was given in interviews with Gogo Lydia Jilongo [80 years
old] and Gogo Mabhena [92 years old] who were victims of the Fort Rixon evictions.

17 Zimbabwe National Parks and Wildlife Conservation Fund, Gonarezhou National Parks: Synopsis of Sites with
Potential for Leasing and Investment, August, 1992, p. 3 & Gonarezhou National Park, General Management Plan,
2011-2021.

18 Report of the Director of National Parks and Wildlife Management, 1979-80 to Minister of Natural Resources and
Tourism, the Hon. Victoria Chitepo, (by Dr G. F. T. Child), p. 21.

19 Zimbabwe National Parks and Wildlife Conservation Fund, p. 3.
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Mahenye, Gudo and Tsvovani in the northern edges of the park and Chief Sengwe in the central

part and southern tip of the peripheral game area.

Map 1.1: The GNP and surrounding settlements
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Source: Gonarezhou National Park, General Management Plan, p. vii.

Headman Chisa is under Tsvovani, while Chilonga, Masivamele, Gezani, Samu and Mpapa are
under Sengwe.?’ The chieftainship institution in Zimbabwe underwent several mutations during

the colonial period, a calculated move directed at weakening it so that it would be malleable.?

20 MRC: MS 22, Delineation Report on the Sengwe Chieftainship and Community, p. 100. At the inception of colonial
rule, headmen Chilonga, Masivamele together with Ngwenyeni, Fitchani and Xilotlela were under Chief Chitanga
who was later moved to Matibi No. 1 Tribal Trust Land (TTL) and, so, lost control of the headmen to Chief Sengwe.
2L For a detailed discussion of the chiefship institution in colonial Zimbabwe, see, T. Makahamadze, N. Grand & B.
Tavuyanago, ‘The Role of Traditional Leaders in Fostering Democracy, Justice and Human Rights in Zimbabwe’,
The African Anthropologist, 16, 1 & 2 (2009), pp. 33-47.
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Headmen such as Chisa, Ngwenyeni and Xilotlela who had offered strong resistance to eviction
were punished through demotion or forced removal from their indigenous locales. Chisa’s
chieftainship, for example, was downgraded to headmanship in 1957.22 His people were forcibly
moved from the Save-Runde confluence and settled in an area called Seven Jack in 1957. They
were further moved from that area in 1962 and settled in the Ndali area of the Sangwe TTL where
they have lived since.?®> GNP was also surrounded by white commercial ranches that had also been

created through the displacement of local residents.?*

The political boundaries of the surrounding communal areas underwent several adjustments during
the colonial period and, by 2008, the larger part of the lands fell under four political units: Chiredzi
East, Chiredzi West, Chiredzi South and Chiredzi North constituencies. The area was divided into
thirty-two smaller political administrative units called wards.?® Added to these wards were two

others on the northern fringes of the park which fell under the Chipinge District of Manicaland.

Aim and objectives of the study

Aim

This study seeks to explore and analyse the collective and individual responses of the indigenous
people living on the fringes of the park to eviction from the GNP between 1934 and 2008. It
recognises that while some considerable literature has been generated on the broad subject of
eviction of indigenous communities to allow for the establishment of national parks in Zimbabwe,

there is regrettably limited work on the responses of the affected communities to their

22 S. Mombeshora & S. Le Bel, ‘People-Park Conflicts: The Case of Gonarezhou and Chitsa Community in South
East Zimbabwe’, Biodiversity Conservation, 18 (2009), p. 2609.

23 |bid.

2 Interview with Gogo MwaMuzamani, Zibizapansi Village, Sangwe, 17 April 2014.

2 Interview with Acting Chief Executive Officer, Chiredzi Rural District Council, Chiredzi, 15 April 14.
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displacements from park-designated areas. The study, therefore, hopes to make a contribution to

the historiography of park evictions and indigenous people’s responses to them.
Objectives
The objectives of this study are, inter alia, to:

e discuss the establishment of the GNP in relation to the eviction of indigenous residents

e examine the nature of responses to eviction from the GNP by local communities at various
stages of the period under review

e document the historical development of contestation and conflict that characterised
relations between the GNP and the displaced people and,

e assess the socio-political and economic impact of displacement on local communities.

Statement of the problem

This study investigates the responses of the Shangane communities of south-eastern Zimbabwe to
the new state conservation initiative that led to their eviction from the GNP and their settlement
on areas contiguous to the park between 1934 and 2008. It notes that the establishment of parks in
Zimbabwe, as elsewhere on the globe was mostly accompanied by forced and often violent
removal of indigenous communities from their traditional lands purportedly to promote modern

forms of bio-diversity conservation.’® The overall research problem is that despite the

% J. lgoe, Conservation and Globalization, A Study of National Parks and Indigenous Communities from East Africa to
South Dakota, (Belmont: Wadsworth/Thomson Learning, 2004), p. 85, A. Impey, ‘Songs of Mobility and Belonging:
Gender, Spatiality and the Local in Southern Africa’s Transfrontier Conservation Development’, Interventions:
International Journal of Postcolonial Studies, 15, 2 (2013), p. 256, S. Khan, ‘Sustainable Development and Community
Participation: A Case Study of Great Limpopo Transfrontier Park’, Unpublished paper, Il Conferecia do IESE Dinamicas
da Pobreza e Padroes de Acumulacao em Mocambique, Maputo, 22 e 23 de Abril de 2009, pp. 12-13, M. Dowie,
‘Conservation Refugees: When Protecting Nature Means Kicking People Out’, Orion Magazine, (2005), p. 1 & M. M.
Cernea & K. Schmidt-Soltau, ‘Poverty Risks and National Parks: Policy Issues in Conservation and Resettlement’, World
Development, 34, 10 (2006), p. 1810.
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marginalisation of the Shangane people as a result of their displacement from the GNP, hardly any

scholarly work has examined their responses to eviction from the park.

The current enquiry notes that studies of national parks and the eviction of indigenous people from
park-designated areas have become rapidly growing fields of academic enquiry attracting global
scholarly interest.?’ It observes that since the 1990s, there has emerged a growing corpus of work
speaking to the subject of the eviction of communities in order to create national parks.?® The
study, furthermore, notes that literature generated on parks like Matopos, Hwange and Gonarezhou
has rather focused on the reasons for and the impact of eviction on displaced communities leaving

a knowledge gap on the responses of the evicted communities.?®

Through interrogating empirical evidence, the current study attempts to offer a fresh perspective
within the field of socio-environmental history by teasing out the reactions of the indigenous
Shangane communities to their eviction from the GNP and their forced resettlement on lands

adjoining the park over time and space. Again, within the broader land dispossession discourse,

27 D. Brockington & J. Igoe, ‘Eviction for Conservation. A Global Overview’, Unpublished paper, Institute for
Development Policy and Management, University of Manchester, UK and Development Anthropology, University of
Colorado, Denver, 2006, pp. 1-3. Other than historians, the subject has also attracted the attention of sociologists,
anthropologists, geographers and archaeologists.

28 Brockington & Igoe, ‘Eviction for Conservation’, pp. 3-23, B. King, ‘Conservation Geographies in Sub-Saharan
Africa: The Politics of National Parks, Community Conservation and Peace Parks’, Geography Compass, 3 (2009), pp. 1-
14, C. M. Hall & W. Frost, ‘The Making of the National Parks Concept’, in W. Frost, & C. M. Hall (eds), Tourism and
National Parks, International Perspectives on Development, Histories and Change, (New York: Routledge, 2009), W. Frost
& C. M. Hall, ‘Reinterpreting the Creation of Myth, Yellowstone National Park’, in W. Frost, & C. M. Hall (eds),
Tourism and National Parks, International Perspectives on Development, Histories and Change, (New York: Routledge,
2009) & M. Adams, ‘Negotiating Nature: Collaboration and Conflict Between Aboriginal and Conservation Interests in
New South Wales, Australia’, Australian Journal of Environmental Education, 20, 1 (2004).

2% Among other are works, see, J. McGregor, Crossing the Zambezi. The Politics of Landscape on a Central African
Frontier, (Harare: Weaver Press, 2009), p. 9, W. D. Gale, ‘A Soldier’s Dream Becomes Life’s Work for First Warden’,
Rhodesia Calls, July-August 1978, pp. 11-19, D. Paynter, ‘Golden Jubilee of a Great Game Reserve’, Africa Wildlife,
32, 6 (1978), pp. 36-38 & Report of the National Parks Advisory Boa