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IDS/WP 306
he KITUI TRADH
There are meny cxplanations for the pattern of establishing trading.
centres. Some of them have to do with the nature of population migration.
Some -have to do with the traders themselves, others have something to do with
the soeio~cultural demonds and ‘finally some have to do with the socio-

spolitical demands,

'>'Looking at Table T.1l List shops outside Kitui Town 1912 and Table
Te 2 Trading centres 1912-1952 Table several comments are in order., First .the
0ld tradifn centers were established where some local headmen had their
populations  The ‘most ‘striking of these are Chui, Kengee, Kitabi's Kano's anc
Mavia's. However, purely personal'whims on ﬁart of the headmen werc not
sufficient reason for the viabil%}y of a trading center as opposcd to a large r
nomulation.” A headman may have/a trader to establish a shop but the pgrowth
of a trading center needed to have a population to support it. Thus centers
like Migwani which had extensive population have been viable trading centers.
411 -alotiz. “Other centers like Nuu and Voo die when populations shift, away
from their environs during major catastrophies (1934 drought in this case).
In the case of these two towns the populations move away. Ikanga is a peculiar -
trading centér in the sense that it has remained as a significant. town even
aiven the 193/ catastrophy. Ikanga is on the main route to Kibwezi and, coast

b
(0

and given also 1ts transhipment role (together_with Ikutha) of the animal
products for the Rastérn dry lands it h;E ﬂéd é trading role to plaﬁ eVeIL : { - Iy A
when the local population moved awaye. Some of the relatively major rural
centers arc shown in Mip.. Te 1o (192Q). Mape -Te e -1932, Mape Te he1950
and Mape T. 5. 1950,

- R A e

In the, case, of establishient “of Kitui rural trading centers explaw
nations have to also embracé~the racial mixture of the traders. OFf the 51
shops oukside Kitui town in 1912 as sh®wn-if" Table T.1l. List of shops outside
Kitui Township C» -191%, 3 were irabs-owned, 13 were Indian owned, 2 was ovmed
by,an Islamized Kumba; 31 weréiSwahili owned, '1 was owned by a Baluchi and
one by a Goan. It is dnteresting to note that the Kamba, Goan, Baluchi and
Swahili were individuaX¥ly owned. - The Indians and Arabs shops were family
outfitse Of the 31 Swohili shops only 3 were owned by members of the same
family. These were the brothers Zuberi and Suitan who controlled -the Mutha and
Voo trade. The¥ had specifically established themselves. in these areas- and

did control‘most of the ‘trade in ivory hides and skins of Fastern, Kitui.
of tﬂe ié'
Ismaljee and Jiwajee. -These, two families werc also-established in Kitul town

In&iannshopsﬂé viere. controlled by ‘the.two familics of

and. did extensive business even, this early. ~The Jiwajee family hod -shop® in

Kangee, Zombe and Nuu. Thus establishing trade in Mortheastern Kitui and
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filtewing it throush Zombe into Kitui. The Ismailjee family had shops in
Wumonl Nu\tlnl Ikonvl and Jkubha thue having traide routes cutting .across the
v T A .
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mogt of the: Swikdlis had , béen wiper: outol the rural trading”
centres. 1RE.Beason asems.to-be the controliowver mources of trading colfodities
in Nairobi and Mombasa. “Swahili traders were replaced by Indian triders bésitdlly
as the comparison hetween Tiuble T, 1o List .of .chops Outside Kitui -Tawnship
Co 1912 and Table T. 3. Plot Holders Kitui District.l931 .showe By, 1931 of
the 34 Towm plots, 29 are allocated and Jiwaji family had, 9 of, these i.6e . 1w
31¢%  The "Arab family vy of Sheikh Salim Bin Abubuakar had .2 i.e.,0.9% and the
Pushotam family had 3 i.c. 10¢3%. In the nest of the district there were
50 plots allocated. Of these 58, Jiwajo family gontrolled 2 at Mivusoni, ..
1 2t Katse, 1 at Mavia, 1 an Mipwani, 1 in Tiva, 1 at Tkanga, 1 ab Tcutha,
1 ot Hduni and 1 in Zomhe. Although this is enly 18} of the ;jllocuted. shops
in the district it is n fantastically well f istributed network of; shops which .-
toped All'regions of the district. The other families .dth. shops in Kitui,and
and clsewhere are the Abubakars, ("ent & North) the Msmailjees. (South) the
Mivanjees (Bast), the Hassonalis (Bast), the Pursitotams. (Bast) the Bodas o -

(North Bast)and the Igsaji Alibahis (South). , Wone of them had the network . «:
or the resourcefulness of covering thg district. o5 the Jiwajces. . Some were - -

particularly those in the region between IkuthqltMutomo/Tkanga Voo Zombe,
Mutito, Naieni/Nuu Mutha Tcutha were to ge under in 1934 drought whon.these
populatlonq moved ble LO thp hlllq and Lhe elephants migrated awaye

ST
By 14950 ‘there. were 62 operdting ghéps in “the district with 26 of

these being in Kitui town i.c. 41 of all non-native shops were in Kitui town.
Of the 26 Kitul town shops.Jimajes fapdly .controlled 11l. i.es /iRe3%s -If
we add the two Ginnery plots the Jiwajeeifamiy controlled 50% of all plots. '
Not only did they dominage the: old ivory,-fmod stuff,’utensils and transport S
trade they also deminsted.new areas of trade. By 1952 they exchamged’shop
plots for Sexvice station plots, andexchanged #ld plots not located in strategic ™
areas of the town for new ang, bettgr:onese 1By 1950 $he" ‘Purshotam’ ' -
family ﬁnd the \bubak;r fdmllv controlled 4 i.de 15%-and 3.il.€. 6f the'

Kitui town plots respgctively,.as.shown in Table:Tehe CLicoe T ubi

By 1950 Jiwaji family had withdrawn from Tkutha, Muvukoni, Tiva, . .: oo
Mavia and Zimbe. (Population had moved away in famine.frem 194h=h7).,0Ub.:ing . i
had shops as”follews Ikanga 1, Ikoo (new) 1, Kanziko (new) 1, Migwani 2,
Kimangau (new) 1, Katse L. This wals 18/ of £he' operating non-native shops _
outeide Kitui: town'and was a network pérhaps %Etter ﬁlntrlbuted to t.p the .

resources @f:the. districtas shown in Table'T. 5. Howover frnm 1948 after
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being prosecuted for ivory smuggling as reported in the Annual/Report of
1948 Jiwajee's had come out of official favour and were to be superceded by
the Janmohameds in the '1950%s and 1960's as the controllers of Kitui trade.

There are basic .points to add to the;point who;controlledrtrades @' . It
Field key informant data.suggests that it is-notjust. the switch -ovenr.in thei. .-
ragcial composition of .traders which is important but rather the nature of deing
bu=1ness._ Wherea° the Swahili trader went out and .earmaked his, place to. get.
a ehOp and struggled to get goods there, the rise of .the family contrelled:
businesses with outlets in various parts of. the district led to systemization .,
of the trade with the basic control.over Kitui prices under the Jiwajees: .. ;..
primarily up to World War II. . Prices were negotiated between the, Hindu .Indiap;.
Traders - led by the Purshotams and Moslem Indian traders led by .Jiwajee-and
after Wbrld Wer IT by Jan Mohammede° In this framework it was hard . for any -
new trader to establish shop. particulorly after 1920, . The secand important
point is the adjustment. by traders to new trading patterns. This undergcares
the basic point about intra-district migration. There is not/Qefinitive list
of .traders in.allitrading.centers throughout but ‘again relying:-on Key informant
data (especially oldmen who worked for the Indian traders), shops would be
established on trial basis for periods of three to six moths and later moved if

the'area’did not become promlslng. k
v . : R . . R Y e
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. _What, was trqded Table Te 6. K1tu1 Imports 1913/1b --1921 and Table .Te 7.
Kitui Exports l913/ﬁA.-.1921 show the items.and unit valuess,,: A

. EQe o?yleds fact from Table Te .7, is, that up.to 1920 the:exports from
Kitui were all animal related. Withln this obvious fact it is important to

note that cattle (32.5/%) were more important -export animal.than shoats(26.%7/%e )
One should alse note that goat prices were almost, .constant. for the period.and: . !
further that cattle prices almost double during.the periods.. There. was a olear. .
attempt by the military procurement of oxen for slaughter to move:prices.

up since none were offereds Up to the war period- local,cowprices. were higher
than oxen/bull p;ices. Perhaps. it was the military procurement. which. favoured
oxen which inversed the traditional practice of valuing cows-more than .oxene, : :f

Of -course the militaryﬂslaughteruprogramme‘favpured”oxen meat over cow mgate:

It should also be noted that ghee prices improved, this is a commodity
for which' there was internal as well as external demand. Beeswax for which there

was no internal'demand “dropped in unit value by more than half during the period.

The export totals for the period are Rs. 1,866,566 or Shs. 3,733,132,

(-
-
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Table T. 8, T. 9 and T, lO based on. >tanners .and Annual Reports:data;;
show the details of exports in the. interyar.years (18237193§)ﬂ£ These.;tables .
show the primacy of livestock in Kitui exports. Live Cattle alone account for
41, 68% of all’ exports in value;" live shoats 25,507, Iivestock and livestock . .
related-products-dccount for 91.85% of total export value of the period.
It "$hould also be noted that natural resources (essentially honey and beeswax)
are ‘the next’ important ‘export item accounting for 5.4% of total export value of
the intervar years.  Finally crop agriculture was an insignificant source of
exports. If in crop agriculturc a distinction is made between cash crops and.
consumable crops the latter are irrelevant for cxport-suggesting clearly that
crop 'agrictlture had not been pushed into the district. The figurcs for cash
crops are ‘for cotton, which was forcebly introduced in carly 1930s. Cotton was
a fa¥Yure from both technical agricultural production point of view as well as
from the socio-political point of view as will be discussed later. Map T.3
Acreageunder Cotton 1936737 shows the spreading cotton at its peak.

~3ince Kitui was so totallyidwpendent on pustoral products a further

look at livestock prices-is in orders - " ° IR R et

Cattle priccs rosc up to 1925 and deteriorated during the rest of the
period. They do not rcach the 1925 rate in this period. Given the increasing
taxation and economic demands for subsistencce, the incomes of Kitui pecople

deteriorate in the interwar yecars. This is shown in Table T. 11,

Tt "Particular attention’is called “to the price movement of which rise
from Shs. 10,42 & piece ih 1923 to an all timc high of Shs. 41.78 per picca
in 1929, They decline to an timc low of Shs. &L in 1932 and risc back to the

1923 price by 1938. Beeswax rises from Shs. ?9 1n 1923 to Shs. 67.77 in 1927
and' drops to an all time low of S'hs° 16 1n 1931 By 1938 the prlce had only
climbed up to Shs."23.42. attle prlces in 1923 are Shs. 80 per head and risec
up tb She., 100 by 1926 but as the impact of the 1928 drought register prices
drop ‘drastically to Shs. 25.15 and continue dropping to an all time low in
1933/34 drought of Shs. 10 per heads Similar movement in Shoat prices are
observed. If one adjusted for inflation these figures indicate a terrible
economic situation for the Kitui peoplc.. Their product was:. earning less and
less, in the war years and after thcy are to be cxploited more as the:Military
Procurement forced them to.sell their livesteock at terribly.low pricesejir o

Subscauent policies on bheef marketing and destocking force priccs even lower.

PO T i o s . N LI AT BN
The 5001o-p011tlcal process of colonlzatlon /° Eé%erated a cattle

ownership pattern which lcad to appropriation of cattle by some in the interwar
years. Thercby denying ecuitable distribution of the export resource in the

population.
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World
o i-There is ivery -little systematic data on exports ddring the/war II

yeapse iFhe undery.establishment administration seems:to have been: ptimarily
pregeeupied . with military recruitmont. - ‘Howevor by-1948 therce is collection
ofdata-Table ‘Te 12 shows Kitul Exports in cuantity,+valuc and unit value
Table -T.~13 shows movement of Sclccted Prices perexport unit. Table T. ‘1.
shows Group % Value ‘of cxports. Table T. 15 shows imports in sclected: yearss

In terms of change from the interwar ycars the most dramatic change is
the decline:in the primacy of livestock” and livestock derived products in export
value. Whereas beforc: the ‘War they accounted for 91.85% of all ‘expdrts they
only accounted; for. 5G,21% of all export value for ‘the years 19/;8-65. * Naturdl
resources (essentially beeswax and honey) remain almost constant, 5.48%
interwar and 4.99% postwar. The most dramatic growth is in the Group of Cash
Crops which jumps’ from 2.33%/ This is based primarily on castor seeds which
which had’nét' @ven been introdiuced by 1938. Castor sceds were introduced after
the technical ‘agricultural’'Tailure of cotton . Castor Seeds account for 29.60%
of total value of exports for the l?hS—éi period. Virginia Tobacco was introduced
by BeAeT. in the late thirties. It also had some technical agricultural
problems and socio-political problems. However by the postwar period it was, ..
accounting for 2.48%. On the consummable crops.although.they increased, from
0,32% t0'10,20% it is important to note that the only new crop to. the area
which contributesrsignificantly to increasc 1n eXport value are the grams., . .
(green, red biadk, yellow) with the green gram being most successfule. . Crops -
which were known to the Kitui people and which are suited to the ecological. region
Gege pigeon pea  cow peas,sorghams and millets werc basically responsible.for.
the increasc in export of consummable crops. Maize and beans were poor con-—

tibutors to @xport. S R £ A S s

On' thc movement of GXport prlce_.9 goat’ pricos seem to be mogt qtablo
oscillating ‘around Shs. 20 most of the ycars. This is perhaps due to thé e
traditional way of fixing prices relative to a goat and ‘the colonial ‘policies
which were extremely hostile to the goat. 'The goat does not get commercialized
until the late sixties.  Cattle prices arc erratic rcflecting droughts,
cuarantines -and -destocking compaigns. A further analysis will be done one cattle
and goat prices if data gaps can be filled but for the moment it appears as
if given the insensitivity of goats to drought and their less susceptability to
endemic diseases as' well as their quick multiplication that they are a more

N

viable animal than cattle,

On the '‘movement 'of consumable crops lprices, the grams and pigeon
pcas have been-better ‘alternatives'to cow peas, maize and ‘sorghum/millets.
To some -extent this i¥' puzkling:but’it may be reflective of the low technical

agricultural needs of grams and pigeon peas as well as their having district

h
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exterﬂdi;demand,qWAlthou@h-cowfpeasFh&ﬂe'thévsamedIOWﬂtechnicai agricultural

nceda Fheiw. external demand . is limited. - Moize is high ‘risk from:an ecological
point of wivw,. fs%igagn/ﬁiliets.are=likelgrams%mw%easxsuiﬁedmtoﬁﬁhe.ecological
regiongithey alsofdow, technical jagricyltural: needs Hut their lvulnerability to«
birds make them extremely high risk.dand extremely labour: extensive. . Thus the
1 logical conclusion is-that grams (especially green grams) and 'pigeofispeas are
the viable, cxport crops.

LIS

... Castor seceds; seem to be-ithe miracle cash crop ifworld demand -holds:
since: their: technical agriculture parameters are ‘very lowe In an imaginative on
farm programming’ they: could be:dintegrated into grazing -for livestocky -G

e e £ . . o RO TSI ' S
4 Although beeswax has had stuble prices it is of limited vqlue. in the
long H%n g%ven the pre§ent"eqqustem use patterns since the decimation, of
LOECNG DL DG T TR e e T T Ty ST T P - SRR

wild forest cuts down on the productivity. -Of. course. the productign paramgters

could'beﬂexpanded with introduction of bece farming with higher. productivity bees.

R

B Y Tmports have alse beén important in the trade of the districte
Table Te 6 Kitui Imports 1913/1, -1921 and To"7." Kitui"lmports 19231938
show the“data. The data has been grouped’into Groups I, II and III. Group I
items are apparel and include Blankets, Kungurus, Americani, Brasswirc,
Copperwire, Ironwire, Aluminiumwire anc Beads. Thesc items make the most
important ‘import item between 1913/1) and 1921. The group accounts for
71.0%. of *#11 imports with blankets accounting for 31.81%, American’ 15.89%.
*It' can therefore be said that the campaign to clothe the Kitui “amba accounted
for the import trade on the wholat " ) | N o

T YO0y, (AN SR IDFEn S I ta 10 LUK TN ISR VI NI R ’ e e RN

Group IT items which are Foodstuffs i,c. Sugar, Riee, Flour- and’

Salt account for 17.40% of &1l imports for the 1913/l) - 1921 period. Sugar
accounted for 8.24% and calt the sccond most significant accounted for /e 69%.
The category flour is not clear from the recopds whethor it includes ;both wheat
flour and maize meal as well as other flours ¢.g. millets, but.one should noto
that right from this early period, flour is jmported although.over the period
[%3 only accounted for LQyﬁwm,,Group“III_items.%ncludp,esscntiallytindustrial,
products other than apparel or foodstuffs.. These.are.Kerosine; Seap,. Knives,
Cuttery..and Miscellencouse. . They accounted for.lloizzuoﬂqall.imports”@haredm o
almost equally between Kerosine,. Soap and Knives and Cuttery.. The miseecllancous

category is more than twice the other categories.

. One the movement of prices .one should note.that two of the most
significant items, namely, hlankets and, Americani. are worth nothing in this
period. , From 1916/17 blankgts. show a. continous: rise in. price and practically
double. in price by 1921, Americani also doubles in price bg&weendl9l7/18-and
1921, (Sce table Te 6).
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For the years 1923-38 Group I, Afpparel is still the most important
import accounting for 62.71% overall. Agalnfqho hasic item item in. Grgf
is blanketa accoqntlnU of ‘nearly half.of Group.I . ~deco 25_25%_/ Kunguru
and Amerlcdnl aééount for 18.3/% and 12. 01% reopectlvely. Although sugar is
still a significant item in Group LI (foodstuffs) 22,75%, it.is flour which,
has taken the lcad accounting for 7.82% of. imports. Sugar-has dropped from..
0e2h%h to LelThe Salt which was the second most important item in.Group. two-
has dropped to number three accounting for 3.69% of all imports.  Maize is fourth
accounting for 3.45%. It is significant to note that if one adds maize and
flour the basic staples onec can account for about half of Group II percentage
i.ee 11e27%. Inspite of the fact that Kitui is beginning to export foodstuffs
at this period during periods of drought it becomes a net importer of basic
foodstuff: “The famines of 1929 and 193&/35 saw Kitui Group II Foodstuffs
imports jump up’ from 19.18% in 1928 to 61.33% in 1929 and from 16.72% in
1933 to 31.45% in 193/ and in 1935 to 64.22% of the annual imports. That the

flour' and maize compenent’ continues to grow in the other years is symptomatic of

poftq

the emergent’ maladjusted production and tax system. It is also reflective of
a spatial trading network oriented outside the district which is not able to
distribute to“short-internal district markets.

iuiie Broupn-IIT imports almost remain constant at 1h.52% but within'tha
group, gn important addition iis petrol-which accounts for R¢50%s Cuttery :jumps-'
up to 3.97% from . the. previous periods 1lsl5%. Perhaps this ‘is explained by-the
acceunting system:which included panga.in 'the cuttery category as a raetired

I

DC%s clerk has suggested.. , - * - - N

gyl

Thé fééoﬁd keceping system of the district scems to have broken \
between 1939 and 1949, There is not systematic data on .imports these. years
but from correspondence we have been able to piece together the following
information. First World Var II years werce famine years.. The Southern
Division is particularly hit hetween 1943 and 19/.5. These. are, also. locust
years. (every season between Dec. 1943 = Nove 1946). Between 1943-1945, 3142
bags of maize are imported by the DC specifically for famine relief but to-.
cualify one had to beat locusts (See S.V. Devshi to DC KTI 21/1/45 Locust
Return and Devshi to DCKTI 21/12/19Ak-in-DCKTI/5/1). Between January and
April 1946 a further 1,000 bags are ordecred for locust beaters. (See minutes in

DCKTI/5/1).
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For the war years what has crlthil in supplying and pricc movement

of mxlze Uls the actlv}tleJ qf the trxdorua, SpQQlfchlly two traders.-f. .. -diwaji
in Kltui who hdé ghéoﬁbgéi&lin mllllng anc d1 crlbutlon in Kitui,and to:some

oxtent in tra pOrtlnﬁ nd Shah Devshi. of . Thika who was the wholesaler, to Kitui.
Producer prices in Kitui were set by the. Maize Control a Wartime:Bedy-set up*

to regulate distribution of food as.Shs. 3.50 per bag. However if a.trader -
accumulated 10 tons they could sell the bags to Maize. Control-at Shs.. 8- per bag .
The logic of this was that a trader, and thg*gg%y“one,with.large sealc- operations
to accumulate 10 tons in Kitui was A. . Jiwaii.pade, Shs. 5.00:over -the-producers
A Jiwaji was selling the maize to S.V..Dgvshi at Thika who would. transport. it :
back to KlBUJ an@ charge Shao 5,50 per bag transport to Mwingi and Shee Lie75..

pcr bag to Kltul toun. Th1° was 3ccoptable to Maize. Control'?‘ Ceoeee e

Thig was not. Just-ghe: extent of Mudze Control and: the Provincial
administrotien colleborating to paise prices for' Kitui.” ‘In a'letter to Maize ™
Control of 6/11/k27.. DG Kitui -States ‘that ¢‘Govornmeht icontrol -pride in- pist
months has appreoxamated .Shoe . 14 per bag. of meak-iit Kitui®. He further ‘gives’
milling monopoly to. Ao Jiwnji. for the whole district and makes’A. "Jivagi “sole
buyer at. Jitui town and Migwani%. .4 native trader iy given'the only’ other:
market for buying, Tulia. 4. Jiwaji: is further allowed: to :8cll ‘maize meal at
Shse 9,15 cxmill. But on distribution he is authorized to sell at Shse 14,00
On 10/12 writes to Shdikh Salim Abubakar “VHth respect to the consignment
of “posho {flour) obtained by you”fﬁ‘THika’recently the price ypu should charge
is.17.50 per'bag. Later the D in a mlnute ,tate that vlnce Thika Prlce

0

is 5hs.~16.,50 and 8,V. Dcvechi’ dhargeo'. Se .75 tranoporn K1tu1 A. J1wa31 prlcgq

0]

should be Shs. 21.25. Obviously the DC forget that A. Jiwaji was paying by

Jan 193 only Shs. 8,96 to procducer as authorized by Maize.Control to DC Kitui
27/1/h39:! After this Maize Control cancelled,all,gicences for buying -from A
African producers by a circular 27/2/43  Yet DG Kitui.writes to Maize Gentrok:.
on 10/3/43 that ‘all traders ore hoarding what they had boughte It is. silly -of rr
him then to recommend that no more maize go.to Kitui...By this.time.the- specula-
tion of two big traders had pushed the officipl price to Shs,.17.50..for a maize
of bag and 5hs. 21.80 for a maize meal bag. The Kitui producer was getting.

only Shs. 8,96 i%"he could find a buyer. . This was fighting thc was for .democracy!
(. \ "\-5.. T N )

1..  ...;S0e D6 Thika to DCKTILI7/8/L2 in DO KIT/12/1 Yerig MK ZL/1s/Fé ' 5%
2, Tbid. TR
3 Tbid.
N Tbid
5. Tbid.

[ ibid.
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I have not been-able:to egtablish blaskgmarkg&?pricesﬁggpjthayﬂmUﬁt
have been higher than the above prices. Control as they were continue till
1949. LU i i —

r
ot

The ‘data for the postwar is provided in Table T. 15 Kitui Food
Imports 1950 19514r-56 1958-60. By 1950 Kitui District was :meorting 47,050
bags at a unit price of Shse 32,30, Thus had Jumped up. six and .a half times
since 1936 - & period of 1 years. By 1956 a bag of maize imported would havc
cost Shs. 51.09. In drought years as 1955 was . Kitui would have an. import food
bill of Shs. 5.5 million. Kitui would be importing its traditional .TOpS. like
bulrush millet, plgeon pcas and cow peas fefleoting the fact that.Kitui had
become dependent and could not even foed itself.
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TrEY oumidnng ce gl oo
NAME
1. Said Hamed .. o
2. ISoajl Allbhal

3.

combd e
Babuaga Ban Amuchandc
sard bBlpow bl

6;1)() v

“rl

7
8.
9.
10.
11.
12,
13.
1.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20,
21,
22,
23,
2l
254
26.
27,
28.
29.
30,
31.
32,
33.
3l

36.
37.
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Fqkir‘ng s/b Kardm Dad

ot fineedehred odl
‘ Alibhal
I AL SN I N £ \‘ 1 wld

diberd bin Juma

Sultan bin Juma
Sultan bin Juma

Said bin Salim

Salim bin Juma

Khaim bin Hamed
Maheri bin Kinabu
Mohamed Ali Ismailjec
Mohamed Ali Ismailjce
Mohamed Ali Ismailjee
Fajar Ali Rasuljee
Abdalla Jiwajee
Abdalla Jiwajee
Abdalla Jiwajee
Mwanjie bin Tabibu
Jiwa bin Bwani Hindi
Mohamed Ali Ismailjee
Malulia wa Ngau
Makumu bi Mussa

Juma bin Miayamku
Mohamed Ali Jiwanjee
Mnyaguti bin Mwijabu
Riziki bi Abdalla
Sherif Ali bin Hussein
Kurban Hussein
Nasibu bin Myafaki
Musa bin Matari
Muidad bin Mzee
Salim bin Hilal
Shambi bin Muradi
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TRIBE/RACE
nr oA
v odongraiC
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ok errwdnnes

Indian
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Indlan
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Swahili
Swahili
Arab
Swahili
Swahili
Swahili
Indian
Indian
Indian
Indi~n
Indian
Indian
Indian
Swahili
Swahili
Indian
Islamized Mkamba
Swahili
Swahili
Indian
Swahili
Swahili
Swahili
Indian
Swahili
Swahili
Swahili
Arab
Swahili
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. Mumonl

Ikanga .,
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Kakuyu
Mumoni
Ikutho
Tkanga
Kanziko
Kange
Zombe
Nuu
Mutito
Yatta
Ndatani
Chui
Migwani
Mumoni
Ikanga
Tkanga
Mutito
Mivukoni
Kanos
Ikutha
Tseikuru
Maviats
Nuu
Mumoni
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NAME TRIBE/RACE FLAGE
b
38, Mohamed'Amin Indian Mwe we
39 Inykubwa bin A1i? Swahili Mutomo
LO0. Saleh bin Sultani “ Swahili Mutomo
41, Muidada'bin Hamisi Swahili Tkanga
L2. Kibano bin Matano Swahili Katze
L3. Abdalla bin Hamadi " Swahili Mumoni
L. Salim bin Nasiiri Swahili Mwingi
L5. Mahundu bin Yango Swahili Ndatani L
L6. Abdalla Bin Hija Swahili Cai (Ngai)
L7. Sabuaga bin Mnyosi Swahili Katse o
48. Nzioki bin Mutoki © Islamized Kamba Migwand
49. Sultan bin Juma =~ - Swahili  * Mi vukoni
50¢ JePe Pereira Goanese Nduni
51, Ramathan bin Hamisi Swahili Nuu

Sourge. Kitud. .Dastrict. Recork. Book 1898=1912- ppe- - 422134

1912 1915 1917/18 1919/20 1931 1938 1939 19!
A Kitui Town 26 26 29 2L, 2L, 26

B. Kitabis 1 0 0
2, Mivukoni 10 11 12
3. Mumoni 20
1

>
W

Le Mwewe

5 Migwani
6o Mutha

7« Voo

8., Ndatani
9 Nduni
10. Ngieni/MNuu
11. Kakuyu
12, Ikanga
13, Kanziko
4. Zombe
15. Mutito
16, Yatta
17. Ikutha
18, Tseikuru
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TABLE T. 3. PLOT HOLDERS KITUI DISTRICT 1931

KITUI TOWN PLOTS (34)

l. A. Jiwaji & Co. - 7
2 Sheik Salim bin Abubakar - 2
3¢ IeAe Julaya - 1l
e  Ibrahim Boda - 1l
5 Mohammad Ali Jivanji - "1 -~
6. Laximichand Purchotam - 1
7o  Sheik Taib bin Abdala - 1
8. Manilal Girdhar - 1
9. M. Dossaji - 1
10, Bhimji Babul - 1
11. Isaji Alibhai & Son - 1
12, Daya Velji - 1
13.MeMe Esmailji & Sons - 1
14e Odhauji Parshotam Bros - 1l
15, Dharamahi Khimji - 1
16, Mohamad Alibhai & Bros - 1
17. Dhalla Ismail - 1l
18, Odhanji Purshotam & Bros = 1l
19. Velji Hirji & Sons - 1
20. Unallocated Plots - 5

Sources Kitui District Gazeteer 1931 pp. 687.

Plots Mivukoni 1.

1. Ahmed bin Haji - 1l

2. Mohammad Saburi - 1l

3. Ae Jivanji & Co - . R

Le Mohamed Saburi - -1

5« Unallocated Plots - 10
Plotg Katse 4

l. 4. Jiwaji & Coe. - 1l

2. Ali bin Abdalla - 1l

3. Unallocated Plots - 2



Plots Miia ~ Mumoni 1

1. A. Jiwaji & Co.
Plots Migwani 11,

1. Dus Mohamad

2. A. Jiwaji & Co.

3. Karimdad Juma Fakirdad
Lo Durgadas' Kishnchand

50 Omar bin Abubakar

6, Mohan Singh Jei Singh
7o Sheikh 8. Bin Abubakar
8. Unallocated Plots

Plots Ngieni b

1. Ibrahim Boda

2o Unallocated Plots
Plots Tiva

1. A. Jiwaji & Co.
20 IQAO Julayil
3. Unallocated

Plots Ikanga 9

1. Jenabhai Nathoos
2, A. Jiwaji & Co.
3. Bhimji Babul

Lhoe MoM.
5. Unallocated

Bsmailji & Sons

Plots Ikutha 6

l. A. Jiwaji & Co.

2, Badrudin Miyanji

3. M.M. Esmaiji & Sons
L4e Issaji Alibhai & Son
5. Unallocated

Plots Kanziko 3

1. Badrudin Miyanji
2. Unallocated
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Plots Voo 10

1. Mohamadali Hassanali
2, Odhavji P & Bros

3. Badrudin Miyanji

L. Dossaji Hassanali

5. Unallocated

Plots Mutito 4L None Allocated

Plots Mwewe 1

1. Mohammada bin Ali

Plots Nduni 8

1. T.A. Julaya

2. A. Jiwaji & Co.
3. Wali Boda

L« Inallocated Plots

Plots Mwingi 6

1. Sheikh S. bin Abubakar
2. Omar bin Abubakar

3. Mohamad bin Abdala

L. Ali bin Habib

5. Mohamed bin Mzee

6. Unallocated Plot

Plots Zombe 5

1. A. Jiwaji & Co.

2. M.,M. Esmailji & Sons
3. Taibali Hakimji

L« Unallocated Plots

Plots Mutha 5

1. Mohamadali Hassanali
2. Badrudin Miyanji
3. Daudbhai Miyanji
L. Dossaji Hassanali
5, Culamhusein Miyanji

SRS SRS H H R H PP

e
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S0f
Plots Mutomo 3

1. Badrudin Miyanji
2. Unallocated Plots

Plots Miambani 3

1. Unallocated Plots
Plots Ikoo 8

1. Odhauji P & Bros
2. Ibrahim Boda
3. Unallocated Plots

Tseikuru Plots 8

1. Asman bin Lakin
2. Unallocated Plots

Source: Kitui District Gazetteer 1931 pp.
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TABLE 4 Teo 4. DISTRIBUTION OF KITUI.TOWN. PEOTS. 1950 AND:1952

1950 Kitui ‘Town 34 Plots of which 28 -Allocated

1. Sheikh Salim bin Abubakar - 3
2, Abdalla Rahimtullah Walji - 1
3. Jiwaji Family - 11
4. Ibrahim Boda. 1
5. Sheikh Ahmed Taib - 1
6. 0Odhavji Purshotam & Bros. I
7. Durgadass Kinchchand - 1
8, Issaji Alibhai & Sons - 1
9. Sheikh Omar Abdalla orbkome 1
10, C.C. Perairag - .2
11. Ginnery (2 Plots) Jiwaji - 2
12, Unallocated Plots "6
1952 New Awards 15 New Plots
1. Esmailji I |
2., Kamba - 5
3. Sheikh bin Abdullah - “1
ke Gosar Pethraj T
5. Bo Merali Nathoo il
6. Premehand Devchand_ -1
7. Fazelabbas Adamji - 1
8. Lalchand Kissanshand. 1
9. Yusufali Adamji . - onnat -1
10, Fidahussein Adamji - 1
11, Ishvarlal Kavaldas - 1
Lo s i

Source: Kitui District Gazetteer 1950 pp. 89. -
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TABLE To 5 PLOTS NON-NATIVE TRADING CENTRES IN RRSERVE 1950

1.
2o

Le

6o

T

8.

9.

Mulango
Tkanga

Ikoo

Kanziko

Ikutha

Mutha

Migwani

Mivukoni

Mimangau

we D BV O

0L Lal¥ NablodUSLN 10 LOTWiiIimeIl o8 ov A

1,

b) Ismail Abdulali Bodali
Bodalbhai N N
< e dn o e mid A ode

¢) Karim Nathoo )
r

)Brothéfé'” - s
d),r ‘J’enl“tbh\—li Na.thoo) -~ ({1;__[‘_"_1- I segnril o
I !:";‘ﬁ H E_i' eer”T :

LN N FTVFE TS PRI Lr .".

e) ‘Unoccupied -

ohomst

T

a) Jiwaji
b) ‘Ibrahim Boda
¢) Unoccupicd

Janme R oL angie Tl

W

croc D eddiy freest

a) NeMo- Esmailji R EEATR IO S L0 BN AT

b) Jiwzji - kit W0el W0

A, (adolT Q) yeaand) WO

a) Bhimji Nathoo 2 o
) ) 'ff-';"r*,,[‘? asoll. iV &L

b) Ali bin Awath 1
c) Alibhai Miyadiy oy ol sbermg ol st

4) Unoccupied =% b
a) Mohamedali Hassanali - 1 Tt T L
b) NoMo Esmailji Lot fox a
¢) Unoccupied - 3t A e

a) Jiwaji - ~eiglll cloaeti S
b) Maibano Karimdad -

. ST A SR SR ST
T n:nl-'- gt onieesly and

. . Ry

¢) Jerambhai J. Patel ~ Sl
d) Sheikh Salim bin Abubakar - Ay v afolf
e) Durgadass Kichnchand - Lige©t nleTegd

f) Gurdass Mathurdass _oreria ks Nel}

a) Ahned Haji - 1
b) Mohamed Saburi - 1
c) Jiwaj'i" Wi UCYD nsFdoxsh .mn‘:‘;f"i RAER B Yo LT AL 1Y

d) Unoccupied - 11

a) Ibrahim Boda 1
b) Jiwaji - 1
c) Sheikh Ahmed Taib - 1
d) Sheikh Salim Abubakar - 1
e) Mohamed bin Salim - 1
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a) Ishiara Stores (Jiwajii)

¢ k
L

a) Khadijia Abdulkarim

. 2o f
P b) Mbarak Salim - e %
[ I, . R O
“ v ¢) Khadija Jumaa. &, g. oo
d) Wali Boda " f
e¢) Sheikh Salim bin Abubdkar i
—y QW W
'l.., %
Source: Kitui District Gazetteer 1950 '
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TABLE 8 KITUI EXPORTS 1923-1938 to '

HIDES SKINS BEES GHEE LEOPARD st{;{IN
Year Frasilas Value Scores Value Frasilas Value Tins Value Value

Shse. Shse Shse Shse ) Shse

1923 820 8550 1160 21010 200 3800 1910 A0 o
192, L6TT7 925L0 2187 47900 1256 38640 3977 101136
1925 5775 121100 3405 21,200 1127 39580 281,0 114100 . !
1926 2318 17260 1289 271,30 867 31105 3090 200721
192 3690 86140 885 15126 692 46900 2902 114364 ¢
1928 5329 162142 1817 44235 607 1743 3006 130487
1929 3403 142193 3060 63557 1304, 51700 4,000 160000
1930 4,200 42000 1600 28500 770 18750 2300 57500 500" 22500
1931 5500 18000 1300 9000 1500 2,000 3000 62000 225 11250
1932 1500 6000 5000 25000 2860 59200 %3150 55300 280 14000
1933 7900 62300 800 1,800 2350 51000  :RL67 39739 6k 2030
1934 8500 69000 1000 5000 4250 98150 132700 14,0500
1935 8100 91,600 3803 10262 1614, AL73 882 72866
1936 1,50 70250 6950 138000 1400 L2500  ..3575 80200
1937 3500 57500 5700 155000 1850 55500 32830 108250
1938 1,500 48900 1,00 66000 1656 38788 1,360 10900
Total 7162 1155775 Lht, 56 709290 24,303 682829 50989 1497203 1069 49780
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‘j KITUl ZXPORTS {continued)
COTTON .. COTTON SERD-: MAIZE % - BEANS : BONES .. CHONZY
Yeir - - Bales Vialue Tons Value Bags Valug = Bags Value | Tons Value Tins Value
i o é
1923-31 | . .0 ; | © | i}
1932 f : 903: 9036 1 umo .
1933 175 1950
1934 ! J 272 2720 =
1935 132 15006 § ‘ ‘
1936 . 1240 129326 85 L25 200 1200 .350 . _ 2800 ;520 "i10K00
1937 987- .- 116975 400 2000 - 2200 16600 o Y5 L. 8100 400 “* 8000
1938 - § K48 < L7920 60~ 600 “ 100 1200 ¥ 187 1698
Total 2808 309227 5L5 3025 2850 32700 1139 11040 = . -920 18499 187 1698
| H
i
, ; i . ¢ ;
i ! i

07
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TABLE 9 Sumary Exports 1923+1938 Valuc and Percentages by Groups (Shs.)

—— i
Group .I
. Maize 2700
. Beans 11.0%0
i Total L37.0
Group IJ
| Cotton 30092217
| Cotton Seed 3025
ol Total 312252
l 4 2¢33,, |
] e/
4|
Group ITI
i Honcy 1698
* Beeswax:: 682829
| Leopard Siin L9780 |
l
‘. Total 134307
;-34 -4 A
I} % [
Group IV
: Ghee 1497203
lHid.es/Sld.ns . 1868065 |
| Bones = 5.8L00
| Cattlo 5503000
i Shoats 3415799
‘Total 12302467
%
TOTAL 13392766 99.9U%
!
NBe 1. Tl’}xlt live cqdttlc alone make 41.08% of a]’l cxpopts
. 2¢ THat live gdats alone make 25.50% of all; exporf;se
|

Sources 4bannor_ Table JI¥.
" I

|



- 23 IDS/WP 306

TABLE 10 ANNUAL VALUE OF EXPORTS ,
c o ~ o i 3

—_— . 2; g . ‘
GROUP II Grodp II GROUP ITI

Per Cent . éer Cent; Per Cent

of Total = of Total of Total
. Amount Volue or Amount ¥ Value or Amount Value or
Year Shs. Exports Shs, Exports « Shs. - Exports
1923 74430 65 o % 1058020  93.5
1924, 280216 28,5 ' 3 703550  Tl.5
1925 398980  49.8 2 ' 500000 50.2
1926 306516 . 39.7 462840  60.3
1927 262530 17.5 , 1226680 82.5
1928 381907 279 . 982370 72.1
1929 J17450 . 3he3 oy e b 79su88 65,7
1930 146750 i - 22.7 ' P495092  77.3
1931 154250 23.3 , 4 s0u812 76,7
1932 155500 27.0 10087 LT = 395500 T3
1938 r 159869  *.40.1 2125 0.9 - 234200 59.0
1934 212650 176 2992 02.8 ;230565 51.6
1935 249201 35,4 15139 24 » . 437906 62.2
1936. ° 330950 40.8 146536 S18i0 . 33478 41.2
1937 376250 54 O 156437 21,8 . . 169002 24.2
1938 56928 . 26,2 51418 s 8o i, 388026  65.1

IS ’ © e ;
- L

Sour'ce: Stanner-Tabile XX

NB. In this table Group I~ is Hidesg, F¢ins Beeswax Ghée ond’ Leobard=
skins Group+-II'is. Cotton, Cotton Seed, Maize,: Behns Bones and
Honey Group III is Cattle and Shoats. . i
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TASLE 11 MOVAMENT OF FRICES 1923 - 1938 FRR EXPORT UNIT . g 2
Becs ! i Cotton =TT —
Year Hides Skins “Tax Ghee !} Legpard Cotton Sced Maize Beans Bones :‘~ﬁdney 1 Cattle  Shoat
Sins i < ,_ - ; ,

Shs.  Shs. Shs. Shs. | Sis. Shs.  Shs. Shs.  She Shs. Shse - &Shso Shs.
1923 10.42 18,13 19, 21,48 ; | g0, 10.
1925, 19,78 21,90 30676  25.43 | ; | 80e 10,
1925 20,97  7.10 35,12 40.17 | S - % 1.00. 10,
1926 20,38  21.28 35.87  6h95 | i LT \ [65.77 10,
1927 23.3% 17, 6.7 39 || l l70.16 10,
1928 30.48  24.35 60.36  M3.4 '69.61 10,
1929  41.78  20.77 39.6L 4O, . e 25415 Lo
1930  10. 17.81 24035 25, L5, b 2Bell e
1931 8.72 6092 . 16. 20.66 | 50.° o Wl L
1932 ke 5, 20,07 17,55 50. 10. 10. 10. 2
1933 7.86 6 21.7. 161 21,7 11.14 E].O., ‘“ 2,
1934  8.11 50 22,1 15 3 , g =" 10. . 15, 1 36
1935 11.67  10.58 14,92 b T m2.82 15, - 2,
1936 15.78  19.34 3034 22,43 . 104029 50 6o 8 20, L. b
1937 16,42 27.19 30, 38.25 - 1 11849 = 5 To54 1045  20. 4. i b
1938 10,86  13.23 23,42 25, Lt 107 S -10s 12, 9008 40 6

Source:

Stanner Table



rasLe g S KITUJ FOUD IMPORTS
1979 1934 1933 1936
Hesoa vusnt Total \nit Qaasti Tetal Unit Uess Tetal Lnit Juas
ure ity Value Value ty Valuwe VYalae tity Value VYalae tlity
Sha. Sha, Sha, Sba. Shs. Sha,
Meize 200 417030 1520000 32,30 4117 203860 30,00 42783 2300390 53.76 730
Maire
Meal (4] 7783 428060 54.99 48124 2887440 60,00 1670
Beceona " (] 287 39480 40,00 1801 144060 80,00 173
':,:::“ " ° 4 240 60,00 178 8324 47.RA °
Cow Peae " (4] (] V] 60 3180 53,00 40
Peas " [} [} (] 198 23760 120,00 28
Grass [} (4] [} 60 6000 100,00 (4]
Sorghus " o (] o L] 384 48,00 o
Finger
Millet [} [} [+] 281 13488 48.00
Bulrush ° 2190 87381 19,90 2099 100752 48,00
Millet ° °
Cestle 16O
Seeds lba [+]
Ghee Debe
Ti o
ius
Hidea iece [+]
Skins Piece ]



1950, 1934-36, 1938-60,

1938 19%9 1960
Total Unit Qaan Total Unit Quan Total Unit vwuan Total '
Yalue Valus tity Value Valua tity Value Yilue tity Value Value
Sha. Sha. She. Sha. She, Sha, e . Sah.

37300 51,09 2301 N/A  N/A 18324 N/A N/A 19686 NJA  \/A

103620 62,04 4683 N/A N/A 3120 N/A N/A 13827 N/A N/A

9280 53,02 10 N/A  N/A 25 N/A  N/A 211 N/A N/
0 o o 0 112 N/A N/A 321 N/A N/
1360 34,00 o o 1709 N/A  N/A 40 N/A N/
1700 60.71 0 0 o o
0 0 0 SS N/A N/A
0 o o o o -
0 0 - o o - s6 N/A N/

2388 N/A W/A 11564 N/A  N/A 12376 N/A N/A

77 S VA
302 N/A -
o o 3 KA VA

o o0 133 N/A N/A
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TABLE| 13 NOVEMINT OF SeLECTLD b ACRES PRI

1946 1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 1952 19353 1954
Green 200 Na Na 41,00 40,32 Na Na 59,00 60,00 60,00
Grams lbs
Yellow/ ™ Na Na 12.85% 36,75 Na Na 59,00 Na 60,00
Red/Black
Gramm
Cow Pea " Na Na 15,25 Na Na Na 114,00 \a [RVNIE
Ficld
Pigeon
l'ea ” Na Na 33.93 Aa Na Na 10,00 10,00 60,00
Maize
Meal " Na Na Na Na Na
Majze " Na Na 8.09 Na N Na Na Na Na
vor;-hus/
Millets " Na Na 11.63 21,41 Na Na Na 37,10 IR,03

Caator 160 Lb

Seeds hag Na \a 32.55 10,91 GR, 07T Na The 19 14.99 12,33
Tobacco Ib  Na \a 0,07 0,05 0,04 Na 0.,0% 0,36 0.76
Beeswax " Na Na 2.19 2.2% 5.25 \a 2.63 2,06 3.71
Poultry
Nead) fa Na 1.19 1.73 2,00 Na 2.9 2,99 1,00
Gihee Debe Na Na HR,24 51,03 59.10 Na 95,01 130,69 111,09
bhoats Head Na Na 17.99 18,00 17,99 Na 21,18 19.01 18.89
Cattle " Na Na 100,00 60 79.94 Na 124,19 103,00 120,00
shaiebey s

Na Na Na 5.99 Na Na Na 27.81 22,76

Skin Dryje
Hides )



EXPURT UNIT

1955 1956 1957 1958 1959 1960 1361 1962 1967 161
"7.99 19,78 Na 49,99 100,00 Na Na 70,00 Na Na
60,00 Na Na Na Na Na Na Na Na 47,01
Tup ot 1., S n 1 ¥ 1o 0y TR 97 No 15,99 \u Na 23.8R
60,00 Na 53.70 65,99 Na 70,05 Na 70,00 Na Na
14,00 Na 60,00
30,00 30,00 52,99 39.31 Na 10,00 Na Na 21.19
10,00 22,48 20,36 20,00 30,00 13,26 Na 29,99 Na 16.30
nT.9T 93,99 nnL99 51.79 52051 56.00 Na 69,99 Na Na 36.11
0,10 0,51 Na 2,08 Na Vil ~_08 VC1 1.6¢ Na 1.7
ey .77
It o_on
1.24 3.56 3.19 3.39 Na 3.19 Na Na 3.19
1.50 1,99 1,32 1,00 0,63 Na 2.99 Na Na 1.73
37,16 99,98 111,33 79.93 108,00 Na 80,00 Na Na 9.4
20,00 Na 20,00 X0,00 Na Xa 20,00 Na Na 0
60,23 10R,97 120,47 166.18 120,00 59.85 Na 203.00 Na Na 303,435
9,00 20,00 10,00 15.12 10,08 9,99 Na 10.00 Na Na 7.07
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