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ABSTRACT

This study focuses on the rhetoric of Jomo Kenyatid its relationship to the Kenyan nation. It
is a critical approach to the statements made by#ita during the formative ages of Kenya. |
explore how the utterances of leaders intersedt thig histories of a nation. | also evaluate how
different or correct a leader’s statements cambelation to what his or her actions. Since this
study is situated in literature, | examine the oheal aspects that my subject employs in

conveying his message to the targeted population.

The selected speeches were also made at the samevtien the East African countries were
enthusiastic to federate; | therefore sought toagegwith how themes such as federation and

Pan-Africanism were formulated through the perfamogof speech.

In conceptualizing the selected speeches, | highlgertinent theoretical issues on rhetoric.
Rhetoric has the power to change perception ansl ¢éhthance change of policies. | also point
out that presidential rhetoric is so powerful thatan affect the economy and the social fabric of
the nation. In this study, | employed a close taktnethodology in engaging with the speeches. |
read the texts through the lenses of formalistdeeaesponse, and literary Marxist theories.
These aspects of research lay the foundation terstahding the relationship between rhetoric
and the nation and also situate rhetoric into diiene. The study also discusses at length the
controversial persona Jomo Kenyatta. By scrutigitirs utterances and actions as Kenya’s first
Prime Minister and then first President, the stuamyngs out the presumed foundations
ofconscious marginalization of certain communitesl regions of Kenya. In my discussion, |
point out areas where the texts under study aestafely used by its author to ‘other’ the rest of
Kenya while at the same time centering his ethararunity.
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Throughout the discussion, | show that rhetoripag of literature and speeches employ literary
aspects so as to persuade the audience. A stugpeethes as literary texts is significant since it
focuses on the actual stylistic devices used irelbging themes affecting the society. An area
that should also be studied is the performancéetoric in which a researcher can investigate
how the aspects of performance are enhanced dwpegch delivery. Such studies will

significantly enrich literature through the enhameat of a variety of critical texts.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION AND CONTEXT

1.1 Introduction

This project affirms that a critical study of theopouncements of political leaders in Kenya is
very important. A look at the pronouncements of i&fn heads of states during their
inaugurations reveals that Africa is a space fortestation in the world due to its histories of
dispossession, oppression, struggle, and misregegsm. Due to these uncomfortable histories,
African leaders speak out to correct the imagenheirtcontinent. Through their speeches, many
leaders manage to create peaceful existences adiverge people living together. Notable here
is Julius Nyerere (1993) idongozi Wetu na Hatimaya Tanzaneéaspeech which most leaders in
Tanzania keep referring to in order to underscbee need for peaceful co-existence among

people from all regions: those from Pemba, Zanzidad Tanganyika.

Felistas Becker (2013), in analyzing the rhetoffiteraNyerere death foregrounds him as the
symbol of unity in Tanzania even in his death. ®hserves that “[d]uring the weeks after
Nyerere’s death, the heritage of peaceful socretations that he was said to have bestowed on
Tanzania- and of which the CCM claims to be the enduring gotor— became the focus of a
sustained media campaign characterized by disc@gperation between state and non-state
actors” (239). In her analysis, Nyerere in his deatant different things to the political leaders
and to the common people: the political leadersldvadwvoke his memory in their enterprise to
maintain peace and unity while the common peoplalgvinvoke his memory in fighting for
equity and a just society where the lowly are huahatreated.



In this project | claim that political pronouncent®igan translate into strengthening the national
cohesion or tearing such a fabric altogether. k& ¢hse of Nyerere, Becker shows that he
bestowed to Tanzania the “heritage of peacefulesalcirelations” (ibid), but the case with
Kenyatta is arguably the opposite. The heritagegpedce or conflict is normally bestowed
through rhetoric. At the same time, political leedenay not always live what they articulate.

This becomes bare when a political leader’s rhetsranalyzed in the context of his/her actions.

| also note that rhetorical aspects employed lgakgrs help them to convey their messages
effectively to their intended audiences. This imsthing that mostly depends on the emotional
investments of the supporters of the political &aspeaking. For instance, Hugh Rank (1980)
states that political rhetoric can be without dil@t and that its consumption is hardly rational
since the audience heavily invest their emotionwat the political leader says. According to

Rank,

[t]o analyze political rhetoric, the first step is to focus very closely on the content and
form, to identify what is being said and how it is being said. While this may seem
obvious and self-evident, it's all too seldom done. Most political discussions are
characterized by their randomness and lack of coherence as people switch from one
topic to another and soon lose any continuity or direction. In addition, such discussions
often generate intense emotional involvement, not at all conducive to a rational
discussion or systematic analysis. To clarify complex issues, it helps to impose some kind
of pattern or structure to identify and sort out the various messages. Such patterning

also gives a greater sense of detachment and perspective. (38).



With these views in mind, | selected Kenyatta’s speeches that address the Kenyan nation at its
very infancy, at a time when he was Prime Minister to a time when he had just become
president and Kenya had become a republic. This was motivated by the fact that | set out to
analyze the foundations the Kenyan nation, and analyze how issues of nationhood were

articulated.

In this study | focus on exploring how politicaletioric contributes to nationalism. | bring into
focus some selected speeches of Jomo Kenyattaiseuss the rhetorical aspects he employed
in his arguments as he was addressing the cit@aeK®nya during his reign. Kenyatta was in
power from the time of independence in 1963 upisodeath in August of 1978. Since people
say what they believe in, a contextual analysishisf speeches helps to portray Kenyatta's
worldview and how this helped to shape the nareadivKenya as a nation. Considering the fact
that Kenyatta was ruling at a time after the bitted traumatic experiences of colonialism, and a
time when there was much expectations for the lteneff uhuru (freedom), one can conclude

that his utterances were crucial for the survid¥ahe nation.

Through the power of words, especially from leaddrany status, a country can grow as one
united front or it can be wiped out through hatesdl anger in a few days. But this does not
mean that citizens of a given country cannot makiependent decisions. The rhetorical aspects
that speakers use are usually powerful and vergamg to the emotions of people. Ryan Lee

Teten (2007) in “We the People’: The Modern Rhew@riPopular Address of the Presidents

during the Founding Period” observes that “it ishmvords minds are changed, votes acquired,
enemies labeled, alliances secured, unpopular gmgyrmade palatable, and the status quo

suddenly unveiled as unjust and intolerable” (669).
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This argument demonstrates the power of rhetoriswaying the masses. Rhetoric makes a
politician well positioned to bring about changeperception of reality. These perceptions of
reality by the speaker’s audience translate toomstithat affect different temporal and spatial
spaces. Furthermore, politicians use rhetoric twstact their identities; through what they say,

they change their statuses.

By using some popular statements such as “we ¢bple’, politicians are elevated to vantage
positions from where they can convince the societgupport their (politicians’) parties and
beliefs.Teten shows that the phrase “we the pedpla@’ persuasive strategy in which a leader
makes the subaltern, people who are lower thanrsocial standing, to believe that they are on
equal standing socially and economically with tHeader. This strategy achieves its purpose of
making his/her target to unquestioningly supportestain idea or ideology. However, the

statement does not in any way make the leaderjgeststhis/her equals.

This understanding demonstrates that there’s mio@hdan be studied in regard to rhetoric. In
this project, | intend to study the presidentiattdric of Jomo Kenyatta and the issues that it
highlights in regard to nationhood. The study iaktus on selected speeches of Jomo Kenyatta
from the early days towards Kenya's independendbdaend of his era when he died in 1978. In
selecting the speeches, | prioritize literary aspemployed in the speeches in order to achieve
persuasion. In attempting to evaluate the natureheforic, | discussed the literariness of the

speeches he delivered under different circumstances

My understanding of the nation in this study isttiwaich Ernest Renan (1990) refers to as “a
large-scale solidarity, constituted by the feeliighe sacrifices that one has made in the past and
those that one is prepared to make in future” (B8nan contends that race, language, religion,
interests, and geography do not suffice to makatemm He states that “man is slave neither of

his race nor his language, nor of his religion, miothe course of rivers nor of the direction taken



by the mountain chains” (20). In as much as refigiace, geography, and language help people
to find a common ground of tolerance, the natiopasses them all. In underscoring sacrifice in
the imagination of a nation, Renan shows thatemiszof a particular country are ready to risky it
all for the sake of defending that which they clarelonging.

Kenya for instance is a nation that is largely bdack people. During the nationalization
campaigns immediately after independence, somes rageh as those of Asian and those of
European extract were excluded from the imaginaridee Kenyan nation. Furthermore, Kenya
has forty-two tribes. But as Renan asserts, “[@lghaphic considerations have [...] played no
part in the constitution of modern nations” (14).fact, ethnic diversity in Kenya has in many
occasions threatened to tear into pieces the radtifabric. In interrogating nationhood in
Kenyatta's speeches, | seek to explore how heutates these issues that help to foster a shared
heritage, and a common past for all the citizetss TS because, as Renan affirms, “the nation,
like the individual, is the culmination of a longgi of endeavours, sacrifice, and devotion” (19).
This echoes Kenyatta’'s slogan “Harambee” which sirgiizens to work together towards

developing their country.

Jomo Kenyatta is the first president of the Kengation. Though he was born in 1889, George
Delf (1961) narrates that Kenyatta was born in 1&&3on his passport at the time of his trial in
1952” and “his name at that time was Kamau, sohNgéngi [...] from the Fort Hall district”
(11). His father was Ngengi wa Muigai. His mothéddduring child-birth. Kenyatta spent his
childhood with his grandfather Kung’'uwa Magana. Mag was a medicine man and he
established a very close tie with the young boyth&t age of twenty five, he joined the Church
of Scotland Mission at Thogoto where, as Delf obsgr “he was drafted into the carpentry
section” (34).



Joining the mission was circumstantial since Kéayaent into the station in search of a job.
Delf notes that Kenyatta was employed there anilssion station as “a kitchen help by Mr. J.

Cookie” (34). This portrays a narrative of humbégimnings.

Kenyatta converted to Christianity at the same yeajoined the mission in 1914. Five years
later he married Grace Wahu under the Kikuyu custoit that time he was working as the
Nairobi High Court interpreter. This experience hath into politics because it made him more
informed on the injustices that were being comrditigainst the black people by the colonialist.
He was appointed to be the secretary of the KikGwmtral Association which defended the

interests of the Kikuyu.

Kenyatta is remembered for championing Africanaraiism and solidarity. Gifted with oratory
skillsduring his tenure, he gave voice to signifiicahings that were happening in Africa.
Through his speeches, Kenyatta manages to rallyintigenous Kenyans championing for
uhuru and reawakening them for a greater cause. Hisidnfle becomes a nightmare to the
colonialists but as for the colonized it representpe. Guy Arnold (1974) notes that the
European colonialists created myths about Kenyhigastates that the colonialist authorities and

European settlers

created myths about him, accorded to him politieek of cunning, diabolism and
organizational ability that it would be difficulof any one man to posses, and dubbed
him ‘leader to darkness and death’. [...] For Afrisdre has become a father figure, the
beloved leader of the Kikuyu, the first presidehtio independent Kenya, a man widely

regarded as above politics, the nationalist leadwr is revered in his own country and

6



Accepted far beyond its borders as one of the @cisi of African nationalist

achievement since 1945. (192).

Guy demonstrates the extent to which the peoplkarfya mythologized Kenyatta during his
time. The accolades accorded to him by the Kikupwopte and by extension the other
communities of Kenya, made him look like a savibeking a cue from what the African
continent expected from him, Kenyatta began spedkatdly against the oppression of the black
people in Angola, Mozambique, South Africa, thentl8outhern Rhodesia, and other places on

the continent.

Jomo Kenyatta’'s rise to fame and power is well @agat by Daniel Branch iKenya: Between
Hope and Despaif2012). Branch disabuses us of the rosy imageeniytta as a liberator, the
architect of African nationalism, the savior of thfFican people in Kenya. Towards the end of
his reign, Branch notes that Kenyatta's reputatd@s already ruined because he “went from
being known as The Elder” or “The father of the ibiait to “The Finisher” or “The Killer”
(220). In this regard, Branch refers to the assasisns of JM Kariuki and Tom Mboya. For
instance, Branch notes that “after Kariuki’'s bodgswiinally found, Kenyatta told a crowd the
story of a fallen angel who was ‘going bad, so Godw him away” (118). In such a statement, |
read Kenyatta’s impunity and cruelty. He had eledgdtimself to the level of God and whoever

didn’t support him risked being classified undex tallen angels.



1.2 Statement of the Problem
Political rhetoricpresents complexities in the imagon and construction of nationhood. The

rhetoric is significant in creating meanings anfiedent identities based on political affiliation,
racial, ethnic or regional identity.A case studyselected speeches of Kenyatta exposes how
politicians equivocate, compromise, and createssidis or unity in the imaginations of

nationhood through utterances meant to serve p&ticonveniences.

1.3 Objectives

To analyze literary and rhetorical aspects thataJ&mnyatta uses in selected

speeches.

Il. Toexplore representations of the nation in Jomoyld#a’s selected speeches.

[l To explore how political rhetoric contributes tdinaalism.

1.4 Hypotheses
l. Political speeches employ literary and rhetoridd4oo

Il. Political speeches address important aspects iaifettte society.

1. Political rhetoric contributes to the creation afation.



1.5 Justification
Jomo Kenyatta’s speeches have not been given nritdalcstudy in literature. A study in this

field of presidential rhetoric will be of much imgiance because it will open up an area that is
not exhaustively studied in literary discourseditérary approach to the speeches will help in

bringing out insights that had not been earlieleatad. That which makes a speaker charismatic
is something that literature focuses on. A literapproach will expose deeper meanings that the

speakers did underscore.

In studying rhetoric, | intended to be in a positio understand the driving force behind major
decisions that the public normally take after cstesitly listening to the speeches of their
leaders. This helped in unveiling the anatomy ifflatrsm which is a cancer in Kenya. It came
out clearly to me that it is through rhetoric tluate tribe is labeled as the enemy thus fueling
unprecedented loss of life and property. Furtheemtite study of Jomo Kenyatta’'s speeches

helped to show the histories of Kenya as it wasiograf age.

By analyzing the rhetorical aspects employed by gheaker while addressing the nation, |
sought to bring out literary aspects that are ntynemployed. The literary aspects used in the
selected speeches demonstrate that style is nefyrfer embellishment but it serves important

functions in rendering the message to the interadglience in a better and robust way.



1.6 Literature Review
This section offers some critical insights into negearch by exploring what has been studied in

the area of rhetoric and nationhood. | draw froimo$ars who have already studied rhetoric and
its significance to the nation for the purposesochting my study in the current debates on the
same. The reviewed works of scholars who have etludiietoric in different geographical spaces
helped me to conceptualize the possible meaninghetbric in a nation such as Kenya. | also
review works that address Kenya’s birth as a natisnpasts and histories. Such works help to
bring into perspective the context under which roglg is interested in. At the end, | identify the

gap that my research attempts to fill.

In my review of Deborah F. Atwater (2007) in “SeasraBarack Obama: The Rhetoric of Hope
and the American Dream” who discusses how Barackn@bcreates a contemporary vision of
an inclusive America and the American dream, | alale to grasp a deeper meaning of rhetoric.
Atwater attempts a new definition of rhetoric bygesing that rhetoric goes beyond persuasion
and communicating with the intention of gaining egyal from the audience to gaining and

solidifying citizens of a particular space for atpgaular purpose. She suggests that

[a]lthough there are numerous definitions of rhietdrom Aristotle’s ‘so let rhetoric be
defined as the faculty (power) of discovering ie farticular case what are the available
means of persuasion’ [...] to more contemporary dsfims as Hauser’s ‘rhetoric, then, is
the management of symbols to coordinate sociabmicfi..], or Asante’s ‘rhetoric is
concerned with the communication of ideas, valopgions, and beliefs in an effort to
elicit the approval or acceptance of others’ [.L.4m defining a rhetoric of hope as the
use of symbols to get Americans to care aboutdbisitry, to want to believe in this

country, to regain hope and faith and hope in ttwantry, to want to believe that we are
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more alike than we are different with a common idgsand a core set of valuegl24,

brackets in original, emphasis added).

Atwater shows that rhetoric helps in fostering jpéism in a country. She also argues that
rhetoric is an art that seeks the approval of #apje in order for the speaker to chart the way

towards achieving a particular goal.

In this case, rhetoric ceases to serve a selfighecevhereby a speaker persuades people so that
he/she can get what they want at a particular moteoea greater purpose of nationalism. The
nation is foregrounded as the individual who credte symbols becomes invisible. The destiny
of the nation is put on the pedestal while thevittlial is reduced to a servant. The speaker in
this case becomes like a mediator between thematid its people. Therefore, the rhetoric of
hope that Obama uses in his campaigns towarddrkigdrm in the office of the president of
United States of America significantly contribuiasthe constructions of identities of different
people in his country. Through Obama’s rhetorie, ¢bre values of the Americans are suggested

and adopted.

Atwater’s goal in this study is to analyze how B&r®bama'’s rhetoric of hope contributes to the
restoration of hope among Americans. Since natiemals built on hope, this study offered to
me a broader understanding of rhetoric and itstioglship with the nation. In my study, |

investigate how Jomo Kenyatta uses his speechgst tiienyans to believe in their country, and

if he uses his speeches to foster unity amongebelp that he speaks to.

Eugene Garver (2009) in “Aristotle on the KindsRifietoric” argues that Aristotle identified
three kinds of rhetoric: deliberative, judicial,iégictic. These kinds of rhetoric reflect the three
ways through which the arguments achieve persua§ianver makes a significant observation

when he states that
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[tihe doctor...uses rhetoric to persuade a patietdke his medicine. The physicist uses
rhetoric to persuade an audience to spend mondyuibding a missile defense system.
The preacher uses rhetoric to give the audience.hdjne politician, then and now,
argues rhetorically that voters should vote for .hifhe contemporary politician asks
citizens to support a particular ideology, ratheart a specific policy recommendation.
(6).
Garver’'s observations foreground varied functiorisrieetoric in different spaces. Its main
purpose is to sell the speaker’s ideology and mseénds. In order to achieve this, the speaker
employs different strategies. In this case, eveagler has the challenge to steer the nation that he
governs in a particular direction that he deemsTiitis means that speech occupies a central
space in the lives of people who occupy publicceii In my case, the speeches that | am
studying are delivered from the office of the PriMmister to the people who had just emerged
from colonialism. This work is very important innse it helps me to imagine most of the
possible functions of rhetoric in the society.
Furthermore, Garver’s claim that rhetoric for ditpman is used in selling ideology to the
people is very significant to my case. This is lseawhen rhetoric is used by politicians for the
purpose of winning votes then it is limited to enfrary function.However, in the cases where
politicians use rhetoric in order to campaign fqraaticular ideology, then rhetoric in such a case
serves a long-term purpose. This is because tldogle accepted by people will be passed on

from generation to generation. For instance, thewiolent ideology of Martin Luther King jr.

and Mahatma Gandhi has outlived its proponents.
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Authors Mark Pancer et al in “Political Roles ahd Complexity of Political” Rhetoric examine
the complexity of political rhetoric of the politams who are in the policy making and those in
the opposition role. The authors observe that ip@iis who are in the government of the day
fail to appeal to the public as they attempt to entideir policies practical while the politicians in

the opposition become more convincing to the masseir rhetoric. They argue that

...leaders of a government became significantly ntam@plex in their rhetoric [since]
leaders of [the] government in power are accouattdkthe public in a way that aspiring
government leaders are not. Accountability—the neede able to offer a plausible
justification to the public for one’s policies arnactions—compels the leader to
demonstrate that he or she has considered diffeakatnatives or perspectives in
deciding upon a course of action. In discussindhsalternatives, the leader’s speeches

become substantially more complex (32).

This study helped to conceive the challenges thsittimg president encounters in persuading

citizens as opposed to the opposition.

Authors B. Dan Wood, Chris T. Owens, and BrandyDMrham in “Presidential Rhetoric and the

Economy” in _The Journal of Politics, Vol. 67, No(Bug., 2005)demonstrate the economic

performance of a country is always affected by édpgimism or pessimism of presidential
rhetoric. Pessimistic statements by the presideat Ito a collapse of the economy while
optimistic sentiments reawaken hope among the exmab player hence leading to a significant
growth. The authors argue as follows:

Consumers take cues and receive information atbmit current and future economic
status from a variety of sources, including perserperience, the experiences of others,

the news, economic reports, and elite economiasdiyesidential rhetoric, manifest

13



through speeches and other public documents, isobrthose sources of cues and

information.
Why should presidential rhetoric on the economyeffil strongly into consumer
psychology? The president is the most visible palitand economic actor in the U.S.

system and people look to the president for ecoadsaidership (632).

Wood et al show that what the president says isntakith a lot of seriousness by business
people. They show that if the president expressedidence in the economy, the economic
players get into action and this result into a gigant economical growth. Having understood
the power of presidential rhetoric in changing #deenomical perceptions of the citizens, in my

study | sought to explore the optimism and pessimegpressed in Jomo Kenyatta’'s speeches.

In “Provisional Notes on the Post colony” in Africdournal of the International African

Institute Mbembe critically evaluates the state of affaw#frican nations after the unfortunate

era of colonialism. Mbembe states as follows:

The notion ‘post colony’ identifies specifically given historical trajectory—that of
societies recently emerging from the experienceabbnization and the violence which
the colonial relationshippar excellence involves. To be sure, the post colony is
chaotically pluralistic, yet it has nonethelesdrgrrnal coherence. It is a specific system
of signs, a particular way of fabricating simulacnare-forming stereotypes. It is not,
however, just an economy of signs in which powemigrored and imagined self-
reflectively. The post colony is characterized bydsstinctive style of political
improvisation, by a tendency to excess and a ldgkaportion as well as by distinctive

ways in which identities are multiplied, transfoirend put into circulation (3).
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Considering Mbembe’s statements, | found out thatpost colony faces the challenge of greed
from those in power. The political improvisatiormifd in nations that have emerged from the
violence of colonialism are normally articulatedtire songs that artists compose. The internal
coherence that Mbembe says is a characteristihefpbst colony is normally fostered by

political activists and human rights crusadershieirt speeches. This deep analysis of the post
colony will be very helpful to me during the anasysf the speeches. Mbembe focuses on the
entire post colony across the continent; however,research will focus on the Kenyan post

colony as reflected in the speeches of Kenyanipialits.

Artist the Rulerby Okot P’Bitek. In the article “Artist the RulerP’Bitek argues that the world-

view of any society is “created by the most powkerdensitive, and imaginative minds that that
society has produced: these are the few men andemjothe supreme artists, the imaginative
creators of their time who form the consciousnekgheir time. They respond deeply and
intuitively to what is happening, what has happeaed what will happen” (39). This article puts
artists on a very elevated pedestal and emphatsiaesheir role cannot be ignored. The culture
of any society is moulded by artists who througtratave and songs create understanding for the
people. P’Bitek insists that in Africa artists drighly acknowledged and their contribution to
society is experienced by all members. The rol¢hef artist, according to P’Bitek, is higher
compared to the role played by conventional leadeiBitek’s argument is worth quoting at

length:
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The artist proclaims laws but expresses them inntlost indirect language: through
metaphor and symbol, in image and fable. He simgsdances his laws. It is taught, not
in the school of law, not at the Inns of Court, Ardund the evening fire, where elephants
and hares act as men. The body movement, the mgitiie sculptures are his law books.
The drums, the flutes, the horns, the strummingmuacking on the strings of the musical
instruments, are proclamations of his decrees.urEslhis subjects by the sweetness of
his song, and the beauty of his works. He punisghegulprits with laughter, and awards

the good mannered with praises (39).

This work enabled me to understand that artisebéish the foundations of society through their
imaginative works. P’Bitek’s work is theoreticaldageneral; however, my task will be on the
artistry of the speeches of Kenyatta and how treehnfluenced the social and cultural lives of

the people.

David Anderson irHistories of the Hanged: Britain’s Dirty War in Kga (2005) brings into
perspective the struggle against colonialism iny¢erHe shows that the struggle was not easy,
and that it constituted of grave injustices comaitby the British soldiers under the colonial
authorities, and also by the Mau Mau fighters. Aade also notes that the Mau Mau story is a
disturbing one, one of total annihilation of thedigenous people by the colonialist. Of
significance to my research was his illuminatiordomo Kenyatta and the role he played during
the struggle. Anderson shows that Kenyatta didwéneknow who the leaders of the armed
struggle were. He only came to know about themrgddis arrest. This understanding helped

me in redefining Kenyatta in the context of my stud
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| also reviewed Daniel Branchienya: Between Hope and Despair, 1963 — 2(20A2). Branch
critically analyzes Kenyatta’s governance from peledence to the time of his death. He gives
deeper reflection of power and nation building.Btamotes that during the formation of the
nation the ideology of order was used to tramplepeaple’s voices of dissent. He states that
“fetishisation of order has been used to discrébaise who dissent from the state’s development
policies and to allow the state to violate itszgtis’ human rights” (18). Such efforts made by
Kenyatta’s government and even the preceding govents led to dictatorial leadership. Branch
also unearths many utterances made by Kenyattanglunis tenure and offers critical
interpretation of the same. This text was significeo be in providing a foundation for the

understanding of Kenya’s histories and nation lgd

Guy Arnold’'sKenyatta and the Politics of Kenya974) proved very useful to my work. Arnold
brings into focus Kenyatta’'s role in the politickKenya, and more so discusses how Kenyatta
was imagined by the people of Kenya. Arnold obsetat Kenyatta was Mau Mau’s spiritual
leader. He notes that “as a nationalist movememingl at independence Mau Mau would
naturally look to Kenyatta as its inspiration, &ht is borne out both by its claims that he was
its leader and in the frequent references to hithenMau Mau hymns” (129). This explains why
the colonial authority adamantly insisted that Kaitey was the leader of Mau Mau when in

actual sense he didn't know much about it.

Arnold also observes that “Kenyatta was personeligrged with elevating Mau Mau into a
religious cult, and further accused of wanting twel all Europeans out of Kenya” (125). It was
Kenyatta’s name that was his cause of tribulatiith the colonialists. Since he had become
more of a myth to the indigenous Kenyans, espgctak Kikuyu, it was easy for him to be

victimized. For, as Arnold states, “[t]o the salil&enyatta symbolized all their fears; to
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Africans he symbolized their coming political triphi' (200). In his discussions, Arnold
underscores the challenges of the formation ofKibieyan nation. He also helps us to envision

Kenyatta’s role in the liberation struggle. He stathat

[ijt was essential that there should be two nafisharms: the orthodox nationalists led
by Kenyatta, tackling authorities by constitutiomaéans; and the strong-arm branch of
nationalists, able to put pressure on the autlesrdind, when necessary, force the pace in

ways that the orthodox leadership could not empl@Q).

This observation underscores the fact that Kenya¢t: committed to achieving justice through
constitutional means but not through bloodshechascolonialists portrayed him. Being on the
frontline to negotiate for the rights of the blgokople, Kenyatta made it possible for Kenya to

achieve its independence.

After reviewing different literatures, | identifiethe study of Kenyatta’s speeches as a gap in
knowledge which should be studied. Speeches amtit texts that write the histories of a
nation. Through an analysis of Kenyatta's speecte®s insights in regard to nationhood would

emerge. This helped in adding to the growth ofditieres on rhetoric in literature as a discipline.

According to the literature that | was able to asceno one has done a study on the political
speeches of Jomo Kenyatta in relation to natiomalMy study therefore seeks to fill this gap by
underscoring the significance of political rhetomcthe construction of national identities and

nationalism.
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1.7 Theoretical Framework
This section discusses the three theories thaed us the study of Jomo Kenyatta's speeches.

The theories are formalist literary theory that eamm handy in analyzing the literary aspects
employed in the speeches; the Marxist literary th&dich helped in exploring class relations as
portrayed in the texts; and the reader responserythehich helped me to explore possible

meanings of the selected speeches.

| used the formalist literary theory in this resgmarThe proponents of this theory include I.A.
Richards, Cleanth Brooks, and Northrop Frye. Thm#ists argue that content and form are one
and the same thing. They also assert that texss iexand for themselves. This means that a text
contains all the information required by the reatleey are autonomous. In this particular work,
| analyzed the selected speeches of Jomo Kenydtialve understanding that they can provide
all the required information. Formalists aim atssifying, categorizing, and discussing any
universal truth that literary works might hold cenaing the human condition. In analyzing the
structure of the speeches and their content, |iwas position to ascertain the literary aspects

employed in the delivery of the speeches.

| also used the Marxist literary theory. Marxigtslge literature by the contribution it makes in
bringing about a revolution in the society. ThepHaat literature from the dimension of the
impact that a work of art has on the masses, tbketariat, the workers of the world, in making
them aware of their oppression by the bourgeoiddmxism, the workers of the world are the
essence of the society and when they realize peirer to change their world they will live
better lives. Marxism is majorly concerned abouttarial well being of the population.
Everything unfortunate that happens to the poonterpreted to mean that it is because of the

oppression of those who control the economy. Mé&bglieve that economic and social
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conditions determine religious beliefs, legal syse and cultural frameworks. The role of
literature is therefore to improve the economicalfare of the people. In attempting to grasp a
deeper understanding of Kenyan politicians’ remarkss theory will be of great value
particularly in relation to the speeches of tradmnists who spoke for the workers.

M. Habib (2005) traces the origin of Marxist ideasd states that “the tradition of Marxist
thought has provided the most powerful critique caipitalist institutions and ethics ever
conducted” and that “the influence of Marx’s idems modern world history has been vast”
(527). Habib further states that “[w]hat distindgwes Marxism is that it is not only a political,
economic, and social theory but also a form of fzacin all of this domains” (527). The
critiques of the capitalist institutions were theed by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. Habib
notes that according to Marxism, the proletariate‘lonly so long as they find work, and [...]
find work only so long as their labor increasesitedip(528). Thus the proletariat is co modified
by the bourgeois in the latter’s pursuit for capidarxism comes out as a very powerful idea
especially when Marx insists on action rather thaarely idealizing the plight of the poor in the
society. Habib observes that Marx “insisted that thalectic in history involved a necessary
combination of theory and practice, that a giveoenemic and political system cannot be
abolished by mere thought but by a revolution” (5630 this regard, Marxism calls for action

against the oppressors (perceived and real).

Reader-Response theory was also very importaiisnparticular research. The theory suggests
that the interpretations of a literary text accogdio Rosenblatt “is not a smorgasbord of infinite
interpretations; rather, it is a transactional egyee in which several different yet probable
meanings emerge in a particular social contextthackby create a variety of ‘poems’ (78). This
approach indicates that the text is not the soleroener of meaning and that the reader

performs a very critical role in this EndeavoureTeader of a particular text participates
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actively together with the text in creating meani8tanley Fish in affective stylistics also asserts
that meaning is inheres the reader not the texdréfbre the meaning of a particular text is found

in a particular reading community, a group of peogho share interpretive strategies.

In applying the three theories mentioned aboveas able to discuss salient issues that advance

nationalism through presidential rhetoric.
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1.8 Methodology

This study focuses on three speeches made by Jangaka between 1963 and 1964. The
speeches are “The fruits of Life”, a speech detidepn 28' October 1964; “Dawn of the
Republic”’, a speech delivered off dune 1963; and “Federation, the Road Ahead”, acipe
delivered on ¥ July 1963. | also draw from several other speechage by Kenyatta within the
same period in reference to the ideas he raisethanthree speeches for the purpose of

conversation.

| chose Jomo Kenyatta’s speeches because theysaddtine when Kenya was at its nationhood
infancy, a gaze into the past. Immediately aftdependence, economical as well as social issues
glared at the new government that was experimentiitg power for the first time. This
selection is therefore meant to probe the rootsatibnalism, taking Kenya as a case study. It is
also informed by the ideas of nationalism in Afringhe early 1960’s, a time when the frontiers

were being used to foster identity.

In this study | applied the close textual readingtmod as theorized by Ivor Armstrong Richards
(2009). Among other things, Armstrong encourageste to study closely the “text’s feeling, its
tone, its intention” (12). | approached the thrpeexhes through a close textual analysis and
attempted to analyze the tone, the intention ofrémearks made by Kenyatta, and the “feeling”
of the texts, that is, the underlying meaningshefwords used. This method helped me to carry

out a deep reflection on the utterances made bydtenwhile speaking to the public.
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| used the reader-response theory, Marxist litethgory, and formalist theory in order to

understand different literary aspects of the textder study. The theories were useful in the
conceptualization of ideas.The theories helped onachieve a greater picture of the society
reflected in the speeches.| also reviewed the@letigpects on rhetoric. This study enabled me to

form theoretical orientations with which to apprbdbe research that | intend to undertake.
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1.9 Scope and Limitations
In this study, | focused on three speeches of Jdemyatta during his tenure as the first Prime

Minister of Kenya and the Founding President of Republic. In studying these speeches, |
made references to scholars’ criticisms on Kenigagavernance and rhetorical leadership. The

study also evaluated the themes and the literghyssemployed in the delivery.

The study was limited to three published selecpakshes itHarambee! The Prime Minister of
Kenya's Speeches 1963—1964: Jomo Kenyati'ed and arranged by Anthony Cullen. The oral
aspects of the speeches during delivery are logteter, my study limits itself on the utterances

only.

1.10 Conclusion

This chapter focused on the theoretical issuesitiiatmed this study. Theory is very important

in charting the way for analysis. The introductpart laid the foundation for the understanding
of rhetoric and nationhood. A critical study of wisgholars have done in regard to presidential
rhetoric provided more insight in the understanding texts. The methods that were used in

collecting information were inclined towards a qisive research.
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CHAPTER TWGQ THE SELECTED SPEECHES OF JOMO KENYATTA

2.1 Introduction
Most of the speeches of Jomo Kenyatta are publishddarambee! The Prime Minister of

Kenya’'s Speeches 1963—1964: Jomo Kenyaeltiah is edited and arranged by Anthony Cullen.
The speeches deal with issues of the new dawn &my& the long awaited celebrations for
uhury, Kenyatta’s messages on the constitution, anditesisiness on the role of the opposition

in the parliament.

The speeches also show a state of uncertainty Kieegatta keeps reminding the citizens of the
then young nation not to support secessionist grobprthermore, the speeches also bring into
focus other issues affecting Africa at the timehsas the goal for East African states to federate,
the question of apartheid in Africa and its implioas on the African continent, and the
liberation struggles in Angola and Mozambique. Bm@ssing issues that were affecting Africa
at large at the time, his rhetoric strategicallgai@s him in a global imaginary making him a

global leader.

2.2 The Selected Speeches

Harambeehas a forward by Malcolm MacDonald who was the &@nwr-General of Kenya. In
his forward to the book, MacDonald states that Katays wisdom saved Kenya from falling
apart in its formative age soon after the colosialhad departed. He lauds Kenyatta’s choice of
the motto of the nation which helped to cementyimta country that was burning with tribal
rivalry, racial hatred, and class bickering. In ext®n of the forward, MacDonald states as

follows:
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The speeches of Mzee Jomo Kenyatta published srotbok have been the inspiration of
the young Kenyan nation. Two years ago few peopléieeAfrican, Asian or European

inside Kenya, or of any race outside it—thought tha new nation could be successfully
born in 1963; and many others who supposed thatrits soon afterwards was inevitable
assumed that it would be still-born, or that withifew months after its emergence from

the womb of Mother Africa it would die from chronitternal disorders (ix).

Considering the terrible civil wars that severalriédn nations sank in immediately after
independence, MacDonald suggests that Kenyattddsheuappreciated for his efforts to have a
harmonious nation through his speeches. MacDorsddrts that Kenyatta was instrumental in
fostering a country that would forge forth in pea€his will be analyzed through a thorough

analysis of Kenyatta’s speeches in the next chapter

However, in the Eurocentric and colonialist statetnéthat within a few months after its
emergence from the womb of Mother Africa it wouli@ érom chronic internal disorders” (ix),
MacDonald underscores the pessimism that Britanbdwaed when it reluctantly handed over
leadership to the black people. The statement stgjtige incapability of a black person running
a nation. He thus expresses surprise that Kenyatsacapable of managing the country Kenya.
In other words, the editor seems happy that théc&ifis are getting civilized enough to hold
office. But it is exactly such perceptions thattifiesd slavery and colonialism. In the end, the
British looked back proudly to the “civilizing mis®” in Africa without the guilty of having

committed the worst atrocities especially when tiigipthe Mau Mau.
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David Anderson inHistories of the Hanged2005) observes that when the British vacated
Kenya, they had committed heinous crimes agaimsirttigenous people. Anderson reflects that
“[t]his was not how empire was supposed to end. Bhtsh have liked to imagine that their
retreat from imperial grandeur was dignified andesty. Above all in Africa, the British tend to
think they made a better job than anyone else™B(8)Anderson dismantles this view by
exposing the colonialist’s extreme violations ofrtan rights. Guy Arnold (1974) iKenyatta
and the Politics of Keny@oints out that colonialism was an investment tfee economy of

Britain. He argues that

[m]ost commentators, even those who defend colenialhave admitted that it was
profitable. The American Negley Farson says: “Cabsm should be looked at for
exactly what it is; a money-making business...” Thente of Kenya’s profitability and

value to the colonial power was established earlyhe century: Sir Charles Eliot, the
British Commissioner for East African Protectorétam 1901 to 1904, claimed that he
had no illusions about nor interests in civilizingissions: ‘The interior of the

Protectorate is a white man’s country, and it igem@ypocrisy not to admit that white
interests must be paramount, and the main objeatiopolicy should be to found a white

colony (35).

With the observations of Anderson and Arnold, Mawld’s nostalgic views of colonialism are
dismantled. It becomes obvious that colonialism wa$ a system that was benefiting the
indigenous people of Kenya, but an inhumane projeent to profit London as it impoverished
Nairobi economically, socially, and culturally.
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The book begins with a speech titled “The Fruitiéd”. This speech was delivered on"20ct.
1964 during the very first celebration of what Wasn known as Kenyatta Day. It was delivered
on radio and television. The speech outlines Keaigatontribution to the building of Kenya and
the place of Africa in the global imaginaries. Kattg states that the day “reminds me very
vividly of all the phases and milestones of momntforty years of service, dedicated to freedom
and the dignity of Africa, and the Pan-African i#g1). He also emphasizes the fact that the
struggle for freedom was a just one because alldnupeings “have the right to be free” (1). The
fruits of life which are implied in this speech d@he benefits of the struggle, that the struggke ha

finally borne fruits.

The second speech in the text is titled “Dawn & Bepublic’. The speech is anchored on
Kenya’s attainment of internal self-government whiappened on Juné',11963. This is also

the time when Kenyatta came up with the nationaltonand rallying-cry “Harambee” (which

calls upon people to “pull together”, or work inityrfor the development of their country). The
new slogan replaced the earlier one “Uhuru!” thtowghich African nationalists demanded for
freedom from colonialism. In essence, the new lesadéer colonialism felt threatened that the
citizens in discontent may use the same slogamsigéiem. So for the sake of containing
dissident voices, Kenyatta invents a new sloganchvidompletely submerges the “uhuru”
slogan. His argument is “never again must we saywe want our freedom” (22). According to
Kenyatta, it was “uhuru” era. But Jaramogi Ogingdir@a inNot Yet Uhurucontended the idea

that Kenya had achieved freedom. It had only beerchange of guard.

The recurrent theme in the “Dawn of the Republi@ttKenyatta constantly addresses is unity
and peaceful reconstruction of the lives of theigsin people after the departure of the British

colonialist. For the purpose of unity, as the@dmnocently portrays it, Kenyatta goes ahead to

rebuke the opposition using tough sentiments.
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Apart from rallying the citizens to work in unityitlv his government, Kenyatta also urges them
to make Kenya example “to Africa and the world ofshpeople of different origins can come
together—as citizens of one country—to build a p&amation” (11). By so doing, the speaker
demonstrates that he understands the great tagkeld@m. He shows that his leadership of the

country is significant not only to the citizensKénya, but even to the rest of the world.

The third speech is titled “Federation, the Roa@é#d. It has short remarks that Kenyatta made
on several occasions in reference to the matt&aet Africa federation. The additional speeches
cover a period of eighteen months. They were dedvén different places in Kenya, particularly
in the parliament, in Meru, in Githunguri, and iffefent rallies in Nairobi. This was in a way an
attempt to assure people on the grassroots that ghesident was working towards uniting
Kenya, Uganda, and Tanzania. In most of the uttemnKenyatta devoted much time in
speaking about the need for an East African FeideraHe however changes the tone in the
early 1964 when he starts giving excuses as to Whyas nearly impossible for the three
countries to federate. Eventually, his statemertsal that he was not ready to let Kenya

federate with Uganda and Tanganyika.

In the speeches under the title “Back to the Lak@hya underpins the significance of land to
the prosperity of Kenya’s economy. The main speecBack to the Land” which was delivered
on 11" September 1964, but the editor includes in theestitle other speeches that Kenyatta
made while addressing the issue of agriculturehasntajor resource for Kenya’'s future. This
speech was made more popular through a song “Mgageana” by John Mwale which reminds
people that the elder (the wise leader) said pesipbelld go back to their lands and engage in
agriculture. John Mwale is also the singer of “&msho la Afrika”, the federation of Africa, in

which he lauds Kenyatta, Julius Nyerere and Mil@bote 1 for uniting Africa. This act of
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turning presidential utterances into song in a \walped the citizens to memorize what their

leader expected of them.

In this animated speech that was made a great B@myatta asserted that “our greatest asset in
Kenya is our land” (60). He stated that the peopieKenya fought for their land from
colonialists because “this is the heritage thatreeeived from our forefathers. In land lies our
salvation and survival” (60). He went on to condemlatives who move to the city just to be a
burden to their family members instead of beingdpative on the lands that they own back in
the rural areas. By insisting that men who werthenurban areas in search of jobs yet they had
land lying fallow in their homes were a disgracelteir manhood, Kenyatta helped to influence

people’s perceptions and thus stir up the econdrd@aelopment of the country.

In a fable that Jomo Kenyatta published in 193& gets a glimpse into his worldview. In the
fable titled “You can Fool People for a Time, bt forever”, he expresses his beliefs when it
comes to the relationship between Africans and j#eias during colonialism, a kind of
relationship saturated with hypocrisy and dominaonger the black people. This fable was
published in 1938, fourteen years before the Maw RRavolt which took place from 1952 to
1955. In the fable, the narrator tells of Elephahb was escaping from a heavy thunderstorm
and sought for help from Man who had built a huttba edge of a forest. Man welcomes
elephant in his house on humanitarian grounds Igoghat after the storm elephant would go
away. But elephant chooses to evict man from hia dause saying "[m]y dear good friend,
your skin is harder than mine, and there is notughaoom for both of us, you can afford to
remain in the rain while I am protecting my deleakin from the hailstorm”(8). Man stayed in

the rain as he sought for help from the King ofdhagle so as to resolve the matter
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diplomatically. This reveals the invasion of Afribgy the empire (Europe), and its subsequent

evictions of black people from their (black peop)eancestral lands.

In order to solve the dispute, the King of the Jarigrmed a commission of inquiry in which he

appointed curious members. The narrator says

[tlhe Commission was duly appointed. It compris¢tl) Mr. Rhinoceros; (2) Mr.

Buffalo; (3) Mr. Alligator; (4) The Rt. Hon. Mr. Boto act as chairman; and (5) Mr.
Leopard to act as Secretary to the Commission.riiée asked that one of his kind be
included on the Commission, but was assured tha¢ 06 his kind was educated enough
to understand the intricacy of jungle law, and tingt members of the Commission were

God-chosen and would execute their business waticgi (8).

This commission of inquiry discriminated againstnkiad and favoured the animal kingdom.
Elephant alleged that Man’s hut was unoccupiedthachurricane threatened to demolish it and
he felt the need to protect the interest of marfilbgg it up completely. The commission of
inquiry considered Man'’s lack of appreciation ansid backwardness that is common among his
kind. The verdict they gave favoured elephant aad mas expected to build another hut. In this
case, Kenyatta highlights the mundane justificatithrat colonialists held onto while scrambling
for Africa. One of the things that they held ontasathat the African was backward, primitive,
uneducated. They saw a need therefore, to invammuer and subdue them, and rob them of

their livelihoods—Iland, dignity, and life.

Kenyatta shows that the Kikuyu are very resilignts they choose civilized ways of existence
by moving away from the lands that had been rolftwed them. But the settlers’ insatiable thirst
for land stalks the black people wherever theyTdee narrator says Man built huts and all of

them were occupied until all the members of the ro@ssion were well housed. He then
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remembered that there’s nothing that treads thih ¢aat cannot be trapped. Kenyatta ends the

tale as follows:

So the man built a big hut, and soon the lordshefjtingle came and occupied the big
hut. The man shut them in and set the hut on fie @l perished. The man returned

home saying: "Peace is costly, but it's worth tkgease (8).

From this fable which is drawn from Kikuyu folklgreee get an idea of Jomo Kenyatta’s desires
for liberation through a violent resistance agaitis colonialist invaders. He is not like
Mahatma Gandhi or Martin Luther King (jnr.) whercdames to fighting for land and liberation,
at least as depicted in the fable. Kenyatta betiemdrapping and setting the lords of the jungle
on fire. The colonialists here are depicted addhds of the jungle because they had no human
right to invade other peoples’ territories and lelisa themselves as rulers over the inhabitants of

the land.

This narrative centers the emotive land issue. Lian&enyatta’'s speeches is imagined as a
refuge for humanity. Guy notes that “[ijn a ruralcgety where a few acres can keep a whole
family, land is the symbol of life” and that thei@peans’ “arrival and the fact that they took for

themselves vast tracts of land created the probkmdsbitterness which dominated the whole
colonial era” (195).In the event of displacemennir the vital resource, the narrator in

Kenyatta’s narrative shows that violence will bee @f the major means of asserting the land
ownership rights of the black people. The Europdeaukillegally occupied land that belonged to

Africans and settling the dispute through diplombheg completely failed and even shown that
prejudice was core in the dispossession of thedugriof Africans. Action was necessary, as the
narrative shows. The people who had been displaaddo fight for their survival. They had to
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burn the invaders so that they may live in peates Tine of thinking was also common among

the founders of the Mau Mau Revolt fourteen ye#tes ghe publication of the narrative.

The hut in the fable symbolizes land and other usss in Africa which were exploited by
Europeans during colonialism and even during slavieand was the major cause of violent
revolts against colonialism. The white settlers velstablished the White Highlands and sent all
the black people to the “native camps” angeredcafis. The settlement schemes were the most
fertile grounds while the native camps were infertatnd crowded. The Africans who had

ancestral attachment to land found the Europeanpation a serious violation of their humanity.

The fable composed by Kenyatta expresses the @@y of a violent retaliation against the
injustice. Kenyatta also shows that African kinds)dsspitality, and resilience were mistaken by
the Europeans for backwardness. The idea of “Afribackwardness” made the colonialists
reason that they were justified to treat Africassaapeople inferior to them. In the narrative,
Kenyatta shows that the whites used the jungle Mdwe the Africans at all time kept their

humanity until it was absolutely necessary to fifgittheir lives and their dignity.

Kenyatta's narrative was motivated by actual hapyen The settler, the colonial masters, and
the colonial lawyers were the culprits of the iticess against Man. These were the enemies to be
trapped in a big house and be burnt alive. BrucemBa (1996) in “Ethnography as Politics,
Politics as Ethnography: Kenyatta, Malinowski, atf Making of Facing Mount Kenya”
discusses the circumstances under which Kenyddtacsreport was dismissed. He states that

[t]he report of the Kenya Land Commission, issued934, dismissed Kenyatta’s and the
KCAs representative role. Before a group of thckéious whites—a white judge, a
retired colonial official, and a settler—they fourigeir testimony and memorandum

undermined by the numerous inconsistencies anggbtitontradictions in the testimony
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of other Kikuyu witnesses and members of other gsowand ultimately ignored as
representing only the biased and contentious istter@f certain segments of a

contentious and faction-ridden people (317).

According to Berman, Kenyatta was involved in tiy@amatic efforts to solve the land impasse.
The narrative therefore captures Kenyatta's expeég with the land commissions in his role as

the messenger of the Kikuyu people.

In “The Challenge to Apartheid”, Kenyatta addreses plight of black South Africans. He
reckons that Kenya’s freedom is useless if thekbfamople continue to be enslaved in South
Africa. He also promises to support the black peaplthe south to salvage their freedom. His
disappointment with the racist policies is mangéesivhen he turns to the Boers living in Kenya
and says: “There are Boers who are enjoying themseh this country. Not one of them has
condemned the South African apartheid policy. Walstondemn these people in the same way
as we condemn South Africa” (47). In the same dpe€enyatta emphasizes racial harmony in
Kenya by urging citizens to be an example to theldvthat people of different races can live

together in harmony.

What stands out in this speech is Kenyatta’s retiognof the threat that apartheid South Africa
posed to the peace of the entire world. He notas tBouth Africa, so long as the current
undemocratic system prevails there, representseattto the peace of the continent, and indeed
to the stability of the whole world” (48). This adysation underscores the need for humanity to
exist in mutual understanding and tolerance despitace. But since South Africa was inventing
barbaric laws with the aim of rendering the blaebple sub-human, Kenyatta noticed that it was

setting a dangerous precedence on the Africanreamitand even to the rest of the world. By
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condemning this evil through a presidential rhetoKenyatta contributes significantly to the

fight against racism and oppression of the blaapfeeon the continent.

2.3 Conclusion
This chapter focused on discussing Kenyatta’s tedlespeeches and attempted to underscore the

contribution such utterances had on the Kenyamnalihis chapter helps us to see Kenyatta the
man through the ideals that he shared with hizess through presidential rhetoric. By
discussing the issues highlighted in his speedhas)ed at deepening the comprehension of the
presidential rhetoric of Kenyatta. FurthermoregcsiiKenya stands prominently in the rhetoric of
Kenyatta, | found it necessary to trace its evolutirom the colonial governance, through the
founding political leaders who were fresh from tia@ages of war for the liberation of their
motherland, to the new dispensation where the cpuymides itself with a better constitution and
enlightened citizens. It is always important tokawer one shoulder to view what has been left
behind in the journey of life before soldiering oo the uncertain future. Such an action helps
one to avoid stumbling on the hurdles that may Hmeen disastrous in the years when one was a

toddler.
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CHAPTER THREE: RHETORICAL ASPECTS IN KENYATTA'S SHCTED SPEECHES

3.1 Introduction
In this chapter, | focus on the tools that Jomo y&dta employs in his speeches in order to

persuade the citizens he governs to follow his rments. Having already mentioned that
political rhetoric is complex due to the way in wihithe speaker may keep jumping from one
idea to another, | endeavour to explore patteratsdaimerge in the selected speeches. Roy Sellars
(2006)posits that rhetoric
is not so much a question of finding the right weo¢though that, invention, is also part of
rhetoric) as of realizing that there is nothingsidg context, a realization that can be
upsetting or liberating, depending on one’s poinview (another part of rhetoric).(59,
brackets in original).

In as much as the invention of better persuasipeds is crucial, political rhetoric is grounded
in context. Kenyatta employs several rhetoricaleatpto persuade his listeners. In most cases,
the listeners already understand the backdropeoidbas he is advancing. The speeches under
study are set in a period immediately after colisna and Kenyatta’'s listeners are every now
and then told of the struggle. He uses promisedtaedts, plain folk talk, attacks on the motives

of his opponents, and slogans to rally people $csiue.

3.2 Promises and Threats
In the speech “The Fruits of Life”, Kenyatta prosgsKenyans better living standards which
they never experienced during the struggle for petelence. Hugh Rank (1980) observes that

promises and threats are rhetorical aspects. Artgptd Rank,
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Politicians might promise "more jobs," "greater ogpnities," "safer streets,” "increased

Social Security benefits,” "stronger military capiép” "better government,” "greater

efficiency,” "faster bus service," "greater prostygl or "more responsive government.”

Or, switching tactics slightly, the promises mayrbkef from the disadvantages: "lower

taxes," "reduced inflation," "less wasteful," "lomerime rate," "fewer restrictions," "no

more war," "lower unemployment,” or "no nukes." Y42

The electorate listens to political rhetoric wittethope that his/her life is going to be improved
if he carefully selects the best political lead®nd in cases where the political leader is already
in power, the electorate listens with the hope thatleadership of the country is headed in the
right direction. The issues highlighted by Rank quée pertinent to the entire population: jobs,

security, military power, and government efficiency

In the mentioned speech, Kenyatta states thatdvergment has established the Africanization
programme in order “to maintain an efficient anteetive machine of Government by and for
Kenya’'s people” (3). The Africanization programmefers to the conscious efforts that
Kenyatta’s government puts in place to ensure that employment and other leadership
positions initially held by the colonialists andtiss are occupied by the indigenous Kenyans.
This promise, given during the day that commemaegrale struggle for independence, is an
effective rhetorical aspect. The promise goes g lway in persuading the people to believe in
the governance of Kenyatta.

In “The Fruits of Life”, outlines the major milestes that his government has made in just a
short period of time. This rhetoric is meant topins confidence in the nation that he is leading.
For instance, he outlines the privileges that tlagkopeople have been given by his government

when he remarks that
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[n]early all the high appointments in the Civil Siee are now held by Africans. In the
Police force, this process will shortly extendhe tank of Inspector-General. The Kenya
Army will soon be commanded by an African and mather African officers—up to the
rank of Lieutenant-Colonel — have successfully cleteg training to take their rightful
place. We have founded the Kenya air Force, andeay& Navy will be formally

established before long. (3).

The promise on building a stronger military poweak®as his audience to understand the efforts
that their leader is putting in place for theirioat However, one can note that Kenyatta is

finding it very difficult to let the colonialist®r rather the expatriates, leave.

Since Kenyatta is no longer in detention, he fin@sting easy for the people he leads. If the
colonialist would still have been in leadershipe tinetoric would have been that the Africans
cannot wait any more. But in this case, whateverpdople were promised before independence

is to be approached diplomatically. Kenyatta arghas

Africanization has not been, and cannot be, annaatic programme based on colour or
race. We need at many levels not only talent apdlty but also experience. This is why
training schemes have been instituted, and mustob&nued, to equip our people for
posts of high responsibility, and give them oppoitiuto gain the maturity that comes

from experience. (3).

This is a well thought out argument. The Africansowcelebrated whenhuru dawned are now
realizing that they will have to wait longer. Théuthe speaker emphasizes the idea that the
fruits of the struggle had ripened, and that eveeywas going to get a share, he cleverly hides
the fact that the fruits are not for everyone. Katey manages to hide the truth in yet another
promise of training institutions that he claimslefjuip the Africans with the maturity and
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experience required to handle top jobs. What theams, essentially, is that the colonialists will
continue to dominate the economy, the securitysyaind the military. In other words, not much

has changed.

In his rhetoric, Kenyatta also used threats. Adhrpist as a promise, is also a rhetorical aspect.
It is used to persuade the listeners to followlihe of thought of the speaker. In this case, the
targeted audience is presented with expected coesegs if they fail to do what the speaker

says. The audience is therefore expected to beigumed on the account of the threats of the

speaker. Kenyatta in his speech to the oppositigrarliament states that

| am rather worried that the opposition is incregli tending to fail to appreciate its
responsibilities and duties to Kenya. There is gnera tendency towards ‘opposition
for the sake of opposition’. Negative and destugctopposition can only do harm to
democracy, and — what is more — it can quickly leathe destruction of the privileges

and rights of the opposition itself. This is ndheeat, but a word of advice. (12).

Because the speaker already understands thathreasening the opposition, he blatantly claims
that he is offering a piece of advice. However,Has already stated that if the opposition
continues with its work of putting the executivecimeck, it will be abolished all the same. The

argument advanced is weak, but the opposition bigiersuaded to follow it.

3.3 Attacks on Opponents’ Motives
In the selected speeches of Jomo Kenyatta, | wss able to identify the rhetoric aspect of

attacking the opponents’ motives. Hugh Rank argues:
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[tlhus the most intense personal attacks oftendarumotives; even good deeds may be
attacked for having ulterior motives, for being ddor "the wrong reason," especially
that of opportunism (personal ambition) and favwemit ("partisan politics"). Attackers
can raise suspicions, cast doubts, or create nmg@vn nearly any situation simply by
attacking or questioning motives. The rhetoricaésjion becomes a powerful weapon:
"What's the real reason he did that?" "Did shelyaakan that?" It's a tough attack to

fend off. (40).

In political rhetoric, casting doubts on the mosivef one’s opponent is detrimental. The

opponent is left struggling to change the percepbibthe people against him.

In order to undermine the role of the oppositioncltwas coming out strongly, Kenyatta attacks
their motive. The members of the opposition pargn¥a African Democratic Union (KADU)
cannot fully put away the tag that has been impasethem. This idea of stirring suspicion over
one’s motive is a rhetorical aspect that certamagprs use to persuade their listeners. Kenyatta

on 13" August 1964, while arguing for a one-party statates that

[i]t was only after KANU was formed that severaksidents formed a splinter group,
which was later called KADU. It cannot be imaginbdt these conceited, grasshopper
politicians formed their new group because of thoglief in majority rule, democracy
and the rule of law. (25).

By stating authoritatively that the opposition haddifferent agenda other than ensuring
democracy is upheld in governance, Kenyatta castbtdbn the motives of the entire opposition.
He thus drives a rift between the opposition party the citizens, rendering it irrelevant. In his

speech, he states that his party KANU is the oaeuhderstands the plight of the majority and
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Therefore multiparty system should be done awayh.withis rhetorical aspect is used to

persuade the members of the public to embrace tive o kill multiparty system completely.

3.4 Common man
In most political speeches, the speakers claimetofthumble beginnings, as people who have

known the pangs of poverty and helplessness ifiaites of diseases and corruption. Such claims
make them very popular among the electorates opdlople they are serving at the time. Hugh
Rank discusses this idea of plain folk in detaikewlne argues that politicians and advertisers are
benefit promisers and that the audience hopesnefibanore from the person who understands

their problems better. Rank says that

[p]oliticians (and advertisers) are benefit-promsseNe, their audiences, are benefit-
seekers. It's not a one-sided affair; it's a mutelationship in which both roles have their
own goals. As we sort out the various claims okpaders, we should remain aware of
this two-way transaction; these persuaders areonigt seeking something from us, we
are also seeking something from them. Again, theahoexpressions used to claim
benevolence will vary. At present, the fashionalteds are "concerned," "interested,"
"caring.” Most "plain folks" appeals ("peoples’ @&" "common man," "one of us")

have this element of the persuader as being onle thi# audience.(40, brackets in

original).

The two-way transaction that Rank refers to is tgastterms of expectations may not translate

into actions.

When addressing the nation on Kenyatta Da$/, @6tober 1964, Kenyatta claims that he speaks

to his citizens as a man, not just as a Prime NMnisle says,
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[a]nd | want to speak to you all, today, not justaaPrime Minister, but as a man. For
although -- by your wish — | am the leader of myminy, the recollections of this Day in

all your hearts and minds means more than jusbatérto a title. (1).

In this case, Kenyatta lays claim on being an @dinperson, someone who never sought
greatness, but one who greatness was bestowedytte people. This rhetorical aspect enables

him to endorse the day named in his honour as eelob the people, but not his own excesses.

3.5 Slogans
Political rhetoric is at many times punctuated kggans which convey the mission of the

particular party or group in a tacit manner. Coasity Kenya’s elections in 2013, one notes that
much energy was invested in search for the mostogpte slogans. For instance, the Jubilee
Alliance came up with the slogan “KusemanaKutétmirsuading the electorate to cast their
votes in favour of the party that would deliver #fle promises they have made to the
people.During his first term campaigns for the mlescy, President Barack Obama of the
United States of America used the slogan “Yes Wa.Clm only three words, he is able to
persuade millions of America to believe in him ginte expresses the hope that the country

needs in order to move forward.

Slogans convey patriotism, hope for the countrynmatment, or integrity among other ideals.

Rank discusses slogans as being part of the rbet@spects in political rhetoric. He avers that

[iln popular slogans, the claim is "ready, willingnd able.” The most common way to
claim competency is to emphasize experience inlairsituations, past achievements or
accomplishments: "look at the record...proven Bhill' Presidential candidates, for
example, stress parallel experiences; former gfa#ernors and corporation presidents

will emphasize executive duties in organizing anahaging; ex-legislators, ex-military

! Kiswahili for “saying and performing”, which implies that every promise they have made will be fulfilled.
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leaders, and ex-diplomats all stress their padicuisider status ("know-how," "knowing

the ropes," "inner workings," etc.).(39, bracket®riginal).
In slogans, the politicians think hard in ordercapture their most profound beliefs in a word or
a shortest phrase possible. The more creative emplesthe slogan is, the more popular it

becomes.

Jomo Kenyatta in a speech ofidune 1963, the first Madaraka Bages the need to unleash a

slogan that has become his memory. He states that

[a]s we participate in pomp and circumstance, andva make merry at this time,
remember this: we are relaxing before the toil ikab come. We must work harder to
fight our enemies — ignorance, sickness and povértyerefore give you the call:
HARAMBEE! Let us all work hard together for our adry, Kenya. (7, emphasis in

original).

The word Harambeeis a rhetorical aspect that helps Kenyatta to aclwhste his
audience. In his speech, he explains that the wgoadprompting to all the citizens unite
and work for the development of their country.ustjone word, the people are persuaded
to follow the ideas of their leader.Thi shows teligans are very powerful rhetorical
tools in politics. Even if all the words that thelitician uses are forgotten, the slogan

remains memorable to the listeners.

’A national holiday in Kenya when people commemorate the attainment of internal self-governance, every 1% June
1963. The word madaraka is Kiswahili for “promotion”, literally
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3.6 Conclusion
Rhetorical aspects are very crucial in advancingase arguments in a political arena. These

aspects may not be strong enough when approaabradain intellectual point of view, but to the
masses that attend rallies they are very powerhgthdf the aspects are fallacies or appeals. For
instance, the attack on the motive of one’s magitvenany times is an ad hominem fallacy while
the plain folk claim is an appeal. A critical viemto these rhetorical aspects exposes the political
challenges that Kenya faced during the early stafjestionalism. | note that there were shaky
intellectual investments in the arguments that kgtaywas advancing. For instance, by belittling
the opposition and its leaders, he caused a rifbrgmcommunities that align themselves
according to their political affiliations. Furthdnjs arguments in establishing a one-party state
are dictatorial rather than rational. Even thouginyatta makes a claim that every move he
makes is for the benefit and prosperity of Kenya astion, | still can read his selfish interest in

the move that he makes.
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CHAPTER FOUR: THEMES IN JOMO KENYATTA'S RHETORIC

4.1 Introduction
This chapter focuses on the major ideas that cafolned in the selected speeches of Jomo

Kenyatta.The chapter presents an evaluation of &g political pronouncements and the
themes that they articulate. The major ideas, wimdtude freedom, unity in Kenya and in

Africa among others are highlighted and discussed.

4.2 The Theme of Freedom in “The Fruits of Life”
The title of this speech is very persuasive. Ingpeech, Kenyatta states that the time had come

for the African continent to enjoy the fruits oE&dom which they had fought for in a period of
forty years. By stating that the then Kenyatta Dalgich in the new constitution is Heroes Day
meant to celebrate all Kenyans who have done exliraary things for their country] was

dedicated to the freedom and dignity of Africa, iatta aspires to expand his territories from a
national leader to an international leader. Thekeejustifies the fact that the great day beass hi

name because he directly contributed to the steufgglfreedom in Kenya.

As much as Kenyatta wishes to situate the “fruitife” into the achievements of the Kenyan
people and Africans at large, he leaves a suspitiaha time had come for him to enjoy the

fruits of life as a person. Kenyatta says:

| am proud to think back on the part that | playedhis struggle. Much was direct
contribution. But it gladdened me to know, throughlong period of anxieties and
sufferings, that my conception of duty—to this coynand its people—inspired and
upheld others, when | could not be there (1).

It is true that Jomo Kenyatta was detained anduffered in the hand of the colonialist. He was

a spokesman of the Kikuyu Central Association degdefore he was the target of the failed
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colonial state which used him as a scapegoat tihaill inadequacies. So, one can read more in
the statement that it was time to eat the fruitsifef This assumption becomes credible when
Kenyatta amasses wealth for himself and his clogalists at the expense of the people he
claimed to fight for. This is made clear when Damleanch highlights the ‘Kamau for Smith’
idea that JM Kariuki decried:

Kariuki's most severe censure of the government weserved for its land policy.
Recalling ‘the determination with which we foughtdathe death of many people in
Kenya’ during the struggle for independence, heuadgthat independence had been
about more than ‘a mere change-over or substitutianvnership’ of land. Rather, he and
other Kenyans had expected independence to be pecoed by a more systematic
overhaul of the land tenure system. The ownershimast tracts of land by individuals,
while thousands of others were without land, wascialy and morally unjust and
unacceptable’ in the colonial period. [...] ‘It iscally unacceptable and unjust today. It
is wrong now. | believe firmly that substituting iau for Smith, Odongo for Jones and
Kiplangat for Keith does not solve what the gallaghters of our Uhuru considered an

imposed and undesirable social injustice’ (108).

These sentiments show that nothing really changecas a mere change of guard. The fruits of
life were reserved for the chosen group. As mucKesyatta in his speech insists that freedom
is sweet, that freedom is a free gift for humaniiy,curtails the same freedom from the citizens
of his country. In what Branch calls “the Kikuyucasdancy” (98), it becomes clear that the
fruits were not for all the people regardless tfdras he implies in his utterances. Branch notes
that by 1971 nine ministerial positions with keyrgbalios in Kenyatta’s government were
Kikuyu, “four of the eight provincial commissionengere Kikuyu. [...] Nearly half of the 222

African highest earners in the civil service in @%hd 1971 were Kikuyu” (99). Furthermore,
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“in the foreign service, key diplomatic postingsreveéeserved for members of the ascendancy”
(99). The higher education and the army were afsstidally populated by “members of the
ascendancy”. In this case, one notes that notl@allyrchanged, and therefore the fruits of were
merely a rhetorical aspect that never translatedrgality for many ordinary Kenyans. The fruits

of life were meant for Kenyatta himself and hisengircle.

Daniel Branch highlights an excerpt from Kenyattajseech on 27 June 1971 in which
Kenyatta unrepentantly declared that he was notnutted to treating all the Kenyan

communities with equality. In the speech (qtd bgrigh), Kenyatta states:

Some want to tell us that Kenya belongs to allpgbeple. Granted, | know that much. But
| have a question to ask: when we were sheddingdblsome languished in prison and
some suffering in the forests, fighting for uhuwhere were the bloody other?...If you

want honey, bear the sting of the bee...(102).

These statements, though directed to Kenyattatksrand opponents at the time, reveals the
position of Kenyatta’s inner circle and his meddas. These utterances that counter the idea of
the “fruits of life” reveal Kenyatta's real belief8y ‘othering’ other communities from the
‘honey’, which he initially referred to as ‘the ftsi of life’, he ended up dismantling the whole

idea of freedom as was conceived by the citizens edhebratedihuruwith much jubilation.

In the opening remarks of “The Fruits of Life”, Kgita uses the common rhetorical aspects to
reach out to the people of Kenya. He cleverly stiis idea of naming the great day for the
struggle for independence after himself but stdfquades people not to see it as a tribute to
himself but to the nation. In a democracy, thearati day should have reflected the diversity of
the nation and also encompassed all the othestulch did play a major role in the liberation

of the country. Since Kenyatta was the kingpinhef Kikuyu people, he believed that his name
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was a brand that was synonymous to Kenya as a $tatthermore, he had embarked on the
colonial naming spree, where there was Queen wapamed it Mama Ngina, where there was
King George’s Hospital, he renamed it Kenyatta dtzl Hospital, and all this was done without

any objectiveness or sensitivity to other commaesitn the country. He states that

[o]n this Day that bears my name, | want to sp@akdu all without formality, in your
homes or in community centre’s or wherever you rilgh And | want to speak to you
all, today, not just as a Prime Minister, but asan. For although—by your wish—I am
the leader of my country, the recollection of tBigy in all your hearts and minds means
more than just a tribute to a title. It reacheskbadime. And it reminds me very vividly
of all the phases and milestones of more than fgetrs of work and service, dedicated

to the freedom and the dignity of Africa, and tonfdrican ideals (1).

A presidential speech is always formal. It is acpamed with the flag and a presidential podium
and it is carefully relayed to the nation througk tmajor media channels. However, in order to
appeal to the masses, Kenyatta declares thatdpeaking informally. This in itself is not wrong
at all, but I am pointing out a rhetorical aspédb. as to win the hearts of as many people as
possible, the speaker alleges that whatever hayiag on a public day is like a friendly talk to
friends in kind. The rhetorical aspect here prepdahe ground for the audience to embrace
whatever message the speaker will be conveyinghéot The aspect washes down all the
reverence that citizens hold for a person in poserthat they can listen with interest and
attentiveness. But at the same time, the aspedtelethe speaker in the eyes of the citizens who
imagine their leader as a humble person thus estineq the trope of the savior who was humble

all his life till death even though he was the sbGod.
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The other point worth noting in the introductorynaks is the claim that Kenyatta is speaking as
“a man” and not as a Prime Minister. In this cdSenyatta uses the usual presidential rhetoric of
identification in order to achieve his ends. “Mar”"the opposite of master. The master owns
man in the same way he (the master) owns landsiarsés and vehicles. The idea of master and
man is made clearer in Leo Tolstoy’s short stdv\aSter and Man” in which man is the peasant
who does everything that his master commands evem e knows it may cost his life.A Prime
Minister is not a common man; he is not among tlignary people, the peasants; he is among
the masters. The status of the Prime Minister fierdint from that of the ordinary people.
However, for the purposes of making the massesonedchis message, he has to show that he is
part of them and that he also understands the amgdipeople’s struggles and misfortunes. He
therefore quickly connects with the people wherstages that he is speaking to them as a man

and not as a Prime Minister.

In order to incorporate all the citizens in Kenyad doster acceptance of the day named after
him, Kenyatta states that the day is not justlaute to a title. Yet after Kenyatta Day came Moi
Day when Daniel Moi succeeded him. Kenyatta alldgasthe day is meant to celebrate the toil
against colonialism of the entire continent of A&i The nature of the celebrations that followed
Kenyatta Day demonstrated that it was not reallguaAfrica, neither about Kenya, but the

honour of a few individuals presumed to have erggiee the liberation of the country.

Still in the opening remarks, Kenyatta claims thatis a leader of the country by the wish of the
people. This statement goes a long way to remiagéople that Kenya had the leadership of the

people—that it was at that time a democracy. Dutimgfounding time, the nation had just
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woken up from the brutal inhumane governance imgose them by the British Empire.

Therefore the idea that the citizens had come eftaghoose who should govern them, and in -

Particular a fellow African means a lot to them.eTphrase is a rhetorical aspect that is very

effective in enhancing the reception of the speech.

In the speech, Kenyatta expresses his belief tleatwar for freedom was justified. Kenyatta
credits Mau Mau for enhancing the “fruits of lifeVhich in this case refers to freedom. He
argues in the speech that “all the noble Charteid Reclarations of history, and all the
Constitutions that enshrine human rights, have rgpfiom one paramount truth: that men in
their spirit and their striving, under the law, kawe right to be free” (1). This indeed is a noble

cause that the Mau Mau was fighting for. It remairsramount truth as Kenyatta expresses it.

Grenville Byford in “The Wrong War” in_Foreign Afiss, Vol. 81, No. 4 (Jul. - Aug., 2002)

labels the Mau Mau war under the wrong wars invibdd. For one, he states that the Mau Mau,
though armed with a noble cause lacked the sumbaighty percent of the Kenyan population
hence it had no legitimacy. He also observes thatiaone hundred settlers were killed in grisly
fashion together with about two thousand Britishd®os. In return, over eleven thousand

“rebels” were killed. Byford’s argument is worthafing at length. He states as follows:

Looking at means rather than ends, however, the Mau are on weaker ground. The
British had already demonstrated in India that theye willing to leave their colonial
possessions without the threat of violence, andespragress had already been made in
bringing Africans into the colonial government. éibatives to terror were available;
Mau Mau leader Jomo Kenyatta was no Gandhi. AndBtfissh army, although it was
fighting for a less defensible cause, generallyalveld well. Some might therefore, on
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Balance; detect a moral equivalence between the gides in Kenya. Usually a
correlation exists between the morality of ends arehns. People who pursue noble
goals tend to be scrupulous about how they acltiesm®, whereas unscrupulous people
and rotten causes often go together. This fact rgpemakes it possible to have a
sensible discussion about political morality withalistinguishing clearly between the
acceptability of means and ends. The case of tempmhowever, is often an exception
and can force us to make difficult moral judgmentsighing the relative merits, for
example, of those who pursue a noble end througbktmunable or downright horrendous

means and those who pursue a dubious aim with tegfrity.

One thing that comes out in these statements isJii@o Kenyatta cannot be compared to
Mahatma Gandhi in any way. In other words, Byforates that Kenyatta was a violent person
who believed that the only way to resolve confiias through violence. He at the same time
states that the Mau Mau is currently glorified bBpart from the end, the means was absolutely

wrong. This is a matter that is very controversial.

Kenyatta tries to involve all communities in the Mislau war. This is something that has been
propagated even by Ngugi wa Thiong'o in his nowelsen he celebrates the Kikuyu for
liberating the country. In order to show that freedwas for all and not for a few, Jomo Kenyatta

remarks that

[tihere have been murmurs here in Kenya about #nepgtayed by one set of people, or
another set of people, in the struggle for Uhurueré has been talk of the contribution

made, or refused, by this group or that. Therebleam—at times—vindictive comment,
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and a finger of scorn has been pointed at sometsdleace, or group, or tribe. All this is

unworthy of our future here (2).

In uttering these words on such an important d&yyatta was attempting to make all the other
tribes apart from the Kikuyu to share in the cedgion of the day. The fight over who actually
fought for freedom was only divisive and at thatmamt it was not healthy for the nation. For
every citizen to realize the “fruits of life”, thisunding father of the nation had a duty to

consolidate all the tribes including tribes thad higed as arch-enemies ever since.

However, the Mau Mau issue could later on be usedxclusion of ‘the other’, communities

that were not part of Mau Mau. Branch observes #i@r the assassination of Tom Mboya,
Kenyatta turned to oathing“over 300, 000 peoplagparted to Gatundu” (85) through 1969.
Part of the oath read “if any tribe tries to sselt against the Kikuyu, we must fight them in the
same way that we died fighting the British settlé8%). In this case, one can point out that Mau
Mau was no longer a unifying factor, but somethusged to exclude and subdue the other

politically and economically.

Rhetoric is used by leaders to stir the developroétite economy. Leaders can use their vantage
positions to speak about what citizens should dorder to better their economies. Economical
prosperity increases the chances of people livaggther in harmony. When there are enough
resources in a nation, chances of conflicts areimah Understanding this, Kenyatta uses
rhetoric to unite the people through labour. Inesrtb make the citizens know that freedom was
not just about being free from the colonialist, Katta in this speech reminds citizen to work

towards self-reliance. He states that
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[b]ut | must warn the country now that, in the lalegm, the prosperity and development
of Kenya will depend on the efforts of the peogienselves. We must work hard and
constantly towards the greatest possible degreselbfeliance. We cannot and must not

always rely on outside aid. (5).

In this case, Kenyatta reviews the idea of freeddmmdemonstrates that political freedom is not
enough; it must be accompanied by economical freedm this plea to the citizens, the speaker
enables the people to understand that they hadeatooplay in liberating themselves from
economical slavery. He dismisses the idea of dapgrah aids from the big economies that had
colonized them. He makes the people know that en@ab independence is part and parcel of
freedom. These utterances stir the developmeriieotountry since the citizens choose to work
hard. The citizens take the words of their leadersously, and therefore having been persuaded

through rhetoric to work towards self-reliance, titezens take it seriously.

4.3 The Theme of Unity

a) Unity in Kenya as expressed in “Dawn of the Repuld?’
The word Harambee is synonymous with Kenyatta. Téig slogan that means “let’s pull
together”. The spirit of Harambee is the call thlyréhe people of Kenya together regardless of
their ethnic orientations to work together in emsgithat they eradicate ignorance, sickness, and
poverty. In the brief speech delivered on tReflJune 1963 during the swearing in ceremony at
the Prime Minister's Office, at a time when Kenyadhattained internal self-governance,
Kenyatta urges the entire nation to move togetbesatds independence. This was a time of
great jubilation and there was hope that all thigestand the tribulations of the people of Kenya
(the black people) had come to an end. The “Harainklegan is a rhetorical aspect that is quite

memorable. The audience finds it completely newaiginal. While contemplating on it, the
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ideals intended by the speaker are imparted itites of the citizens. This finally translates to a
national motto, one of the markers of national idgnin a sense, this helps one to note how

rhetoric contributes to nationhood.

In order to restore trust in the people, Kenyatasupresidential rhetoric to foster a sense of
togetherness. Unity was paramount at that stageeShe ethnic groups had fought against a
common enemy—the colonialist, they had to come ith something that would ensure that
they stood together. This unity was threateneditigide politics and historical tribal animosity.
Due to politics, some ethnic groups had a feelirag it was only a few tribes that were entitled

to the benefits of freedom.

Through rhetoric, Kenyatta explores the idea ofomal unity deeply. He shows that unity is
achieved after forgiveness and reconciliation. ét®gnizes that there had been racial hatred due
to colonialism and exploitation. In a speech detdeon ¥ June 1963, Kenyatta gave a speech

over radio in which he stated as follows:

| believe firmly that, if this country is to progpeve must create a sense of togetherness,
a national family hood. In Swahili, we express thysthe word “ujamaa”, which can also

be translated loosely as socialism.

We must bring all the communities of Kenya togetbh@build a unified nation. In this task, we
shall make use of those attitudes of self-help,dgoeighbourliness and communal assistance,

which are such an important feature of our tradaisocieties.
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Where there has been racial hatred, it must bedenlbere there has been tribal animosity, it
will be finished. Let us not dwell upon the bittess of the past. | would rather we look to the

future, to the good new Kenya, not the bad old d8ys

In this particular speech, Kenyatta foregroundsatranimosity and racial hatred as hindrances to
prosperity. The Indians who had established thegsiresses were still in the country and they

needed assurance that they would be tolerated.

Some settlers such as Lord Delamere had decidednmain in Kenya and thus they needed
assurance that they will be tolerated. This spesah also targeting international investors.
When the president says that racial hatred musedoman immediate end, it is taken as law.
Arnold observes that “Europeans who formerly congethhim have come to realize he is far
more likely to look with favour upon their interesfwhether settler or commercial) than any
probable successor” (193). By advocating for ra@atl ethnic tolerance in his speeches,

Kenyatta paves the way for unity in the country.

On the eve of Kenyatta’s departure to the Congtital Conference in London, Septembef' 21
1963, Kenyatta expressed his understanding ofehes fof other tribes in Kenya who felt that
their interests would not be taken into consideratby the government of the day. He stated
categorically that “the KANU government is conceafneith the welfare of all the people,
regardless of their race or tribe”(13). By statthgt the government understood the plight of all
the people in the country, Kenyatta succeeds itefivgy peace and unity. He succeeds in
cultivating trust among the tribes that were npresented in the government of the day. He did
also succeed in making the citizens to view himaas/mbol of national unity but not just a

representative of the Kikuyu’s welfare.
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The setting of the statements concerning natioaghbny is very significant. Kenyatta chose a
very important occasion to speak to Kenyans abaity.uHe was on the way to London in the
guest for a constitution that would eventually gpuae the black people of Kenya as a people.
On a journey towards constitutional independen@ytta succeeds in making the citizens see
that he was committed to making Kenya a great nattds also at this moment that he reminds
the people of the spirit of “harambee”. He callstba people to remember that “[tlhe new era
that Kenya will enter as an independent nation-hendpirit of ‘harambee’—in December, is one
which will call for dedication, hard work and uniffhis is the challenge of the future”(13). In
these remarks, it is obvious that Kenyatta wasngplipon the people to believe him and to
understand that he was committed to the duty akbeg the lives of all Kenyans during his

tenure as the Prime Minister of Kenya and thereafiehe president.

The promise of the future in this speech is pacttagehope. Deborah Atwater in “Senator
Barack Obama: The Rhetoric of Hope and the AmeriPaeam” views rhetoric as the

communication of ideas and values. She observéshhbtoric is some kind of campaign of the
speaker’s opinions and believes with the purposdiciting acceptance from others. In her study

of Obama’s rhetoric of hope, Atwater notes as fedip

| am defining rhetoric of hope as the use of symliolget Americans to care about this
country, to want to believe in this country, toagghope and faith in this country, and to
believe that we are more alike than we are diffewath a common destiny and a core set
of values. Rhetoric of hope also entails an impirfgersuasion campaign. Senator
Obama really wants more people to participate engablitical process and ultimately to

vote for him. If you only believe and have hoperthit really is possible for Senator
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Barack Obama to be the first Black president etbtidead the most powerful country in

the world (123).

Considering the important roles that hope play® @alizes that it was Kenyatta’s duty as the
highest leader to make Kenyans hope for a greatddfter the departure of the colonialist. He
wanted the people to care for their country; hete@them to believe that they have a common
destiny as a people. Kenyatta promises the cititeatsthe only challenge they will encounter in
achieving the ultimate success as a nation withiaed work, dedication, and unity”. This makes
the people to see great possibilities in the contlags of the nation. Through this particular
presidential speech, Kenyatta succeeds in congnitia people that in the spirit of harambee,

they will be able to overcome poverty, diseased,ignorance.

A critical look in the state of affairs immediatedfter independence shows that unity was not as
simplistic as Kenyatta put it in his speeches. pieke as if the tribes were not a threat at all to
the harmony of the young nation. He sidelined tfeed of the people who were taking over the
reins of power from the colonialist. Thandika Mkamdre (2005) observes that tribalism was

one major threat to national unity and harmonyakgies that

[tihe questions that immediately arose after inaelpace were: How does one govern
societies in which ethnic identities are strong tamdl to glide easily into tribalism? And
what state structure is appropriate for developférte almost universal response in
Africa was one-party rule. In it's most idealizeotrh, one-party rule would provide a

common forum through which all groups would be Ogas5).

Mkandawire’s ideas foreground the immense challerthat leaders of a young nation faced.
With forty-two tribes, most of which had lived iredendary acrimony, it seemed an

insurmountable task for Kenyatta to bring aboutyuand harmony. Turning to one-party rule
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does not necessarily show his commitment to bringut unity; it only shows that he was
insecure with his time on the helm of the presigefarthermore, the one-party democracy was
the way that many African leaders were going. Kwadkeumah in Ghana and Julius Nyerere in
Tanzania had already adopted it.

Kenyatta only promises that the government was citieanto put into consideration all the fears
of other tribes. He asserts that “we must bringcalinmunities of Kenya together, to build a
unified nation” (8). But this rhetorical aspect sfiowing that he is committed to unity in the
young nation does not bear much fruit. He doesenen attempt to assure people that resources
from the central government would be shared equaltyoss the country. In fact, he
unapologetically claims that “[w]hether people E®NU or KADU, and no matter to what tribe
they belong, the Government knows only citizensvdl@ment money will be allocated
according to the needs of any part of Kenya” (3)isTremark can be viewed as the spring of
marginalization. This is because there were norperars to determine the needs of different
regions of Kenya except for the discretion of JoKenyatta. In the end, his government
marginalizes many parts of the country: the coblstith Eastern parts, and Eastern regions
among others. The same government is also accddedtorical injustices committed against

particular communities.

If presidential rhetoric is anything to go by, sunfustices as witnessed in Kenya would never
have been committed. Kenyatta was constantly asftke discontent among the people from
other tribes in regard to his governance. On Octab& 1963, he assured that the people that the
new constitution was the ultimate solution to atyend mistrust against the KANU leaders. He

stated as follows:
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| assure the country that the new constitution pogvides a strong base for a united Kenya
nation, within which everyone—regardless of tribe race—shall feel safe and secure.
Within this State, there will be no room for dontina, but there will be ample room for

everyone to participate and contribute towardsefitarts for nation building.

There is no room for autonomy or secession. Sukhidadle, and will lead nowhere. Why
should anyone deny the Kalenjin, Masai or Coasthes the right to be part of the new
Kenya nation? Why should anyone try to deny theibed the right to participate in and

contribute towards the exciting task of creatingeav nation (14).

Despite the constitution that seemed to providairatfeatment of all the people of Kenya, there
existed fears among some tribes that the governmeuald not give them a good share of the
national resources. Today when we list down thegmalized regions in Kenya, the coastal
tribes take the lead. In other words, Kenyatta wstded that the fears of the people from the
coast were real, but he only dismissed the pleasdasideration of the coast through some

speeches.

This shows that the presidential rhetoric doesahatys lead to action, it is always meant to
portray the president as a caring individual. lpkehe citizens to view their leader as someone
who understands their plight and one who is readyelp solve them. However, the purpose of

the rhetoric is to foster unity in the country.
b) Unity in East Africa as Expressed in “Federation—tle Road Ahead”

Kenyatta also expresses his desire for a federatidhe East African Community. He argues
that the brothers and sisters from Tanganyika ag@hda should not be isolated from Kenya just

because of artificial frontiers. The idea of thes&frica Federation was strongly supported by

59



the British Government. On 3Duly 1963, Kenyatta made the following remarkscemning the

federation:

In achieving East African Unity, we shall be cobtiiing towards a greater unity of the
world, through a greater unity of Africa. | will hdnide from you that we hope an East
African Federation will be one of the cornerstordsAfrican unity, as an indispensable

element in building a united world (28).

These remarks show that Kenyatta well understoedriportance of regional cooperation. He
understood well that a country such as Kenya cowlddevelop economically, socially, and

politically in isolation from its neighbours.

Paulo Sebalu in “The East African Community” viethe East African Community as the most
advanced regional organizations in the world. Sebudtes that the unity of the three East
African states was necessitated by historical onstances. He observes that the cooperation
began due to the common colonial power which enddreccommon railway line, a common
post office, and a common airline. In 1926, the &awr’'s Conference which brought together
the governors of Kenya, Uganda, and Tanzania saivtt@mt the region was more integrated.

Sebalu states as follows:

It is claimed by many students of economic orgaiona that the East African Community is
unique in the whole world and is one of the mogtgmated and most advanced of regional
organizations for economic and political co-openatiThis may well be so if it is compared
with those organizations which have sprung up duratent decades in an effort to stem -

Military conflicts. To the many generations of E&dticans who have grown up with the

idea of co-operation through common services diveais, posts and telegraphs, airways,
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currency, customs and numerous others, this isunaue. In fact, considering the long

period over which the States have been co-operatiegpeople had expected much more in
1967 than a mere "common market"--they wanted, siidwant, a federation, at the least

(345).

Sebalu notes that Tanganyika was more committeaating a federation of East Africa, but
Kenya and Ugandan leaders were not ready. Tangamgktponed its independence for a year

and requested the British Government to grant Kearyd Uganda independence so that they

may form a federation.

As much as Kenyatta's speeches show a desire ffadaration, he was not ready for a
federation. He wanted a territory where he coul@ lkeng. He was not ready to be swallowed up
in the bigger region. On June 1964, Kenyatta regpdno the push by the parliament, especially
the opposition members of KADU (Kenya African Demaitc Union), to have federation. He
stated that “in every Region, each president thimkss a small king in his domain, and when
you speak about federation in terms of a little fimho” federating with another Government,
this cannot be done. The time has come when you Ineusld the truth. It is a bitter pill, but you
can swallow it (31). The bitter pill that Kenyatteas referring to in this case was the fact that he
considered himself the Kenyan king and that he masready to allow any other leader from

another region neutralize his power in the name federation.

In his response to the pressure mounted againsbyitne Kenya’s parliament in the quest for a
federation, Kenyatta termed the other heads oé sththe East African region as being ignorant
of the complexity of a federation that involvesaaircountries. He even dismissed the idea that a
federation of East African States was as simpléhasunity of Tanganyika and Zanzibar. In his

own words, Kenyatta said: “You cannot compare #uefation of these three territories with the
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new union between Tanganyika and Zanzibar”(31)s Bhiows that Kenyatta was not ready for a
federation. He had seen and smelt power, he haedtélse sweetness of sovereignty, he had

come face to face with the “fruits of life” whicletwas ready to help himself and his close allies.

The rhetoric of Kenyatta further shows that he eogcéted more than any other East African

leader on the question of federation. Kenyattaestttat

[tlhe three Heads of Government are in agreemewtras we were in 1963—that we are
for Federation, but people forget that Rome wasbudt in a day. Federation is not a thing
you can achieve through magic; you have to work neghare. There are economic factors
which have to be sorted out, and political factehsch have to be resolved. You cannot just
say “federate” and be able to act at once...It isN#rere, nor Obote, nor Kenyatta, who is
against Federation. We are all for it...It is true made a declaration that we are going to
federate at the end of 1963, but it was imposdibldo so at that time...Even angels could

not do this. It is impossible for me to give yoe ttate when federation will be (31-32).

In a very indirect language, Kenyatta was tellihg titizens that the dream of a federation will
never be realized. He was admitting that the datitar they made to the people of East African
states will never be fulfilled. He uses the imagefynagic to persuade his listeners. Since his
listeners understand that magic happens immediatghout putting things in order, and that
magic happens illogically and against the prin@péscience, they can quickly visualize why it
was impossible for the federation to take placallaiThe rhetorical aspect also indicates that the
speaker is not leaving anything to chance; he adire with the matter with the thoroughness it
deserves. Above all, the rhetorical aspect makessy for his listeners to accept the fact that

federation has not taken place.
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At the same time, Julius Nyererelitongozi Wetu na Hatima ya Tanzah{a993) also castigates
the need for the federation. He stated that “Charha Mapinduzi chenye wanachama
wenyeakili, naukweli, naujasiri, katuhakiwezikuklibaera yaserikalitatu, kikijjua waziwazi
kwamba matokeo na shabaha ya kenikuiua, nakuizkaahia® (61).In this light, one notices
that the three countries were not ready for a sgder. Furthermore, mistrust can be seen in the
statements of Kenyatta and Nyerere with each leatd@ming to protect the welfare of his

country from a snare.

4.4 The Theme of Intolerance of the Opposition in Dawn of the Republic’ and

“Federation—the Road Ahead”

In what Kenyatta refers to as “a word of advice”iletspeaking to parliament on th&%2uly
1963, he lashes at the opposition because he bslthat it is a destructive force. The opposition
during Kenyatta’'s time was supposed to praise bieegment and never dare to criticize his
policies. The speech also shows that Kenyattasti@t opposition as if they are irresponsible
naughty boys. He treated the opposition as a ncésdfenyatta was determined to contain the
opposition; he saw them as the enemy of the nevemaln fact, he was ready to fight the
opposition in the same manner the Mau Mau foughtciblonialist. The only difference in this
case was that Kenyatta’s Mau Mau was to fight ajarvery defenseless force. He threatens the

opposition by saying

| would like to point out here that we have recagui the rights of the opposition, but |
am rather worried that the opposition is incredsirtignding to fail to appreciate its
responsibilities and duties to Kenya. There is gnera tendency towards “opposition
for the sake of opposition.” Negative and destugctbpposition can only do harm to

democracy, and—what is more—it can quickly leadht® destruction of the privileges

*Kiswabhili for “our Leadership and the destiny of Tanzania”.

* Kiswahili for Chama cha Mapinduzi (a political party CCM which is the party for revolution) with its rational
members, equipped with truth, and bravery, can never accept a policy of three governments, knowing very well
that the results and goals of such a union is to kill, and to bury Tanzania.
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and rights of the opposition itself... This is nothaeat, but a word of advice. We will
accept fair and constructive criticism, but theoy cannot afford the luxury of negative

and destructive opposition (12).

By stating openly that destructive opposition candeprived of privileges and rights, Kenyatta
depicts himself as a dictator. He portrays himsslfa man who couldn’t entertain dissenting
voices. This means that Kenyatta was not readyniar&ce the values he had presumably fought

for—values such as democracy and freedom.

The “word of advice” is a rhetorical aspect thahweys a lot of meanings to his audience. |
choose to examine two possible meanings. For teeaspect is meant to elevate Kenyatta as a
very wise person in a position of giving profouricedtives to the opposition. At the same time,
the aspect brings out the opposition as a loslika,lost sheep. Secondly, the rhetorical aspect
comes out as a camouflaged threat. Indeed, it el warning to the opposition who are
supposed to read the mood of the speaker and teasactions of dissent. At the same time, the
aspect is meant to show Kenyatta as a man whoisgenestraint by choosing to show direction
to his estranged subjects instead of whipping them.

In the attempt to collapse the opposition compyet&lenyatta worked towards a one party
system of governance. This was in the attempt tkenmmself more powerful and beyond any
criticism while he was in office. In his speech B8’ August 1964, he stated categorically that
he was putting aside western ideologies of demg@adhat he could establish a one party state.

He stated as follows:

We reject a blueprint of the Western model of a-paoty system of Government,
because we do not subscribe to the notion of theefament and the governed being in
opposition to one another, one clamouring for duéiad the other crying for rights...In
one-Party state such as we envisage, we hold thdice is a potent instrument: it is
through our political institutions that we influen@economic trends, and not the other

way round (24).
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Since many Africans were opposed to western idéa¢sto the sad memories of colonialism,
Kenyatta chose to use the word “Western model’rdeoto strangle democracy. He at the same
time packaged the one-Party system of governandlewery terms that it appeared to many

people as the friendliest form of governance.

Vincent Khapoya in “The Politics of Succession: Karafter Kenyatta” revisits the idea of one-
party state. He states that as much as it was itdiwstal, the one-party leadership led to no
indication of visible fair and genuine electorahtests. According to Khapoya's study, by 1972
Africa had experienced 114 regime changes of wB2% had been through coup d’état and
assassinations while 47% had been through intiaeeguccession which involved one-party
system. It is obvious that the leaders, includirenyatta, were afraid of democracy. The one-
party system assured them of power and sovereiljmhade them feel like they were kings who

could do whatever they wanted without being ciztci.

The question that one may wish to ask is: why ttiel founding leaders of African states
romanticize the one-party system of governance? [€hders feared that democracy could

eventually lead to ethnic fragmentation. Khapoigusses this issue in the paper as follows:

Some scholars have argued simply that, given thlelynfragmented politics one finds in
Africa, with the majority of people professing Idtyato their ethnic groups rather than to
the new states, many leaders felt that permittiagesht and free discussion of issues such
as political succession would exacerbate ethnialnes and undermine nation-building

efforts of the newly installed governments (8).

Considering the ethnic hatred that resulted fromyé&éta’s one party reign, one concludes that

such fears were unfounded. The one-party would baea excellent had the top leaders put into
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consideration regional representation in power alsd ensured that all the regions in Kenya

experienced an equitable share of resources.

In the speech to parliament, Kenyatta sinks as &swcalling names and demeaning the

opposition. He states as follows:

It was only after KANU was formed that several dissts formed a splinter group,
which was later called KADU. It cannot be imaginhdt these conceited, grasshopper
politicians formed their new groups because ofrthelief in majority rule, democracy

and the rule of law (25).

These sentiments show intolerance of the oppositiokenyatta’s regime. By referring to the
opposition as the “conceited, grasshopper poligiaKenyatta demonstrated that he was not
ready to respect the views of the opposition grduglso demonstrates that Kenyatta was ready
to institute prohibitive legislation against a nigéarty system of governance. This is something
that gave room to Kenyatta and his close alliesaimmit injustices against their very country

Kenya.

The major role of the opposition in a democracipisheck on the excesses of the government of
the day. The case of Jomo Kenyatta turned out taelpg complicated. In his speeches to the
nation, he assured the people that he would emipemgle from all the ethnic groups in Kenya.
However, when he noticed that the opposition gnebich mostly constituted people from other
tribes other than Kikuyu, he was unsettled and Bbtg stamp his authority. In his quest to
abolish the opposition, the Kenyatta regime knewy wgell that it was creating a space for
impunity. With the death of the opposition, theraswno restraint to the greed of Kenyatta and
his accomplices as they ran the young nation. Was the foundation of what is nowadays

referred to as historical injustices in Kenya.
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4.5 Conclusion
This chapter focused on the critical issues raigetthe selected speeches of Jomo Kenyatta. |

discussed the theme of freedom, unity, and thelardnce of the opposition in Kenyatta’s
regime. The chapter examines Kenyatta's remarkglation to the standards of democracy in
the world. It further attempts to bring to book laarlier remarks of commitment to good

governance, commitment to the East African Fedmmaand his sudden change of mind.
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CONCLUSION
Having studied Jomo Kenyatta’s selected speecbes tine era when he was the Prime Minister

of Kenya, | wish to claim that political rhetoris iquite vital in the understandings of
nationalism. Thandika Mkandawire (2005) argues fhgius Nyerere and Nelson Mandela have
remained a constant reminder to Africans of whationalism is all about. In his view,
“nationalism in Africa and elsewhere has displagecemarkable enduring resonance, although
in the eyes of some incongruously and regretfutly €0). Mandela and Nyerere remain
outstanding in African nationalism because of thewavering spirits towards the sanctity of the
lives of the people they led. Mandela’s case is ohabsolute sacrifice in a struggle against
apartheid and racist South Africa. But for Nyeratas his commitment towards humanism, a
guest forujamaa (family-hood), and a dedication to a life whereegvindividual is seen as a
human being before anything else. The case for Eenylifferent. Very few individuals can be
sampled out to have given their lives towards tharmon cause of making better the lives of the

people of Kenya.

Despite many challenges, nationalism in Kenya lasamed vibrant. Even in the wake of
violence and hatred among communities, the natias &lways returned to its fabric. The
resonance that Mkandawire mentions can indeed be Be the Kenyan nation which has
challenged various conflicts to remain standingviD&arr (1986) argues that “history seems to
suggest that [...] communities require external ofgfmrsin order to survive” (159). One of the
external opposition that united the Kenyan peops wolonialism. Since it was a threat to all the
indigenous people of Kenya, colonialism made thdm {ndigenous people) more cohesive, it
made them develop a collective conscience. Caboeddes this argument when he states that “as
a community we stand in opposition to another grailnose threat may have occasioned our

mutual recognition in the first place” (159). Hoveevthe challenging part here is when the
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colonialist is wiped out; the mutual recognition afcommunity shifts and perceives another

group as a threat. This other group is tribe.

In this study, | began with theoretical issues @umding rhetoric and its impact on nationhood.
In theorizing rhetoric, | evaluated how the artpsrsuasion affects a nation such as Kenya.
Through convincing words carefully located in cofeitizens of a country can be persuaded to
embrace and support certain policies. As long asptblitical leader carefully presents his/her
views to the citizens, the after effects of thetohe are sure to follow. This means that political
rhetoric can empower people, and can also radealibers. The inherent potential of political

rhetoric to make a nation hold together or splarapannot therefore be underestimated.

Kenyatta in his speeches effectively silences thsetiting voices through certain appeals, some
of which are ethnic appeals, for instance whenaliees the Kikuyu people together arguing that
people from other tribes did not fight for freedotiney did not die fouhuru they were not
imprisoned for freedom to be realized. This is @etohical aspect which the speaker uses to gain
authority and acceptance among his target audigetends up tearing apart the faith that holds
people together. Through the selected speecheemyjdfta, | discuss Kenyatta’s dismantling of

the opposition claiming it was for the purposesrefating a unified Kenya.

The study brings out several themes that can bedniot the selected speeches. The speeches
were delivered at a very crucial time in Kenya'stbiy—when Kenya was breaking loose from
the shackles of colonialism. The time of the peoditirhetoric is quite significant because, as |
argue in the study, it was a time when the fouwdatiof Kenya as a nation were being

established.
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| also examine the honesty in political utteranées. instance, when Kenyatta promises that he
is committed to the federation of the East Africammunities. He later on says that a federation
cannot happen even with the aid of angels. Thisesaimany questions concerning how
accountable the remarks of top leaders in a dewejopation can be. Considering the
complicated journey towards a united East Africammunity which is still underway in the
present time, 2014, my study raises vital issuesjoNy, the remarks of the East African top

leaders have made their citizen to fear regiortaliration.

| also highlight the significance of political rlogic to nationhood. By appealing to the country to
remain united, Kenyatta managed to foster an apggranited country in the eyes of foreign
investors despite the frustration of the oppositiand the marginalization of particular
communities, the speeches which emphasize inctysviable citizens to carry out their duties
well and thus lead to a rapid growth of the natidhrough his speeches, investors imagine

Kenya to be the best place to carry out business.

The first hypothesis states that rhetoric achigteegffectiveness due to the appropriate use of
literary aspects. Kenyatta’s speeches use a lexajgeration and symbolism, and other literary
devices which | have discussed in the study. Indhgly, | claim that literary devices and

rhetorical aspects make political speeches memeeaid enduring.

The second hypothesis states that political rhetaddresses important matters in society. In
Kenyatta's speeches, the history of the Kenyaronast represented. The time when Kenya was
coming forth from colonialism is captured in theesphes of Kenyatta who highlights pertinent
issues such as the need for unity, the efforts tdsvimtegration, and the political upheavals and
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eventually the formation of one-party state. Furntiare, the speeches enhance a sense of united

effort in providing solutions to problems that fddbe black people in the country.

The third hypothesis in this study states thattali rhetoric contributes to nationhood. A
critical evaluation of the speeches of Kenyattarduthe tender age of the Kenyan nation reveals
that Kenyatta had a very challenging task of enguthat all the scattered and divided tribes of
Kenya came to embrace one another in the spirirotherhood. By emphasizing that all the
communities of Kenya would be part of the developmagenda in the country, Kenyatta
manages to fast-track the construction of a natimieatity of Kenyanness. In my study | argue

that indeed political rhetoric contributes to natiood.

It is important to evaluate the pronouncementseafdérs in a nation. Considering Obama’s
rhetoric of hope and how it influenced good relasimmong the Americans and the world at
large, one realizes that the art of persuasioreiig significant in enhancing change in a society.
The troubled history of Kenya is well captured e tspeeches of Jomo Kenyatta. The ideas
expressed in the tender age of the Kenyan natermngsortant in making us determine how far

political rhetoric goes in resolution of nationalkses.

In this | study focused on the speeches of Kenyeltiean he was the Prime Minister immediately
after colonialism. The rhetoric of Tom Mboya whdlilenced policies in the sixties should be
studied in order to explore the labour and traderuactivism contributed to nationalism. Other
eloquent speakers such as Raila Amolo Odinga arathdél Wamalwa Kijana should also be

studied. The studies will help in the understandihthe Kenyan nation better.
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