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Summary

The 2 000 years in southern Al :a until the end of the 18" century was a period of massive
change, perhaps surpassed only by the development of capitalism in the 19 century.

The beginning of the period under discussion was characterised by a very low and scattered
population using ancient techniques of hunting, foraging and gathering. Over the next 2 000
years there was a diffusion of new technologies, languages and human population into
southern Africa from the north. nis was a very complex and uneven process and included
diffusion and population movements in all directions within southern Africa, probably
including back northwards.

While hinted at by writers in the 1960s and 1970s, recent scholarship has shown
convincingly that the internal ¢ amics within southern Africa and the development of the
society as it existed at the end of the period under discussion owes far more to local
interactions with so-called Late Stone Age people of southern Africa, the Khoikhoi and San,
than is generally acknowledged.

From an early point in time during the 1%t millennium under discussion, the region was
integrated, albeit peripherally, into the trade network that spanned the Indian Ocean.

New technologies, domestic animals and crops. comblned with new trade commodities, and

expanding trade networks, both inter " to southern Africa, led to the
emergence of specialisation, new clas: in the gender division of labour.
While local physical environments rem se new developments allowed a
variety of new and elaborated forms of | political structures, including the
dense and highly stratified societies whi d 1 000 BP in the Limpopo Valley

and later on the highveld in Zimbabwe ar

In the 2" millennium under discussion, the® known today emerged, although the
exact details remain unclear. 1ese sogieties ter d ilell' local environments and
prospered to the extent that bl th ¥&T belrhf)irp i@ up of both human and

livestock popuiation which the econqr’a'gmﬁsmaﬂm &mg@lres could not sustain without
increasing conflict over basic natural resources.

Key Words: Iron Age, archaeology, trade, state formation.
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“Land, which is a necessity of human existence, which is the original source of all wealth,
which is strictly limited in e :nt, which is fixed in geographical position — land, | say,
differs from all other forms of property, and the immemorial customs of nearly every
modern state have placed the tenure, transfer and obligations of land, in a wholly different
category from other classes of property. Nothing is more amusing than to watch the efforts
of [the land] monopolists to prove that other forms of property and increment are similar in
all respects to land and the unearned increment on land.” (Quoted in Claassens 1991: 12)

These words are extracted from a speech made in the Houses of Commons in Britain in
1909 by a Tory named Winston Churchill.

Much of the history of the Eastern Cape Province is written as political history. This is not
surprising given the brutality of dispossession during the late 17t the 18™ and 19" centuries.
This political history gives rise to claims for redress of past dispossession and violence. The
political process since 1994, in 1ding the Constitutional nrovisions on fundamental rights,
the Truth and Reconciliation Cc  mission stitution of Land Rights Act, does
not provide for such redress despite calls iation process from 1990 to 1994
and subsequently to this day.

Meanwhile development policy-makers in the Eastern Cape Province
continue into the 21st century to be conf inded by the dichotomy between
the “developed” western half and “undeveastern half of the Easter Cape
Province. The west is characterised by high comes and generally better economic
indicators. The east is dominafefiy réeiv%ﬂ Hraqr bantustan areas of the
Ciskei and Transkei, partly formerly g r th 3 jnated and defeated after the
frontier wars of dispossession of th fun‘y psctafiy.¥Yet paradoxically the west is

also generally characterised by lower rainfall and poorer soils compared to the east.

The National Spatial Developm: t Perspective, published by the Presidency of the RSA in
2007, appears to recognise such disparities and recommends that in areas with little
economic potential, government programmes shouid concentrate on the development of
human capital so that beneficiaries can migrate to areas of economic potential and growth.

This is cold comfort for much of e Province. It is also a defeatist position in that it accepts
the underdevelopment of the east as permanent and irreversible whereas it is in fact the
result of clear historical processes and was neither accidental nor incidental.

This thesis initially intended to survey the literature on the early accumulation of capital
including through unequal exchange, forceful dispossession of land and livestock, corruption,
nepotism, war-profiteering, speculation, in the period from initial European colonisation until
before the discovery of minerals from the later 1860s with the consequent and subsequent
Union of South Africa in 1910. But it is clear from the literature that the historical continuities
run far further back in time, meaningfully and not incidentally, to at least 2 000 years before
the present, as well as over a much wider geographical area. This is a point made much
more eloquently by Delius and Marks — the necessity for a long view of history to understand
the present:

“It also became increasingly a arent to scholars working on the economic transformation
of 19" and 20™ century southi 1 Africa that a fuller grasp, for example, of migrant labour
and market-oriented agricultural production could not be achieved without a much deeper

' From here on this discussion will for the sake of brevity refer just to the various “wars” without further
description.









2 Conceptual pointers

The ability to explain processes of historical change, especially before written records are
available, is a great challenge and one with which archaeologists, anthropologists and
historians have long grappled. 1e recent and still current financial crisis in the so-called
developed world led in the 20t century by western Europe, North America and latterly Japan
has suggested the need to revisit some older and less popular economic theories, in
particular those that point to the inherent instability of capitalism and a tendency to cyclical
crises in a world capitalist econ: ic order.

This is not to suggest that theories alone can provide insight and understanding, but merely
to suggest that some broad theoretical framework may assist in arriving at a better
understanding of historical processes that have brought us to the Eastern Cape Province as
it exists in the early 21st century.

The study of a mode of production is perhaps best exemplified by the three volumes of Das
Kapital written by Karl Marx in the 19t rantiins tn analveg gnd explain capitalism and the
horrors of industrialisation in Britain an« . Other writers such as Charles
Dickens described the horrors of the s: 1other and more accessible way
without necessarily prescribing a solution

Anthropologists in particular, later historia s, have tried with some difficulties
to apply Marx’s theoretical construction duction to pre-capitalist and pre-
industrial societies. There is little consensus vmegorisation of pre-capitalist modes
of production, never mind the details of such modes, and some revisionist writing on South

Africa has not helped. For the mpgl dpcuserl abi@ur@e of some key lines of

enquiry and debates may be sufﬂmer? \gg &nigi 5&% éhan theoretical elegance is a
realistic and plausible explanation an ing of historical processes and causation.

A discussion of the nature attempted here must deal with material generated by varied
disciplines and outlooks. Peter Delius and Shula Marks recently outlined some of the
collaborations which have pushed forward our understanding of the past and also some of
the gaps and difficulties, and in particular the relationship between historians and
archaeologists.® A particular passage highlights some of the complications involving authors
cited extensively below:

“Perhaps an even more important barrier to intellectual cross fertilisation was the strong
cultural-structural orientation 1 iron age archaeology which was ushered in by the
American-trained Tom Huffman, who became Professor of Archaeology at Wits in 1977.
Known as the New (or Processual) Archaeology, this approach was more concerned with
enduring cultural patterns and e co-incidence of ceramic typologies, ethnic identities and
migrations than with the rather messier dynamics of interaction, blurred cultural
boundaries and significant processes of social, political and economic transformation that
was — and is — the stuff of history. It also ‘specifically rejected the notion that knowledge is
constructed within cultural, pc ical and economic contexts’. But while Huffman’s work
was highly influential, it was by no means entirely hegemonic, and Tim Maggs, Martin
Hall, Paul Lane and Simon Hall among others continued to provide a significant
counterpoint in a series of important publications on the lron Age.” (Delius & Marks, 2012:
249)

By the time of 'utch settleme at De Kaap there were substantial settlements and
significant towns on the western highveld. William Burchell visited the Tswana town,
Dikathong, in 1812 and estimated that it had a population of 5 000 people (Thompson 1990:

32012, “Rethinking South Africa’s Past: Essays on History and Archaeology”, JSAS
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cognitive codes, symbols, d behavioural values are communicated.” (Parkington &
Simon Hall 2012: 73)

However Parkington and Mar  Hall are quick to add a cautionary note, although the
example is from a later period. The pottery of the Kololo in Zambia, an immigrant Sotho
group, maintains a stylistic similarity with Sotho pottery. In contrast pottery of the Ngoni,
another immigr 1t group from { > same period as the Kololo, in eastern Zambia, falls within
a tradition established long before the Ngoni moved into the area. They use this contrast to
indicate that pottery has to be understood within the wider cultural practices and
assemblages, including the gender division of labour which in turn is often linked to the role
of cattle when present.

Parkington and Martin Hall sounded early reservations not just about identities but about rigid
classifications and the narrow evidential basis:

“Ideas about the spread of farming, usually considered synonymous with that of Bantu
languages and iron-working, are almost all based on ceramic patterns and linguistic

histories. ... The presence of a partict rd decoration on a site is usually
thought enough to proclaim the site "irc )y implication, occupied by Bantu-
speaking, negroid farmers. We suggt ve evidence that things were far
more complex than this.” (Parkington ¢ 11-12)

“Ethnographic and historic accounts /farmer interactions suggest that
technological items such as ceramics ai widely exchanged and thus rapidly
cease to function as markers of differen'mﬁ regional populations. It is obvious

that the 'role' of each Sltmi l%% ' ence to others in the
contemporary landscape befi ﬁ% jon }§réee?r'F naI economics can begin. In
this sense sites have no autonomy., a4 Gist Vat as forming pieces of a jigsaw
puzzle. Is it not likely that hunter-gatherers survived in the densely bushed coastal forest
of south-east Africa, specializing in forest products and operating on the fringes of farming
communities, and that Mpambanyoni and Umbeli Belli [neighbouring sites, one described
as LSA, the other as EIA] ' re part of the same system of settlements, rather than
representatives of discrete 'ages'?” (Parkington & Martin Hall 1987: 12)

Perhaps their critical point is this:

“... even if good stratigraphic relationships between charcoal samples and, say, certain
types of ceramics or domestic animal bones can be demonstrated, this association does
not reflect whether the pots were made, traded or stolen by the site occupants or whether
the animals were hunted or herded.” (Parkington & Martin Hall 1987: 12)

Some of the evidence is discussed below under the Early and late Iron Ages. Shula Marks in
2011 critically reviewed together a major work of Huffman in 2007 as well as a compilation
from a conference in 2007 which brought together historians and archaeologists, many
critical of the current state of archaeology. She quoted the criticism raised by Simon Hall:

“Structuralist r »dels reify structure and impose an uncritical durability on meaning that
compresses time and muffles the contextual detail of social relations. In their rather
mechanical application, structuralist models distance people from social action, which
becomes a set of rules within v ich people inflexibly live” (1998: 235). (Marks 2011: 139)
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Modes of production

“During the 1960s, African studies presented the contradictory and unsatisfactory
juxtaposition of a radical pt ics (married to an increasing fascination in the West with
African potentialities) and a methodology that had seemed more appropriate to the
colonial era. Structural f ctionalism, largely reflected by social anthropologists
performing their fieldwork i Africa, held the day in social studies, offering an often
powerful totalizing sense of functionality in the African community and African culture but
proving inept at explaining social change, economic phenomena or issues related to
power.” (Freund 1985: 24)

In the 1970s Martin Hall and a range of revisionist scholars introduced the concept of a
“mode of production” into the discussion of the evolving specialisation and stratification in 2
millennium southern Africa. Martin Hall published his theoretical views in 1987, titled
“Archaeology and Modes of Production in Pre-Colonial Southern Africa”. In the same year he
published his history of the Iron Age, The Changing Past: Farmers, Kings & Traders in
southern Africa 200-1860.

Hall had been p t of the earliest discus Africa in the 1970s between the
revisionist and materialist historians and ' The initial discussions make for
some painful reading, perhaps now amus ge of time. Classical Marxist texts
produced from years spent in the British got to grips with the history and
geography of, for example, the 'ast. Sc - comments in the classical texts

would be near useless straight-jackets for sevrs:

“From Marx to Wittfogel, ge rﬁwqug)ﬂ(-}?umep et Aslatipenode of production,’ the
‘hydraulic state’ or ‘Oriental espc;ftsm involved aﬁim(gl:lzti%?gservations relating to climate
d

and, particularly, the presence o Iérg‘e% ivers vial“plains which were invoked to
explain essential and persiste differences with the West.” (Wink 2002: 416)

By the mid to late 1980s Martin Hall was writing with confidence on archaeology from a
materialist perspective:

“... whereas forces of pro iction can often be discerned through conventional
archaeological evidence, the other essential component of any mode of production - the
relations of production - are disconcertingly elusive without recourse to the circularity of
ethnographic analogy.” (Martin Hall 1987b: 2)

Hall attempted to solve this problem through the use of the concept of Anthony Giddens of
the signification of power relations in material symbols. Hence he was able to take on board
the central place of ceramics in understanding both archaeology and history and he
attempted to incorporate the discussion of ceramics into the discussion of relations of
production, as indicated by the references to his work in the discussion of ceramics above.

Writing in the 1990s, Neil Parsons outlined four possible levels of political organisation
amongst speakers of south-eastern Bantu languages, from patriarchal family heads to heads
of wards or headmen to chiefs to great chiefs or paramount rulers:

5 See Gervase Clarence-Smith, 1977, “Report on the History Workshop”, Africa Perspective No.5, for
a commentary on the workshop sub-titled ‘Pre-capitalist Social Formations and Colonial Penetrations
in Southern Africa’, held at the National University of Lesotho in July 1976 in the immediate context of
the Soweto uprising. Participants included Alec Erwin, Martin Hall, Jeff Peires, Phil Bonner, Jeff Guy,
William Beinart, Gervase Clarence-Si th, Neil Parsons and Shula Marks.
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“Such a hierarchy of politic growth fits neatly — almost too neatly — with ideas about
modes of production developed among historians in the 1970s and 1980s. The ownership
of wealth and mode of production in homesteads (level one) is often referred to as
‘primitive communist’ (i.e. simple communal), alternatively ‘patriarchal’. The economy of
wards and lesser chiefdoms (levels two and three) corresponds with the lineage mode of
production .... The economy of greater chiefdoms, states and super states ... corresponds
with the ‘tributary mode of production’, which the economic historian Edward Alpers sees
emerging in southern Africa under the impact of world mercantile penetration from around
1500.” (Parsons 1995: 325)

Martin Hall had expressed some caution about the usefulness of the concept of lineage and
even more so, lineage mode of production:

“... there are some difficulties with the concept of the mode of production. In particular,
lineages often have little role in the political sense and are more a ‘map’ that enables an
individual to identify his or her relatives than a specific group of people with whom power
resides. In addition, searching for sequences of modes of production, or indeed assuming
an evolutionary sequence from band ¢ , may give a false directionality to
history.” (Martin Hall 1987: 65)

Hammond-Tooke writing a few years eai I on this point in a critique of the
materialist approach:

“... since the 1930s, all ethnographers umn Bantu have stressed the political,

non-kinship, nature of chiefdom governme n if they loosely used the vague term
'tribe' as coterminous with cl‘qun aniglfg tended to be the social
group united under a chief: in sen un ounded by a very specific

cognitive principle - allegiance to g é’r m Et&res paled into insignificance
beside this fact.” (Hammond-Tooke 1985: 310)

“... numerical domination, in these societies, did not necessarily mean political domination.
It is important to realize that kinship authority is not the same as territorial authority.
Kinship authority is effective only over kinsmen: political authority is exercised over all who
live in a demarcated area, irrespective of kinship links. In segmentary societies proper
they may coincide - but not in South African chiefdoms.

“... whatever the form of polity before the establishment of chiefdoms, once they were
instituted a major change was introduced. The whole basis of recruitment was changed.
No longer was access to land dependent only on birth: rather did it stem from a specific
contractual act of naturaliza n, expressed in the term khonza. Individuais gained
membership of the society through an act of fealty to the chief, by being given permission
to settle in an area acknowledged to be under the chief's sway. In return for feaity the
chief provided protection and redistributed surplus in times of famine to those in need. The
establishment of chiefdoms, then, is related to a fundamental change in ideology in which
descent group autonomy gave way to a relationship essentially between family heads and
chief.” (Hammond-Tooke 1985: 311)8

6 The apparent freedom of movement and association which the extent of the occurrence of
naturalisation implies came to an abrupt end with colonial domination. Peires has described how for
example the amaTshomane of the Coffee Bay area now describe themselves as abaThembu whereas
they are in fact blood relations of the amaMpondo royal line. “AmaNgqika chiefs such as the
Mnyangos, Fenis and Dondashes w ) remained behind in Centane when Velile Sandile moved to
Ciskei [to establish the Rharhabe identity of the Ciskei bantustan] today consider themselves
amaGcaleka because they live in the rritory of the Gealeka king.” (Peires 2012: 349)
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of the tribe Immigrants, especially if not of Tswana stock, are as it were still on probation,
but if they remain, ultimately become accepted as commoners.” (Cited in Kallaway 1981:
12)

In effect Schapera has taken Hammond-Tooke’s ‘clans’ one step further into three distinct
classes of people. Wright recently preferred to talk of three tiers in the Tswana polities of the
early 19t century after processes of centralisation:

“At the top was the ruling family, together with the families that had come to be closely
associated with it. In the mid : tier were the various subordinate groups that recognised
the authority of the chief a that looked to him for rights in land, for protection of
themselves and their livestock, for adjudication of major disputes, and for providing
leadership in the sphere of ritual. At the bottom were low status groups of clients,
dependents, and menials, usually without livestock of their own and often in positions of
servitude that were close to slavery.” (Wright 2012: 218)

Jeff Peires has '« :monstrated the functions of clans in early Xhosa society and how clans
were manipulated for royal ends:

“The one great political achievement o 1ouse was to limit chiefly status to
members of the Tshawe royal clan. najor subordinate clans like the
amaNgwevu (of Mpondomise origin igwa (of Khoikhoi origin) were
regarded as Great Councillors but nev ignity of chiefs. The chiefships of
the amaCirha and the amaNgqgosini w stroyed. The only known case in
Xhosa history of a commoner becommthe elevation of Khwane to the

chieftainship of the ‘new h i gﬂﬁ;ﬂ l@\@b@ strong has been the
correlation of ubuTshawe g%? %%e% n ipt‘ t Xh%?a%;ontical mind that the
Ggunukhwebe chiefs are also re afdéﬁ%s amﬁgha&re ‘today. Conversely, the political
obliteration of the house of Gando was marked by delinking his lineage from that of the
amaTshawe and creating a new clan for his descendants, labelled the amaKwayi.

“The political emasculation of clan identity among the Xhosa was greatly facilitated by the
dispersion of the different clan members across chiefly boundaries and by the exogamy
rule in marriage. Little aggregations of various clans are dotted around throughout
Xhosaland, but always so intermingled with other clans that they pose no threat to the
Tshawe monopoly of chieftainship.” (Peires 2012: 350)

However there may have been a downside in that the absence of kinship relations between
the royal lineage and commoners may have weakened the loyalty of commoners to their
rulers.

Tribute, the state and classes

The discussion of modes of production is closely related to the issue of the emergence of a
chiefly system or state and therefore the issue of political power of one class or set of
classes over others:

“‘Apart from control over salt, cattle, iron, timber and other commodities, power was
exercised in southern African farming communities, as in societies in other parts of the
world, through control over people ... Sets of mutual obligations provided security for
ordinary farmers, offering the possibility of calling for support in the face of crop failure or
stock loss. In addition, men or women from other communities were essential for the
‘reproduction of society’ through marriage and the birth of children who would constitute
the next generation to till the fic Is and herd the animals.” (Martin Hall 1987: 69)

19









One has to disagree with both Lewis and Engels — oppression, and certainly the oppression
of women, is not unique to ca !alist production and property relations. But the important
point is that a limited economic surplus makes class analysis rather tricky and this seems to
be borne out by the historical evidence and the very divergent opinions between Peires, Guy
and Lewis themselves!

Perhaps a slightly less formulaic definition of class is more useful. E.P Thompson wrote:
“I do not see class as a ‘structure’, nor even a ‘category’, but as something which in fact
happens (and can be show to have happened) in human relationships.” (Thompson
1968: 8)
Trade introduces particular relationships between individuals and the interest groups they
represent. Revisionist scholars have suggested ways in which the expansion of trade has
changed social relationships:

“It became essential therefore for [malel elders to reserve to themselves the prosecution

of trade, thereby further enhancing the on. Trade at the same time upset
what were otherwise relatively stable ween neighbouring homesteads
and lineages, allowing those better en ular resources (for example iron)
to expand and assume a more domir ermitted greater access to cattle
and other goods exchangeable for wi ineage expansive characteristics
and enabling it, through loans of the ce ) penetrate the reproductive cycle
of others less advantageously placed. it ep from here to attempt to secure a
monopoly of all branches of inter-regioM it was in response to such stimuli

that larger-scale political insti@W%rﬁ 1 tBPhagr 1983: 13)

Centralised control of trade by rulers A tHeiF favodred and associated elites is essential for
the maintenance of relations of patronage, clientage and tribute. This seems to have been
the pattern of trade which sustained the stratified societies of the Limpopo valley, the
Zimbabwean plateau, and later the western highveld and the area between the Thukela and
Maputa Rivers.

Once this centralised control broke down (if it existed in the first place), as it did in the
eastern Cape from the late 18" century despite the efforts of rulers to maintain control,
decentralising and fragmenting tendencies where set in motion which placed commoners in a
position to trade directly with outsiders who increasingly moved about freely within even
tributary societies.

Unequal exchange

Capital accumulation in the early stages of capitalist development, described as primitive
accumulation, occurs through a variety of mechanisms, some grouped under the euphemism
of merchant capitalism, more acc itely unequal exchange.

Primitive capital accumulation itself does not indicate the existence of capitalism. In fact
mercantiism as a basis of ecc »mic activity goes back to the earliest emergence of
exchange and trade. In this sense 1erchant capital has been around for a very long time and
predates capitalism.

Unequal exchange can range from the exchange of goods which have a high exchange
value in a market economy, such as cattle, ivory etc, for goods which are far cheaper and
less valuable in 10other market but which are objects of desire in pre-capitalist societies,
such as beads, and unprocessed unmanufactured copper and iron. At the other end of the
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scale unequal exchange may be a euphemism for plunder and robbery. The wars in what is
now the Eastern Cape Province may be seen as just that, plunder and robbery, based on the
number of cattle and extent of land confiscated from those defeated in the wars as well as
those taken into various forms of servitude.

In some cases such plunder a  robbery were pursued by genocidal policies of scorched
earth and the extermination of | nanity which stood in the way, not just in South Africa but
globally.

Merchant capital lays the basis for the emergence of full capitalism, classically industrial
capitalism as emerged in Briti , western Europe and north America from the late 18th
century. Merchant capital drove the discovery by western European powers of various “new
worlds” from the 15" century. ilitary and maritime technology enabled what may have
started as mutually beneficial exchange to be transformed by these western European
powers into coercive and unequal exchange. When domestic demand for exotic spices could
no longer be met by exchange, no matter how coercive, tropical plantation economies were
established, driven by slavery on a previouslv unknown scale.

The massive accumulation of wealth sust section of the western European
population but it also was able to provic substantial stock of capital which
funded the industrial revolution in Britait 1 some of the very areas at the
British points of maritime disembarkation . zhouses.

Capitalism as a system is not only abouvng industries. More central is the
separation of people from their means of livelih o force them into wage labour. In South

Africa the means of livelihood i j evploEl onomy was land and
livestock. The transition to capitg i‘r%ﬁ gﬁmgﬂ%‘as brsli?\ic;? the basis of agricultural
and subsidiary commercial and finan iﬁﬁcﬁf@is‘m. ﬁgéh manufacturing were to arrive
later. The discovery of minerals the late 1860s and 1880s acted as great stimulus to the
separation of people from their means of livelihood. While “squatting” has long been a
political issue, it was really only i the 20% century that the weight of the state was brought to
bear on this “problem” in the sense that it constrained the development of full wage labour
and commercial agriculture. Some would argue that it was not until after the emergence of

manufacturing industry between the two world wars of the 20*" century that the “problem” was
fully addressed and then effectivi ' only under apartheid.

So plunder, robbery, or put another way, the dispossession of the land and livestock of a
significant proportion of the population, and the corresponding accumulation of land and
livestock by another portion of the population, were essential to the development of
capitalism in South Africa.

The Dutch, the Portuguese before them, and indeed the settlers from the Gulf of Arabia
before them both, in south and south-eastern Africa were mercantile empires based on
exchange and slavery. The Indian Ocean trade had been going for hundreds of years and
was accelerated by the aggress 32 expansion of Islam from the 8™ century. The Omanis,
Persians and later Gujaratis monopolised the oceanic trade including trade in slaves, ivory
and gold on the east African coast.

The Portuguese sacked the coastal enclaves of the Arabians and did their best to replace
them. However by the 15" century the Portuguese had a far bigger and more far-flung
empire than the Arabians ever had. Their demand for slaves, ivory and gold was far greater
and had to feed and sustain an empire from the Indian Ocean back across the south Atlantic
to south America and then back to Europe. Much like the Arabians, they tended to settle only
on coastal enclaves and preferred to remain on the coast as long as they could trade what
they wanted from the coast with rior coastal and inland inhabitants. For the Portuguese,
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exceptions were the trading settlements or pazeros established mainly inland along the
Zambezi River valley from early in the 16" century. As years and generations passed they
became increasingly like local chiefdoms.

“Once obtained, slaves could be used to create economic and political power, and here
lay both the attraction of the institution and the means whereby war lords were able to
build up their strength. For power lay in the people who provided labour and other
resources for their leaders — ¢ pport that had previously been gained from kin groups and
through marriage, with the consequent payment of bridewealth and commitment to
reciprocal sets of obligations. Slavery gave a leader the opportunity to build up a following
rapidly and without the expense of marriage settlements, the sanction of relatives or
continuing commitment to as it other groups (Kopytoff and Miers 1977).

“It is probably futile to search for the origins of African slavery. Indeed it is likely that
abrogations of reciprocal relationships between communities occurred at different times
and in different places, lea ng to the enlargement of followings by means of force
(Kopytoff and Miers 1977). In addition, Islamic communities on the East coast had created
a steady demand for slaves, both fol ervice in the city-states such as
Kilwa (Lovejoy 1983).

“But it is certain, for a number of reasc acame more widespread after the
Portuguese penetration of the interior :a and that its incidence gathered
momentum through the centuries the , the very nature of Portuguese
settlement demanded slaves, for tnemdequate immigrants to maintain
settlements and very few women in a and in contrast to the tendency in

Thus where the interior states | eir offspring into their kin groups,
often after only a single generatlo & used up their labour supply and then
had to obtain replacements (Lovejoy 1983).” (Martln Hall 1987: 132-3)

indigenous African commum W%WH@ Y€s in a marginal position.
e% ves

The later Dutch had an even bigger empire to feed and grow, stretching from the Far East
back to the Americas and Europe.

The 15" and 16% centuries saw the acceleration of the Atlantic and Indian Ocean slave
trades. Millions died in transit ar )ss the oceans. Millions more died in plantations in far-
away lands and from diseases they had no immunity to. By the closing of the slave trade in
the 19t century, upwards of 20 illion people had been trans-shipped across the Atlantic
from Africa alone (Davidson 1 0: 271). Probably considerably less had been shipped
across the Indian Ocean, mainly by the Dutch to their plantation economies in Indonesia etc.
All the European powers were involved, in particular the British and French, as were the
north Americans.

The wealth which was accumulated through slavery on the plantations of the east and in the
Americas played a key role in the industrial revolution, first in Britain, then in Europe, North
America etc. The ascendance of the “West” was built on slavery.

Slavery was an early and certainly the most extreme example of unequal exchange.
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Cool periods may have had less or at least different impacts on coastal people of the lron
Age given the continued availability of marine resources. If accompanied by a decline in
scourges such as tsetse fly and malaria, these periods may have created opportunities as
well as constraints. The rapid spread of the Kalundu ceramic tradition of the EIA down the
southeastern coast in the cooler 7" and 8" centuries outlined below seems to support this
suggestion.

The eastern C: e is characterised by considerable diversity and contrast, from the Karoo to
coastal dune forest and from western Cape fynbos to sub-tropical coastal forest. One of the
underlying factors behind this diversity is the transition between the climate of the western
Cape, driven by the South Atlantic Ocean weather system, and the climate of the southeast
coast, driven largely by the Indian Ocean weather system. The far west is characterised by
winter rainfall and the east by summer rainfall. The dividing line between these zones runs
roughly from Port Elizabeth in a north-westerly direction to Springbok. Average annual
rainfall drops to below 500mm to the west of a rough line drawn northwards from Woody
Cape in the coast in the Alexandria district.

“Maggs drew attention to the cc en the southwestern limit of
archaeologice evidence in Africa for i - during the first millennium A.D.,
and the present western limits of sum 1ate for the growth of the tropical
cultigens known to have been staple farmers. This limit intersects the

coastline near Port Alfred, eastern Cag

“Such a close coincidence of climatic an“ical limits suggested to Maggs that
the westward expansion of farming settlemen 0 the] eastern Cape Province and Ciskei

had been limited by the distibytj qq e@[spt(yﬂrﬂg{flemr tropical grain crops,
for many centuries before the act ct be (ﬁaplt speaklng and White farmers.
The latter were expanding thelr nt eastwards and northeast from Cape Town

during the 18" century A.D. " e staple grains of White farmers were, in contrast to the
staples of Bantu speakers, the temperate cultigens such as wheat which were suited to
the climate (winter and all seasons rainfall) westward of Port Alfred.” (Feely 1987: 16)7

These arguments of Tim Maggs and Jim Feely sound to be of the same order of sweeping
magnitude as those of Jared Diamond in Guns, Germs and Steel. They also are quite
obviously logical. This is not to say that it would not have been possible for south-eastward
migrating Nguni people to adapt to the different climatic conditions of the western Cape over
a sufficient time period. They may well have been able to adapt, perhaps with some
significant changes in means of subsistence and material culture. For instance might they
have become almost exclusively pastoralists until they were able to obtain or domesticate
suitable crops? A transition to exclusive pastoralism could have occurred very quickly, within
a few seasons, b domestication or adaption of food crops may take some generations.

The possibility of reverting to pastoralism is tantalizing. Consider that the Khoikhoi
inhabitants of the area were primarily pastoralists, but pastoralists largely with indigenous
sheep, and also that there was considerable mixing of Xhosa and Khoisan genes. The
Gqunukhwebe are accepted evidence of a Xhosa-Khoikhoi fusion. However the
Gqunukhwebe appear from the record to have adopted a Xhosa/Nguni or mixed agricultural
and pastoral means of subsistence. Further Xhosa adaption with their cattle and the Khoikhoi
may have been a realistic possibility.

7 Feely's work is used extensively below in respect to his findings on archaeology. However his work
was part of a much wider project on the precolonial vegetation of southern Africa and therefore an
evaluation of the influential work of Acocks. See J.E. Granger, M. Hall, B. McKenzie and J.M. Feely,
1985, “Archaeological Research on Animal and Plant Husbandry in Transkei”, SAJS Vo!.81.
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“It would appear that ecological factors more than anything else prevented the Zulu and
other groups from settling in laputaland and subjugating the local people. ... Maputaland
as a whole used to be fever-ridden and that Tsetse fly made cattle keeping almost
impossible. ... There were five different species of tsetse fly in the area that made
trypanosomiasis (sleep sickness) endemic to the area. Together with trypanosomiasis,
gall-sickness, heartwater and biliary fever made cattle keeping almost impossible,
especially in the summer months and when droughts lowered these animals’ physical
resistance. Because of these :asons local people often preferred to keep pigs and fowls
or goats that where resistant to blood parasites carried by tsetse flies, not preferred by
Zulu, Swazi and Gaza peoples who raided the area.” (Kloppers 2003: 7)

Wilson pointed out that some such constraints were neither invariable over time nor absolute
and that colonial penetration may have had a very early impact on the local environment:

“A wide tsetse fly belt once stretched along the curve of the Limpopo river and cut off the
foothills of the Drakensberg from the coast. The area of infection contracted in the
nineteenth century, retreating eastward from the Crocodile [which has its source near

Dullstroom and flows through Nelsprt he Ncomati in Mozambique] and
upper reaches of the Limpopo. This )ossibly related to the spread of
firearms and the destruction of game 2d by the rinderpest epidemic of
1896, but it had begun well before ith century the Tswana moved
northward through the fly-free corrido sert and the Limpopo, a corridor
which the whites used after them. It is Sotho had also come southwards
by this route, but there is no evidence u. nwution of tsetse fly changes in time
and the Limpopo valley may not always Mngerous to cattle. Moreover, skilled

herdsmen, such as the Tsw i stock with a minimum of
danger. They knew and avoimﬁi}%m z&gufr\qggvﬂr??ﬁurked; they travelled by
night when the fly does not bite; they d&thered thEiresttie dver smoky fires during the heat
of the day; and they were careful to fire the grass at certain seasons so that the
encroachment of bush, and therefore the fly, might be limited. The movements of the

Ngoni ... [in the 19% centuryl are certain evidence that a tsetse belt was no absolute
barrier to the passage of a cal : people.” (Wilson 1969: 132)

Neil Parsons mentioned in a footnote that in the 19" century, Seleka/Malete and
Birwa/Gananwa traded cattle across the Limpopo valley by moving between tsetse-free
hilltops (Parsons 1995: 340 fn.4i He also cited an example of the dynamic between human
settlement and tsetse from archaeological evidence in what is now the Kruger National Park:

“Early Iron Age people opened up pasture grassland in former tsetse belts, but tsetse-
invested bushveld took over again after 1000. Later Iron Age people then opened up
pasture once more from about 1500 up to about 1800, then tsetse reigned again till
around 1900 when they were cleared out by the rinderpest killing off their wildlife hosts.”
(Parsons 1995: 341, citing A. Meyer and |. Plug)

There is also some seasonal variation in the incidence of both tsetse fly and mosquito, hence
some flexibility for movement and transhumance.'® Delius et al state that trade in cattle from
the interior to Delagoa Bay would have been impossible in summer due to the presence of
tsetse fly (Delius et al 2012: 411).

10 However a recent study, commissioned out of concern that the establishment of the Greater
Limpopo Trans Frontier Park might re-introduce the parasite into areas from which it had retreated,
suggested that the historical incidence included the entire southern Mozambique, the Limpopo valley
to beyond the confluence with the Sashe River, and an area extending inland from modern Richard’s
Bay to Swaziland but excluding the coastal belt (Wint 2008).
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“The wagon road to the frontier has profound significance. South Africa differed radically
from the greater part of Africa to the north in this one respect: the facility of transport.
Horses flourished, and soutt f the Vaal there was no tsetse fly to impede the movement
of stock to the coast, or prevent ox transport. The most lucrative trade was in cattle, and
these were driven to market. :very hunting and trading party was mounted, and many of
them were accompanied by ox-wagons which carried metal, beads, and tobacco to
exchange, an brought back ivory. The implications of these were far-reaching. Horses
and ox-wagons gave a mot 'y to the colonists which was absent further north, and it
made possible the developm t of trade without dependence on slavery. On Lake Malawi
until the late nineteenth century ivory was of little value without slaves to carry it to the
coast, but, except from Lourenco Marques, the safari with head-loads was rare in the
south. Instead, there was the ox-wagon. Trade seven hundred miles from the Cape was
thus profitable, and whole families, not only single men, could move readily.” (Wilson
1969: 234)

“Horses were used largely for personal transport and military purposes. They required

scarce fodder, and were susceptible tc ;s of insect-borne horse sickness.
Oxen were not as efficient, but they w buld survive off the veld. South of
the tsetse belt and the deserts, they Africa with a unique continental
advantage in the development of interr 1art 2003: 16)

Certainly it would be difficult to imagine hout cattle had the range of the

tsetse extended much further southwards, uvec an impenetrable barrier.

This may prompt the questlo pq ﬁ er south? If so and it
receded some 1 000 years ag or the change in land use,
settlement patterns and inland range Fn'eh{ éHfme, as discussed below.

“... so far as our evidence goes, it was chiefly the southern Nguni who trained them [oxen]
as riding, pack (igegu), and racing animals, and this they may well have learnt from the
Khoikhoi with whom they were in contact. ... Barrow speaks of the chief, Ngqika, of the
Xhosa returning from his cattle-post in the mountains in 1797, ‘riding and ox in full gallop’
.. there is little evidence of the Zulu training cattle for riding ... there is some evidence of it
also among the Mpondo and Baca, but no references to it in ancient Zululand have been
found, nor are there words for a pack-ox and cattle-racing in the Zulu dictionary.” (Wilson
1969: 108)

Wilson does indicate some uncertainty as to when the Xhosa learnt to ride their oxen.

“They [Khoisan], as also the S ho and Xhosa, had long trained their oxen for riding, or as
pack animals, in order to meet the demands of their pastoral system which put so high a
premium on mobility.” (Beinart 2003: 32)

Transhumance, practiced in order to meet the optimal grazing requirements of cattle, was a
very old practice in response to environmental conditions. Peires pointed out that
transhumance knew no boundaries:

“The Gqunukhwebe chief, C ngwa, alarmed the Colonial authorities every year by
moving closer to Uitenhage, 2 seat of local administration. But the regularity of his
movements between the Sur ys/Zwartkops in summer and the Bushmans in winter
indicates that he was only shifting his cattle between their summer and winter grazing.”
(Peires 1981: 9)
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Beinart has reminded us of the centrality of pastoralism for the economic and political history
of the Cape and southern Africa at large:

“... perhaps 60 per cent of South Africa’s surface receives rainfall of less than 500mm a
year and some of the rest is mountainous. These areas have been dominated by
livestock. It is intriguing that historians of a country with so small a percentage of arable
land ... should have neglected its pastoral history, or understood it primarily in terms of the
pre-colonial frontier or Afrikaner trekboer experience. Compared to the outpouring of
material on mining or other aspects of the agrarian economy, livestock farming has
attracted a silence that echoes the stillness of the veld.” (Beinart 2003: 4-5)

Elephant trails pre-dated stone- and iron-age settlement. Large mammais need similar things
to our human ancestors in southern Africa and so the common routes of both animal and
human never strayed too far fro1 drinking water and sources of food suitable for herbivores.
Elephant trails may have provided some of the earliest long distance routes and also the
safest routes through difficult terrain and up and down escarpments. Indeed there is
evidence from some of the shipwreck sirvivnre fram the 16" century onwards that these
ancient elephant trails were still very mi after up to a dozen centuries of
agricultural and pastoral human settiemer

Comparative history

The experience of colonisation and resistan ation in South Africa in the 18t and
19t centuries was not entirely unique. There were significant similarities and some important

differences with temperate parts gf Sx@ﬂsf@e@ , (MBXito, FuF@alia and New Zealand.
However the experiences of these foq%gg@mé WW ip sharp contrast to the earlier
eas.

and ongoing colonisation of tropical ar

“The expansion of European Economic and political power, as well as settlement, has
been one of the overwhelmingly important features of world history over the last 500
years. ... Succeeding phases of European economic growth prompted strikingly different
imperatives for expansion, for natural resource exploitation, and for the social organisation
of extra-European production. In the eighteenth century, for example, sugar, African
slaves, and shipping in the Atlantic world provided one major dynamic of empire. But in
the nineteenth century antipodean settlement and trade, especially that resulting from
expanding settler pastoral frontiers, was responsible for some of the most dramatic social
and environmental transformations.”

“Plantations concentrated capital, and large number of people, in profoundly hierarchical
institutions in relatively small areas on tropical islands and littorals. They occupied
relatively little space in the new social geography of world production. By contrast,
commercial pastoralism, which took root most energetically in the temperate and semi-
arid regions of the newly-conquered world, was land-hungry but relatively light in its
demands for labour. The Spanish empire based in Mexico can be considered a
forerunner, followed by settler intrusions in the vast land-masses of southern Latin
America, southern Africa, Australasia and North America.” (Beinart 2003: 1-2)

Prompted by the questions of his students in both Uganda and New Guinea, Donald Denoon
in 1983 produced a comparative study of settler societies in the southern hemisphere: New
Zealand, Australia, South Africa and Chile, in contrast to the tropical areas of generally more
limited European settlement. He outlines three specific characteristics of these societies:

“The lands which settlers ultimately occupied were rather unusual in the experience of
early European explorers, in that they were very sparsely inhabited. ... Not only did the
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aboriginal in bitants place little emphasis upon systematic cultivation: the first European
observers and settlers also believed the land to be unsuitable for intensive and regular
agriculture.

“For the first two centuries of European expansion, it was the more densely settled and
tropical regions of the world which attracted the merchant adventurers. In so far as
temperate regions were occupied by Europeans at all, the occupation mainly took the
form of garrison outposts defending the frontiers of European empires centred upon
tropical possessions. ... Until the early nineteenth century, a variety of environmental and
logistical difficulties prevented these regions from playing any major role in international
trade: until that time they languished under mercantilist restrictions as well as tyrannous
distances.” (Denoon 1983: 3)

“From the beginning of European voyaging, merchant adventurers set their sights on
regions which were already densely settled, and whose populations were already
organized in centralized and coercive polities. ...

“European merchants intended to ac by extracting trade goods from
established producers; but the Europ: in ‘new’ or ‘empty’ lands had to
organize new kinds of production with om indigenous people.” (Denoon
1883: 18)

“Merchant capitalists and missionarie lomew Diaz round the Cape of

Storms for a century and a half before a ?settlement was created there. Even
then, only the best organized and most far-sighted could afford the luxury of a garrison at
the Cape, where no direct DUMWQB‘SH ©ed. .. OYiatvad 6uilt at the foot of Table
Mountain was a fortified extensm fj%g 27 perip gapitalism, from which a more
complex society only siowly emerge enoon 1973: 24)

While these settler societies were still tied in under mercantilist systems, some of the pre-
conditions for the emergence of capitalist production were already present:

“... there was undeniably something capitalist in the structure of these colonies. Private
ownership of land and livestock — to take one index of capitalist relations of production —
was well established very early. ... A ... general exception was that frontier conditions
limited the value of stock ownership through the prevalence of theft: cattle were more
easily stolen than bought. ... in the Dutch Company settlement at the Cape, land was
bought, sold, and leased without implying the transfer of social and political power over
inhabitants (unless, of course, they were dispossessed by the transaction); but in nearby
Portuguese colonies the institution prazo — a variation of the Spanish encomienda —
replicated some of the social controls of feudal European land-holding.” (Denoon 1983:
35-6)

Terminology, San, Khoikhoi, Khoisan and Nguni

There is a real danger in reading current terms back into the past because they may fix and
influence if not determine the way we try to understand developments in the past using the
terms of today. An article critical of the major work of the 1970s on the Khoisan was partly
titted “Take Me to Your Leaders” (Abrahams 1995), imputing a sense of individual 20t
century leadership. Along the same lines David Beach wrote in the late 1970s:

“... 1 have used ‘ruler’, ‘sub-ruler’, ‘house head’ and the like. ‘Chiefs’ and ‘Headmen’ |
have reserved for the creations and appointments of the Rhodesian Government.”
(Beach 1980: VI)
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The very terms Beach tried so hard not to use are commonly used in the literature reviewed
in this thesis and are often used here. The same caution must be applied to terms such as
“chieftaincy”, “chiefdom”, “king” and “kingdom”. All these terms must be read with Beach'’s
wise caution in mind. The discussion which follows will indicate some of the fluidity which

belies these terms.

More recently Carolyn Hamilton and Simon Hall have made a similar point about identities
with reference to common tribal, linguistic and ethnic labels:

“[We] look simultaneously across the history/archaeology divide and to re-examine
critically the conventional | juni/Sotho-Tswana divide and its many distinguishing
features. Some of these are taken as axiomatic in southern Africa, such as the notion that
Nguni society is exogamous, and composed of a network of strategic alliances based on
marriages between disparate groups, while Sotho society is regarded as endogamous
and hence able to perpetuate particular alliances over time and to facilitate the emergence
of political elites.” (Hamilton & Simon H-" ?"*7- 27t

Simon Hall argues that at least two waves n from Natal into the highveld left
distinctive Nguni traces in the archaeolot 1at later in the early 19% century
the Zulu practice of dabula permitted int e concentration and retention of
wealth within an elite. Their two individual :d to further below.

“San”, “Khoikhoi” and “Khoisan” provoke the WIijjJ#e of concerns.

“The term 'San' comes fronUthl vaIltvh Yar@lagd. aid Hat Eken abbreviated in the
following way ... Saa — Picking thi@éMMHrmé@gmd (i.e. 'gathering'), Saab - A
male person gathering, Saas — A~ female person gathering, Saan — Many people
gathering, San — One way to write 'all of the people gathering” (Wikipedia quoting WIMSA
Annual Report 2004-05, page 58, retrieved 2014/03/18).

Guldemann provides a different definition:

“San’ derives from the word saa-n used by the pastoralist Khoekhoe ... as a generic
exonym for hunter-gatherers and which literally means ‘foragers’ (-n is a suffix for 37-
person common plural). While San has at best become a more or less convenient concept
of cultural anthropology and political discourse, it is vacuous in terms of linguistic and
genetic classification. The diff 2nt San groups speak a number of languages comprising
inter alia three quite distinct language families, and are associated with distinct biological
types.” (Giuldemann 2008: 131)

The archaeologist, Pieter Jolly, w te in 1996:

“The term San, as it is used here, does not refer to a culturally homogenous group.
Rather, it refers to the wide spectrum of people described in the historical literature as
Bushmen, or words that are synonymous with this word, such as Bosjesmans (Dutch),
Baroa (Sesotho), and Abatwa (Nguni). Most of these people appear to have subsisted
largely by hunting and gathe g, often supplemented by cattle raiding, but some San
groups kept domestic stock on a permanent basis.” (Jolly 1996: 32)

The isiXhosa term in the plural is also written abaThwa and the singular is umThwa.
“San”, despite its derogatory cor Htations, is used extensively in the literature and is used

here despite the warning by Wright:
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“The ethnic term ‘San’, now idely used in the literature for people formerly labelled as
Bushmen, itself forms a major obstacle to investigation of the place of Tuu-speakers [one
of the two main San langu: 2 groups] in the history of the regions under study. The
epistemological issues involv  are complex, and will require careful discussion if they are
to be understood by a popular readership.” (Wright 2014: 8-9)

Allan Barnard, writing after 35 years work with San, mainly in Botswana, reminded us that:

“the Bushman’ was not immediately obvious to sixteenth- and seventeenth-century
writers on the Khoisan. The Bushman is a concept that emerged slowly through the
centuries.” (Barnard 2007: 11)

While the San were not the first indigenous people to be encountered by Europeans at the
Cape, the terms used by Europeans to describe the San, including Saoqua or Sanqua, and
other indigenous groups, have een subject to similar influences and changes over the
centuries.

“Khoekhoen, is from the Nama word k reduplication and the suffix -n to
indicate the plural.” (Wikipedia 2014/0¢

“... there are some reasons to think th )astoralist communities stretching
from Algoa Bay, on the Indian Ocear ange River (and possibly further
north), on the Atlantic Ocean coast, wi have formed, in the 17th century,

a long chain of genealogically- and politic S JJJJ#% groups of cattle and sheep herders,
were speakers of very close varieties of the same language (Elphick 1977: 10, passim).
These people used to call théMIEBES Kyo o J0%: 11 fmd-efbnonym formed on the

nominal stem Khoe, 'person, humap being PiAcEeS ¥ tbe adjectivally-used root in the
sense of 'human’, meaning 'true human being'.” (Fauvelle-Aymar 2005: 160)

The term “Khoikhoi”, although tdated and technically incorrect, is used in most of the
literature referred to in this discussion and is used here.

An early use of “Khoisan”, perhaps the first, is described by Fauvelle-Aymar:

‘Leonard Schultze, an anat 1ical scientist at the University of Jena in Germany,
conducted extensive observations in southern Africa between 1903 and 1905. His
conclusions, published two cades later (Schultze 1928) were that Bushmen and
Hottentots, wh 2 representing two separate biological groups, together formed a biological
cluster in the human species. his cluster he labelled Koi-san, adjoining two words used
by the Khoekhoe to designate their own people and their non-Khoekhoe neighbours,
respectively.” (Fauvelle-Aymar 2008: 78)

While his biology was contested, :netic evidence has since established a biological identity.

The term Khoisan has stuck although the more correct term might be “Khoesan”. However
this too is problematic from a lingt tic perspective:

“Because of clicks in the language, and perceived phenotypic similarities with the hunters
of southern Africa, the Khoek jen were conflated with the Bushmen under the rubric
‘Khoisan’ (Khoesan) by Schultze (1928) to incorporate all the indigenous non-Bantu
language speakers of southern Africa. This is a term which still retains a high degree of
validity among people descen: d from both the hunters and herders of southern Africa.
Recent linguistic work (2008) suggests that Khoesan should be disaggregated and
Bushman (San) languages, ol hich there are two groups (Ju-fHoan and Tuu: mutually
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Graham, was attempting to evict Xhosa servants from the west of the Sundays River, he had
to admit that it was difficult to determine whether an individual was Khoikhoi or Xhosa:

“[He] instructed one confused field cornet to ‘act to the best of your judgement in deciding
such cases’.” (Maclennan 1986: 60)

The terms Stone Age, Middie Stone Age (MSA), Late Stone Age (LSA), Early Iron Age (EIA)
and Late Iron Age (LIA) were introduced into South African archaeology, anthropology and
history in the 1950s. Despite their limitations they helped to move the disciplines away from a
static view of the past, in particular the huge period described previously as the “Bantu
Period™:

“This label [Iron Age] had occasionally been used before and was not particularly
accurate, for it was not an ‘age’ in any universal sense, and many of the communities
which it encompassed did not make use of iron.” (Martin Hall 1987: 9-10)

There is another arbitrary element involved in the distinction. While domesticated animals

and plants appear from around 2 000 BF h these same acquisitions in the
west from 2 000 BP were referred to as £ vikhoi and in the east as lron Age
and Bantu-speak g from between 1 7¢ , depending on the absence or
presence of indicators of iron smelting an ad activities (Parkington & Simon

Hall 2012: 63, 65).

Yet the terms have proved resilient and ... wapS only in the absence of better,
yet to be described terms. In fact, as will app he discussion below, the association

of the Early Iron Age with speakers of an € I e largely invalid.
TF °f an SONSPU T TrS e I

A further, useful distinction is that adobtagidtvtag THEAQ Rakégton and Simon Hall:

“We follow Mitchell and others in using the term herder for the (economic) practice of
keeping domestic stock and pastoralist and farmer for the (cognitive) practice of
developing a world view around mobile stock ownership and sedentary mixed agricuiture,
respectively.” (Parkington & Simon Hall 2012: 63)

Finally, there has been much debate over the term “frontier”. This debate was an early and
important marker in attempts to shift away from crude and static views of history, harking
back to antiquated notions of clashes between “civilisation” and “barbarism”. The very
richness of South African historiography and the volumes of studies of local and micro-
histories since the Africanist and revisionist challenges, which started over 50 years ago,
leave this student in no doubt that the debate over the “frontier” versus “contact zone” is now
semantic rather than real and belongs in the study of historiography rather than the study of
history.

38






But the historical picture rer ins incomplete. There are and no doubt will remain
unanswered questions such as w if not when pastoralism got to the western and southern
Cape. Certainly there will conti e to be anomalies such as the Dama or Berg Damara or
Bergdama of Namibia who are physically negroid but speak Nama, a Khoikhoi language
(Wilson 1969: 43). Surely there will be more surprises like the genetic evidence which
supports Lemba oral tradition.

The Lemba of Limpopo Province avoid pork and cut the throat to slaughter a domestic
animal. They claimed to be Ji ish. Wilson considered them to have been under some
historic Islamic influence. While ey spoke an archaic form of Shona and not Swahili, they
were traders as well as craftsmen and Wilson was almost certain that they had some links
with the coast. While living amoi  the Venda, the Lemba made all the pottery and did all the
weaving (Wilson 1969: 173, 175). Writing at the same time as Wilson:

“... serologic: evidence suggests that ... [they] are African negroids with a long history of
differentiation in the southernmost part of the continent.” (Inskeep 1969: 28-9)

Recent analysis of DNA has supporte tions and shown them to have
originated from Yemen. Furthermore:

“Interestingly, one of the Lemba clans ¢ high frequency, Y-chromosome
type termed the ‘Cohen modal haplc 1own to be characteristic of the
paternally inherited Jewish p :sthood nore generally, to be a potential

signature haplotype of Judaic origin.” (1 nvuu: 674)

This seems to be further corrcﬁ:lrﬂ i H\gﬁ@iurasian genes in pre-
colonial southern Africa, brought'iro %?r?fnfztyg‘io’%gn migrating south about 2 000
BP (Smith 2014: 24-5, citing researc ﬁﬂﬂfﬁZ%;pobﬁ in2044).

It has been sug :sted that the Lemba identity and special status within Venda society may
have been premised on that of “first people” in the region (Simon Hall 2012: 137 fn.74).

The Damara and Lemba are just two indications of the limits of our understanding and which
point to more complex and convc ited interactions in the past in this sub-continent.

Early settlement and interac )»ns in the Cape to the Late Stone Age

Fossilised footprints found on t 2 East London coast at Nahoon (Nxarhuni) point and
displayed in the East London Museum indicate a human presence in the area going back
124 000 years.'® Key elements in human development are also in evidence 1 000 km away
in the western Cape and a few hundred kilometres away in the eastern Cape:

“At Blombos cave on the Western Cape coast, people were making shell beads by 77 000
years ago. The Blombos beads have grooves in them; these show that the beads were
suspended either on clothing r on people’s bodies. The wearing of ornaments is an
indication that people were cc ‘eying individual or group identity. This type of behaviour
implies symbolic thought. The ie of symbolism is one of the key components of modern

6 “One of the oldest human trace fossil track ways can be found at Nahoon Point, East London,
Buffalo City. The sandstone which captured the footprints of a young child 124 000 years ago also
depicts tracks of a bird and two I mmal species (on the same palaeo-surface).” (Kevin Cole,
http://www.thegreatkaroo.com/news/heritage_potential_of_the_nahoon_point_trace fossil_footprints
2014/12/02) For a photograph of the footprints left in wet sand then covered by mud, see:
http://www.elmuseum.za.org/departr  1ts/images/biodiversityConservation04.jpg
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much later, a number of distinct and more advanced cultures moved or diffused back into this
ancestral area. San languages are very diverse within southern Africa, suggesting a very
early spread of population across the region. In comparison the Khoikhoi language is more
homogenous across southern Af :a and is related to a particular group of languages spoken
by San who are now to be found mainly in northern Botswana. This ancient link appears to
be supported by similarities of s ial and underlying religious structures (Elphick 1985: 6-9).

“The evidence of archaeologv and physical anthropology would fit better an hypothesis in
which the yellow-skinned ca 3 and sheep herders represented components of a basic
indigenous hunter-gatherer population of the Late Stone Age, whose culture had been
variably altered by contact with Early Iron Age farmers and metalworkers.” (Inskeep 1969:
24)

Ongoing medical analysis of the prevalence of various antibodies in current population
groups tended to support Inskeep’s conclusion (Steinberg, Jenkins et al 1975: 541). From
the 1920s onwards, investigations of blood types began to yield interesting results. The more
sophisticated serological and genetic work of the 1960s and 1970s supported the
conclusions of Inskeep. Based on DN/ 40 years after Inskeep, Himla
Soodyal et al confirmed Inskeep’s hypotht

“While there are archaeological and lin between these groups [Khoikhoi
and San], the genetic data  2sente an ancient common origin that
predates their cultural and linguistic dif ill et al 2008: 37)

Genetic studies of Y-chromosomes have a”east African and southern African
pastoralists. Similarly the genetiiieterminator of th aEilit ff];ﬁd it human body to digest
lactose originated in east Africd-aht- &Ntéred S'om’a:e Aﬁ?c oikhoi pastoralists and
was passed onwards as far as s thwmmmaxsﬁmnamﬂc@, citing studies published in
2008 and 2009).'® However Alan Morris in 2003 cautioned that:

”... the genetic similarities of East and South Africans should be seen as a more distant
commonality of underlying fee res of all Africans rather than a specific Khoisan identity.”
(Morris 2003: 85)

Morris in the same article does not dismiss the possible linguistic links between Khoisan
languages of the south and the Hazda and Sandawe people of Tanzania and the speakers of
Dahalo in Kenya. But he does pc t out that the language spoken by the Hazda people is so
different from Sandawa that some linguists have removed Hazda from the Khoisan group of
languages. He also points out that there is no biological evidence of the presence of Khoisan
people in east Africa. In biologic: erms the speakers of these possibly related languages in
east Africa are negroid (Morris 2( }: 88-9).

Andrew Smith has maintained the probability of a link between click languages of east Africa
such as Sandawe and the early language of central southern Africa, Khoe-Kwadi. Kwadi is
an extinct language of southwestern Angola and Khoi languages are only spoken by Nama

Witwatersrand, which revealed that e of the oldest DNA lineages found in the world’s population
are conspicuous among Khoisan p  lations. Y-chromosome studies confirmed and expanded on
these findings.” (Bonner 2007: 6-7)

8 1t is better described as the lactose persistence marker as all infants are born lactose tolerant.
Lactose tolerance persistence has developed in a number of times and places including in Europe.
This was essential to provide a source of vitamin D in climates with limited sunlight. Intolerance is
widespread amongst adult Nguni an Sotho-Tswana, hence the importance of sour milk products
rather than fresh milk itself. (Discus n with Christopher Kenyon, MB, Ch.B., Ph.D., Professor of
Sexually Transmitted Infections, Institute of Tropical Medicine, Antwerp, at Nieu Bethesda,
2015/01/02)
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the southern Cape according tc auvelle-Aymar. He lists no less than 13 cultural traits which
convince him that:

“Upon reading Peter Kolbe’s account, one can only become convinced that the Khoekhoe
were not only sheep herders, but pastoralists with a cattle-centred worldview that
conditioned many aspects of their culture.” (Fauvelle-Aymar 2008: 81, emphasis added)

No less than seven of the traits he described would commonly be ascribed to Nguni
agriculturalists of the Late Iron Age, including the centrality of cattle in bridewealth,
ceremonial and judicial matters, the division of labour between men and women, the central
role of cow’s milk in the diet, anc 1e low consumption of beef in particular.

Part of the significance of this conclusion is that the Khoikhoi group described were situated
far to the west of any Nguni influence and in a different climatic zone. Thus it seems unlikely
that any “cattle-centred worldvie was borrowed from the Nguni.

The difficulty with this argument of Fauvelle-Aymar is that it is based on evidence and

observation from the late 17t and early 1 oes not give any indication of the
transition from the very limited numbers rarliest archaeological records of
sheep from around 2 000 BP through to “ rldview” observed by Kolben.

In 2012 Karim Sadr linked the continuitie ne-wall structures (SWS) across
southern Africa to pose some challeng s and suggest a possible new

scenario. Active archaeological work was y 0 try to add evidence to build or
refute his line of inquiry. The earliest SWS sM;ur from as long ago as 4 400 BP in
the central Karoo during the Migdle Stgéiéif} Tégféfﬁt ﬂé’ igv re designed to channel
prey and others to restrict do ctures built to contain
livestock, on the Seacow River wh:choggm h e Git6EGkerge north of modern Graaff
Reinet, were reliably dated to the 11 century AD. This predates the earliest SWS structures
on the highveld and grasslands to the north and east. Although this is not a point made by
Sadr, there is additional significance in that this was a plausible route for southward
migration or diffusion of Khoisan and/or livestock from the Gariep down the tributary Seacow
and across the watershed between the Atlantic and Indian Oceans into the headwaters of the
Sundays and perhaps also the Fish Rivers. This connection was made by Elphick who also
reminded us that the trekboers f owed the same route but in the opposite direction in the
18 century (Elphick 1985: 20).

“It is clear that the oldest SWS built to control the movement of animals and to contain
livestock are associated with LSA cultures in the western half of the subcontinent. This
distribution and chronology raise the question of whether the earliest ‘Iron Age’ CCK [28
walling might not represent in some sense the fusion of indigenous LSA herding cultures
with Bantu-speaking, Iron Age, agricultural ones.” (Sadr 2012: 261).

Sadr outlines the current project determine any connections between LSA and Iron Age
SWS and then speculates:

“Chris Ehret has suggested | it a now extinct Limpopo Khoekhoe language and its
associated culture had a major impact on cattle-raising in the south-eastern Bantu

27 But he has also been criticised for his views, for example his then common pre-occupation with
female Khoisan genitalia (Morris 2008: 221).

28 “The other tradition of Iron-Age stone walling is called the Central Cattle Pattern by Huffman, a label
that risks confusion with a concept of settlement organisation which does not require stone waliing. To
avoid misunderstanding, | refer to this second tradition of walling as Central Cattle Kraal, or CCK for
short.” (Sadr 2012: 259)
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Early Iron Age to around1' 0 BP

The Early Iron Age (EIA) packi 2 in southern Africa has been tied to debates around the
immigration of people and spe: :rs of eastern Bantu languages. The words used in these
languages for domestic animals )ols, cereal production and iron working, like these material
borrowings themselves, are borrowings from central Sudanic or eastern Sahelian languages.
According to the CHSA, it is like that the conduit for livestock terms were the Khoisan who,
prior to the Iron Age, were spread thinly but much more widely, and first brought domestic
livestock, mainly sheep, into sou ern Africa (Parkington & Simon Hall 2012: 74).

The stimulus to the migration of EIA people southwards is not clear but iron itself may have
been central to any actual movement:

‘Iron would certainly have facilitated the domestication of landscape, and the prior
Neolithic experience of ma iging domesticates and genetically modifying them to
different conditions may also have helped.” (Parkington & Simon Hall 2012: 75)

Genetic evidence firmly ties southern Ban oth west and east Africa and with
some assimilation of indigenous genetic s

“Once established in the subtropical uth-eastern Africa [south of the
Limpopo River], perhaps as early as .e. sorghum and millet] farming
became the foundation for new ways e of the nomadic camps of the
gathering and hunting groups who ha. . < seasons for thousands of years,
more permanent villages were built. InstMoﬁ the land, communities began to

change their environment, cuiti ' i i odlands for fields. From
this more settled way of Iilfdlfj‘iﬁiﬁ/l %f%%%@iﬁt@oﬂ%&came a need for new
technology: iron for hoes and axe$, /gt ey Thpléntar®d st preparing and storing food,
including large numbers of pots and bowls which were decorated in differing styles. With
the later addition of herds and flocks of domestic animals, this farming way of life has
provided the basic livelihood for farmers in southern Africa for twenty centuries.” (Martin
Hall 1987: 1)

“The radiocarbon dates from ¢ 3s in the eastern Transvaal, in southern Mozambique and
from the coast slightly to the north of Durban range between about A.D. 200 and A.D.
400.” (Martin Hall 1987: 13)

Martin Hall also cited a probable 1%t century A.D. radiocarbon date for a farming settlement at
Matola, now part of Maputo (Martin Hall 1987: 38). However, writing in the same year:

“‘Enkwazini near Lake St Lucia, and Matola in southern Mozambique, are likewise shell-
middens with only minimal e lence for the status 'Iron Age'. The late date for cave-
dwelling, stone tool-using people at Umbeli Belli and Mhlanga remind us that hunter-
gatherers may have survived 1,500 years of agricultural occupation. The swathe of shell-
middens along the south-east African coast from the mouth of the Zambezi to the mouth
of the Kei may reflect the existence of a viable refuge area for hunter-gatherers. In fact,
Acocks suggested that the coastal subtropical forests were much more substantial prior to
the penetration of farmers with domestic plants and stock.?®® The combination of dense
forest and productive intertidi zone may have afforded residual hunter-gatherers the
resource base from which to aintain symbiotic relations with increasing numbers of
farmers.” (Parkington & Martin ll 1987: 13)

2% However the work of Feely in the Transkei contradicts this view. See below.
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settlements and certainly had the option of retreating from the areas that farmers settled.”
(Parkington & Simon Hall 2012: 93)

In fact archaeological evidence suggests that the use of rock shelters in both the Thukela
basin and along the Limpopo River was intensified from the time of arrival of the first
pastoralists and cultivators, w :h in turn suggests beneficial interactions. However in
contrast, hunter gatherers seem to have retreated from the Matobo Hills north of the Limpopo
early in the 15t millennium (Parkington & Simon Hall 2012: 93-4).

None of the above is intended to imply a simple linear or discrete movement of people from
north to south, as suggested by 1ggs and Feely above:

“... the first Iron Age people reached Natal as part of a migration ...”
and

“... the expansion of Negro irming settlement into southern Africa ...” (both quotes
repeated from above, emphasis added

Evidence adduced from pottery and potte lar has led to divergent views and
in fact it may be that there were a num 5 of people southwards and that
some of them may have migrated northwe Hall 1987: 14).

Furthermore there is no clear evidence tc - wistinct group of proto- or ancestral
Nguni or even Bantu language ( >up peopMsted by Feely above) migrated into

the region and simply displaced Eﬂﬁ& %tf%fiﬁgeofllgatffth

Based on the limited extent of potterdyUstialides it Se¥fEriEms -around St Lucia, Martin Hall
pointed out that these settlements involved small groups of people and for a short length of
time. He then made a point about the risks of imputing ethnic, linguistic or racial categories
into this scenario, reflecting with - 1ers:

“... [that there were] many similarities between the agricultural communities of the south
eastern coastlands and the hunter-gatherer bands who had lived in these and other parts
of southern Africa for millennia.” (Martin Hall 1987: 38)

Hall argued that the obsession with defined groups with all their racial connotations is a
product of 19" century social Darwinism and its bastard children, colonial racial attitudes and
later apartheid. Instead he preferred a more recent focus on “breeding populations” and
overlapping sets of “common gene pools”. In fact:

“Although the San populations of Namibia and the Kalahari ... have been more genetically
isolated than other groups for a long time, they still share many characteristics with other
breeding populations. In addition, it has been suggested that some of the genetic markers
that are characteristic of southern African gene pools are evident in skeletal material from
archaeological sites in the subcontinent far earlier than they are to the north, thus turning
the old migration account of | ysical origins on its head (De Villiers and Fatti 1992).”
(Martin Hall 1987: 19)

Environment and numbers seem rsuasive: Parkington & Simon Hall have suggested that
low rainfall was a constraint in bc  the Silverleaves and Mzonjani phases but that climatic
conditions were better up to the ¢ century for the 15t phase of the Kalundu tradition on the
highveld and down the east coast arkington & Simon Hall 2012: 78).
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Feely and Bell-Cross ponder the reason for the tapering of EIA sites in the Transkei towards
the south west and do not find ¢  ready physical or ecological causes. They suggest that a
possible cause may have been the presence of Khoikhoi up to about 29°E before the arrival
of Iron Age immigrants.

29°E intersects with the coast between the Xora and Bulungula Rivers and runs through or
very close to the villages of Nggeleni, Mount Frere and Cedarville. West of this longitude,
there is evidence of sheep bones and therefore of herders at Oakleigh farm near
Queenstown as far back as 1 760 BP and of ceramics, people and cattle on the Keiskamma
River at Middledrift around 910 BP. Feely and colleagues found herder ceramics on a upper
tributary of the Kei River and cite a report of similar material in coastal shell middens as far
as Mbolompo Point, just north of the EIA site at Mpame on the coast 1%t dated back to 640
AD.

It is generally accepted that names of rivers and significant places generally have long
histories. This was quite clearly established by Jack Skead’s monumental Pilot Gazeteer of
Xhosa Placenames of 2001.

“Because water is so vital a force in 1  and in the choice of their living
sites, many placenames owe their orig ne form, more especially to rivers
and streams.” (Skead 2001: 5)

10 of 13 perennial streams entering the i een the Kei River and 32°S have
Xhosa names of Khoikhoi origin.3 32°S intévme coast between Coffee Bay and
Hole-in-the-Wall which is just north of Mbolompo Point. The northernmost of these streams,
Mncwasa, lies 1km from Mbolon[gqﬁqh@.ﬂgltbyiqjgriprdﬁnﬂamers with Khoikhoi origin
generally extend as far as 29°E. in thﬂygg{ PEH‘%}%PEH mountains and the basin of
the Mzimvubu and its tributaries, there osa names for rivers which are of San origin
such as the Inxu, wildebeest (which Feely states should be Inqu or black wildebeest (1986:
56)). Feely points out that this exact stretch of coast is also littered with pottery accredited to
Khoikhoi pastoralists. South of the Kei, most perennial streams also have Xhosa names of
Khoikhoi origin. The Xhosa name for the Kei itself is of Khoikhoi origin — Nciba. However
Feely’s focus was on the Transkei area.

Feely and Bell-Cross infer:

“This distribution indicates that westward of about 29°E inland, and southward of about
32°S nearer the coast, speakers of Khoekhoen and San occupied the land before the
speakers of any Bantu-language arrived. Alternatively, the herder occupation followed and
replaced that of EIA farmers efore the arrival of a second wave of Bantu-speaking
farmers in the second millennium. In the latter case, isiXhosa developed out of the
interaction between Khoenkhoin-speakers and these later immigrants, rather than the
earlier ones.

“The latter explanation accords with the proposal by Prins (1996) that farmers of the first
millennium AD withdrew altogether from the present Eastern Cape and KwaZulu-Natal
late in the first millennium or early in the second. He suggested that this might have been
a result of climatic warming during the Medieval Warm Epoch, around 1000 AD (Tyson
1986). The paucity in the region of pre-colonial farming settlement sites that date to the
early centuries of the second n  ennium AD together with the ceramic discontinuity during
that period (Huffman 2007), su; orts such a view.” (Feely & Bell-Cross 2011: 109)

35 Feely’s Figure 18 lists 29 names of "Some larger streams with names of Khoi origin in Transkei.”
(Feely 1986: 57)
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Late Iron Age from 1 000 to 500 BP

Archaeologists divided the Early and Late Iron Ages conveniently at around 1 000 AD. While
this date is generally accepted, initially it was based largely on a discernable break in
ceramic tradition and settlement patterns.

From the archaeological record there also appears a dip in population and settlement
towards 900 AD across much of southern Africa. This may be associated with the cooler
period which preceded the wetter period in the summer rainfall area of southern Africa from
900-1300 AD which in turn preceded the “Little Ice Age” (Tyson & Lindesay 1992). Huffman
(1996) has shown how the warmer periods were a stimulus to the formation of settlements
generally and in the Limpopo valley from the 9t century. According to Andrew Smith there is
also a noticeable sparseness in1 :archaeology of herders after 800 AD in the western Cape
(Smith 2014: 26).

However there is another poss ity to explain the declining population towards 900 AD,
although only speculative. The remains of Rattus rattus, the common brown or black house

rat, have been found at a site and level d: 10 and 800 AD at Ndondondwane
in the Thukela River valley. Rattus rattus to southern Africa and probably
arrived via ocea : trade. Rattus rattus is 2 flea, Xenopsylla cheopis, which
is a carrier of the bacteria, Yersinia pestis iubonic plague, the “Black Death”
or “the plague” (Crampton 2014: 316). W on is drawn from Crampton, she
did not speculate, suggest or conclude o ction with the following. The first
recorded outbreak of bubonic plague oo we period 540-750 AD, possibly
originating in Asia before spreading to NortrWMediterranean coast and the Middle

East.?® This outbreak was best g ini 541-4 (Dobson 2007: 8;
Rosen 2008). Might such a pla mggjﬁéﬁg Q ﬁzﬂmrlz:\%%%)fgpulation across southern
Africa and perhaps beyond, some timé& #fteriche kAowrt fi&vBcE caused by the plague much
further north? Is the first date for the presence of Rattus rattus, most probably accompanied

by its parasites and the parasites of the parasites, in southern Africa shortly before the
decline in human population a mere co-incidence?%

An alternative, equally speculative cause may have been the same scourge of the Khoisan of
the Cape later in the 17" and early 18" centuries — smallpox — or some other highly
infectious disease.

However for smz )ox, bubonic pl ue or any other highly infectious disease to have become
deadly epidemics, the human population would have had to meet specific thresholds
including population size and population density for a number of individual infections to have
been able to propagate into a devastating epidemic. Clearly such thresholds had been
reached by the time of the sm: )jox epidemic of the early 18" century at the Cape. If
epidemics had developed in the | 3r 18t millennium, this would suggest that there had been

38« .. there are a number of scholars who have argued that the first [540-750AD] and second [14%-18t
centuries] cycles of ‘plague’ were not bubonic plague at all. Anthrax (a bacterial disease) or some
highly contagious haemorrhagic fever, rather like the Ebola virus, are possible alternatives.” (Dobson
2007: 11). However there is now confirmation that the first outbreak was in fact bubonic plague,
although caused by what is probably a now extinct variety of Yersinia pestis. This confirmation was
based on DNA extracted from the tee  of 2 skeletons buried in Bavaria in the 6™ century (Wagner et
al 2014).

3 In fact the presence of Rattus rattus is not required for the spread of the disease. Aside from other
carriers such as the great gerbil of ce al Asia, Rhombomys opimus (Stenseth 2006), a number of
fleas passed from the clothing or bedding of seafarers into a small but dense terrestrial and seaside
population such as at Delagoa Bay may have been sufficient to spark an epidemic. There is also a link
between climatic conditions and outbreaks of bubonic plague (Schmid et al 2015). But this is a very
complex issue which requires further  estigation.
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appreciation of the association of high ground with good human and animal health it is hardly
surprising that such a preference where the same elements of association appeared — good
health and sticking to high groun

Hall has argued that the transition from EIA to LIA was about two transformations (Switzer
1993: 27-9):

¢ A shift from subsistence to ca :-keeping and the production of a surplus, and the move
of lowland people onto the ple au grassland regions.

e When a significant proportion of surplus goods were directed to and retained by a distinct
ruling class of chiefs, elders etc.

The later transformation led in s ne cases to the emergence of centralised states such as
those that develc 'ed in the Limpopo valley between the 10" and 12 centuries — Toutswe
and Mapungubwe.

The shift to pastoralism based on cattle asing proportion of milk and milk
products, producing considerably more fou » same amount of labour invested
in cuitivation. As men came to control ce re also used for paying dowries,

patriarchy was entrenched.

An economy based largely on cattle and nd the range of milk products in
particular, freed up considerable time for ou: articularly for men as custodians of
cattle, while women were relegated to cultivw of the homestead This patriarchal

pastoralism may have provided 1@! @Q}g ¥ btbe q;_gg Ilsatlon such as mining

and metallurgy as well as for incr we%) speﬁla groups.

“It would be logical to expect that, once farmers in different parts of southern Africa had
built up their herds of livestock, animals rather than ceramics would come to be used as
the principal mode of signifying relationships between communities and power over
people. Both ethnographic an archaeological evidence makes it abundantly clear that
this was the case.” (Martin Hall 1987; 72)

There is comparative evidence to link changes in ceramic style to changes in the gender
division of labour:

“The break in ceramic tradition that appears to have taken place in southern Africa’s
eastern zone between the Early and Later Iron Age apparently did not take place in areas
like eastern Botswana or elsewhere among the herding communities of the western zone.
Women were responsible for making pottery in African households by the colonial period,
and some scholars speculate the distinction could have come about if women had
replaced men as the principal potters sometime during the pre-colonial period. In parts of
central Africa where men are still responsible for ceramic production, there have been no
major changes in pottery making and decorating since the beginning of the Iron Age.”
(Switzer 1993: 26-7)

So the change in pottery style may have reflected a shift in the gender division of labour
which was based on men taking responsibility for cattle as the centre-piece of the new and
increasingly pastoral economy and patriarchal society, and relegating the making of pottery
to women (Martin Hall 1987: 24 citing Phillipson).

The accumulation of domestic live ck had real political implications too:
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historian, K.N. Chaudhuri, argued a similar point for the Indian Ocean. The simultaneous
stability in China until the end of the 14" century facilitated the establishment of Arabic and
Chinese as the languages of the Indian Ocean and revitalised trade between the
Mediterranean Sea and Indian Ocean until the mid 18" century by which time the
Portuguese, Dutch and English had ascended in turn but never completely controlled Indian
Ocean trade (Ohlson 1986: 520).4!

This oceanic trade was to have a great impact on continental Iron Age society in southern
and eastern Africa, although decreasingly so further south, at least until the late 18" century.
In the south external trade was to have a major detrimental effect on Sotho/Tswana and
Nguni society over the long term. While internal, sub-continental trade took place and
probably increased with time, this was trade for local use and consumption within societies
based on agricultural and pastoral cycles and which societies did not produce sufficient
surpluses to allow for the development of significant stratification and a substantial ruling
class.

Even internal slavery, such as by the takina of cantives in conflict, is likely to have been

limited to the amount of labour required 1d pastoral activities. There may
have been exceptions such in the building structures at great Zimbabwe and
lesser known outposts of the same ar ;. But these were probably the

exception rather than the rule.

Similarly while gold, copper and ivory r me uses as indicators of status
across Africa, there would have been a limitcSGjifor such goods.

In contrast, external trade acrosg tig \neéipq Ofattig ficdaha ihed the potential to prove

insatiable in its demand for all of the albé;é@[t tems. — gf%ﬂcié{ory, and most devastating of
all, slaves — and also to begin the rocessés of unequal’exchange and uneven development:

“The gold and ivory that it sent down to the coast bought beads and cloth of ftrifling
comparable value, but that was what the people of the plateau wanted and continued to
want. Once this unequal trade developed, however, it acquired its own dynamic, ‘so that
the rulers would struggle to get cloth to reward their courtiers or pay their armies and the
poorest women would try to wear cloth, even though they could only afford a tiny strip that
imperilled their modesty’.” (Mostert 75, quoting Beach, Shona and Zimbabwe, 33)

Writing in 1978, Inskeep stated that both the Mediterranean world and China had trading
contact with the east African coast by the 15t or 2™ centuries AD, that Zimbabwean gold may
have been exported to Ethiopia by the 5" or 6" centuries and that Indonesians were plying
the east coast trade by at least the 9" century, sacking coastal towns and villages around
Sofala in the 10" century (Inskeep 1978: 134, 153). The settlement of the Limpopo/Shashe in
the 9t century was in pursuit of ivory for this growing east coast trade (Parkington & Simon
Hall 2012: 76).

“Trade, particularly in small ornamental items, had developed over long distances during
the first millennium AD. The earliest evidence of overseas trade to southern Africa in the
form of imported glass beads ¢ Limpopo valley sites dates around the ninth century. The
east coast Islamic trading syst 1 penetrated as far south as Vilanculas by this time, or a
little later; it may even have reached Delagoa Bay, but there is as yet no definite

41 Unfortunately two key introductory works on the history of the Indian Ocean are not available in the
university libraries of either Rhodes or Fort Hare: K. N. Chaudhuri, 1985, Trade and Civilisation in the
Indian Ocean: An Economic History from the Rise of Islam to 1750, CUP; and Kenneth McPherson,
1998, The Indian Ocean: A History o; eople and the Sea, OUP. The reference here is to a review of
Chaudhuri by Robert Ohlson.
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archaeological evidence of such trade from our area [i.e. Natal]. The first marine trade we
know of is from the sixteenth century, through the natural harbour of Delagoa Bay, first
with the Portuguese and subsequently with other European traders.” (Maggs 1989: 41-2)

While there have been many possibilities put forward as to the range of possible navigators
around the southern tip of Afric prior to the Portuguese in the 15% century, there is little
evidence to support, for example, the early presence of the Phoenicians over 2 000 years
back.4?

However by at least 2 000 BP, the regular seasonal variation of the winds blowing in one
direction and then the other across the Indian Ocean between the western coast of India and
east Africa were well-known to sailors. Perhaps not the Phoenicians but the traders and
sailors of Greek-ruled Egypt, Arabia, India and east Africa were plying this Ocean:

“Writing in about AD 100, or soon after, a Greek-Egyptian captain of one of the Red Sea
ports, probably Berenice, explained in a mariner’'s guide how the trade of Egypt was linked
with that of Arabia and India, by way of such ports as Adulis in the Horn of Africa, as well
as with that of the East Africa coast - “~~ -~ *" -~ Taphta [probably on the coast of
modern Tanzania).” (Davidson 1974: 8.

The early residents of the east Africa I coastal polities where mostly
indigenous people who had settled in the nd 2 000 BP. Some 400 coastal
archaeological sites have been identil st 60 years from Somalia to
Mozambique. Almost all of th¢ | were . the end of 17* century under
Portuguese onslaught. Excavati s have teMcentrate on large urban sites and
buildings of non-perishable m.imrlal maln cor. Th| lead to a clear bias in
interpretation as such materials \ay Orﬁi,lﬁd bedn used fes whereas up to 80% of

construction materials were peris b@‘bkgbm@iacpzlﬁxtmﬁewg@ct of connected settlements
in the hinterlands (Kusimba 2010  31).

The trade from the north remained on a small scale. Merchants in southern Arabian cities
sent their agents down the coast, marrying into the local population and learning the local
languages:

“They bought cinnamon, tortoiseshell, ivory, rhinoceros horn, a little palm oil and a few
slaves, selling in exchange Arabian-made iron spearheads and axes, glass and some
wine and wheat ... Among the oin finds of the East African seaboard only twenty-five of
the Ptolemainc period (third to first centuries BC) are so far known [as of the early 1970s],
as well as three Parthian coins (first to second century AD), nine Roman and two
Sassanian (third century AD). Although more early coins may yet be found, this paucity
suggests that East Africa was : Il outside any major trading circuit.” (Davidson 1974: 83)

42 “No less an authority than the fat r of history, Herodotus, informs us that even in primevil times
Phoenician fishermen circumnavigated the southern extremity of Africa. True, those accounts are
confused, and what they relate is not always to be reconciled with the geographical knowledge of our
days; yet as every echo is the reverberation of a real voice so there is no fable so foolish but some
grain of truth in contained in it. And the mighty ruins of Mashonaland, discovered by Carl Peters, do
indeed tell in forcible language of primeval civilisation on the East Coast of Africa.” (Brode 2000: 1)
“The earliest evidence for trade cc acts along the East African coast comes from accounts of
explorers and geographers. Often, these tales were recorded years later, after they had been passed
down by word of mouth, distorted a exaggerated ... The first such account is the Periplus of the
Erythraean Sea, a guide to the ports of Arabia, East Africa and India that was probably written in
Alexandria in about 100 A.D. Here, we are told of ‘the last mainland market-town of Azania, which is
called Raphta, a name derived from e small sewn boats ... Here there is much ivory and tortoise
shell. Men of the greatest stature, who are pirates, inhabit the whole coast and at each place have set
up chiefs ...’.” (Hall 1987: 78)
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from the rest of the population. At one site, copper, beads and ivory were found, at another
gold grave goods were found in seven graves. Outside the stone walls it seems that the
ordinary populace resided in abo s constructed of wood and mud.

“... excavation of middens bo! inside and outside the stone walling at Manyikeni and in
the town beyond have provided evidence enabling a comparison of diets to be made,
showing that while the elite were able to eat more beef than any other meat, the poorer
part of the population made do mostly with mutton.

“Far to the north-west, at Rua |a, is evidence of a similar separation. The upper part of
this town is walled to form a dzimbahwe of four enclosures that could have contained no
more than eight houses. In this area were found gold, copper and iron ornaments as well
as imported glass beads. But below the walls, in the lower part of Ruanga, were far less
substantial houses made of plaster and wood, with metal utensils of practical value, but
little evidence of wealth.” (Martin Hall 1987: 93)

. although early African states had complex mternal economies in which foreign trade

onIy directly touched the lives of a sma )opulation, their rulers were more
often than not anxious to secure tre ~ith the coast and, on several
occasions, seem to have lost power wh ets was severed.

“... although foreign trade should not b \ary cause of state formation, the
possession of commodities given value Is essential if an emergent ruling

class was to signify its power and aut... Jrds, possession of an exclusive
form of wealth (a condition that livestock Masny fulfil) was a corollary of class

formation and therefore ofthewbutaré?eijfj?f(gfoﬁléw Mi[%n Hall 1987: 125)

“By the end of the fifteenth century {srgaf Aavibabwaerid déided to be a centre of national
importance, and political power had passed on to new states on the northern [Mutapa]
and south-western [Torwa] margins of the high plateau.

‘It has been suggested that the capital had become too large for its immediate
environment and that firewood, grazing and other essential resources were depleted. ... It
would seem more likely that the network of regional centres had become too wide, and
the power of the central authority too thinly spread, to prevent from developing those
tendencies towards fission w >h are endemic to state organisations and which had
probably caused the collapse of Mapungubwe’s power several centuries earlier. An
additional factor may have been the exhaustion of gold deposits within early Zimbabwe’s
economic area, weakening the access of the ruling group to the wealth that was probably
crucial for their political power.” (Martin Hall 1987: 117-8)

The Mutapa dynasty dominated a group of families known as the Karanga on the
Zimbabwean plateau south of the Zambezi. They may initially have been subjects of the
Zimbabwean state but early in the 16! century they sought to open trade directly with the
Portuguese who built their first fortress at Sofala on the coast south of the Zambezi in 1505.
The Portuguese responded and | 1541 had established a permanent presence within the
area under the Mutapa.

“Portuguese chronicles put the population of the capital at between two and three
thousand, and although this must be taken only as the roughest of estimates, the town
seems definitely smaller than Great Zimbabwe.” (Martin Hall 1987: 119)

The Portuguese do not seem to have had direct contact with the southern successor state to
Great Zimbabwe, Torwa, located near modern Bulawayo.

103









The Portuguese were to becol : a much more violent and rapacious bunch than the
previous overlords. From early ir 1e 16" century they were able to supplant or superimpose
themselves on the elites who dominated the coastal trade. But aside from coastal enclaves
and some inland fortresses such at Sena and Tete on the Zambezi, they never developed a
strong or intensive presence in southeast Africa or in the interior. Therefore they did not
always substantially change the central role of the intermediary traders despite attempts to
do so, or prevent them from bypassing Portuguese control altogether. So Angoche on the
coast south of Mozambique island remained under Arab sheikhs. The inhabitants were
“pitifully poor” yet:

“Twice a year the captain [at )zambique Island] sent a pangaio to these parts, to trade
for ivory and amber, mats and straw hats, and large numbers of slaves. Enslavement in
south-east Africa ... arose from selling by parents of their children in times of famine or
other emergency; from kidnapping; from capture by chiefs for crimes; and from capture in
war.” (Axelson 1960: 4)

The same or similar extractive trade practi been followed eisewhere:
“To Inhambane came each year a nav nt by the captain of Mozambique
to trade for ivory, slaves, amber, rhinoceros horns and hooves,
Hippopotamus teeth and hoofs, and pe 50: 8)

“The southernmost point of Po iguese u un-east Africa was at the Bahia da
Lagoa (corrupted by the Engli to Delathe river of Lourenco Marques as it

had come to be called. Here}m.%@dggeﬁ ambique sent a naveta
each year with the customar h d e for the same goods as

those traded at Inhambane wil the exteption of pedri. Akélson 1960: 8)

~The narratives of the shipwreck survivors attest to the extent of the maritime Portuguese
presence. In 1552 survivors of the wreck of the Sao Joao at modern Port Edward reached
Inhambane overland and found ¢ ‘ortuguese trading vessel at anchor (Vernon 2013: 37). In
the 16" century there was a Portuguese outpost in Maputo Bay on what became known as
Portuguese Island for the number of Portuguese shipwreck survivors buried there. In 1554
the survivors of the wreck of the Sao Bento at the Msikaba River mouth made it to Chief
Inhaca at Delagoa Bay where they decided to wait for a ship. A Portuguese ship arrived after
they had waited four months (Vernon 2013: 42). In 1589 the survivors of the wreck of the
Sao Thome near Kosi Bay reached Portuguese Island to find 50 thatched huts built by
Portuguese traders and two sme sailing boats. The survivors also heard of a Portuguese
trader staying up the Nkomati Riv to the north. Survivors managed to obtain another vessel
on the Bazaruto islands and sail to Sofala (Vernon 2013: 45). Four years later, in 1593, the
survivors of the Santo Alberto, wr ked at Kwelera, met up with a trading ship at Portuguese
Island (Vernon 2013: 55). In 1623 survivors of the Sao Joao Baptista wrecked at Canon
Rocks also obtained a sailing vessel in Maputo Bay, probably also on Portuguese Island, and
with further help from traders at Bazaruto, were able to sail on to Sofala (Vernon 2013: 60).
In 1647 survivors of the Nossa Senhora Da Atalia, wrecked in Cintsa Bay, and the
Santissimo Sacramento, wrecked in the same storm near Port Elizabeth, met up with two
Portuguese trading vessels at the outh of the Nkomati River (Vernon 2013: 66).

The coast of modern Mozambique alone is about 3 400 km in length and full of bays, inlets
and islands, most of which were ' |l known and used for generations by earlier traders and
navigators. The maritime traders* o regularly visited the coast would have built up ongoing
contacts and networks on the lar end of the exchange systems. This coastline must have
remained accessible to these Indian Ocean traders independently of the Portuguese. Land-
based traders would have had no economic reason to stop dealing with established trading
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“Attempts to control this trade may account for the fact that the shipwreck parties often
encountered resistance when rossing rivers on their way through the Zululand coastal
area. As rivers were often po :al boundaries, the explanation might be that each inkosi
was anxious to control any trade to, or passing through, his territory. The coastal area
between the Thukela and St ucia continued to be one of strife until the nineteenth
century and to some extent this was the result of trade rivalry. Trade through Delagoa Bay
came to be supplemented by trade through the ‘river of Natal’ (Durban), which by the late
seventeenth century was freqg ‘ntly visited by small trading vessels.” (Maggs 1989: 42,
emphasis added)

Ancestral Sotho/Tswana and N ni language speakers
Tying down the origins of these ancestors again reverts to the concept of migration due to

major ceramic discontinuities bet en the last EIA farmers such as those labelled Ntshekane
in Natal:

“Cultural remains of people likely to b -speakers, first appear about AD
1100 in the coastal regions of Kw. Sotho/Tswana-speakers in the
Bushveld habitats north and st h of th rom about AD 1300.”

“The impetus for these origins 1ust he ther north of the Limpopo. Some
archaeological evidence, for example 11 pottery and thirteenth-century

pottery from Ivuna in Tanzania. Furtic nyuistic grounds, both Nguni and
Sotho/Tswana languages have features tMy have developed in East Africa. On
anthropological grounds, kins@%&% 6 i Icgzﬂqgipa (the respect shown
by married women for her hts Z?\ nea%‘ﬁn expressed in avoidance of
words associated with their names§, &#dl gpédific’ b6 Zﬁf&h concepts are also linked to
historic cultural practices in Ea Africa.” (Simon Hall 2012: 128-30)

The difficulty is that there is little evidence of migrations. However even the much later and
more recent south to north migration of the Ngoni to northern Malawi and beyond left very
little evidence of their passing by. If the origins, or as Simon Hall hedges his bets, “the
impetus for these origins”, lie with eastern Bantu languages, Huffman maintains that there is
a general continuity in ideology and also that settlements fit the CCP (Simon Hall 2012: 131).
Huffman suggested a time-frame for the exit of people from east Africa if not their arrival in
southern Africa:

“Whatever the exact source, early Nguni probably left East Africa for climatic reasons.
Climatic cycles in East and sou ern Africa are in tandem but work in reverse (Tyson et al.
2002), so while southern Africa was enjoying higher rainfall from about AD 1000 to 1300,
East Africa suffered serious drought. These adverse conditions probably caused Tsonga
and Sotho-Tswana to move sc 1, as well as Nguni.” (Huffman 2004: 85)

A number of questions arise:

e How did a group of migrants adhering to an ideology based on pastoralism and the CCP
survive passage through the Limpopo valley settlements with their more developed
ideology and social structure?

e If they and their livestock were able to avoid and bypass the expanding Zimbabwe
culture, how was this possible given the desert conditions to the west and tsetse fly and
malaria to the east?
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e The ancestral Nguni seem to have moved into the Natal coastal zone where earlier
pastoralist density seems to have dipped with poor climatic conditions and so they may
have met little resistance. Bul they entered the area via the coastal plains of southern
Mozambique, again how did they avoid both tsetse and malaria?

Perhaps the idea of movement ¢ | migration creates the problem. Consider the recent and
ongoing debate about Mfengu origins and identity. Might ancestral Nguni people have been
the analogy of the later Mfengu an earlier period, comprised of servile classes or castes
supplemented from ongoing ir 1igration of people from the same ancestral culture
somewhere to the north?4® Once amassed and regrouped south of the ancestral
Sotho/Tswana and Tsonga populations, might they have asserted a cuiture based on
remnants and imagined remnants of a past and/or recently/temporarily suppressed culture?

If this occurred in an area already occupied by cattle-keeping pastoralists who themselves
were a mix of any earlier Bantu immigration with long-established Khoikhoi, then the unifying
factor would have been precisely cattle and pastoralism.

While referring to the Sotho-Tswana, | ted that rather than relying on
migrations and arrivals, it may be more 1t the introduction, diffusion and
clustering of cultural traits and dialects:

“It might emerge, indeed, that the mc lopments have occurred in situ,
stimulated perhaps from outside, rath sult of ‘migrations’. Furthermore,
such a method would discuss the emerg sotho-Tswana culture in the context
of the cultures of the surrounding southemakers and the indigenous Khoisan-

speakers. These cannot fa|| j epdepren the Sotho-Tswana, as
¢
w

well as the major cultures ho fwana dlstlngwshed themselves”
(Legassick 1969: 112)

Whatever the answers to these q :stions and whatever motivated this migration, interaction
or series of migrations and/or int actions, once south of the Limpopo continuities are fairly
easy to trace back in time from the present. Climatic conditions may have simultaneously
worsened in east Africa and improved in northern South Africa around the time of the arrival
of the Sotho/Tswana in the 14" century. Once here they moved southward over the next two
centuries. By the early 17" cenl ¢ they had breached the boundary of the bushveld and
pushed across the Vaal River. y stone walling begins to mark their presence and the
boundaries of their settlements as well as cattle kraals and areas within homesteads (Simon
Hall 2012: 131, 138, 142).

Wilson distinguished Sotho/Tswana-speakers from Nguni-speakers in terms of kinship and
economy as follows:

“Every Nguni child is born into a patrilineal clan and marriage within the clan is a heinous
offence, whereas the Sotho ai  Tsonga observe no such rule and the preferred form of
marriage is with a cousin. Differences in their kinships systems are linked differences in
economy. The Nguni clan system interlocks with the ownership of cattle and begins to
crumble when men no longer pend upon inherited herds; whereas the descent groups
amongst the Sotho are assoc 2d with wild animals and suggest a greater dependence
upon hunting. The pre-occupa 1 of the Nguni with cattle, and greater dependence of the
Sotho and Tsonga on game ar crops, is reflected also in the rituals.” (Wilson 1969: 96)

48 See Delius et al 2012 for a similar  jument about the origins of the Bokoni.
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According to Marks there are a great number of Khoisan “clicks” in the hlonipa terms, even if
just added to isiXhosa words, used by Xhosa brides which she suggests may be due to a
preponderance of Khoisan brides (Marks 2011: 130). Might this have reflected a balance of
power of Xhosa over Khoisan? In the long term it probably did as Khoisan groups were
absorbed or forced to retreat. But in the short term there were many other possibilities,
particularly given the status of Khoisan as “first peoples”.

There appears to a non-linguist (such as this student) to be a remarkable similarity between
the supposed Nguni word for San person/people, umThwa/abaThwa, and the Nguni word for
person/people, umTu/abanTu. Is this a coincidence or does it reflect some deeper and more
ancient association?

While there is much literature on the subordination of the San by Nguni and Sotho/Tswana,
the relationship was a two-way process. San women were often sought out as wives,
including as wives of chiefs. Pieter Jolly has stated that oral traditions of a number of clans
who migrated southwards across the highveld and later formed the core of the southern
Sotho refer to close relations with the San. includina intermarriage (Jolly 1996: 33).

Mpondomise oral tradition asserts that ch on, Cira, through whom the royal
line runs, by a San wife. Another oral a marriage between San and
Bafokeng (Blundell 2004: 124 citing Soga 1ese marriages were partly about
building alliances and also about harnessi :nowledge and presumed powers
of the San. While the influence of Khoisar Xhosa in particular is well-known,
there is also evidence of the incorpor: . of Bantu languages into San

languages in Mpumalanga and the Transvrnbe 1976: 10). Blundell has also
argued against the dangers of reducing San to ordinates of Bantu-speakers and sought

to elucidate very personalised ifg @@ﬁ&@@ﬂﬁ@@ and individuals within
these groups in the 19" century (Blunﬁellﬁq gleE)C

Jim Feely’s work cited above identified both EIA (see Figure 10 above) and LIA settlement
sites in three transects of the Transkei. While his investigation is by no means
comprehensive, the relative numbers of and comments on both EIA and LIA sites are still the
best on record for the Transkei.

In his northern transect,*® Feely found no Iron Age sites in the study area furthest inland, in
what became the Mount Fletcher district (Feely 1987: 58-61). He found only one EIA site in
the Mount Frere area, in a river valley bottom. On the basis of pottery he dated this site on
the north bank of the Mzimvubu River to earlier than 900 AD and found no further such sites
upstream on either the Mzimvubu or Kinira Rivers. This was the furthest inland and most
elevated EIA site he found at the time, some 100 km inland and situated on land 900 m
above sea level. Downstream in the Mount Frere area, there were seven LIA sites in the
same study area. Five of these LIA sites were located in the valley bottoms of the Kinira and
Mzimvubu Rivers, characteristic of EIA settlement patterns and leading to the conclusion
that:

“The presence of settlement during the first and second millennium A.D. at altitudes of
900 - 1000m a.s.l. [above sea level] indicate farming land use in all the entrenched
sectors of the Mzimvubu river drainage basin for more than a thousand years.” (Feely
1987: 62)

4% This transect includes his study areas 2A-D, pages 98-115, pages 98-113 missing. His central
transect, study areas 1A-C, pages 116-135, pages 116-129 are missing. Fortunately his thesis was
retyped without any missing pages and published a year later in 1987 by Cambridge University Press
but without any page numbers! This latter version has been used for the missing pages of the original
thesis. Figure 4 at page 79 of the thesis gives the key to his categorisation of land types.
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From about 500 BP the Europei presence at the Cape and along the Mozambique coast
began to integrate the mercantil nks across southern Africa with those of Europe and the
colonised east. Whereas previou  all external trade from southern Africa had been oriented
towards the east coast and the dian Ocean, after about 1500 AD both Cape Town and
Delagoa Bay became important and regular sources of foreign trade items. Evidence of
these items is found unevenly across the interior of southern Africa.

Shifting domination in the Indian Ocean

Arab and Chinese merchants dominated Indian Ocean trade between the 11" and 15"
centuries. From the middle of e 15" century the Ming dynasty withdrew support for
overseas trade and concentrated on control of Chinese ports. Portugal defined “Moors” to
exclude Indian traders, whether | ndu or Moslem. Consequently Indian traders, particularly
those from Gujarat, came to dominate the east African trade under the Portuguese once
urban Indian polities began to use their muscle to support overseas trade. By the mid 16
century Gujarati capital dominated Indian Ocean trade (Kusimba 2010: 177).

Other European maritime powers were als ian Ocean:
“By the end of the sixteenth ¢ tury, [ :nch and Scandinavian merchant
mariners were also beginning to use th 2.” (Thompson 1990: 32)

“British interest in the Cape and in taw went back to the time of Queen
Elizabeth and Sir Francis Drake. Drake had paSsed and saluted ‘the fairest Cape’ during

his circumnavigation of the Wi P89 oidhf Yeaybdid@ fe helped defeat Spain’s
Armada; and the close of the cen i ing, Queen Bess confer charter
oy Ndhe p9nd.diRging

monopoly rights on certain gentiemen trading 10 and the East. From the 1590s
English ships called regularly at the Cape to barter knives for cattle with the Hottentots, or,
more correctly, Khoikhoi, inhabitants.” (Butler 1974: 26)

In 1604 the Dutch East india Company began to challenge the Portuguese with a fleet of 12
vessels which arrived at Mozambique Island and went off with a shipload of ivory loaded and
waiting to join a Portuguese convoy to Goa. In 1607 another nine hostile Dutch masts
appeared. The Dutch failed to take the fortress but laid waste to the rest of the island. One of
their ships ran aground off the island and was lost. A 3™ unsuccessful Dutch attack on the
island took place in 1608.

“These sieges of Mozambique were the first battles fought between Europeans on
southern African soil; they were the most decisive military actions to be fought in these
regions in the seventeenth cer ry. Had the Netherlands gained the fortress, it is doubtful
if the Portuguese, now on the defensive over so vast an area of the Atlantic and Indian
Oceans ... could ever have assembled sufficient force to retake it: their possessions in the
East would have been further prejudiced; and having lost their base they would have been
forced to withdraw from the Zambezi. Had the Netherlanders retained Mozambique as a
base they might never have been impelled to found a refreshment station at the Cape of
Good Hope, and the whole course of south African history would have been very
different.” (Axelson 1960: 28-9)

The growing dominance of external powers and capital from the 15" century had long term
and negative economic consequences. By the end of the 16" century an estimated 7m
Rupees worth of Gujarati cloth w  imported into east Africa every year. In 1622 alone the
British East India Company purchased 40 000 pieces of cloth for 53 000 Rupees for resale
overseas. There was increasing pressure on east Africa to supply raw materials and not
processed products, ivory and gol in particular, and later slaves on a huge scale:
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“Although going back probably ) the seventh century, the African slave trade and slavery
were not as central in creating an Indian Ocean world as they were in creating an Atlantic
world.” (Ewald 2000: 69)"

In the 10* century there are references to Sofala as the land of gold and ivory was the
principal export of the “land of the Zanj”. Two centuries later iron was viewed as the most
valuable export and iron from Sofala was regarded as better in quality and quantity to that of
India. The Swahili coastal cities were known for their exports, not only of gold and ivory, but
also a wide range of other mineral and vegetable products, including some silver.

Davidson in his masterful expose of the Atlantic slave trade, Black Mother, was contrasting
the Atlantic trade with that of the Indian Ocean. His point was not that there was no trade in
slaves but that it was of a much I er order of magnitude and generally minor in comparison
with the main trade items. Even so there were slave exports for a venture in plantation-type
agriculture in southern Iraq in the 9" century and regular slave exports to China. In support of
this claim, Davidson points out that there are no African minorities in the East which are
comparable to those in the Americas (Davidson 1980: 190).

At least as early as the 17*" century, there slaving on the southern or south-
eastern Cape coast. Whether these were ital is not clear but when in 1657
Van Riebeeck was visited by Chaihantimz trader from the Chainouqua near
Caledon, the visitor explained that the [ attempt to visit the Chabona to
whom his people where ftributary as the istake them for slavers as many
people had been carried off by Englishmer pefore (Crampton 2014: 34, 305).
Was this the truth or a clever ploy to play on M rivalry? It is very unlikely that it was

entirely imagined - in other wor i&?a b o aﬁe@arience of people being
taken off into captivity on ships,t\%ff1e%er'gtg %%fﬁg g:ﬁer nation. Mpondo traditions
recorded that long before the fir EuM8pedhs, Afap slavers did land on the southeastern
coast and carry off people (Crampton 2004: 18, 75).

The French built up slaving in the Indian Ocean from the 2™ half of the 18" century to
provide labour on their plantations on Bourbon (now Reunion) and Mauritius. In three years
during the 1770s, French ships took 4 193 slaves from Kilwa alone, based on an agreement
with the local sultan to provide 1 000 a year. By 1799 the two islands held some 100 000
slaves in total. In 1811 Zanzibar, __en under the Imam of Muscat, was supplying the French
and also perhaps 6 to 10 000 slaves a year to Muscat and other eastern markets. In 1812
when the English navy visited Mozambique Island, Portuguese evidence revealed 10-15 000
slaves a year being shipped to Brazil, rising to 25 000 before dwindling by mid century.
Captain Owen in the early 1820s found at Quilimane that between 11 and 14 ships arrived
annually from Rio de Janeiro and each returned with an average of 4-500 slaves.

In 1839 a British observer in Zan: ar estimated that 40-45 000 slaves were sold there each
year, half to Arabia, the Persian Gulf and Egypt, the rest smuggled south via Mozambique to
Brazil. In 1840 the Sultan of Oman moved to Zanzibar and expanded business to new levels,
activating new slaving networks into the Great Lakes region to provide slaves for export and
the new plantations on Zanzibar (Davidson 1980: 195-9).

“Traditional customs of domestic slavery were allowed to slide disastrously into
competitive slaving for export; and the damage was all the greater in those regions,

5 Ewald seems to totally underestimate the southern extent of the Indian Ocean trade, stating that it
extended as far south as Cabo Delgz ., just south of the mouth of the Rovuma River which forms the
border between modern Tanzania and Mozambique (Ewald 2000: 72). Both Sofala and Chibuene are
way further south while Cabo Delgado is now also the name of the entire northernmost province of
Mozambique.
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way-stations. The Portuguese o found it far easier to acquire livestock from their
numerous stations in both west ¢  east Africa than from the Khoikhoi at the Cape. However
by the 1640s St Helena was unal to provide sufficient meat and fresh supplies.

In 1592 Jan Huygen van Linschoten, who had served for 5 years as secretary to the
Portuguese archbishop at Goa, returned to the Netherlands with a wealth of information on
navigation and trade in the Indian Ocean which he published as the Itinerario in 1595-6 and
which was translated into English in 1598 (Arkin 1966: 8-11; Crampton 2014: 32).

During the 16t century the Portuguese mariners with the east conducted themselves as the
wholesalers into Europe. Dutch shipping had been content to purchase eastern goods,
spices in particular, in Lisbon and retail them to Europe, mainly via Antwerp. In 1580 the
Spanish king took over the Portu Iese throne and closed Lisbon to the Dutch. At the same
time Antwerp had allied with the Spanish against the Dutch war for independence. Much of
the Antwerp trade shifted to Amsterdam. In 1592 a syndicate of Dutch merchants sent their
first convoy to the east via the Cape. But the early fleets, some of which attempted the
western route via the Magellan Strait, had wildly different results. Intense competition

between Dutch merchants raised buying ¢ ind lowered selling prices back in
Europe. It required the sustained politic f Dutch statesmen to weld the
competing merchants into a joint entity wit :apital nearly ten times that of the

English opposition.

“The seventeenth century was the Gol tch Republic. Its merchants were
the most successful businessmen in tumumh East India Company was the
world’s greatest trading corporation. Founde 02, the company was a state outside
the state. Operating under a Cgﬁn?? % Dutch government), it
had sovereign rights in and eas of y midcentury it was the
dominant European maritime p puthadst Adfa ﬁs fleet numbering some six

thousand ships totalling at least 600,000 tons, was manned by perhaps 48,000 sailors.”
(Thompson 1990: 33)

“... the VOC [Verenigde Oostindische Compagnie] was a private commercial undertaking,
owned by a number of shareht ers ... and managed by an executive council (Heren XVII
or Lords XVII [or Council of Seventeen]). Day-to-day affairs were managed by the First
Advocate ... and his staff of officials.

“Until 1732 the Cape was governed by instructions both from the Heren XVII and from
Batavia [modern Jakarta on the Island of Java in Indonesial, but after that date
instructions came from the fatherland alone.” (Schutte 1979: 174-5)

The VOC was a very profitable company for at least the 17" century. lts share capital never
exceeded around 6.5 million gulden®? and it borrowed for many ventures. While the company
was unable to pay dividends in some years, until 1648 it paid out an average annual dividend
of 20% and 25% thereafter:

“The holders of one share of 3,000 gulden accordingly received not less than 107 625
gulden during a period of 80 years. The Company made tremendous profits by charging
monopoly prices for its spices.

52 A Gulden (Guilder in English) was divided into 20 stivers. It was a money of account rather than a
coin until it was minted in 1681. Portuguese trade in the east used the Spanish “Reaal of eight”
extensively. The VOC then began to mint its own real of 60 stivers exclusively for the eastern trade.
So the earliest currency at the Cape was reaals of eight or real van achten. The real was replaced by
the ryksdaalder or rixdollar late in the """ century and was first mentioned in a Placaat at the Cape in
1686 (Arndt 1928: 2-3).
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Travelling in the Free State in about 1836 the French missionary, Thomas Arbousset, was
amazed to find that local people were aware of Lake Marabai (Malawi). A Kwena tradition
from the highveld in the early 19" century recorded “a Portuguese” with oxen arriving in
southeastern Botswana from Angola across the Kgalagadi via Ghanzi (Parsons 1995: 346
fn.67).

The evidence points to extensive trade networks across southern Africa, including along the
Gariep and southwards:

“The Blip [TIhaping] come each year to the tribes living along this river [Khoikhoi on the
Orange to trade with them tobacco, ivory spoons, bracelets, copper and iron beads, glass
beads, copper earrings and bracelets, knives, barbed assegais and also smooth axes and
awls. This is the way they trade: for a heifer they give eight assegais, an axe and an awl,
a small bag of tobacco and a small bag of dagga, and for a bull or an ox, five assegais
plus all the other things as for a heifer. They also bring soft, well tanned skins of
hartebeest with the grain removed ...” (Wilson 1969: 149 quoting Wikar 149)

William Hubberly, a survivor of the wrecl r in Lambasi Bay in 1782, later
described how the Tshomane, then resid »n the Mngazana River, dressed
with “beads about their necks, brass ring: s, pieces of copper in their hair,
large white and blue glass beads about Crampton 2004: 64 citing Kirby
Source Book: 82) This was 40 years befor t Natal and the eastern Cape are
known to have traded such goods into the ar

Already in 1803-4 Lichtenstein a @1? g P mgnted that the local people
had a good idea of the market value gf tra 1981 27 fn.30) no doubt due
to their participation in the Cape ec dmy thé i ’MaTket intelligence was not the

sole preserve of the Griqua. No doubt all trading partners had a good idea of market
conditions and trends. For example:

“When the Revd John Campbell of the LMS visited the mission station at Klaarwater
(Griquatown) in 1813, the local Korana were able to give him information on the Dihoja
living in the region of the present Vet and Sand Rivers, with whom they traded wheat and
tobacco ... (Schoeman 2003: 13)

This market intelligence was probably a small part of a much wider and more extensive flow
of information. As early as 1510 the Khoisan of the Cape peninsula were aware of the
Portuguese capture of Sofala some 3500 km up the coast 5 years earlier. Their
apprehension at the arrival of the Portuguese under d’Almeida may partly explain why
d’Almeida died on the shores of the Cape at the hands of the Khoisan. George Theal cited
the Portuguese historian Gaspar Correa who travelled out to India in 1512:

“... hearing from the natives of the country that we had a fortress at Sofala they feared we
might also wish to build a fortress there [at the Cape] and take their watering place, and
thus they would lose their cattle ...” (quoted in Crampton 2014: 48)

Long-distance trade and communication would have been greatly facilitated by the apparent
ease and safety in which people travelled, as indicated by the very small numbers in each
group of travellers and/or traders recorded. Richard Renshaw, with the artillery at the Cape
shortly after the British took over in 1795, described how a few Xhosa journeyed to the Cape
to meet the new overlords there:
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arrived at the Cape. It was found growing on the islands in the Gariep near Kakamas by the
earliest travellers from the Cape:

“Dagga is one of the earliest loan words in Khoekhoen. The African linguist Carl Meinhof
believes it is derived from an Arabic word, duXan, which was probably also the origin of
the Nama and Xhosa words, dakx?a-b and ukudakwa, both of which mean ‘a state of
intoxication’. The latter then are words forged in the process of long-distance trade, and
they are not the only ones: the Nama and Xhosa words for money, mari-b and imali, for
example also both derive from an Arabic word mali, meaning wealth.” (Crampton 2014:
87)

Dagga was bhangi in Sanskrit and bhang in Hindi. In southern Africa it became mbange
amongst the Tonga of the Zambezi valley, mbanji to the Shona, mbanzhe to the Venda and
mbangi to the Tsonga of southern Mozambique (Crampton 2014: 181). Might one deduce
from these linguistic links that the 1dian traders did not penetrate much inland from the east
coast but that the Arab traders did so in order to reach the Khoisan and Nguni groups to the
southwest? This would accord with the known Arabic as opposed to Indian influence in the

establishment of the Swahili culture down \frica and the known involvement
of both Arabic and Swahili in the later slav erior.

Not only was dagga widespread across st so was the hookah or water-pipe
for smoking the stuff, from the Hindi huqq: inimal horn was used.

Crampton suggests that the Hamcumqua in w Somerset East may have been the
first to grow and trade dagga and that this | source of the name of the location

Daggaboersnek on the main roaUﬂilvteﬁ;ﬂ?c@f:Wn 23 #8392 n.87)

Many scholars have denied the presétiée of dagdaand isistéd, contrary to the evidence,
that the dagga mentioned was a less intoxicating herb, Leonotis leonurus.

Crampton takes the argument further. If Arabic words could have influenced the language of
the Nama across the sub-continent, then surely the reverse was also possible in the case of
a name for the Gariep:

“... Khoikhoi words such as khamis, meaning ‘sweat water’, could as easily have travelled
in the opposite direction via the same trade networks to the east coast, from there made
their way on to the maps of the Arabs, and from there to the maps of the Portuguese, as
Camissa, ‘the Sweet River’.” (Crampton 2014: 115)

Crampton has also pointed to the discovery of valuable minerals far from their possible
places of origin and suggested that only human agency as part of long-distance trade
networks offer a plausible explanation. In 1911, some 15 years before the official discovery
of diamonds in Namaqualand, a diamond was found some 300 km to the south in the Sout
River near Vanrhynsdorp. Significantly it was found on the site of an ancient drift. Crampton
speculates that at the very least someone valued it for its cutting properties and argues that
some fine Khoisan rock engravings can only have been achieved with diamonds (Crampton
2014: 51, 112-3).

Some 80 graves in the diamond-bearing area of Koffiefontein south of Kimberley were
excavated early in the 20" century and found to contain a variety of glass beads, copper
earrings, specularite and seashells from along the entire south and east coasts. The
seashells included ones found only between False Bay and Mossel Bay, suggesting an
ancient route and possible explanation for the identification by Sousoa of the Chainouqua of
Van Riebeeck’s diamonds (Crampton 2014: 49, 312-3).

144



























that of Van Linschotten in 1596 which showed a huge river running south and into the Indian
Ocean and through an inland lake 1 about the area of the floodplain between Augrabies and
Upington. Van Riebeeck and others referred to this river by a variety of names including
“Camissa” (Crampton 2014: 68, 100-1).

After a gap of 18 years, Van der Stel oversaw three expeditions. in 1682 Ensign Olof Bergh
led an unsuccessful expedition up the west coast in search of the source of the copper which
the Nama brought to Table Bay (Maclennan 2003: 39). Then in 1685 Van der Stell himself
led an expedition which reached the source of copper near Springbok but not the Gariep, a
further 100 km to the north. This expedition was able to travel 550 km northwards because
unlike most of the previous expeditions it had left after the onset of the spring rains. It
returned at the end of January 1686 (Crampton 2014: 105, 109, 111).

In 1688 the Dutch crew of the Noord returned to the Cape from Delagoa Bay with a report of
a difficult overland route between the two. Significantly their description of the people who
were to be encountered on this overland route between the Cape and the Orange was
remarkably accurate (Crampton 2014: 177).

A private expedition in 1738, the first fro ach the Gariep River, led to the

most serious Khoisan resistance yet, know shmen War (Penn 1999: 134).
“The river kno 1 to the Bushmen as arieb, to the speakers of Bantu
languages as the Senqu, and to the :olonists as Grootrivier, became
generally known to the colonists duriny iaif Of the eighteenth century. The
Lower Orange — the Gariep proper — waMabout the middle of the eighteenth

century to the Baster cattle L@Erop ok hunting and trading
trips in the Transorange an (2. |nto contact with the indigenous
peoples of the area, the Korana, Khegs fé!reﬂléts”ﬁva -$mall, scattered groups along
the banks of the Orange, Vaal and Harts Rivers, and the Batlhaping and other Tswana-
speaking tribes further to the north.

“The first reliat : report of the ‘Great River was brought to the Cape in 1760 by a white
farmer, Jacobus Coetse, from the Piketberg region, who had gone north to shoot
elephants and had reached the area around the Augrabies Falls. Significantly enough he
had been accompanied by '12 Hottentots of the Gerigriquas nation’, remnants of the tribe
who had gathered round the Kok family of Basters in the Piketberg region, and who were
later to develop into the Griqua people.” (Schoeman 2003: 10)

A statement of Coetse’s trip was recorded by a Company official (Coetse himself was
illiterate) which mentioned for the first time the “Enequas”. By this time the Dutch were
referring to the Gariep as the Ein or Eyn. —qua means people so Enequas was a first
reference to the people of the Gariep (Crampton 2014: 116).

Coetse’s report also included references to “tawny people” as described to him by some of
his guides up north, which elicited great fascination and interest, as with Van Riebeeck’s
“Chobona”. So shortly after his return, Captain Hendrik Hop set off in July 1761 to find these
rumoured people of the interior. Hop was accompanied by a Nama man who had returned
with Coetse. Hop succeeded in re hing and crossing the Gariep and reached as far as the
dry Fish River before being forced to turn back (Crampton 2014: 128, 132).

Dutch expansion and the destruction of the Khoisan

Once Van Riebeeck established trade in livestock with the Khoikhoi, a high volume was
traded, ultimately with disastrous consequences for the Khoikhoi. This trade was to provide
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recorded that local trade networks were glutted with copper and in 1660 the aged Sousoa,
leader of the Chainouqua around Caledon visited the Dutch under duress:

“It was much easier for them [the western Cape Khoikhoi] to obtain their beads, tobacco
and other metals from the Dutch than from the distant interior. Sousoa, whose territory
straddled what is still today the main route to the eastern Cape, and was then a main
route to the northern interior, would have been one of the first to register the effects of this
on his erstwhile trading partners. That he was aware of the disruptions explains why,
despite his age, he now chose to visit the Fort: Sousoa had recently been attacked by ‘a
certain large tribe’, and wanted assistance from the Dutch. Quite who these enemies were
is not certain, but within six months the Hessequa Khoi, about 400 kilometres east of the
Cape near Mossel Bay, would also come under attack from ‘a totally black people with
thick lips’, who wore stripped - thing and lived in clay houses. Clearly the disruption of
the southern Khoi trade was having a knock-on effect.” (Crampton 2014: 46, 48)

About a month later, Oedasoa, leader of the Cochoqua near Saldanha Bay, also visited Van
Riebeeck and also requested military assistance (Crampton 2014: 50)

“By the beginning of the eighteenth cen policy of maintaining a monopoly
of the cattle trade with the Khoi chiefc g down. Not only were the Khoi
chiefdoms disintegrating ... but much i between Khoi and colonists was

taking place.” (Keegan 1996: 25)

“Warfare, cattle theft and enforced barteruw enforced on them [the Khoisan] by
the VOC for half a century before 1700. Afte 0 their plight became worse since the
Company opened the cattle QY% I'@irt%gpqqq'ﬁte at the same time as it
opened the Land of Waveren te s ent methods by which the colonists
increased their livestock holdings T’l’om b%ﬁéf 0 outright robbery, but given the

well-attested reluctance of the Khoi to part with their livestock, it is likely that robbery was
the usual method employed. ...

“The figures for the increase in the livestock holdings of the colonist in general are
instructive. In the eight years before the opening of the trade, their herds had grown by
3 712 and their flocks by 5 449 1 the first years of free trade the corresponding figures for
growth were 8 871 and 35 562. ... By 1705 the Khoi population had been so badly
affected by the open cattle trade that in a twelve day journey between the Berg River and
the site of present-day Klawer, [Stellenbosch landdrost] Starrenberg found only two
homesteads which, though they contained twelve captains, had very little cattle.” (Penn
1989: 4-5)

Starrenberg was on an expedition sponsored by the VOC to Klawer, north of the Olifants
River to obtain trek oxen (Penn 1999: 133).

The great smallpox epidemic 1713 which was a major blow to the Khoikhoi of the south-
western Cape, although not the worst blow as Donald Moodie, former Protector of Slaves,
would have one believe.®! This was not the first epidemic to affect the Khoikhoi. In 1665 an

81 “It was [Donald] Moodie who first developed the argument that the disintegration of Khoikhoi society
had to be ascribed to the effects of newly imported diseases, notably of smallpox, ‘compared to
[which] the effects of war was evidently altogether trivial’.” This was in response to the polemic of Dr
John Philip of the LMS: “the Hottentots had been despoiled of their own lands, robbed and cajoled out
of their flocks and herds and, with a few exceptions, reduced to personal servitude, under
circumstances which rendered them more wretched and more helpless than the slave with who they
now associated.” (Ross 1986: 72) Donald Moodie 1794-1861 was a lieutenant in the Royal Navy, then
an 1820 settler, brother of Benjamin and John W. Dundar, father of D.C.F. Moodie (Rosenthal 1973:
375).
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“As in the Americas, local natives could not easily be enslaved without posing an
intolerable threat to the security and stability of the embryonic settlement.” (Keegan 1996:
15)

“... the weakness of the se :r state, and the simple forms of production of their
households probably prevented dependence stabilising into slavery. Instead exploitation
was exercised by control over land or essential resources such as cattle, arms and
ammunition, rather than by a state enforced juridical status.” (Delius & Trapido 1983: 55)

“... there were freeburghers who, by the turn of the century, spoke of Khoikhoi in the same
breadth as slaves, and by 1713 perhaps the majority of the Western Cape Khoikhoi were
already on European farms. Yet the Khoikhoi themselves still asserted that they were free
men and distanced themselves from slaves: some even re-established themselves as
independent herders beyond the colonial borders.” (Giliomee & Elphick 1979: 367)

“... It [the VOC] upheld its traditional policy that Khoikhoi were free men who on no
account could be enslaved, but did not defend their property or grant them land on loan

from the Company. In fact it all ut abe r to the colonists by turning over
the vast interior districts — both Stellenl Reinet were larger than Portugal
of today — to landdrosts who were assi r five mounted police, and thus it
had to rely on burgher officers (veldw: :nsure compliance with its laws.”

(Giliomee & Elphick 1979: 370)

Elphick listed five requirements for the Kiiw survived as they existed in 1652:
continued secure possession of their IivesMnance of living standards without
losing personpower to the col gf sz mic decisions without
colonial direction; secure and exc eu ccu f on 0 tradltional pastures; and
retention of traditional culture. W I‘éu‘fl‘n dédlitre éi Kf6ikhoi society was due to
interconnected causes:

“... though the drain on cattle was the first and most dangerous aspect of the [colonial]
system’s assat , it set in motion other processes (like loss of manpower, land and
morale) which in turn further accelerated the loss of livestock.” (Elphick 1985: 238)

For Elphick, Khoikhoi were politici / weak because of their transhumance and the dispersal
of wider social units at times of stress and scarcity which called for decentralisation of
decision-making and therefore also of political control (Elphick 1985: 68). For his repeated
assertion that the political structure of the Khoisan was weaker than that of the Nguni,
Elphick has been severely criticised by Abrahams, according to whom the Dutch and
historians including Elphick have been obsessed with chieftaincy which she believes was
misunderstood. Humphries made a different point in 1981 — that the rapid collapse of
Khoikhoi society in the western Cape yet the survival of hunter-gatherer or San society into
the interior may indicate the failure of the adaption of the Khoikhoi, whatever their origin and
ancestry, to a comprehensive commitment to pastoralism. He cites both Marks and Elphick in
support of this contention (Humphries 1981: 8).

Ehret on the other hand has argued that the total commitment of Khoikhoi to pastoralism
determined their response to the loss of land and cattle:

“In the wake of depopulating epidemics and the loss of livestock and grazing lands, the
Khoekhoe frequently attached themselves to the expanding frontier groups. In doing so,
they drew on an older customary expectation deeply rooted in their history, seeking to
rebuild their herds by acting as clients and herdsmen for the new kind of chiefs.” (Ehret
2008: 33)
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“Europeans were numerous enough throughout the eighteenth century to occupy all the
key positions in the colony’s political economic and social structure. In the interior the
veldwachtmeesters (later field-cornets), who represented the colonists as much as the
government, settled the day-to-day disputes between them and their servants, and
mobilised commandos.” (Giliomee & Elphick 1979: 371)

These local officials were the executive, judiciary and as commandos they were also the
military and police. Control of lives and labour, especially that of the local Khoisan, was left to
these officials. The Khoisan did not stand a chance. Many were obliged if not forced into
labour. Others were simply captives of commando raids who were allocated by their captors
amongst themselves as spoils:

“By the last decade of the eighteenth century, captives may have outnumbered the
officially acknowledged slave population of Graaff-Reinet district by two to one. The
maijority were women and children, who were ‘apprenticed’ (ingeboek) until the age of 18
or 25, although they seem generally to have had little opportunity to leave employment
when the period of ‘apprenticeship’ nominallv expired.” (Keegan 1996: 33)

On the other hand, the VOC had a very across the districts. While it may
have been able to rely on the formation of he event of a percieved common
external threat, it had no effective force tc inistration in the event of internal
dissent:

“The Company’s authority was ... undermwnadequacy of its military and police
force. The establishment of the Graaff-Reinet district in 1786 only nominally increased its

control over the frontier. The [a)mmggg a(U{Rpluﬁ'tNﬁamted by only four or five
ordonnante ruiters (mounted pollcegvdrggtﬁﬁa{ I"E#t ?%gmsts had almost free access
to

to guns and ammunition and consi ire on raiders, the landdrost could
not remotely claim to monopolise the use of force. His authority and the colonists’ respect
for the colonial laws suffered accordingly.” (Giliomee 1979: 298)

Estienne Barbier, described by Nigel Penn as “an eighteenth-century Cape social bandit”, for
example, was able to survive in the colony for almost 18 months from March 1738 until his
arrest in September 1739 because he had local support and the local authorities did not have
the confidence to go after him (1999: 101). Later burgher rebellions in Graaff Reinet at the
end of the 18" and beginning of the 19" centuries underlined this weakness.

In the remote districts where the minimalist state structure had no resources to give other
than limited lead and gunpowder, there could be little competition and division amongst and
between burghers for patronage. While they squabbled, their interests as a class were
remarkably uniform. Closer to Cape Town there were lucrative pachts and contracts to be
won. These were to generate schisms and corruption.

Highveld and Bushveld

The later LIA population of the highveld and bushveld areas between the Gariep and
Limpopo Rivers was comprised mainly of the Sotho-Tswana, including the Pedi or northern
Sotho of the area of Limpopo Province between the Olifants and Steelpoort Rivers.

According to Wilson, the Tswana were excellent herdsmen and knew how to protect their
stock from tsetse fly, for example by moving their stock at night when the fly does not bite.
But while this may have enabled them to move through areas infested by tsetse fly, they
settled in fly-free areas. Traditions point to the earliest centres of settlement in the
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Magaliesberg, named after Mog: : the Kwena founder, and around the watershed of the
Limpopo, Molopo and Harts Rivers (Wilson 1969: 132).

“Among the Sotho several layers of population can be traced, and it seems that each new
wave of immigrants established themselves as rulers, and either absorbed the earlier
inhabitants, or forced them to move westward into the desert. Cattle-keepers and
cultivators absorbed both hunters and other cattle-keepers and cultivators.” (Wilson 1969:
133)

While archaeological evidence shows iron working at Melville Koppies in modern
Johannesburg in the 11* century and at Phalaborwa in the 8%, it is not known what language
these people spoke. Wilson concluded that there was a close correlation of archaeological
sites and oral tradition. By the time of the earliest colonial visitors from 1801 and their written
accounts and paintings, there were extensive settlements of similar layout and materials
across the Sotho-Tswana area (Wilson 1969: 135-140):

“... the areas of dense settlement as revealed in air-photo surveys of Iron Age sites are

exactly the areas to which oral traditic=~ ——~ —~ ™" 3ss records point as the area of
early Sotho settlement. The population /ery considerable: Mason reports
998 settlements in 971 square miles ir ). This population cannot have
vanished into thin air.” (Wilson 1969: ded)
Recent work has revealed a more com earliest LIA settlements, which
include those referred to by Wilson and M ._ to around 1450 AD. The ceramic
connections of these settlements, referred to N for Ntsuanatsatsi and the first to
surround cattle enclosures and arcate domesti as with stone-walling, may relate to
earlier Nguni ceramic style from'eadt afGhe t5¥akp i::ne%:i# 48t settlement north of the

Vaal from about 1500 AD had a cerafrigyetyie finkingdsadletrcthe area of northern Limpopo
Province from about 1350 AD. These people built cattle kraals not with stone but with wood
and have been linked to ancestral Sotho-Tswana people. From the same time, about 1500
AD, Type N inhabitants moved north of the Vaal River and introduced the first stone-walling
in this area. A new ceramic style, Uitkomst, associated with a fusion of Sotho-Tswana and
Nguni identities or affiliations then spread into the Magaliesberg and central Limpopo
Province in the period 1500-1700 AD. A second possible Nguni influence as far as the
Tswapong Hills in eastern Botswana is identified in the later 17t century and gave rise to the
Tlokwa (Simon Hall 2012b: 305-7, 316).

In the Waterberg area of Limpopo Province, Simon Hall has suggested that there may have
been tensions building up as early as the mid 17 century. Excavation at Rooikrans, one of a
number of stone-wall Sotho-Tswana sites built on defensible hilltop positions, showed very
few cattle and small stock enclosures which may only have been used for sheep and goats.
However the contemporaneous valley-floor site nearby, Rhenosterkloof, showed an
undisturbed pastoral economy. Hall suggests that there was a connection with the
immigration of the Langa Nguni who built on top of very steep hills and that:

“[this] must have been a defensive response to already established Sotho/Tswana Iron
Age communities in the region, which ... reacted in the same way. This defensive posture
was strengthened by the aggregation of people into larger settlements enclosed by stone
perimeter walls.” (Simon Hall 1995: 311)

Parsons has cautioned that hilltops were not only useful for defence but also as vantage
points for hunting as well as protection from tsetse fly and malaria. Politically they may
represent the superior status of dominant groups residing on higher ground and are also
associated with rain-making (Parsons 1995: 331).
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within the town. Metal produc n was extensive and it is reasonable to infer that it was
traded and exchanged within the wider regional economy.” (Simon Hall 2012b: 316)

There is no evidence of metal production at Molokwane despite its size and presumed
appetite for metals. The scale of production of metals at Marothodi suggests a strategic
response to local market opportunities, that there was good knowledge of sources of ore in
the region, and that both skills for mining and metallurgy were old and not recent. Oral
records of the 29 wave of Nguni immigration record the Tlokwa who were derived from
interaction with this wave as renowned for these skills and that white iron or tin was mined,
probably in the southern Waterberg, and black iron or iron itself at Magopane.

“Although speculative, a combination of the archaeology and the oral records suggest that
Tlokwa had a deep history of 1etal working, which they brought into the region in the
early eighteenth century. This status continued in the regional economy of the late
eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries and it was around this niche that difference was
maintained. ... the size of Marothodi and the scale of its metal production placed the
people mvolved in the position of an mdependent regional power. It is equally possible,

however, in the light of reconfigured " wre newcomers or the politically
ascendant assert control over first 1ie Tlokwa at Marothodi were
unquestionably important, and manage 1in status on this landscape, but
deferred politically to Kwena regional p: 2012b: 316-7)

Despite the processes of centralisation fr: "y, even in the early 19t century

membership of chiefdoms was not static. C. v ..ight states:

“Membership of the chiefdom t jnfrequently hiving off to
establish their political mdepemaﬁw &m@ﬁﬁ@ ejgiance to another chief,
and with other groups arriving to givé gheifigieglatiod 6H€ ek incorporation into the body
of the chief's adherents. Even the most markedly centralised chiefdoms, then, were far
from being tightly bounded and monolithic entities; rather, they were composite polities in

which different groups identified themselves and were identified by others, primarily in
terms of genealogical descent.” (Wright 2012: 218)

It is not clear in exactly what sense Wright uses the term “genealogical descent”. Aside from
this uncertainty, what he asserts for the Tswana would probably apply equally to Nguni
groups. In the next paragraph he discusses “identities’ and states that a chief might not
permit some of his adherents to ¢l n the same identity as the chief:

“... ruling families in centralizing chiefdoms reserved particular generic names exclusively
for themselves and closely associated groups and sought to confer other names on the
various categories of people subject to their rule in order to mark them off clearly from the
ruling group.” (Wright 2012: 218-9)
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dominant lineages, they were usually composed of a complex amalgam of groups of
diverse origin and disparate cultural forms which were caught up in a constant process of
fusion and fission and cultural transformation’ ... Perhaps for this reason, it is difficult to
discern a single centre of political authority in Bokoni from the archaeological evidence.
Instead the authors envisage ‘a range of forms of political, [and] ritual paramountcy’ with
‘dominant lineages expanding their control over diverse populations . . .” although by the
time the Pedi arrived in the region in the 18th century some form of political hierarchy and
perhaps paramountcy had emerged ... They speculate intriguingly that Koni consolidation
was a response to increased trade with the east coast in the later 18th century, and that
competition over trade routes may have spurred Pedi determination to control Bokoni.”
(Marks 2011: 135-6)

“With the exception of Ntsuanatsatsi and Lesotho, the areas of early Sotho occupation
were areas in which iron ore was plentiful. It is noticeable that the large Tswana
settlements of Dithakong, Kuruman and Ramoutsa [in modern Botswana] lie along the line
of iron ore deposits.” (Wilson 1969: 145’

The modern Sishen iron mine is located in lense settlements.
Parsons has suggested a need to focus ¢ tened competition for resources”
in order to explain the increased violence i of the 18™ century and offers two

examples — the Lydenburg plateau and the _ -2ong hills in eastern Botswana:

-
“The Shoshong/Tswapong hiij were a strategiclocatign fer controlling production and
trade in ivory and furs from theé KalaRar jﬁi’%p%&ﬂ. pe Valley, being taken from
there to the coast. Competing Kaa ageiairutstic. ceigéiteds, ruling over Khalagari and
Kalanga wards, were overtaken by a growing Ngwatho polity in the last decades of the
eighteenth century.” (Parsons 1995: 337)
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Madagascar continued to be a major source of slaves for the Cape through the late 18®
century:

“This vessel [the hooker De I ermin] belonged to the Dutch East India Company, and
was commanded by a man named Muller; she sailed ... [in 1766] from the Cape for the
island of Madagascar, to exchange copper and merchandise for slaves. Having arrived at
her destination, a chief and party of slaves were invited on board, and having been lulled
to security, were bound and carried off.” (Maclennan 2003: 63)

This particular group of slaves were able to seize the ship, killed most of their captors and
nearly pulled off their escape. But in the 1780 the ship was still running slaves on the same
route (Ibid).

In 1755 the Dodington was wrecked on Bird Island. From the wreckage the survivors built the
Happy Deliverance and sailed northwards in 1756. When they crossed the bar into the
Mzimvubu estuary in 1756, the first recorded vessel to do so, they soon bartered copper
bangles and iron for a bullock. They st: ks, exploring 20 km inland and
trading extensively with the local populatio ced as the most amicable people
they had met (Dennison 2010: 27-8).

Nigel Penn has provided an insightful a iternational review of shipwreck
literature. He quotes a perceptive official 1 :r Dalrymple for the English East
India Company into the Grosvenor disaste. u wand coast in 1782:

‘In great part their calamitie 5:“% ang management with the
natives; | cannot therefore me may yet be preserved
amongst the natives, as they treatéd 4@ iedi vid 'ﬂél?smgly amongst them, rather

with kindness than brutality, although it was natural that so large a body of Europeans
would raise apprehensions; and fear always produces hostility.” (Penn 2004: 206-7)

While none of the shipwreck survivors nor the official expeditions brought back news of
marvellous riches, gold and silver in particular, they revealed much information about the
population of the interior and to the east, the potential of interacting peaceably with this
population, useful goods for barter, the abundance of wildlife and potential for hunting
including for ivory. Clearly an extensive sea-born trade in ivory was being conducted along
the coast by ships of various nations and this trade reached as far south as there were
elephants to be hunted near the coast.
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“Already by 1552 a ship from Sofala was expected annually at Lourenco Marques to buy
ivory.” (Wilson 1959: 168)

“There is evidence to show that, by 15693, mercantile trade, presumed to have come from
Delagoa Bay, had penetrated as far south as the Transkei and as far inland as the
Nongoma area. Ivory was the main export, while beads and copper were the main
imports. Already by this time, imported cloth was in demand north of the Thukela, while
copper was worth less there than further south, where it was still rare.” (Tim Maggs 1989:
42)

Wilson pointed to ancient trade routes linking Delagoa Bay with the Zimbabwean plateau via
the lowveld of Limpopo Province. She stated that Tsonga traders and their porters walked
this route to compete with traders from the mouth of the Limpopo River and at Inhambane
and Sofala. Both copper and tin were sold to the Dutch outpost in Delagoa Bay in 1721,
presumably at least partly along this route from Messina, for the copper, and the Malepo
range, for the tin. In 1731 the tin bought by the Dutch weighed 213 Ib (Wilson 1969: 150-1).

However Allan Smith also in 1969 sugg of the Delagoa Bay trade was
directed southwards. He seems to have ¢ ire of the metal trade referred to
by Wilson or to have considered it insignifi

“The failure of traders to obtain golc n the sixteenth or seventeenth
centuries is instructive, suggesting tha 'k that fanned out from Delagoa
was separate from the economic catcin. wufala, Angoche and Mozambique
Island, all of which were in some form ofm Torwa, Mutapa and the states that

followed them (Smith 1970)[0’ 15@;[9 ipdi @ lagoa Bay trade was
dependent on lands to the s Lh Sgﬁi;@ e sd hﬂ%‘rﬁtgdoms on the southern
shores of the bay in securing ivory: ‘dif¥ast-dll Etﬁopéﬂ #¥o commented on the subject
agreed that those chiefdoms on the southern side of the bay, that is, those whose

immediate hinterland lay towards northern Natal, were the best places to trade’ (Smith
1969).

‘Comments made by shipwrecked Portuguese as they made their way northwards
towards the East coast garrisons are consistent with the pattern. In the mid sixteenth
century, people were observed carrying ivory for trade with Nyaka, the chiefdom on the
southern shore of the bay. Others were wearing beads and possessed brasswork that
probably came from English traders.” (Martin Hall 1987: 127)

Trade through Delagoa Bay increased substantially in the mid 18t century:

“A sporadic trade in ivory had been conducted at Delagoa Bay, as at other parts of the
south-eastern coast, by visiting European merchants, mainly Portuguese, from the mid-
sixteenth to the early eighteenth centuries, but it was too intermittent and on too small a
scale to have had any lasting political effects on the chieftaincies beyond the vicinity of the
bay. From the mid eighteenth century, however, the ivory trade expanded over a period of
say thirty years to attain an unprecedented volume. English merchants in particular were
active in exchanging cloth, beads and metal for ivory, most of which apparently came from
the region to the south of the bay.

“Prior to the beginning of trade, ivory had simply been a by product of hunting elephants
for food ... With the growth of demand for ivory as a trading commodity, its social value
grew rapidly and control of ivory resources and of trade routes began to become a matter
of increasing importance to chieftains at or near ivory producing regions.” (Wright &
Hamilton 1989: 61-2)
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However there seem to have been generalised stresses accumulating as the 18" century
progressed which in some combinations together with changing trade led to important social
re-organisation. Jeff Guy was the first to argue that an imbalance between human population
and an increasingly bounded geographical range and environment would lead to violence:

“Once population density in the sub-continent made migration to new areas difficult, and
when it was no longer possible to convert forest and bush to grass and arable land, then
there were definite limits on the rate of increase of production and population density ...”
(Guy 1982: 9)

The political expansion of the groups that came to dominate this process, the Mthethwa,
Ndwandwe and Zulu, appeared to be driven by an attempt to capture and expand areas of
access to the required variety of grazing types for their cattle, sourveld and sweetveld in
particular. Guy suggests that violence was the result of competition for diminishing natural
resources (Guy 1982: 9).

Martin Hall in 1976 published a dendrolo 1 597 year old yellowwood tree,
Podocarpus falcatus, felled in the Karkloc 50 growing from early in the 14
century AD. His analysis tended tc emphasis on environmental

considerations:

“... in the late eighteenth century. A ¢ trend towards increased rainfall
would probably have increased the . w2 environment, encouraged the
exploitation of both grazing and agricuMhich were formerly marginal, and
resulted in a consequent |n g sity. Furthermore, the
wetter conditions would have a%lé ﬂ% ?jndence on maize as a
staple. In consequence the suddeh {8vé é’fltﬁé FFFthe late eighteenth century,

with the climax of a run of particularly dry years in the early nineteenth century, would
most likely have resulted in an acute crisis of production, which may well have served as a
trigger for the political processes of nineteenth-century Zululand and Natal.” (Martin Hall
1976: 702)

Based on further work on the Babanango plateau during the 1980s, Hall concluded that
grazing capacity was under pressure and the quality of grazing was in decline, despite
transhumance (Martin Hall 1987: 57)

Wright and Hamilton seem to dismiss Guy’s argument, at least in the late 18" century, but
perhaps they do so because they fear an exaggerated and catastrophic ecological
determinism such as in Omer-Cooper's Zulu Aftermath and its impact on historiography
rather than taking issue with Guy himself. Wright and Hamilton themselves then pick up on
what looks like Guy’s argument:

“Conflict over cattle and grazing lands was further intensified in the last years of the
eighteenth century by the decline of the Delagoa Bay ivory trade and the rise of a trade in
cattle. At this time, British and American whalers first began to use the bay as a base of
operation, creating a new local demand for provisions, including cattle. As the region
around the bay was not good cattle country, local chiefs were soon importing cattle from
the ecologically more favoured regions farther to the south for the sale to whalers.
Whereas ivory had been a ‘luxury’ item, whose production and exchange had directly
involved few commoners, cattle played a pivotal role in the life of every household. For
chiefdoms involved in the trade, export of cattle was a potentially serious drain of crucial
resources. The development of the export trade would therefore have provided yet further
incentives for these chiefdoms to seek to replace exported cattle by raiding other
chiefdoms.” (Wright & Hamilton 1989: 65-6)
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In the north, the Swazi state of the 19" century emerged from the Ngwane of the 18t century
under the Dlamini royal line. The origins of the Ngwane are unclear despite oral traditions
claiming close ties and even the same origins as the Ndwandwe. Hedges suggests that the
oral tradition record that the Ngwane ruler named Ngwane in the period from 1770 was a son
of the daughter of the Ndwandwe ruler would put the political link back to around 1725 and
may have indicated a trading a ince. Despite the Ngwane and later the Swazi being
categorised as part of the NgL language group, there are extensive Sotho cultural
borrowings. The Ngwane do not follow the general Nguni practice of exogamy but instead
follow the Sotho route of preference for cross-cousin marriages (Bonner 1983: 9-11, 24).

Between the Thukela and Mzimkhulu Rivers, Wright in 1995 was confident enough in the
ethnographic material left by shipwreck survivors, castaways and traders to state that
between the mid 16" and mid 18" centuries the area was occupied by small and
uncentralised polities. He believed that this conclusion was consistent with recorded oral
traditions. In 2009 Wright stated that while it may be impossible to estimate the number of
inhabitants of the area in the mid 3" century, he estimated that the existing and numerous
chiefdoms each consisted of no more than a few thousand people while Shepstone in the
1860s estimated there were 94 tribes and 1ated 65 clans in the area in that
period (Wright 1995: 165: Wright 2009: 17

The arrival and diffusion of maize into the via the Portuguese presence in
Mozambique was to lead to major change: y:
“... the daily life of the people remained e of the Iron Age. An exception was
the introduction of maize, which became a% in some of the higher-rainfall areas

during the eighteenth century[]f sﬁ:rg;nh g@duced important social
changes. Compared with the A ag.(ih @ﬁ'tﬁgal lf Piug er carbohydrate yield per
unit of labour and land. It woul te h alioWed for substantial population
increases in parts of the region favourable to its growth.” (Maggs 1989: 42)

Hall has suggested that at least some areas within the Babanango plateau may have been
reaching environmental constraints in the 18" century:

“... it is clear that the eighteenth-century farmers of the Ntinini valley could not have kept
all their livestock close to their homes, and must have moved at least parts of their herds
down into the major river valleys in the winter months. Even with such transhumance, it is
possible that carrying capacities had been exceeded and grazing quality was
deteriorating.” (Martin Hall 1987: 57)

Around 1770 the Thuli chieftaincy with substantial followers left the area of the upper
Matikulu River just north of the Thukela which was threatened by the expanding Qwabe and
relocated to the area of the Mgeni and Mlazi Rivers including the Bay of Natal and the bluff.
They probably moved without any major clashes with the Qwabe and thus with their cattle.
However their move was probably not without resistance by prior occupants south of the
Thukela. On arrival in their new territory they incorporated some of the prior inhabitants as far
south as the Mzimkhulu. It is likely that some people fled into the interior or south of the
Mzimkhulu. Wright speculates that the consolidation of the Mpondo polity under
Nggungqushe of the Nyawuza in e late 18" century was a defensive amalgamation and
response to the Thuli and also the Xhosa groups to the south. Wright seems to base this on
the likely continuing strategy of Faku in the next century of absorbing groups of refugees
from the north (Wright 2009: 180-6).

Another group, the Cele, moved away from the Qwabe shortly after the Thuli and for the

same reasons. They settled to the orth of the Thuli in the area of the Mdloti and Thongathi
Rivers, seemingly with little resistance from the local population. Conflict with the Thuli may
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According to Peires it was these (  :wana San driving the trekboers out of the Sneeuberg in
the 1770s and their retreat to - Agterbruintjieshoogte or upper Fish River which led
indirectly to the 1t war on the eas 1 frontier between the trekboers and the Xhosa in 1779-
81 (Peires 2008).

“But there were times when N i and San were at war, the San raiding Nguni stock and
the Nguni seeking to exterm e them. This again is reflected in the paintings and
recorded by the survivors of t  Sfavenisse. In the eighteenth century the San killed the
favourite ox of the Xhosa chie  arabe, near the Kei, and he ordered their extermination.
The Xhosa were then moving tward, and so were the Thembu, who shifted first across
the Tsomo and then across Kei into land previously occupied by the San alone.”
(Wilson 1969: 105-6)

Sites with evidence of the smeltin  f iron are found with decreasing incidence from north to
south in Natal. As of 1991 there w : 43 sites in the Thukela valley but only 23 between the
Mngeni and Mthamvuna Rivers an  nly six of these are south of the Mkhomazi River:

“To some extent the low number of site! - o “less intense research but it also
seems to mirror a dearth of suit le ore 35)

“No iron ore has been recorde in Tre 1917 1920, Karpeta & Johnson
1979), and ore deposits in these shale 2agre. It is likely therefore that it
was a shortage of ore rather th  timbe vely suggests, which limited iron

production in Transkei.” (Whitel  1991.

.

There is a trading station nameci smbini, thééol f irgn, ip western Pondoland next to
- the R61 tarred road and betweert b3&-and ﬁfﬁm@ #‘Eé*fg'ne of the store may be
derived from the claim that iron was thitgd fixihé vEikyehElBwdvhere Faku had his kraal in
about 1828-38. However the store as also known as Pilgrims Rest until at least 1903 and

there is a possible alternative origin of the name Ntsimbini which has nothing to do with any
mining of iron in the area (Thomps  2012: 43).

However the absence of a local rce of ore may not be so clear. Feely and colleagues
identified 138 LIA sites in the mid  }0s in the limited areas they sampled in the Transkei. At
four of these sites there was some idence of the smelting of iron (Feely & Bell-Cross 2011:
105). Hunter recorded in the early 1930s the claim by Chief Poto that:

“Iron was formerly smelted from a ‘blackish gravel’ found in outcrops in certain districts.”
(Hunter 1979: 100)

Feely cites Derricourt that a samy > “iron slag — of unknown site and context — is said to
come from the surface” in the F St Johns area and is held by the University of the
Witwatersrand. He also cites pers il correspondence about the location of another site in
the same area with slag and haenr = ore (Feely 1985: 10)

Derricourt also refers to what he tel s an obscure reference from 1916 to a site used for the
smelting of iron in the Kambi forest and used by San for the manufacture of arrows. He also
reports on sources of copper at In  wa’® which were known in the 1850s but which do not
appear to have been exploited pi1  to that date and until colonial exploitation (Derricourt
1977: 180).

Feely found an outcrop of coppel re within 3km of an EIA site in his study area in the
Tabankulu/Flagstaff area where elting of iron had been practiced. Analysis of slag

70 Unfortunately this location cannot be  und in the volumes on placenames by Skead or Raper.
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Figure 19: Smelting sites in ti - Mbashe-Xhora area

Source: Feely 1985: 10

No Man’s land and the upper Mzimvubu basin

The uppermost sources of the various tributaries of the Mzimvubu River stretch from
Nkonkoana or Bushmen’s Nek on the meeting point of Lesotho and the KZN and Eastern
Cape Provinces, then in a southwesterly direction along the watershed created by the
Kahlamba mountains to the Ge erg between Elliot and Ugie. The entire Mzimvubu
catchment including the coastal catchment is 19 853 km? in extent. In comparison the
Mbashe catchment areas is only 6 030km?. Only the catchment of the Kei River system rivals
the Mzimvubu at 20 566 km? (Peter & Thomas Slingsby, 2007, Wild Coast: the map,
Baardskeerder cc).

‘[East Griqualand] ... seems, om archaeological evidence as well as most of the
historical data, to have been a -man’s land to farmers until the early nineteenth century,
but to have been a core area - Bushman (San) hunters, and later cattle raiders, from
early in the Later Stone Age un hat time [1593].” (Derricourt 1976: 283)
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In fact it seems that the southern Drakensberg has been occupied continuously for the past
3 000 years after earlier occupatic from before 10 000 BP and a later gap between 6 000
and 3 000 BP during which ecological evidence suggests that the area may have been too
dry to support the animals and plants required to sustain hunter-gatherers (Lewis 2002: 66).

Unfortunately there is no written record of this area before the 19" century. Based on the
archaeological evidence cited by Derricourt, the amount of San rock art in this region and the
fact that the practice continued through the 19* century, it is reasonably safe to project some
of the observations made in the 19" century back in time.

The missionary Allen Gardiner with his entourage traversed an inland route in order to avoid
the frontier war when he attempted to return from Natal to the Eastern Cape in October 1835.
Gardiner was surprised not to have observed any obvious traces of human occupation and
activity after he crossed the Mkhomazi River although he commented that game was
plentiful. He did record that in many places grass had been burnt, which Vinnicombe
suggested was done to attract game to new spring grass. Just after crossing the Pholela
River, a northern tributary of the Mzimkhulu River, and when crossing another stream, he

came across the recent tracks of two peoy then came across the recent site
of hunters and then a track used by nume orses. The cattle and horses are
very much part of the 19" century and so “this discussion. Vinnicombe has
linked Gardener’s record to a number of si on and rock paintings:
“Today the vicinity of Gardiner's camp iver, identified precisely from a
painting by Gardiner of the scene] is stre artefacts of Bushman manufacture,
and on the rough, undercut side of the Wto which he outspanned, there are

rock paintings ... these signs pf fm@m}y@f@mﬁm Gardener’s attention —
r

unless, of course, they were executf.d a ﬁ’l w%

“... no doubt even while Gardiner was at work on his sketch [of the identified vista of his
encampment], Bushmen were observing his every movement from some secluded
vantage points.” (Vinnicombe 1976: 14, 18)

As late as 1870 Dawson, travelling from Maclear to Matatiele, encountered no direct sign of
human habitation but he did record that the grass had been burnt off in April of that year.
Feely comments that he must have known of the settlements of Basotho under chief Lehana
nearby in the Tina River valley and that the first farmers moved into the area from about
1858. Britain acknowledged the authority of Faku over the entire area from the Indian Ocean
to the Kahlamba mountains in a 1844 treaty. According to Brownlee this may have been in
order to limit the expansion of settlers from Natal southwards. Faku readily gave up any
authority over “nomansland” in 1861, stating that he had never had the allegiance of the San
inhabitants of the inland plateau (Feely 1987: 59).7

Blundell has argued that particular groups of San maintained a presence in localised areas of
Nomansland through the colonial period 1500-1900 and were only subordinated to their
Bantu-speaking neighbours in the 20" century. But the presence of hunter-gathers in the
area goes back 29 000 years. The main group into the 19" century were the Thola. Blundell
has also suggested that the considerable divergence amongst San languages raises the
possibility that during the later, colonial period, these diverse language groups may have
begun to communicate in another language such as an early Nguni dialect (Blundell 2004
34-5, 43).

™ Feely’s study area 2D is in this area, later the Mount Fletcher or Lehana District. He identified only
four farming settlement areas in this study area, all dated to within 100 BP (Feely 1987: 60).
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AbaThembu

“The precedence of the Thembu was also strongly urged by W. T. Brownlee who as Chief
Magistrate of the Transkeian territories was in close contact with the Thembu people.
Brownlee bases his plea on the grounds that in Bantu languages the prefix "aba" has
national significance, while the efix "ama" has clan or at the most, tribal significance. He
then points out that only three sisions of the Cape's black population are entitled to the
prefix "aba", e.g. the Thembu, the Mbo (a name that embraces all the tribes north of the
Umtata River and many tribes f Natal) and the Twa that embraces the Bushmen and
Hottentot tribes. The Bantu would thus refer to the Thembu as abaThembu, but to the
Pondo as amaPondo and in the same way to amaXhosa etc. T. Soga, however, attaches
nothing but phonetic significance to the prefix ‘aba’ and ‘ama’.” (Wagenaar 1973: 5)

The Thembu appear extensively in colonial records as “Tamboekies”. Wagenaar follows the
suggestion by Peires that this is a corruption of the San name for the Thembu — Tembu-qwa,
where “gwa” is the San suffix for “people” (Wagenaar 1988:. xiii). This follows earlier
suggestions of significant interaction and intermarriage with the San of the area and of the
Tsomo River valley in particular (Wagenae

“The Thembu’s ancestral relationship 1i groups living in south-eastern
South Africa is difficult to ascertain. Tt 10re closely related to the Sotho
(Soga 1930: 466) than to the Mpc e and Bhaca. Whatever their
relationship to these groups, they a settled along the south-eastern
seaboard before the Mfecane forced tlie yroups into the area. The date for
this occupation, from oral accounts, seemMen some time after 1620. It appears

that movement of peoples frog{tﬁ @rfh; t i aﬁ%&aéulu-Natal Province split
the Thembu into two groups. One gngJp ayed ]elhfiﬁi;n‘f wa Zulu-Natal while the others
moved south. (Blundell 2004: 124)

“For example, Thembu who t1 elled from the Cape to near Durban with a missionary
were welcomed as kinsmen by thembu who they found there.” (Wilson 1969: 115, citing
W.G. Bennie in 1939)

Wagenaar states that the Thembu chief, Nxego, was buried on the Msane’3, a tributary of the
Mbashe River, between 1600 and 1620, and that the first date in Thembu history which is
accepted as reliable is 1680. In thi year the sons of Nxego fought a succession battle on the
Msane stream. Dlomo defeated Hlanga and established the Hala royal line after the name of
the son of Dlomo (Wagenaar 1973: 7). The graves of successive Hala chiefs are located at
Mkutu just east of the Mbashe (T: |, 1700), north of Mkutu in the Mganduli district (Zondwa,
1725) and just north of Mtentu (N 1la). This was still the core area of Thembuland into the
19t century.

“It is possible that before 1600 some pioneer clans had invaded the Tsomo Valley when
intermarriage with the Bushme took place, but our first records of Tambookie living in
proximity to this river are those of Sparrman and the survivors of the Grosvenor.”
(Wagenaar 1973: 8)

Stow recorded the Thembu practice of amputating at the first joint a finger of an ailing child.
While the practice also occurs amongst some Zulu, Mpondo and Xhosa, it is acknowledged
to be a San custom (Jolly 1996: 43; Wilson 1969: 106).

 There is an administrative area, f1sana, to the north of the Mbashe River and opposite its
confluence with the Mgwali River (Chief Director of Surveys and Mapping, 1982, 3128 Umtata, 1:250
000 series). According to Skead the Msana River is a small tributary of the Mbashe and Msana
Location No.26 was the later site of a mission (Skead 2001: 1134).

189



Peires, citing a manuscript by ¢ ele in the Cory Library, adds that a Sotho group, the
amaFene of the baFokeng, partic ated in the war between Hlanga and Dhlomo, and were
settled in the Stormberg by Dhlomo under the care of his brother Ndungwana. This war was
long over by the time that ensign Beutler crossed the Kei in 1752 (Peires 2014: 46 fn.19).

“The Beutler expedition of 1752 found the land east of the Kei occupied by the Hlanga
branch of the abaThembu. They filled the spaces left by the amaXhosa when the latter
moved west. But ... Rharhabe’s wars drove them eastwards again, less than thirty years
later.” (Peires: 2012: 346 fn.46)

Wagenaar maintains that until 1809 Thembu settlements were still only located between the
Mbashe and Tsomo Rivers (Wage 1ar 1973: 8).

When Wagenaar wrote her Ph.D. in 1988, she suggested that while the paramountcy of the
Hala line was acknowledged, a n 1ber of Thembu clans were semi-autonomous, including
the Ndungwana and the Tshatshu. The former took their name from the first-born son of

Nxego (whom Wagenaar refers to as Nxe who built his own clan including
by incorporating immigrant Sotho clans ne and siding with Dlomo and
perhaps also ruling alongside him. By the ruled from 1810, the Ndungwana
under Quesha sometimes openly defied » a contemporary of Quesha and
also a descendant of the right-hand became more powerful than
Ngubencuka and also married a sister of lintsa to have a hand in Thembu
affairs. The Gcina and amaVundle, the latie: m, acknowledged the Thembu king
but preserved their own chieftaincies andMe Qwathi, Xesibe in origin, saw

themselves as the real rulers rad %% Ntshilibile clans paid
allegiance to the Xhosa king. Ur%gw j}%’?a@ff Fo% encgké:, the paramountcy was
fraught with conflicts and fragmentatiort; (3] b‘yﬁrhé‘f Kément of Rharhabe and Fubu
of the Qwathi, Ndaba fled to the Gcaleka, was then “rescued” by the Qwathi, conflict then

occurred with the Rharhabe, leading to the death of Rharhabe at the hands of the Qwathi in
1782, thus bolstering their ascendency (Wagenaar 1988: 1-4).

Wagenaar suggests that the Thel »u kingdom remained relatively weak under Ngubencuka
who ruled from 1810 and died in 1830. She concludes that he was unable to reconcile
dissident groups under his rule and cites examples of two successful raids by Moshoeshoe
on Thembu cattle (Wagenaar 1988: 6-7).

The Thembu in the eastern Cape seem to have been restricted by the Xhosa to their
southeast to the interior below the Ukahlamba mountains and the smaller ranges further
south. According to Peires, perhaps with some Xhosa-centrism:

‘[This area] ...was never permanently settled by the Xhosa. Apart from being especially
cold in winter, it is covered i 10st exclusively by sourveld, which does not normally
provide good year-round pasturage. The Xhosa used it occasionally for summer grazing,
but for the most part they were content to leave it to the weaker Thembu nation and to
surviving bands of San hunters ho had nowhere else to go.” (Peires 1981: 1)

The early interactions between the Thembu and San in the area of the Tsomo River valley in
the 17t century is in sharp contra to that between the San and Rharhabe when he moved
to the sweetveld of the White Kei |l rer in the next century and was driven out by the San. He
reciprocated:

“He surrounded the Bush peoy in their caves and wherever they were seen; he hunted

them like wild animals; he cleared the whole land of lions and other predatory animals ...
He was a second Tshaka in disturbing the nations but was different in that he took only
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continued in the area while it seet  that the Xhosa survivors may have fled far northwards.
Meanwhile Gando’s uncle, Ntinde. established himself on the Buffalo River and it was his
people, the amaNtinde, who met 2 survivors of the Stavenisse in 1686 near Cove Rock.
Around 1700 the former regent, dange, uncle of Phalo and brother of Gando, settled
between Fort Beaufort and the up r Fish River and it was the imiDange who met governor
Von Plettenberg and colonel Gordon in 1778 (Peires 2012: 335).

At about the same time that Ntinde established himself on the Buffalo River, Qangqolo of the
defeated Cirha had reached as far as modern Thornhill, west of Port Elizabeth (Peires 2012:
346 fn.45). This puts the stateme by Derricourt above more in line with the time frame of
Peires.

“We know that the Xhosa royal family deliberately abandoned their original homeland
because they delegated the Ngabe clan to remain behind at Ngcwanguba and guard the
grave of Tshiwo. The oral traditions of the Cirha clan likewise identify Ngcwanguba as the
centre of a great dispersion.” (Peires 2012: 338)

There is no clarity on what sparke thedi- " ' * ™ ' s has speculated that there may
have been a link with the Dosini wars whic bouring Mpondomise kingdom at
the same time (Peires 2014: 38).

While Tshiwo died at Ngwanguba, Peire: e centre of power may already
have moved west as an amaJobe oral tr at their chief rejoined Tshiwo at
Tongwana in the Butterworth area. Also F.. ..1 1690, was at Tongwane before

he married. This move may have been dueMressure from the Ngqosini and oral
tradition records that Phalo tr lled as fa vMﬁE s River and the Qaggiwa
mountains north of Uitenhage |n dadch -of a*ﬁé Itlia F&-some of his councillors
ventured onwards to the Storms Rivet. Becfiz361whichcHenge refers to as the first certain
date in Xhosa history, Phalo was based at what is now Mooiplaas on the Kwenxura River
(Peires 2012: 338; Peires 2014: 3!

“Soga says that the amaNgqo i occupied lands between the Kei and the Fish which
were ‘without Bantu inhabitants,” which fits in nicely with the Stavenisse survivors’ picture
of the Makanene biocking the road between the amaXhosa and the Dutch colony [in
1687].” (Peires 2014: 40)

At least a century after their fight with Tshiwo, the Ngqosini were reported to be east of the
Kei River in the late 18" century where their chief, Mjobi, was described as “Caffer” and
where they had been at war with the Thembu. It seems that the Mjobi line was massacred in
some treachery around 1783 and made way for Gcaleka settlement in the area. The
Ngqosini have been variously identified as Sotho or Khoisan but for Peires they were
Khoisan, based on the evidence that they fought with poisoned arrows and had no seboko
(Peires 2012: 341, 344, 351). Also:

“... both the Ngqgosini and their associates the Banqo share the -nqo syllable, and -nqo is
the ‘Mountain Bushman’ word f eland.” (Peires 2014: 41)

Peires suggests that the movements of the political centre are unusual and therefore very
significant. At the time of writing The House of Phalo in 1981, he had used (and perhaps only
been aware of) a mited number f incidents in the life of Rharhabe and subscribed to a
relatively static view of his rule, involving a shift westward after quarrelling with his brother of
the Great House, Gcaleka, the div ion of the kingdom between them by their father, Phalo,
his move west of the Kei where he defeated the Khoisan and built his own empire, before
dying back east of the Kei in a dispute with the Thembu over bridewealth for his daughter. 30
years later and with another dozen incidents, all but one with a geographic location, the
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“When a young man grew up i ong the Xhosa, ‘his father gives him an axe, and says:
Go and extend the homestead, set up an outstation (that is, your own home).” When an
old man died, his homestead was shut up, his children were forbidden to go near it, and
the materials of which it was composed were allowed to crumble into dust. In this way,
generation by generation, the ¢ iple inched their way down the coast.” (Peires 1981: 10)

30 years later he described the second kind of migration as more purposeful and also
politically driven:

“Rharhabe is depicted as taking the lead and confronting the dangers while Phalo and
Gcaleka followed forty kilometres behind. ‘This journey was travelled little by little, the
house would erect temporary ¢ uctures, build, plough, harvest and move off again.” And
when, several years later, Rharhabe set off for the upper Kei ..., he again ‘erected shelters
and moved on, ploughed and arvested’ just as in the first journey. Nor was Phalo’s
journey a unique case. Two generations previously, Qangqolo, the chief of the defeated
amaCirha, had travelled just as r.” (Peires 2012: 346, quoting Mghayi)

The imiDange provide another example ¢ ' f movement. They refused to be
subordinated to Rharhabe and were force h River and into conflict with the
trekboers from 1779. In 1783 Ndl 1be cr ge and scattered groups entered
the Colony. During the third war from 1’ 1gela, chief of the clan, and
brother Gola with remnants of the clan mo (Anderson 1985: 19).

From the above it seems that Xhosa interz _ __an groups occurred at least as far
east as the Mngazi River. it is around these”and questions of identity that ma -
unanswered questions remain. ﬁhaeolo ical invegtigatio heIP. Feely and Bell-Cross
argued (above) that Khoisan océupietVied atda sedtH a9 Bh0 west of 29°E before t

arrival of EIA speakers of early B tu.lag@iages./Péixeetion guggests that there may have
been a spread of Khoisan further ) the northeast before the LIA and the presence of early
Nguni-language groups in the area. Again, if the argument about the stability of Khoisan
place names and the names of rivers in particular is valid, then such Khoisan occupation
must have been much lighter at least relative to the emergent LIA groups in the same area.

There is another possibility, either in the alternative or in addition to the above, which is in
line with the likely origins of the name “Xhosa” from the Khoi “/kosa” meaning “angry men”
(Peires 1981: 13). All the souther Nguni claim to trace ancestry back geographically to the
sources of the Mzimvubu River or the mythical Dedesi. By the archaeological evidence this
was San territory from early in the ate Stone Age. If indeed the Xhosa et al moved from the
uplands towards the coast, which would have been the safer option for pastoralists avoidi |
the lowlands and associated tsetse fly, then were the Xhosa so named because of their
violent and total subjugation or elimination of coastal Khoisan?

The genealogy of the Mpondo royal line is the deepest of all the southern Nguni, extending
back 19 generations before Faku (c1777-1867).7° If this is any indication of the earliest
emergence of southern Nguni soc ty in the area, it could put the date back to around 1400
AD which fits with the limited arc eological investigation of the region. On the other hand
the depth of the Xhosa royal line is only between six and nine generations back from Hintsa
(c1785-1835). The later emerge =2 of the amaXhosa may also reflect a long period of
conflict between pre-Tshawe Ng  and Khoisan groups which continued into the Tshawe
period with the conflict with the N |osini which Tshawe only survived by the intervention of
Khwane. The Xhosa language reflects such a long term interaction with Khoisan languages.
However this was assumed to have been because the Xhosa were always the southernmost
of the Nguni. It now appears that is interaction occurred much further north, possibly even

75 This is based on the statement by Soga that he died at the age of 90 (Wilson 1969: 89).
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5 Mounting pressures towards crises

This section discusses the dynamics of trekboer expansion from the southwestern Cape, the
continuing disastrous impact on the Khoisan, the emergence of trading and raiding groups on
the northern frontier and contact, co-operation and conflict on the eastern frontier.

Dynamics in the southwestern Cape

The internal dynamics of the Dutch settlement in the southwestern Cape are not discussed in
any detail. However a few comments are made here in respect of the direct consequences
for the establishment and expansion of the trekboer economy as opposed to settled burghers
of the southwest. It was the trekboer economy that drove the geographical extension of the
Cape and the consequences thereof.

Shortly after his arrival in 1652, Van Riebeeck, in charge until 1662, inspected the land to the
east of Table Mountain. He was impressed by its extent, its numerous water courses, and its

fertility which he exclaimed was better tF the New Netherlands (the later
being the Hudson River Valley on e east hat is now the USA).
“These appraisals of the resources of tt rly based on the assumption that
intensive forms of agriculture would be 1979: 44-5)
Van Riebeeck proposed to his headquarter OC staff should be released from
employment to farm on their own account asm would be more motivated to act for

themselves and for their own pro{iff M}ﬂﬁﬂofé@ﬁ” Hrq¢geding cautiously, in May
%e tifi

1656 he set up his own trials on Iand Zag éhese freemen or freeburghers
at Rondebosch with the planting of ri fid clover. All these crops did
well except rice.

106a

‘In February 1657 Van Riebeeck allocated land near the trial fields to the first
freeburghers.””! A freeburgher ... acquired certain economic rights of which the most
important was the right to own land. The early freeburgher received land grants of only
-11.3 ha each; Van Riebeeck obviously expected the Cape farmers to employ intensive
Dutch agricultural methods. He recognised that freeburghers would need financial
assistance, but did not succeed in convincing the Heren XVII, who placed tight restrictions
on the amount of credit that could be extended to them. Moreover the Heren XVII set
prices at which the Company would purchase their wheat, and these were low in
accordance with prices then prevailing in Europe. Van Riebeeck sought to alleviate the
labour shortage by importing slaves, who were made available to the freeburghers on
credit. The early slaves were not efficient workers; many deserted while others were so
intractable that their owners returned them to the Company.” (Guelke 1979: 45-6)

By 1660 already only 20 of 35 fret urghers or 57% were directly involved in horticulture and
stock breeding. Three were boatmen, two fishermen, three carpenters and two masons. A
barber, tailor, miller, thatcher and messenger made up the rest (Schutte 1979: 189).

“The first attempts to cultivate the Cape soil fell short of expectations. Unacclimatised
wheat seed, poor tools, a shortage of draft animals, severe south-east winds and
unenthusiastic labour were all problems in the early years. Some of these difficulties were
due to bad luck, others to lack of foresight and a general unawareness that a considerable
investment of capital and labour was needed to develop profitable agriculture on new
land.” (Guelke 1979: 44-5)

7 “The first deeds of freeburgher status were issued to nine men in 1657 (Schutte 1979: 187).

202



In the absence of capital in other forms, land was the most abundant and easily accessible
capital, at the expense of the Kh san. Extensive grazing and the adoption of hardy local
draught animals were soon recognised by the burghers as the preferred routes to survival:

“... The freeburghers concentrated on reducing the investment of capital and labour to a
minimum. As a result they did it take up the cultivation of clover or other fodder crops
and pastured their livestock on the veld near their freehold land. ... Oxen, which could
fend for themselves, replaced more efficient horses as plough animals, although most
farmers retained a few horses for riding.

“... The raising of livestock, whi  were purchased from the VOC and bartered or robbed
from the Khoikhoi, became a m: 1stay of most farming operations.” (Guelke 1979: 47)

A survey of the 845 (presumably male) freeburghers taken by governor De la Fontaine in
1732 revealed th 307 or 36%®" re engaged in agriculture and stockbreeding. 193 of the
307 were to be found in the Drakenstein dlstnct Iater the northern, dryer part of the

Stellenbosch district. This suggests that number were already engaged
mainly in stockbreeding rather than horticu 9: 189).

It is hardly surprising that the freeburc oproach they did and became
trekboers. In addition to the lack of capital d the low price paid by the VOC
for their wheat, they had to pay import, ex; ty and a range of taxes including
pachtgeld, stamp duty and a tithe on any w.. \Whutte 1979: 179).

While Van Riebeeck may have b far—3| Ie but |s ine a future of intensive
cultivation, the failure of the VOC-8 provi e’{ & e d infrastructure was a
result of the global perspective and né&ugcafigie Hdﬁ ﬁed by the Heren XVII rather

than the ideals of the local management at De Kaap and the needs of the burghers. As such
the outcome was probably ineviti le. Had Van Riebeeck had a better reputation with his
superiors, maybe he would have been able to lever more resources to create his little
Holland. But he was not statione at De Kaap in 1652 because of the inherent economic
value of the Cape or because he was looked upon favourably by his superiors.

Globally the VOC was a success in that it oversaw the transfer of immense wealth from its
overseas trading empire back to the Netherlands. At a local level, that of a particular outpost
such as at De Kaap, policy was determined in response to the overall international priorities
of the VOC, determined largely by the Heren XVII back in Amsterdam. In the longer term the
Dutch trading empire was to face mounting competition. By the last quarter of the 18t
century, the VOC was in terminal ecline and the Dutch Republic had lost its international
economic supremacy to France and Britain. The VOC ceased to exist in 1798.

The implications for the subsequent history of colonisation at the Cape are huge. The failure
of intensive agriculture resulted in e violent and unplanned expansion of the Cape, led by a
motley bunch of hunters, traders and trekboers, sometimes interchangeably or in fact the
same people. It led to the decim: >n of the Khoikhoi, the dispossession of both their land
and their livestock, their subjugation to near slavery and ultimately their proletarianisation. In
the case of the San it led to their extermination by the end of the 19t century.

Another way of looking at the early Cape under VOC rule is that the old way of going about
business was itself a problem. The VOC was in the first instance a trading company. It made
its money out of unequal exchange, through the diplomacy of the warship, the gun and

8 Schutte gives a figure of 57% w :h is exactly the same as the figure in 1660. However his
accompanying table clearly indicates a decline to 36% in 1732 (Schutte 1979: 189).
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Wilson adds that the 1702 party “... fought with a party of five or six hundred Xhosa whom
they met near where Somerset Ea is now.” (Wilson 1969: 234)

The significance of the 1702 party as that the expedition became public when they brought
cattle back, against the company nopoly and prohibition on trade in cattle, and also when
Willem Adrian van der Stel was accused of being party to this expedition when he was
impeached in 1706. Forbes spec ites that this party may also have reached Algoa Bay
(Forbes 1965: 155 fn.74).

Such expeditions were usually away for nine to 12 months. According to P.J. van der Merwe,
there were 102 registered hunting trips, the majority of which were to the east (cited in
Hopper 1980: 68). Citing Hopper and others:

“‘Between 1735 and 1744 there were at least 102 hunting and trading expeditions to the
Eastern Cape; two trips in 1736, for example, brought back to the Western Cape just over
396 Ibs of ivory each.” (Crais 1992: 37)

“There is no doubt that from at least 1 he eighteenth century parties of
hunters dared the dangers of the pract stern areas of South Africa, their
principal object being the acquisition of e was led by a certain Hermanus
Hubner. This man had actually establis erations on the Great Fish River
before 1736, which was named after h aal (now Fort Brown).[”®! And the
fact that his last and fatal expedition toun ast as what he called ‘Adera Deira
de Natal’, which | consider was Durban BM: clearly that an overland trail to the

eastward had been blazed at UﬂX&@M{?'" {RPO1R6%ELY

“By 1736 two expeditions had crdsdgd tHe Kiisksriitha, one of four colonists with six
wagons trading ivory with the Mthembu, and the other of thirteen wagons and eleven
white men under Heupenaer [presumably otherwise spelt Hubner]. Each wagon took a
load of 800 to 900 kilograms of  ory. ...

“These were not the only parties” (Wilson 1969: 234)

Who was in the other party beyond the Keiskamma River referred to by Wilson in 17367 The
other party returned safely (Hopper 1980: 68). According to Forbes, the survivors of the
Hubner party on their return met another party seeking ivory crossing the Sundays River and
heading east (Forbes 1965: 13). 1is party was led by Gerrit Oosthuijsen and Jacob van
Deventer and had five wagons. They had set out to shoot elephants.

A written account of the massacre made in front of governor Tulbagh on 10 July 1837 by
Hendrik de Vries de Jong and He Irik Scheffer de Jonge may further explain the confusion
as to whether there were one or two parties. Hendrik de Vries de Jong and Hermanus
Hubner left the Cape with three wagons and joined a further group of nine burgers with a
further ten wagons before Attaquas Kloof and the land of the Gonaqua. After a journey
lasting one and a half months, pre mably since setting out from the Cape, and after passing
the “headquarters” of “Captain F 0", presumably Phalo, they entered the country of the

® For more on the route through Her inus’ Kraal see the 1957 article by Kirby in Africana Notes and
News Vol.12 No.1

80 But note the point made by Axelson above that from 1497 to after 1824 there was considerable
confusion with Port St Johns. Crampt  (2004) follows Axelson (below).
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gradually established to define  limits. The basic rule was t 1t no grazing permit would
be issued to a new applicant if| grazing area would be within an hour’s walking distance
of the centre of an existing ¢ . In practice this meant that each permit holder had
exclusive control of a minimum of 2,420 ha. ... As long as he did not infringe on his
neighbours, a trekboer had de 1 to control of all the land he could use, often twice or four
times the theoretical maximum. 1714 a small fee was charged for a grazing permit of a
loan farm (leningplaats) [later leenplaats and leenplaas] as these permits came to be
known. In the same year, pern sion to cultivate wheat on loan farms, which up to that
time had been granted only on an individual basis, was made a standard concession.”
(Guelke 1979: 53)

“As the number of stock farmers increased, more and more loan farms were taken out at
ever-increasing distances from Cape Town. The number of independent stockholders,
who comprised about one tenl of the 260 agricultural producers in 1716, increased to
225 in 1746 82 and to 600 in 1770. In 1770 they represented two thirds of all independent
farmers. In other words, a rapid crease in the number of pastoralists took place while the
number of arable farmers grew very slowly.” (Guelke 1979: 58)

In other words the number of arable farme ut 224 in 1716 to about 300 over
54 years, an increase of only 33% coi ‘old increase in the number of
pastoralists from about 26 in 1716  abou

Between 1716 and 1780 a minimu  of five 100 leenplaats were issued in a
year at an approximate average of about 5. ve 1979: 69).

But as late as 1803 the Cape wag stili compyiged of fi rﬁs ricts. If a leenplaats had to
be registered in either Cape a'f H‘]“ftS’élP‘j-f e&ﬁﬂb%ﬁ i éﬁéheadquarters such as
Swellendam, Stellenbosch or GraafD JRéfteft, gl {68 @ature and slow pace of
transportation, applications and re( itrations may not have been much of a priority for remote

and isolated trekboers when return trips would have taken months at least. So the figures for
the numbers of leenplaats are certainly an under-count.

The advance of the trekboers aw: from the Cape relieved the Cape of simmering internal
conflicts arising from the tight control by the VOC:

“The absence of major conflicts  the following decades [after the recall of Willem van der
Stel in 1707] was due to several more or less fortuitous circumstances that dissipated
tensions. Thus, for instance, grain harvests in this period were just as irregular as the
marketing possibilities.” (Schutte 1979: 196)

In 1730 trekboers reached the forests around George and began to travel inland into the
Langkloof. In 1734 the VOC set up an administrative post in the east at Rietvlei, and
proclaimed the Great Brak River, east of Mossel Bay, to be the eastern border.

“In 1734 a military post was est lished at Rietvlei on the Buffeljagter River.” (Botha 1927:
92)

It was only in 1745 that a third district was established, based at Swellendam (Thompson
1990: 46).

8 There is a discrepancy with the fi 2 of 307 from governor de la Fontaine in 1732. It might be
explained by the 225 stockholders in 6 not engaging in any marketable cultivation and being purely
livestock farmers.
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Thus was born the General Commando of 1774 against the San. Operating in three sections
from the Ceres Karoo to the Sneeuberg, the official record shows that it killed 503 people
and captured 239, mainly women d children. One member of the commando was killed by
a poisoned arrow (Penn 2005: 119).

The initial penetration of the veeboeren into San territory was accompanied by co-operation
as much as conflict. So wasteful of the products of their hunting were the colonists that they
left much behind for Khoisan. They killed far more game than they could consume and the
flesh of elephants was never eaten by the colonists.

“But this early phase of co-operation did not last. Within two or three years of the first
settlers’ arrival in the Camdeboo it gave way ... to a fairly constant state of warfare.”
(Newton-King 1999: 104)

The 1774 commando did not achieve what the trekboers hoped to achieve. The trekboers
believed that the San of the Sneeuberg were taking captured cattle northwards down the
Seekoei River which rose north of Kompasberg, and towards the Gariep. The Seekoei valley
was densely populated by San. In Augus™ "=7~ © 7 an Jaarsveld and 77 other men

pretended to go hunting up the Seeko number of hippos and left the
carcasses on the river. At the next dawn t 5an who had assembled to feast
on the hippos. They massacred 122 peo risoners. They continued to the
east of the Seekoei, kKilling a further 61 anc r 15 people (Penn 2005: 126).
“According to calculations based on tl.. .~ militia officers of Graaff Reinet

district, a total of 2,504 ‘Bushmen’ were”%g taken captive during the first
decade of the district’s exist rmi‘l? 6-956). Tﬁya?ir EII% nd captured during the
preceding decade, when th NeaStetn fromti i ithin the jurisdiction of
Swellendam, was, if anything, even gP€#&Le1s (NSWCEKIRGA 999: 112)

But the veeboeren were soon to come up to what was to become a more formidable barrier
than that posed by the San: the westernmost Xhosa.

“By 1774 a number of families who had settled in Agterbruintjieshoogte [the area around
Somerset East and eastwards to the Fish River] petitioned the government to allow them
to remain there. It was a fertile area, with an abundance of game, which was always an
important factor to both Boer and Xhosa, and it was relatively free of marauding Bushmen.
It was also conveniently situated for indulging in the illegal cattle trade. In 1775 the
boundary was moved to include the Agterbruintjieshoogte; the eastern border of the
Stellenbosch district would henceforth be the upper Fish River. At the same time the
eastern frontier of the Swellendam district was moved to the Bushmans River.” (Smith
1976: 12)

On 15 April 1774 governor Von Plettenberg issued a proclamation declaring barter with the
unbelievers a violation of the public peace and punishable by confiscation, corporal
punishment and even death (Cory Vol.2: 174-5).

8 Such extermination was to continue for another one hundred years as colonial settlement forced the
surviving San towards what is now Lesotho. In May 1823 George Thompson recorded meeting with
veld cornet Van Wyk in the Agter Sneeuberg near the source of the Fish River. While he described
Van Wyk as “in some respects superior to the generality of his countrymen ... he is, nevertheless, a
bitter hunter of the Bushmen.” Accor¢ g to Pringle, Van Wyk killed over 80 in one expedition to the
Tarka in 1821. Thompson recorded that a recent commando had killed another thirty people and over
100 had been killed in 1822. In early July 1823 when Thompson departed Beaufort West for Cape
Town he heard of a recent commando which had killed 30 San, including two women and two children
(Forbes 1967: 40-1, 134).
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abodes. These Bastaard Hotter s were then obliged to seek an asylum in more remote
parts, till at length, driven fro. the Sak River®®! as they had been before from the
Bokkeveld, nothing remained fo  em but to retreat to the Orange River.” (Penn 1999: 94-
5)

Writing in 1823, George Thompson stated:

“Being prevented from acquiring any fixed property in the Colony, and gradually forced
back from the places they formerly occupied on the frontier, a number of them took
refuge, Hout fifty years ago, in the wild regions adjoining the Gariep.” (Forbes 1967: 76)

In mid-June 1823, when heading north with Robert Moffat to Lattakoo, Thompson came
across Arend,® a slave who had been cruely treated in the Sneeuberg and who had
absconded in about 1816:

“... since which period he had een leading a wandering life among the tribes of the
interior. By trafficking he had acquired some little property, being now possessed of a

wagon, a musket, a considerable quan**- ~* *-~=- -~~~ ~bout ninety head of cattle. ... He
had accompanied the Rev. Mr. Campbe 3y [in 1820], as far as Kurrechein
[Kaditshwene, between Mafikeng an nd avowed his willingness to
accompany me even to Delagoa Bay, e savage Mantatees — no other
obstacle of any moment existing, as the accomplishment of such a

journey.” (Forbes 1967: 99-100)

Arend claimed to have reached within a daYGii™8y of the Portuguese settlement at
Delagoa Bay but turned back w he was able to hase the items he desired, clothing
for his wife and child, from traders &4 r8&is. 3 We\é?fpdﬁdjst mbtidction concludes that he
was still some 700km from Delagoa Bady(fethes 1A6Tx¢04E

Arend was accompanied by Cupido Kakkerlakje and his wife. Cupido was from Bethelsdorp,
became an assistant preacher in 1814 and accompanied Dr Campbell on part of his journey
in 1820 (Forbes 1967: 99 fn.3).

Beyond the colonial boundaries, ' 1ether as independent groups or adherents to missions
stations, such groups were to play critical roles in the extension of the hunting, raiding and
trading networks into the 19t cent /:

“Like the drosters who had receded them, the ‘Bastaard’ or ‘Bastaard-Hottentot’
individuals who decided to move beyond the colony often gathered together in groups.
These in turn, formed the nucle  of societies which later became known as Oorfams. ...
They were composed of the same motley collection of colonial fugitives but were
distinguished by their having achieved a measure of political independence, economic
viability, soci: cohesion and n tary capability which enabled them to secure themselves
in a region beyond the reach of colonial commandos.” (Penn 1999: 95)

8 The Sak or Zak River rises ten or; km northwest of what became Beaufort West and flows to the
northwest for about 200km before heading generally northwards to the Gariep at what later became
Kakamas.

88 He was referred to by Moffat as “Aaron Josephs, a builder and thatcher by trade who helped to build
the mission school house at Kuruman. Schapera states that he had formerly accompanied Conraad
Buys.” He told Campbell in 1820 that he would buy his freedom in ivory if his master, A.J. Burgers,
agreed to a reasonable price. After tr g for Rds 4 000 from Thompson, which Thompson estimated
at twice the rate, he settled for Rds 1 500 for which Arend remitted Thompson in Cape Town ivory to
this value. Thompson recorded Jose ' age as 41 years and his trade as mason when he wrote to
the governor requesting manumissior  orbes 1967: 99 fn.2, 129).
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“... the cc Hnial government sought to maintain strict control over the trade in armaments:
powder could only be bought from government stores and resale was prohibited. Such
prohibition did not prevent Bastaard middlemen from becoming effectively armed with the
help of their white trading partners in the colony.” (Keegan 1996: 171)

The Bastaards, Oorlams, Khoikhoi and the later Griqua were very much a feature of the arid
northern frontier and the middle Gariep. The eastern frontier with its summer rainfall and
higher rainfall was to take a different course. However the northern and eastern frontiers
were connected in many ways, by people and trade.

In the 1790s Afrikaner and his sons killed Pienaar on his farm and built up their following
lower down the Gariep, including both Khoisan and Xhosa. They fought against that colony in
a war which may have been co-ordinated with the rebellion on the eastern frontier (Legassick
1979: 261). By 1800 there had already been the first three wars and the area on either side
of the length of the Fish River was very unsettled.

Already the pressure for land and lives*~--"" == *=- --~*grn frontier, as well as normal
succession sputes, were creating migrat 1s. In the last decade of the 18"
century when Nggika overthrew and captt ambe, one of Ngqika’s brothers,
Nzwane, another son of Rharhabe, escag lowers and tried to settle on the
Gariep:
“‘Unable to subsist initially, most of ther d entered service in the Colony.
Nzwane worked for Floris Visser, a veldwam in the Roggeveld [to the southwest,
more than halfway to Capia‘;'own %W@R he frequent, angry clashes.
Nevertheless he learnt to spéaki Buteh, t © narhd Darster. More importantly,

guns were available, and as eadfogé¢idsar i aedldrede the arms and ammunition
necessary for independent life, e slipped away, back to the Orange River.” (Anderson
1985: 17)

Anderson speculates that Nzwane had probably been an ivory trader before he left
Xhosaland, and by 1800 he and a considerable force tried to take control of the northern
ivory and cattle trade in alliance with Jonker Afrikaner who at that stage had significant
control over the middle Gariep. But the alliance was a disaster for Nzwane — Afrikaner killed
Nzwane’s followers, stole his cattle and kidnapped his wife and children. Nzwane and the
remnants of his band, without cattle or arms, moved up the river and met up with two leaders
of the imiDange, Gola and Olela or Bangela and about a hundred followers, who had recently
arrived in the area. This group so impressed Somerville and Truter on their expedition in
1801 with stories of the notorious Afrikaner that they gave Nzwane some arms and
ammunition. These Nzwane used to assemble a force of Xhosa, Nama, Bastard and Korana
against Afrikaner who they defeated and drove into Namibia. They acquired sufficient arms
and ammunition from Afrikaner to raid and trade further north and attacked the Thiaping in
1805 (Anderson 1985: 17-20).

But the Gariep area was not without competition:

“The Griqua, who held the monopoly of trade with the Thlaping, strongly objected to this
bid for power, and with missionary assistance, not only forced the Xhosa to return the
stolen cattle, but also made it clear they would not tolerate such competition.” (Anderson
1985: 20)

Nor were these the only Xhosa in the area. In 1806 two Xhosa commoners, described as

Hendrik and Jacob or Ogande, had settled with adherents and cattle at the source of the
Gamka River, near Beaufort West, and moved in and out of the Colony to barter. By 1808
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A hunting expedition of six boers with 18 Khoikhoi to the Gariep returned via the Koonap to
barter cattle before returning to Bru jieshoogte (Hopper 1980: 91).

In the period 1774-6 San resistance to trekboers reached a climax in the Sneuuberg:

“Field Corporal Adriaan Van Jaarsveld led a strong commando up the Zeekoei River,
killing more than 300 Oeswana in cold blood, but all to no avail. By November 1776, two
years before Van Plettenberg’s visit, Van Jaarsveld was reporting that the Sneeuberg
farmers were ‘very desperate not knowing what to do ... the Sneeuberg is becoming
weaker and weaker from the migration of its inhabitants.” (Peires 2008: 5)

The same years heralded a period of instability for the various Xhosa-speaking groups.
Phalo was dead after a long rule and Mahote who had ruled most of the imiDange for a
similar period was very old. In about 1778 Gcaleka died. He was succeeded by Khawuta (-
1794) then Hintsa (1789-1835). Both Rharhabe and his heir, Miawu, died in battle against the
Thembu in 1782, to be succeeded by Nggika under the regent Ndlambe.

When Hendrik Swe 2ngrebel, son of a for ssed the Fish River and headed
east to the Kroomie in October 1776, his ir icable and law-abiding. However
he was accompanied by Willem Prinsloo fi 3 and other local colonists and it

seems that Swellengrebel was not aware ¢

“The colonists hunted down and forcib_, —..ir youth, with what purpose and
final outcome is not related. However, the_early precipitated an attack upon the
white visitors which was appa ﬂf' onl med ?/Fﬁa&deantation of gifts to the Kaffirs.
They continued, however to shewlesent and Ktessly this attitude that led
the colonists to return westward ad 3geh &i3” paskibi®. Krickher cause of dissatisfaction
amongst the Natives was Swellengrebel’s refusal to barter cattle from them, presumably

because this traffic by private individuals was prohibited by the Company.” (Forbes 1965:
71)

Peires quotes Swellengrebel that he sympathised with the Xhosa for their rough treatment at
the hands of the trekboers. Swellengrebel had met with Jalamba on the Kroomie River.
Peires suggests he was then recognised as the imiDange heir of the aged Mahote. The
imiDange in turn recognised the great house of Phalo under Gcaleka. It was Mdange who
had successfully challenged Gwali's succession to Tshiwo and who had ruled as regent until
the accession of Phalo (Peires 2008: 3).

In 1777 already Jacob Joubert was only able to recover one of 19 slaves from amaXhosa
who would not give up the others (Hopper 1980: 96).

In January 1778 Gordon visited the eastern frontier and met with chiefs Qoba and Qodisa
who were settled no more than an hour from the Boschberg farm of Theuns Botha, well west
of where Jalamba had been. There is no mention of Jalamba who seems to have moved
westward to the Nyarha River at Bedford. The chiefs persuaded Gordon to send presents to
Rharhabe. Gordon also met with Njomose near present Alicedale who had moved from the
upper Fish River into the Zuurveld. Njomose, Qoba and Qodisa were all junior sons of
Mahote who had shifted their allegiance to Rharhabe (Peires 2008: 2-3).

In October 1778 Von Plettenberg visited the eastern frontier. Colonel Gordon accompanied
Von Plettenberg 1778 and it was he who secured the meeting with Qoba after the boer
guide, the same Jacob Joubert, who had been sent ahead to arrange a meeting with
Rharhabe, ran away in fear for reports of massed Xhosa warriors. Peires concludes that it
was the boers who feared the Xhosa and not the reverse.

223












able to check the activities of the more unruly elements among their subjects ...
Employment and trading made separation impossible ...” (Smith 1976: 22-3)

Around 1785 some boers abandoned their farms on the northern frontier and moved across
the Fish River into Xhosa territory (Smith 1976: 15). Further south:

“... the cattle trade between colonists and Xhosa continued illegally. In 1786 Field-
Sergeant H.J. van Rensburg of the Boesmans River division reported that many, if not all,
of his fellow colonists were guilty of bartering with the Xhosa.” (Giliomee 1979: 302)

In 1789 Langa’s Mbalu and Ndlambe attacked the Gqunukhwebe who crossed the Fish as
far as the Kowie (Oakes 1994: 70).

The conflict in the eastern districts had a direct bearing on the meat trade with Cape Town.
The Van Reenen family had dominated the meat trade for much of the 18" century. When
awarded the contract again in 1791, J.G. van Reenen and his brothers had promised to
lower the price at which meat was sold in Cape Town. But in 1791 he himself lost 1 200

wethers, 100 frontier farms had been abar 1 to double the number of slaves
and knechts sent inland to buy stock. He ¢ 1e months of the year, the Graaff
Reinet district was the sole source of the aquired annually by Cape Town

(Newton-King 1999: 113-4).

After the deaths of Rharabe and his son V iwuta, successor to Gecaleka and
father of Hintsa, recognised Ndlambe as .. w.arabe Xhosa. As Rharhabe had
tried to do before him, Ndlambe sought an aMthe boers in order to subjugate the
Xhosa and Gqunukhwebe in thw&%ﬁ}gmﬁmﬁnd Lindeque®, without
any authorisation, called out a ¢ n ) in raad De Buys?) which
combined briefly with Ndlambe to attadi-ffé« AUl d diéEMbalu located to the west of
the Fish River (Peires 1981: 51).

Ndlambe’s forces and the commando captured 8 000 cattle. The Gqunukhwebe and Mbalu
retaliated against the boers across the Zuurveld, killing Khoikhoi servants and burning
homesteads. The boers largely abandoned the Zuurveld and claimed to have lost between
50 and 60 000 cattle (Giliomee 1979: 308).

Landdrosts Maynier from Graaff Reinet and Faure from Swellendam led an official
commando which captured 8 000 cattle and attempted to pursue the Gqunukhwebe and
Mbalu out of the Zuurveld and across the Fish River. The Gqunukhwebe and Mbalu headed
further east, to cross the Kei River and seek refuge with Khawuta’s Gcaleka but Ndlambe’s
forces defeated the Gqunukhwebe and Mbalu at the Tyolomnga River, killing Tshaka of the
Gqunukhwebe and capturing Langa of the Mbalu. However Tshaka’s son, Chungwa, made it
to Khawuta (Giliomee 1979: 308; Peires 1981: 51).

Giliomee suggests that the commando was weakened by the unavailability of the northern
division of Graaff Reinet who were involved in battles with the San, as well as by dissention,
a lack of leadership and difficulties in access to ammunition. The result was that the
commando was unable to clear the Zuurveld. After the commando withdrew, those beyond
the Fish River returned, including Chungwa. Maynier refused to call out another commando
(Giliomee 1979: 309; Peires 1981: 51).

% Barend Lindeque’s loan farm, Koornplaats, was destroyed and became the site of the allocation of
land to 1820 settler Thomas Philips and his party. Furrows and vines were still in existence on the
farm in 1820 (Keppel-Jones 1960: 70).
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more democratic Xhosa model of chiefly government, a pleasing contrast to the more
authoritarian Zulu model which emerged from the violent upheavals north of the Thukela.”
(Peires 2012: 334)

But the early 18" century seems to have heralded new stresses to explain the high mobility
of the Xhosa:

“The abaThembu, amaMpon ymise and amaMpondo were relatively stable by
comparison with the relatively volatile amaXhosa, but older and vaguer migration
traditions also exist among these other nations going back to a more mythical time which
is impossible to assess with any degree of certainty.” (Peires 2012: 347)

Certainly amongst the southern Nguni there were no visible tendencies to centralisation. In
fact:

“Viewed from a broader, more sub-continental perspective, the most striking feature of the
southernmost ‘Nguni’ political entities (Xhosa, Thembu) is the weakness of their royal
lineages compared to those of the nort even before the time of Shaka.”
(Peires 2012: 347)

Huffman provided the following ex| inatioi ond-Tooke:
“Because of the volatility of cattle wealt srated emphasis on cattle, Nguni
place a high value on political indepenuermuu’, most political affiliations before
the nineteenth century were limited to low-le s, such as neighbourhoods, or at best

ritual, rather than political power, setgements were small (Hammond-Tooke
1975a; Soga 1931).” (Huffman 200

small-scale chiefdoms. Even s}n‘i}\@& FehiefsHpeg Southern Nguni held
n ei
£y

Peires reaches a similar conclusion:

“‘Rharhabe’s career shows us how much can be achieved under precolonial conditions by
an exceptional individual lacking any specific economic or technical advantages. But it
also shows the limitations of such achievement. Energy alone can be no substitute for
centralised administrative control. The multiplication of Rharhabe’s Great Places must be
taken as a sign of weakness rather than of strength. Rharhabe was a powerful chief, but
his realm was brittle, and it was sustained after his death only by the energy and personal
qualities of his successors.” (Peires 2012: 348-9)

Faku of the Mpondo was clearly an exceptional leader of the next, 19t century. However the
amaRharhabe themselves were to split in the next generation and the Xhosa as a whole
were to suffer significant defeat and dispossession by 1819. Their power was not yet broken
but weakened, both by superior colonial technology, guns and horses in particular, and by
internal Xhosa divisions.

The devastation of the early 19t century arose as population and livestock pressure built up
in the summer rainfall area, exacerbated by the both the approaching limits of this
ecological/environmental area and consequent variability of weather patterns.

Writing in the first half of the 1820s, some ten years before the war of Hintsa, George
Thompson, or his ghost writer, Thomas Pringle, wrote of the Xhosa and their land:

“This tract is about 200 miles in length by sixty or seventy in breadth; and the population

of the whole tribe may probably amount to about 100,000 souls. This country is
consequently far more densely opled that any district of the Colony, or even that of the

231



Bechuana country. Having recently been dispossessed of the territory between the
Keiskamma and Fish River, their kraals are now crowded upon one another, in such a
manner that there is scarcely s ‘icient pasture for their cattie; and, unless they borrow
from the Colony the advantage of an improved mode of agriculture, famine must
occasionally prevail, till their numbers are again reduced to the limits which the country
can support on their present system. Until some such change takes place, it will perhaps
scarcely be practicable, even bv an improved system of defence, altogether to repress
depredations upon the Colony.” orbes 1967: 168-9)

If there is some merit in these points then the ultimate defeat of the southern Nguni was not
dissimilar from the earlier defeat of the Khoikhoi. There may also have been some
inevitability about defeat in the longer term by the people with guns and horses, even though
at the time the outcome may have been less clear. The increased British settler and military
presence of the 19" century was ul ately decisive.

Was it merely a coincidence that the Zulu, despite Blood River in 1838, were only defeated in
1879, after the last colonial-Xhosa war and a hundred years after the first?

While southeastern Africa featured worlc vorks and related developments,
the nature of its participation was to cha around the end of the 18" and
beginning of the 19t centuries:

“At the turn of the nineteenth century, tr h became the developing or third
world of today] were all vitally affected v reat Britain as the leading trading
nation of the world. Whether f mally oWey became part of the emerging

British ‘empire of free trade’. j ngs tradi ngements were swept
away, and even the powerful T'E?%‘,s! E# csttyl)n i }ggf%%%%r%d the Spanish Empire
and the Dutch East India Company ir-fhe Gustbin ftistory ¢fDenoon 1983: 3-4)

At the end of the 18t and start of e 19t centuries, the colonial state based in Cape Town,
nominally British at the time, was backward and representative of the old order. The threat of
“free trade liberalism” was yet to make itself felt, and while wage labour was emerging, it was
yet to replace slavery.

The settler societies of the ter erate regions in some cases numerically dominated
indigenous populations. In some cases wars of attrition and extermination were prerequisites
of such numerical domination. But the substantial weight of numbers and superior
technology, the latter critical in South Africa, gave the settlers sufficient internal economic
dynamism to tip the scales in their favour. Dynamics internal to these settler societies were to
predominate:

“Unlike much of the tropical world in the nineteenth century, the settler societies did not
need to be dragooned into new forms of production: metropolitan control, in so far as it
was exercised at all, was a matter of guidance rather than coercion. In consequence,
these dynamic societies were relatively free, and internal social forces had a substantially
free reign.” (Denoon 1983: 4)

But that was in the future.
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