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Xavier Kofie at Broken Hill

| was surprised when I came across Xavier’s name on a list of married men that Godfrey
interviewed at Broken Hill in 1939.1t was the same Xavier Kofie, now in Broken Hill,
working in the mine compound and married to Dinah, a coloured girl. There were no fewer
than three interviews between Godfrey and Xavier between January 1939 and 1940.*° The
first took place on 27 January 1939, in mine compound hut number 448, which Godfrey
indicates is Xavier’s hut. He was working in the mine compound office, earning one pound a

month plus food and lodging.

Xavier had been called to Broken Hill by his father Kofie Senior, who travelled from Mpika

to Broken Hill to follow up on X yy then living there. In August

I8 NIN BiN BIiN NiNm Wi
1938, Kofie Senior had written to | “—amc—mm—m—am—-am— uld come to Broken Hill. Xavier

II|I”|“I”I‘ 1ine as a clerk on 25 November.

moved there on 7 November 1939

UNIVERSITY of the
. . ) WESTERN CAPE .
His father arrived in August 1938 to visit Xavier’s sisters, one of whom was by then married
to one Raphael Chisanga, who also came from Bembaland and was known to the Kofie
family. Chisanga, Xavier’s brother-in-law, was at this time working as a washing boy at a

hotel. In Broken Hill Kofie Senior took a job at Heslop’s butcher shop, from which he

intended to raise money to pay his cattle herders back in Mpika.

At the time of his stay in Broken Hill, Xavier was keeping a ‘classificatory brother’ by the

name of George Mulenga, who had been working in Lusaka as the office boy of a Dr. Haslain

% |Interviews took place on 27 January 1939 in Xavier’s hut, later interviews were on 7 February, another

interview on 27 February, and yet another interview is recorded on 7 March 1940 in the mine compound, this
time in hut number 17. See BC880, E2, Outline biographies of married men in the mine compound, February
1939 — May 1940; E2.1.1,Broken Hill mine compound, Outline biographies of married men | includes the list of
men interviewed; E2.1.2, Broken Hill mine compound, Outline biographies of married men II; E2.1.3, Broken
Hill mine compound, Outline biographies of married men Ill.
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but left his job when he heard that Xavier was headed to Kabwe and followed him. Godfrey,
as usual, is struck by the ease with which Africans seemed to have left jobs and asked Xavier,
‘Did he leave his job because he was tired?’ Xavier responds, ‘Because he heard | had passed
by Lusaka and he followed me here.” George, Xavier’s ‘young brother’, stayed with Xavier
until around early February 1939 when he got a job at the aerodrome and found

accommodation there. His salary at the aerodrome was fifteen shillings.

On Saturday 4 March 1938, Xavier married a ‘half caste’ named Dinah.*® Dinah was the
unacknowledged daughter of a German man named Brigham from Livingstone and a Bemba
woman. Xavier did not know her age, but tells Godfrey that she had had her first
menstruation in 1938, was born in Mpika and was in the Roman Catholic baptismal class.
Dinah had received education in Mpika until Standard Three. Dinah’s school fees had been
taken care of by an aunt. Her visit to town where she met Xavier was her first to an urban

area.

This marriage did not last, however, due to the fact that African marriages at Broken Hill
were generally unstable, a theme Godfrey takes up in the Essay, Part I1."%* We get the first
hint of Xavier’s marital problems in a conversation with Godfrey. At the beginning of the
interview Godfrey records ‘[Xavier] Came into Chanda’s hut to greet me.’ In this interview
Godfrey asks Xavier after Dinah and Xavier ‘anxiously’ relates some marital problems to
Godfrey, informing Godfrey that he had given Dinah a ‘suspension’ of three months, to stay
with her relative. In a later interview with a man named Enoch on 24 April 1940, Godfrey

records, ‘Told me that X. Kofie and Dinah were divorced, she was living with her mother’.

1%0 BC 880, E2, Broken Hill mine compound, Outline biographies of married men in the mine compound,

February 1939 — May 1940. We learn this date in an interview on 27 February 1939, when Xavier informs
Godfrey that the wedding was set for Saturday 4 March 1939.
ol g, Wilson, Essay, Part 1, 39—69.
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This is the last that we hear of Xavier’s wife. In fact, divorce and having multiple partners
seem to have been among the social problems in Broken Hill, as we saw earlier from
Zacharia’s research. Godfrey, in Part Il of the Essay, also noted that the lack of African
women in Broken Hill, prompted by the disproportion between men and women, caused

‘sexual rivalry among Africans’ and high levels of divorce.'®

Xavier Kofie: Language Tutor and Foremost Informant

Xavier was Godfrey’s Bemba language tutor in Livingstone between July and August 1938.
Godfrey records Xavier’s detailed life history up to 1938 in Livingstone between July and
August 1938, when Xavier had been working as a primary school teacher in Livingstone. By
pure coincidence, Xavier and Godfrey met again in Broken Hill in January 1939, where
Xavier had taken up employment at Broken Hill mine. Godfrey recorded at least four more
conversations with Xavier between January 1939 and April 1940. Characteristically,
Godfrey’s fieldnotes of his discussions with Xavier are rich, detailed and full of life. He not
only records the ‘formal’ sessions, but includes conversations that have nothing to do with
the ‘business’ at hand. His notes are not descriptive. The conversations with Xavier are
liberally punctuated with exclamation marks, giving a sense of heated discussion. Godfrey
records the time and place of each conversation. These elements provide significant insights
into the contexts in which the conversations are held and, above all, provide a glimpse into

the relationship between Godfrey and Xavier in the field.

Like Godfrey, Xavier was extremely extroverted and opinionated. He had had contact with
Europeans from a very young age, had worked in various capacities with Europeans, and had

a very good education, though he was eight years younger than Godfrey. These factors,

162, Wilson, Essay, Part I, 20—1. While there were 7,500 men at Broken Hill, there were only 3,500 women. Of

the total of 3000 married men only 40% had their wives with them in Broken Hill.
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combined, made for an interesting and easy rapport between the two men, influencing
significantly Xavier’s relationship with Godfrey and his role as Godfrey’s chief informant

before Godfrey started his research at Broken Hill.

Language learning

Godfrey and Xavier must have met in Livingstone between May and July 1938. It is not clear
how and under what circumstances Xavier became Godfrey’s language tutor and informant.
Xavier is not mentioned by Monica in her letters to her father or by Godfrey in his to Audrey

Richards.

Xavier started teaching Godfrey Bemba in July. Given the progress he makes within that first
month, Xavier must have been a good teacher. Xavier’s own European education and his

history of interactions with Europeans no doubt helped to smooth things.

There are three notebooks recorded between July 1938 and August 1938, when Xavier was
Godfrey’s language tutor.'®® From the notes it is clear that they met every day. This is
indicated by conversations at the start and end of sessions. In some instances there is
reference to the previous day’s discussion. More tellingly, many conversations end by either
party stating that such or such a topic would be discussed the following day, or end with

promises to meet the following day.

The language learning started with basic words such as verbs and nouns. Long lists of words
then appear, related to different things without much discernible pattern. Godfrey calls these

his Bemba reader or dictionary. In one entry which Godfrey records both in Bemba and

183 5ee BC 880, E.1.1-E1.7, Notebooks containing Chibemba vocabulary; E1.8, Bemba notes, July—August 1938.
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English, he tells Xavier, ‘I want you to help me with verbal distinction (noun verb)’. The
entries that follow are detailed records of uses of verbs, present tense, past tense and present
perfect tenses, as in ‘work, working, was working, will work among others’. Here also is
recorded ‘exercises in tenses’, with a number of tenses such as ‘ukukaka: tie, ukwisa: come,
ukuya:go, ukufwaya: want, ukumona: see’. These are then written in their various tenses and

sentences are used to learn how to use the words in various tenses.

An interesting step that the language learning took was practice in how not only to pronounce
words but how the pronunciation changes situationally. This was an important aspect
especially given that Bemba is phonetically complex and the pronunciation varies
significantly according to the tense, to the relationship between the people in conversation
(old/young), and whether words are spoken in the plural or singular. It may also change
depending on what word follows that particular word. Hence Godfrey’s notes her have
detailed linguistic symbols on how to pronounce words according to their arrangement in a
sentence. For example, when saying leta (bring), the ending changes to ‘e’ if the next word
stars with a vowel, thus letainsalu (bring a cloth) is pronounced as lete-insalu. Similarly

Godfrey noted that ‘a + 0’in a word translates into ‘0’, for example.

Xavier’s language teaching also highlighted variations between written forms and
pronunciations, especially when considered against the standardisation of the written form by
Europeans. For example, many Europeans including Godfrey dropped the h’ in words like
chikanda (a plant food) or Chanda (a common Bemba name). Thus Godfrey writes Chanda as

Canda.
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Language learning was also used to learn Bemba etiquette, culture and history. There are
sessions on different forms of greetings for general and specific situations. There are sessions
on various forms of address for people with specific relationships, such as seniors, peers and

in-laws.

Topical conversations are used to learn the language and also about Bemba culture and
African life in general. These discussions include land rights, marriage rites, cultivation,
nutrition, chitemene (an agricultural method where trees are cut and burnt to fertilise the soil)
and family relations. Additionally, Godfrey uses routine conversations as opportunities to
learn the language. For example, an entry where Xavier comes in and asks if he should close
the door is applied to etiquette and language when one visits. Hence, language learning
follows on how to say close the door, leave the door open, come in, and sit down. In another
entry, Xavier starts the conversation by complaining about the hot weather. This opens up
learning about how to say it is cold, windy, dusty, and so on. In another instance the
conversation goes:

Godfrey: Were you sick?

Xavier: Yes | was sick.

Godfrey: What were you sick of?
Xavier: Headache and stomach.
Godfrey: Are you now at peace/better?
Xavier: Yes much.

Godfrey: | am happy /I am joyful.

This conversation is used to learn how to enquire after health and show sympathy when

someone is ill. Bemba letter writing etiquette also formed part of Godfrey’s curriculum.

By 20 July, just under a month after Xavier and Godfrey begin their language learning, the

indications are that the two had got comfortable enough to discuss intimate matters.
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Reflecting the immersion in male masculinities that Marsland observes of Godfrey’s
Bunyakyusa research, here the language learning gets interesting as seen from these entries:
ukutomba: to have sexual intercourse, ukukanda: to copulate (male), ukukandwa: to copulate
(female), kalingilingi: clitoris, nyo: vagina, ukukuna: to stretch lips of vagina, imfwalo: male
genitals, matope: female sex fluids, icikala: penis, amatole: testicles, amaso: pubic hair.'**
Conversations on sex and childbearing also come up after September while Godfrey is in

Kasama.'®®

While such masculine discussions must have helped to bridge the gap across culture and
language, communication across them still had perils, making for interesting exchanges.
Earlier Xavier had told Godfrey he was the only son in his family. On another occasion
Xavier related that he had a brother on the Copperbelt whom he had once gone to visit. In a
session a few days later the conversation goes:

Godfrey: What does your elder brother do?

Xavier: No! | have no elder brother.

Godfrey: You told me that you have an elder brother in the mines!
Xavier: He is from another mother.

Godfrey: Oh. Your father is the same?

Xavier: No! He has his own father!

Godfrey: Say it again!*®

In later notes with Xavier and other informants, Godfrey uses the term ‘classificatory brother’
to distinguish such brothers from biological brothers, a term which Zacharia adopted at least

once in his own notes.*®’

at:Te 880, E1, Notes containing Chibemba vocabulary.

BC 880, E1.4-E1.7, Notes containing Chibemba vocabulary; and E1.8, Bemba notes, July—August 1938.
BC880, E1.4, Notes containing Chibemba Vocabulary, entry just after 18 July.

%7 Eor example, Godfrey uses this term when discussing George, Xavier’s ‘brother’ who followed Xavier from
Lusaka, and Zacharia uses the term to refer to Herbert’s ‘brothers’, who were among the relatives that helped
him work in the bakery.
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In another entry that indicates an easy association between the two but also highlights
relations across different cultures, Xavier observes: ‘You do the talking, the listening and the
writing [all at once].” In yet another incidence he asks: ‘Do you not tire of listening to all
these stories?’**® Godfrey also related his own knowledge in conversations. In one instance
he asks Xavier if Bemba men pay bride price through cattle as the Nyakyusa men do. In
another, perhaps having the Bunyakyusa age villages in mind, he asks him if Bemba villages

are organised according to age or clan affiliation.

Godfrey also significantly used Xavier to get background information on African life in
urban centres as well as migrant labourers. Detailed conversations on this theme record
Xavier’s opinions on migrant labourers, how they lived in town, how they related with the
rural homelands, how they sent money and gifts home, did they marry in town, and more.
Here Xavier must have been a sounding board for Godfrey’s initial observations and
therefore helped Godfrey to frame his research ideas. Part of this learning was through
Xavier’s own experiences. We find, for example, Godfrey asking Xavier about how much if
at all he sent money back home, and so forth. The two also had lengthy discussions on
African life in Livingstone, which Xavier always refers to as Mosi oa Tunya, its local name
meaning ‘the smoke that thunders’, due to the Falls’ smoky appearance and thundering noise.
Here there are detailed conversations on different aspects like African beer brewing and
drinking which Xavier condemned in strong terms, the lives of the African unemployed,
marriages in urban centres, religion and ‘paganism’, among other topics.*®® Considering the

extent to which there are marked similarities between Godfrey’s lines of investigation at

1%8 8880, E1.8, Bemba notes, July—August 1938.

BC880, E1.8, Bemba notes, July—August 193. See also BC880, E2.1.8, Notes on Xavier Kofie, for Godfrey’s
English translations of some these conversations.
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Broken Hill and the broad range of topics on African life in urban centres that he discussed

with Xavier, to what extent may we foreground Xavier’s influence on Godfrey’s research?

As with all the life histories collected by Godfrey and Zacharia, Xavier’s ends suddenly. As |
have shown earlier, due to the souring of relations between Godfrey and the mining company
by May 1940, Godfrey’s permission to work in the mine compounds was revoked. He went
back to Livingstone in June 1940. There is no evidence to suggest that Godfrey continued to
associate with Xavier or other informants after he left Broken Hill. Despite this abrupt
ending, what this chapter sought to do is to reconstruct Xavier’s life history and highlight his
significance to Godfrey’s project in Northern Rhodesia. He was not only Godfrey’s language
tutor but also his foremost informant. Other than language learning, Xavier also taught
Godfrey aspects of Bemba culture and etiquette. He was evidently influential in
foregrounding the anthropologist’ research at Broken Hill through being sounded out on the
lives of labour migrants. Xavier Kofie should therefore be seen as a significant other in

Godfrey’s work at Broken Hill.

73



CHAPTER THREE

THE LIFE AND KNOWLEDGE WORK OF ZACHARIA JOHAN MAWERE

Zacharia Mawere was Godfrey’s research assistant at Broken Hill between January 1938 and
June 1940. While the role of a bridge between the anthropologist and the culture that the
anthropologist was studying was one of the main functions of an assistant, this was not the
case with Zacharia. Zacharia and Godfrey worked largely independently of each other.
Zacharia mostly carried out independent research for Godfrey, collecting most of the census
that Godfrey used in the Essay and biographical information from mainly Nyanja speakers as
well as other data on various aspects of life at Broken Hill, such as pooling of wages among
African men, Ngoni marriage practices, and relationships between African men and women.
Despite this, Godfrey did not mention Zacharia in his published text, nor did he acknowledge
Zacharia’s assistance. This chapter therefore narrates Zacharia personal background and

examines his work at Broken Hill, highlighting the centrality of his research to Godfrey’s.

Zacharia Mawere’s Personal Background

We learn about Zacharia Mawere through detailed essays about his six brothers and one
sister, written by Zacharia between 1939 and 1940.° These essays were typed by Zacharia
and gave abridged life histories of his siblings with special focus on their achievements seen
through education, employment, stature in the family and financial status. Each of the life
histories is typed separately, in English, and takes up between one to four pages.

Frustratingly, Zacharia did not write an essay about himself.

7% see BC880, E9.17, Zachim (sic) (assistant): biographies.
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Zacharia Johan Mawere was born to John Mawere and Mereya Shawa sometime around 1917
in the village of Ngulube in Fort Jameson (now Chipata). In 1939 Zacharia’s father was still
alive. However, his mother died on 20 March 1937. Zacharia was the fifth-born son and had
six brothers and one sister. He spent his childhood and early adulthood in Fort Jameson
shepherding his family’s animals. The Maweres were Christians and were educated at
mission schools. Zacharia and his brothers were all educated by Herbert Zilole Mawere, the
first-born son of the Mawere household. Herbert sent Zacharia to Mwami Mission in Fort
Jameson in 1931, and then to Blantyre Mission in Nyasaland in 1935. Some of Zacharia’s

brothers had also attended the latter school.

Herbert did indeed have the financial stature to educate his brothers. Born Herbert Zilole
Mawere in 1901, he attended the Dutch Reformed Church School in Fort Jameson. After
school he worked for various Europeans in Fort Jameson and Livingstone before moving to
Bulawayo, where he worked for 10 years. Like many Africans of his day, Herbert was well
dressed, earning the wrath of Europeans for he did not wear the clothes that Africans were
issued by their employers ‘he wished always to put on a suit in the Southern Rhodesian
style.”*"* In his discussion on African dress, Godfrey echoes this point. He writes in the
Essay: ‘Many Europeans, also, are less courteous in their relations with well-dressed Africans
than they are in their relations with those in rags, for they resent and fear the implied claim to

civilised status.’*"?

In Bulawayo Herbert managed to save 50 pounds in the Standard Bank of South Africa. With
these savings, Herbert started a bakery on his return to Fort Jameson. He paid 10 pounds to

the district commissioner for a permit to start the business and invested 30 pounds in the

71 See BC880, E9.17, Zachim (sic) (assistant): biographies.
172, Wilson, Essay, Part Il, 20.
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business. He then involved several relatives in his business including Zacharia, a ‘half-mad’
uncle, and others Zacharia refers to as ‘some classificatory brothers and sisters’.*”*Zacharia
must have learnt this term from Godfrey, who used it to distinguish between biological
siblings and other relations that Africans referred to as brothers but were cousins, for
example. Herbert did not pay his brothers but sent them to school as payment for their labour.
His business was successful, providing baked goods to Fort Jameson including to Europeans.
A member of the African Methodist Episcopal Church, Herbert had been married at least
three times by 1939 but was a monogamist, as he divorced before remarrying. At the time of

writing the life histories Zacharia reports that Herbert had 600 pounds in Barclays Bank.

Akasa Mawere was the second Mawere child and also the only daughter, born on 3 January
1903. She was first married to an Indian but divorced him, after which she married a
European with whom she had a daughter. This marriage ended when the European left Fort
Jameson. In 1924 she got engaged to an African man, much to the relief of her relatives who
did not seem to approve of the inter-racial marriages. The African man paid two heads of
cattle for her hand. She had four children with the third husband and by 1939 was living on
the Copperbelt with him. She seemed to wield power within the Mawere family as she is
‘recognised as adviser in John Mawere’s family, Herbert Zilole has no power to scold her and

everybody is afraid of her.”*"

Jacob, born 8 August 1906, was the third Mawere child. He held various odd jobs in Fort
Jameson before moving to Bulawayo in 1924 following Herbert. He stayed in Bulawayo for
eight years and there trained as a boxer. Zacharia reports that ‘in 1932 he returned to his

home in Fort Jameson, and when he just stayed a few days , he then kicked (sic) Zacharia

73 |bid.
7% Ibid.
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very badly with his thick fingers, and nearly spoiled one of his eyes.”*”® He got married in
1933 in Fort Jameson. In 1934 Jacob left for Lusaka, where he worked for at least two

Europeans before moving to Ndola. At the time Zacharia writes these life histories, Jacob
was still in Ndola with a comfortable 40 pounds in the bank with which he planned to start

butchery in Fort Jameson.

William Mawere, born on 2 August 1909, was the next sibling and also Zacharia’s immediate
elder brother. Zacharia narrates William Madera’s life — as the black sheep of the family —
through his criminal record. He worked on Fort Jameson farms for some time but various
incidents of trouble with the law and the district commissioner made him leave for various
towns where he found ready employment. In 1924 William was imprisoned for six months
for adultery. Upon his release he committed several offences, including attempted adultery
with a European woman, which saw him imprisoned for three years with hard labour in
Livingstone. He then went to Nyasaland, where he got into trouble with the law again. From
Nyasaland he shifted to Nkana on the Copperbelt, where he committed an offence that saw
him imprisoned for five years with hard labour. He was released in 1938 and immediately
deported to Fort Jameson. In 1939, when Zacharia wrote his sibling’s histories, no one knew

where William was.

Kase Mawere was born on 8 January 1917, the sixth child of John and Mereya. Zacharia is
Kase’s immediate elder brother. Kase, Zacharia narrates, ‘spent his time especially with
Zacharia herding cattle.” Like Zacharia, Kase was educated at Mwami Mission School in

1932 and Livingstonia Mission in 1935. By 1939, Kase was at Fort Jameson helping Herbert

17> BC880, E9.17, Zachim (sic) (assistant), biographies of various individuals.
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with his bakery. Talking of Kase, Zacharia notes, ‘he will not marry when his elder Zacharia

has not married yet.” Thus, we know that Zacharia was not married by 1939.

The next and seventh born son was Jeremia[h] Mawere born on 5 November 1920. He
attended Mwami Mission School, and then transferred to Chimpembi Mission near Broken

Hill in 1938, where he was still staying by 1939.

Moses Mawere, ‘the beloved son in this family’ and also the last child of John and Mereya,
was born on 4 November 1922. By 1939, he was schooling at the Chipalamba Mission of the

African Methodist Episcopal Mission.

Other than through the biographic stories of his siblings, we also get glimpses of Zacharia’s
character and life through his fieldnotes, evoking Clifford’s suggestion that field writings can
reflect the personality of the writer."”® Unwittingly added in a quickly scribbled and cancelled
note in one of the notebooks we get a glimpse of Zacharia’s character. In a side note dated 8
December 1939, the conscientious Zacharia records, ‘Mr Patrick entered the house at 11:30
pm without warning. And in case of theft and burglary | thought to record them down. And
the names of his friends are as follows: ‘Safeli + Abel.” The note is signed Z. J. Mawere."” |
took this note, together with the detail with which Zacharia records his census and
biographical sketches and other notes, as an indication of his diligence, sense of

responsibility and meticulousness.

Although probably not as financially affluent as his elder brothers Herbert and Jacob,

Zacharia was obviously a man of means. Discussing an aspect of African life whereby a

178 Clifford, ‘Notes on (Field)notes’.
Yo 880, E1.14, Notebooks of assistants, recording hut censuses.
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group of Africans took turns in giving money to one person every month, a practice referred
to shortly, Zacharia notes that he had been approached for money in more than one instance
and that he always turned down such arrangements because of the problems of non-payment.
Like most Africans at Broken Hill, Zacharia was conscious of how he dressed. Like his
informants, he ordered European goods. An envelope, addressed to Zacharia at Broken Hill,
tucked away among the pages of one notebook reveals that Zacharia did business with N.
Bhaga, ‘gentlemen’s outfitters, Sackville street, Livingstone, NR.” Hansen reports a similar
communication where in a draft letter in one of his notebooks—Zacharia writes to ‘enquire for
my goods which I ordered from you on 20 September 1939’ in which Mawere listed his
return address as ‘P. O. Box number of the RLI in Livingstone.’*® This draft may indicate

that Zacharia worked in Livingstone before or after his association with Godfrey.

Zacharia’s Knowledge Work in Broken Hill

It is not clear how and where Godfrey appointed Zacharia as his research assistant. We know
for a fact that, unlike Leonard Mwaisumo who was Godfrey’s assistant in Bunyakyusa,
Zacharia did not play any part in Godfrey’s initial language learning, an important aspect of
an assistant’s work. Speculatively, it is precisely because Zacharia was not Bemba-speaking

that Godfrey appointed him as his research assistant at Broken Hill.

Of the total population of 7,500 men at Broken Hill, only 8per cent spoke Bemba. The
majority of the rest of the men came from nearby ethnic group like Lenje, while some of
these were from the Eastern Province where Zacharia came from. While Bemba was
establishing itself as the lingua franca along the rail line, Zacharia’s original language Nyanja

was equally gaining currency in urban centres, especially in the central part of Zambia where

178 Hansen, ‘Urban Research in a Hostile Setting’, 19.
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Broken Hill was located. Nyanja is a prominent language in Zambia. It is a variant of
Chichewa and is widely spoken in the Eastern parts of the country and is also a lingua franca
in urban centres in central Zambia like Lusaka and Kabwe. Nyanja is also spoken in parts of
Malawi and Mozambique. Zacharia was Ngoni, one of the groups found in Eastern, and he
certainly spoke Nyanja. In a letter to her father while in Livingstone, Monica expressed
surprise at the fact that, in the central and southern regions of Northern Rhodesia, Nyanja was
more spoken than Bemba.!™® All the interviews conducted by Godfrey were conducted in
Bemba. Save for one small sentence during an interview between Godfrey and Xavier in
which Godfrey explains a Nyanja term from Xavier’s narrative, there is absolutely no
indication in Godfrey’s notes that he spoke or understood any other local language except for
Bemba. It is therefore apparent that Godfrey deliberately chose Zacharia, a Nyanja speaker,

to be his assistant.

As | have noticed earlier in this thesis, Godfrey had learnt Bemba in preparation for working
on the Copperbelt, where Bemba was largely spoken. He never worked on the Copperbelt
however. While Godfrey concentrated almost solely on Bemba speakers, Zacharia
interviewed mostly Nyanja speakers and people from ethnic gropes other than Bemba. The
people interviewed were almost all non-Bemba; most of them were Ngoni, Chewa and
Nsenga, all of which are kin to Nyanja. Other than the general fact that Nyanja is more often
spoken in Broken Hill than Bemba, evidence from the archive supports this claim that Nyanja
was an important language at Broken Hill. For example, on 23 March 19940, Godfrey
attended a meeting of African men there with the war information officer, to brief the men

about the war and war recruitment. Muwamba, one of Godfrey and Zacharia’s informants,

179 BC880, B5.1, Monica Wilson family correspondence, Monica to her father, July 1938.
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was asked to translate into Nyanja.*®® The memo of 13 March 1940 which had been posted in
public spaces for the attention of African men also announced the meeting in Nyanja and
Bemba, with the notice in Nyanja on top and the Bemba translation at the bottom.*®! | took
this ordering of the memo between the two languages as well as the preference of translating

into Nyanja at an official meeting as indicative of the importance of Nyanja at Broken Hill.

As early as March 1939, Zachariah was already working for Godfrey. One of Zacharia’s
earliest notebooks is labelled ‘Broken Hill, March 31, 1938°. Zacharia recorded no less than
seven notebooks at Broken Hill. He recorded census and biographical data from the
government farms, Pullon’s (also spelt as Pullan and Pullen) compound, railway compound,
old beer hall section, the Broken Hill market and police camp, among others. On my count,
Zacharia recorded censuses for no less than 500 households.*® The tables of African

populations in the Essay thus drew significantly on Zacharia’s work.'®

Zacharia recorded all his notes and biographic sketches in English, unlike Godfrey, who
recorded his mostly in Bemba with occasional English translations. With a sporadic forward
slant, Zacharia’s handwriting is clear, each letter clearly written. It is clumsy in places with
occasional big letters. In some places Zacharia cancels and corrects his notes a lot. This is
particularly the case when he records the 23 pages on Ngoni marriage. Seemingly, he goes
over his notes after the interviews and rubs out words, sometimes he replaces one word with
another, and sometimes he corrects facts. In a few instances he types his notes, further
revising the information contained. For example, there is a typescript on the relationships

between men and women which includes an interview with an Ngoni girl, described below.

180 8880, E9.5, Legal proceedings.

181 .
Ibid.
182 gee BC880, E1.11, E1.12, E1.14, Notebooks of assistants, recording hut census; and E1.15, E1.16 and E1.17,
Notebooks of assistants, recording biographical sketches.
186, Wilson, Essay, Part |, 18-21.
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Here he significantly alters the original content.*®

Godfrey occasionally interjects in
Zacharia’s notes, correcting some data or cancelling some words and replacing them with
others. Evidently, Godfrey sometimes went over Zacharia’s notes or discussed them with

him. Zacharia’s English is simple and clear, well spelt but poorly punctuated. He usually

writes English in the vernacular, obviously literally translating from Nyanja to English.

Apart from the census and biographical sketches Zacharia also records a significant body of
notes on different aspects of African life in Broken Hill. His own knowledge, interpretations
and opinion are generously provided throughout some of these texts. He provided
information on at least three African churches, for example, on the Dutch Reformed Church
Mission, which we learn had 249 members plus 344 children and 161 members in the Bible
class. There were also details such as the fees for attending the Bible class, offerings per

month, and so on.

He records important ‘native welfare’ information on money saving and lending schemes
among Africans, information Godfrey drew on for the Essay.'® These schemes, which
Godfrey calls ‘pooling of wages’, a phrase that Zachariah did not use in his notes but which
he instead termed ‘giving chance’, involved a scheme whereby Africans in groups of two or
more would decide on a rotational ‘lending’ of money to each other when they got paid. In a
particular month, all or most of one’s salary was handed over to one person who collected
from different people. The next salaries would go to another person and so forth. Zachariah
records that the scheme was very important as it was difficult for anyone to save money, and
the scheme enabled people to buy valuable items in one go. The agreements were verbal. In

the Essay, Godfrey records these interpretations nearly exactly. While he talked with his

184 BC880, E9.7, Pagan religion, 1940.

186, Wilson, Essay, Part ll, 76—7.
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informants on this practice, it is clear that Zacharia’s interpretations and analysis impacted on

Godfrey’s interpretations.*®

In one interview with the underlined title ‘Ngoni girl explained to me’, Zacharia recorded
detailed notes on romantic and sexual relationships between men and women in Broken Hill.
From these notes we learn how economic needs prompted women to have several husbands
when they came to live in urban areas so that they could purchase clothes and send money
back home. He records how he counterchecked this information with a ‘Lenje girl and even
Bemba’, who affirmed that it was correct.*® He also interviewed a couple on this topic,
‘Salard and his wife who stay near the tea room of Jacob.” He recorded portions of the
conversation. Here the man condemned women for this behaviour and his wife told him that
women liked men who gave them a lot of money, who loved working in different towns and
listened to women’s wishes.™ In giving his analysis, Zacharia notes that it pleased men and
women to receive the attention of the opposite sex —and that ‘dressing properly’ for ‘the beer

hall where they can meet many men and women’ was an important part of the process.

In another notebook Zacharia recorded a 23-page history of Ngoni marriages and practices.*®
The information recorded in English in this notebook is later typed in Nyanja."°Although
Godfrey’s Essay discussed marriage rites in town, his observations seem to have been
restricted to Bemba marriages that he personally observed and researched. Zacharia’s detailed

notes on Ngoni marriage rites did not feature in Godfrey’s analysis.""

% See in particular, ibid, 77.

In a typed script of these interviews, Zacharia adds more details that are not in the notebook, see BC880,
E9.16, Miscellaneous, for the typed notes. Here he records interviews with several boys on the topic.

%8 There is a slight difference between the original narrative in Zacharia’s notebook and his typed script. See
BC880, E1.16, Notebooks of assistants, recording biographical sketches, and BC880, E9.16, Miscellaneous.
189 BC880, E1.16, Notebooks of assistants, recording biographical sketches.

See BC880, E9.20, Ngoni marriage.

191 Hansen, ‘Urban Research in a Hostile Setting’, 18-20.
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190
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While Godfrey’s notes have more transcription because he writes on the spot as
conversations are taking place, Zacharia’s notes are largely thickly descriptive and recorded
in reported speech. The exceptions are the census and biographical sketches, which Zacharia
seems to record on the spot. Even then, unlike Godfrey, he rarely records entire conversations
but writes a reported narrative of the interview. In this way his notes are less rich than
Godfrey’s, primarily because it is difficult to pick out interactions between the parties
involved and the contexts of the conversations. While Godfrey dates almost all his
interviews, indicating also the place of the interview, Zacharia does not. His sketches and
census are certainly recorded in the homes of the informants. He does give the date and
location on the cover of the notebooks, however. In the majority of the sketches he
painstakingly sticks to the order of questioning that Godfrey must have inducted him in: tribe,
first tax year, work history, marital status, tribe of wife, hut number, number of people the
man is living with, number of children, monthly expenditure, relationship with home area
reflected through both husband’s and wife’s visits back home, and amount of money or gifts

sent home.'®? The census/sketch usually ends with the total number in that household.

In some instances Zacharia’s notes reveal a surprising level of zeal and engagement with his
informants. In these cases his notes are detailed, clear and have data that are missing from
Godfrey’s narratives. For example, when recording the details of cash expenditures by
workers, he lists specific items that are bought — silk blankets, suits, clothes, shoes, and costs
of each of the items (postage, deposit sent, ‘war time tax paid’, clearance tax, custom duty

and soon).* He also asks his informants where they buy their clothes from. Thus we learn

%2 part of the analysis in Analysis of Social Change stems from these data, see Godfrey Wilson and Monica H.

Wilson, Analysis of Social Change.
193 BC880, E1.15, Notebooks of assistants, recording biographical sketches.
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that the favourite European companies where Africans ordered their clothes are Lenards,
Oxendale, Langfield, and John Noble (‘the company that made things cheaper’, Zacharia
adds).™* He even records the average number of orders that a person made per year. After a
session with one of his informants, he sees fit to add, ‘His statement was provided to me in
five minutes’ time.”** All these points reveal Zacharia to have been a meticulous researcher

with a love of detail.

Hansen has similarly drawn attention to Zacharia’s detail regarding the earlier experiences of
labour migrants, particularly aspects of payment in form of cloth and not cash during the
early development of labour migration.**® Furthermore, compared to Godfrey’s, Zacharia’s
notes are more detailed about the trials of early migrant labourers such as difficulties of

getting to urban centres due to lack of transportation.™*’

The Triangulation of Relationships: Zacharia’s Relationship with Godfrey and His
Other Informants

There 1s a huge difference between Godfrey’s working relationship with Leonard Mwaisumo,
his research assistant and interpreter in Bunyakyusa, and with Zacharia. At Bunyakyusa,
Godfrey seems to have worked closed with Leonard because Leonard was not only a
language tutor but also an assistant and interpreter. From the Bank et al article in Inside
African Anthropology, it appears there was a lot more engagement between Godfrey and
Leonard than there was between Godfrey and Zacharia. The reason for this lies largely in the

totally different kinds of researches at Bunyakyusa and Broken Hill.

* Ibid.
% |bid.
196 Hansen, ‘Urban Research in a Hostile Setting’, 20-1.
7 Ibid.
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As we have seen in the foregoing chapter, by the time Godfrey started his research at Broken
Hill, a good one year after he had arrived in Northern Rhodesia, he was already exceptionally
fluent in Bemba. He therefore did not need an interpreter or translator for his research. His
notes at Broken Hill indicate that he worked without an interpreter or translator. Secondly, as
| have suggested above, Godfrey evidently hired Zacharia, a Nyanja speaker, so that Zacharia
could work with non-Bemba speakers. The two men therefore largely worked separately.
Save for little titbits in the notes, it is thus difficult to get a more insightful or richer fabric of

the interactions between the two men.

These titbits include occasional indications that Zacharia accompanied Godfrey to some
dance competitions. In these instances, there is evidence of conversations between the two
men, in which Godfrey refers to Zacharia as ‘Zachie’. The familiarity that a shortening a
name signifies may point to the close relationship between the two men. In another entry, in
which Godfrey refers to Zacharia simply as ‘Z.M’, Zacharia visits Godfrey at his home where
he tells Godfrey of a raid and some fracas that took place the previous evening in one of the
African locations.'®® Zacharia obviously spoke English well. It is therefore likely that he and

Godfrey conversed in English

As I have discussed above, Zacharia’s notes reveal that he related easily with his informants.
The fact that most of these were his kinsmen from the eastern part of Zambia and spoke
Nyanja with them must have been a great advantage to Zacharia. He seems to have

interviewed both men and women. Nevertheless, unlike Godfrey, who recorded whole

198 BC880, E9.6, Political organisations, 1940.
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conversations thereby contextualising the interactions with his informants, Zacharia did not.

It is therefore difficult to get a fuller range of interactions between him and his informants.

This chapter sought to recover the identity of Godfrey’s assistant at Broken Hill from1938 to
mid-1940. It followed increasing scholarship on the assistant, a man between two cultures
who worked as a bridge between the anthropologists and indigenous communities. Despite
this generic description of assistants, Zacharia’s role as an independent co-researcher in
Godfrey’s Broken Hill research is evidence of his centrality in the research. Through notes on
his family (specifically on his five brothers and one sister) we get a glimpse of Zacharia’s
life. He was the fifth child in this family of achievers, having been born between 1907 and
1917. He spent his early life in a village in Fort Jameson, where he herded his family’s cattle.
Between 1932 and 1935, he attended school at Mwami Mission and Livingstonia Mission in
Fort Jameson and Nyasaland respectively. Although his work history is not known, we at
least know he worked in his elder brother’s bakery at Fort Jameson before starting work with
Godfrey. Zacharia’s notebooks reveal him to be conscientious and hardworking with a zeal
and enthusiasm for his work as an indigenous ethnographer. He was central to Godfrey’s
research at Broken Hill, recording hut censuses in most of the African locations there. He
also collected more than five hundred biographical sketches. Zacharia also collected data on
several topics at Broken Hill including material on Ngoni marriage, financial practices among
Africans, and relationships between men and women. The extent of Zacharia’s detail in his
research, particularly his interest in clothes and clothing among Africans, is one example of
his significant contribution to Godfrey’s research. This is evident when we consider the fact
that clothing was an important aspect of Godfrey’s analysis of changing social, economic and
cultural patterns among Africans. Zacharia’s own subjective position as an African, with

personal and similar experiences to his informants, must have aided his work as an insider
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ethnographer. In making these general arguments, this chapter has therefore sought to

highlight Zacharia’s significance and agency in the knowledge project.
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CHAPTER FOUR
‘FRATERNISING WITH AFRICANS’: GODFREY AND HIS INFORMANTS AT

BROKEN HILL

The collection of a large body of biographical sketches (or life histories, as Godfrey
occasionally called them) was a central aspect — if not the central aspect — of Godfrey’s
methodology at Broken Hill. These sketches are significant in enabling us to analyse not only
Godfrey’s methodological approaches but most importantly his conclusions in the Essay.
Godfrey proved his conclusions about Africans becoming urbanised by providing evidence
from the life histories of his informants. The focus of these stories was on the labour histories
of the migrants, their expenditures in town which clearly indicate urban forms of
consumption, their relationships with original homelands seen through visits and money/gifts
sent there, and most importantly their length of stay in town. The life histories also dwelt on
analyses of the formations of an urban culture among informants including through marriage
rites in town which had taken a distinct characteristic shift from the style in the countryside,
intertribal relations like intertribal marriages, the formation of kinship bonds specific to urban

contexts, among other sides of life.

It is these aspects then that formed the basis of the life histories that Godfrey collected from
at least a hundred informants at Broken Hill.**® Read against the published Essay, the extent
to which the informants’ narratives and personal experiences influenced Godfrey’s analyses

and conclusion is striking. Here I argue that these narratives and personal experiences were

% Thisis my approximation arrived at through a cursory count. However, the number of Africans he
interviewed was obviously significantly higher, as his tables in both Parts | and Il show.
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influential in shaping Godfrey’s not only on the urbanisation of Africans but his conclusions

on race relations, African urban cultures and life, among other things.

As | have noted, Godfrey worked almost exclusively with Bemba informants. Consequently,
nearly all the sketches he collected are of Bemba migrants.?® It is unclear how Godfrey chose
his subjects, or what motivated them to share their stories. He does not seem to have offered

any inducements or gifts in exchange for their stories.

We do know from the fieldnotes that the majority of Godfrey’s informants lived in the mine
compound. A significant number of sketches were also collected in other places in Broken
Hill, including Broken Hill town compound, government farms, railway compound and
aerodrome compound, and other places.?’* The sketches of the married men included details
of their wives. A census conducted by the mining company in 1940 records approximately
2,250 men in the compound. Of these, 1,800 were single. There were 420 women and 500

children.?%

Based on Godfrey’s and Zacharia’s figures, the Essay reports similar figures.?
Most of the sketches were recorded in the huts of the informants, either inside the house or in
the yards. These ‘homes’ were small one-roomed huts. In almost all cases Godfrey indicates
the hut number of the subject. The mine number, first tax year as well as personal details such

as homeland, tribe, marital status, religious affiliation and family background are usually also

included on the initial pages.

2% Hansen has also drawn attention to this. See Hansen, ‘Urban Research in a Hostile Setting’, 11-12.

BC 880, E2 to E7 has outline biographies of men from different compounds and residential areas in Broken
Hill. E3.1.1 Outline biographies of men in the town compound, 1939-1940 Includes a list of the men
interviewed.

202 BC880, E8.6, Tables relating to various aspects of Broken Hill research, Statistics from 1940 census. See also
G. Wilson, Essay, Part |, 10 for Godfrey’s figures.

3 |bid.
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These sketches indicate that the sessions in which they were collected are informal. Some are
recorded through chance meetings of people that Godfrey had already interviewed. For
example, in one session with Mulenga, whose story I discuss shortly, Godfrey and Mulenga
met in a friend’s house where Godfrey had gone to talk to the friend. The conversation that
issued between Mulenga and Godfrey is several pages of Mulenga’s details. In another
Godfrey met Mulenga on the way to a beer party and launched into a discussion with him on
his expenditure over the previous months.”®In one interview with Duncan Chanda, whose
life history I discuss here, Godfrey went to his house and found him preparing to go to his
garden. Godfrey accompanied him there and recorded the conversation about his economic
life, including agricultural practices in the mine compound. In another entry regarding
Chanda, after what seems to have been a short discussion, Chanda abruptly left Godfrey in
his yard to go to the garden. Chanda had knocked off from work at 3 p.m. and left for the

garden at 4.

There are many encounters where a chance meeting turns into a conversation that is recorded
on the spot or later. In commenting on this, Hansen has noted that Godfrey seemed to have
spoken to or interviewed Africans wherever he found them, including when he was taking
walks with his wife Monica.’®® The notes give a feeling that Godfrey was an everyday
presence in the African residential areas, that the interviews with his informants were
informal and almost certainly not fixed by, for example, formal appointments. The
conversations are also marked by an ease of relationships between Godfrey and the men,

revealing laughter, teasing, and intimate discussions about women and marriage.

204 Hansen, ‘Urban Research in a Hostile Setting’, 11.
% Ibid, 10.
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Most of the detailed sketches like the two I discuss here were collected in conversations that
took place over several sessions, stretching over a period of at least one year. While the initial
sessions are about personal background, family stress, and suchlike, later sessions usually
dwell on expenditures as well discussions on general topics like Christianity, marriage rites,

and race relations.

It is because of this general line of investigation, which was regulated by Godfrey’s research
agenda that the sketches do not differ in scope. They are therefore emblematic of the
experiences of male migrant labourers. | therefore briefly discuss the details of Duncan
Chanda and Mulenga Bisiketi, both of whom Godfrey interviewed between 1939 and 1940,
as examples of these biographies and as representative of the relationship between Godfrey
and his informants. There is no reason for my selection of these two except that they were
drawn to my attention initially because of their specific mention in the catalogue, and they
best suit my purposes here as they are not too detailed but have enough detail to get a view of

the kind of informants Godfrey worked with.

Mulenga Bisiketi

There were at least five sessions for Godfrey and Mulenga Bisiketi between February 1939
and March 1940.%% At least three of these were held in Mulenga’s hut, one on 28 February
1940 was a chance encounter when Godfrey while in the compound ran into Mulenga and a
friend Icoro who were on their way to a beer party, and another was recorded in Icoro’s

compound, where Mulenga seems to have stumbled upon Godfrey interviewing Icoro®®’

206 gee BC880, E2.1.5, Notes on Mulenga Bisiketi.

207 Ibid, entries for 10 February 1939 and after.
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Like many of Godfrey’s informants, Mulenga was a resident of the mine compound,
occupant of hut number 56, where most of his sessions with Godfrey took place. He was
employed in the mine and listed as number 868. He came from a village in Kasama, and was
a member of the Mbulo clan. In 1926 when he was just a young boy he, in the company of
three friends, walked a distance of 554 kilometres from Kasama to Broken Hill in search of
employment because of ‘poverty and lack of clothes’ in the village. We neither learn of the
details of what must have been a very significant journey, nor of Mulenga’s first encounters
with town life. This information would have been especially interesting given that Mulenga
had not had any schooling and had not worked anywhere else before taking up employment
at Broken Hill Mine. He paid his first tax at Broken Hill in 1926. As of February 1939, his

wage was twelve shillings and sixpence.

Mulenga had five siblings. Two brothers were dead by 1939 while one lived in Luwingu in
Northern Zambia. His two sisters were still living in his home village with his mother. His
father was deceased. Mulenga had not gone back to visit the family in his home village in the

14 years since coming to Broken Hill.

In 1932 he had married a Bemba woman named Margarita, from Mpika, at Citola village.
Margarita reached puberty in 1926. Unlike her husband who was not a Christian, Margarita
was a baptised member of the Catholic Church. In a conversation of 30 March 1939,
Mulenga informed Godfrey that he did not join the Catholic Church because he did not agree
with the Church’s strict rules on divorce, which made it difficult for one to divorce a spouse
especially if both were baptised members. While she was Mulenga’s first wife, Margarita had

been married before and had two children from her first marriage, by a man who was
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working in Ndola. Mulenga and Margarita had three children of their own between 1932 and

1939, two boys and a girl.

Evoking the sense of dislocation that is evident in Xavier’s ‘Amachona’ essay, Mulenga
informed Godfrey of his desire to visit his home village but admitted he might never do so
because of insufficient funds for the preparation and undertaking of a visit home.?*® This
conversation takes place in hut number 46, belonging to Icoro another of Godfrey’s
informant, who also contributes to the discussion, agreeing with Mulenga on the point of
insufficient funds.?® In this conversation, Mulenga admits that he wished, however, that if he
died, his wife and children would return home. In response to Godfrey’s question about why
he would want this, Mulenga laughingly responds that he did not want his children to be
uprooted the way he had been, because he did not want them to learn the culture and
language of other ethnic groups in town to the extent that they would fail to speak Bemba
when they returned to the village. Joining in Mulenga’s laughter, Icoro jokes that he and
Mulenga were rootless as a result of staying in town for too long. Such conversations, where
the informants freely reveal what must have been painful realties, give the sense of trust, even

masculine intimacy and relationship between the parties involved.

There are other glimpses in the notes of such interactions between Godfrey and Mulenga. In a
conversation on 30 March 1939, perhaps because Mulenga felt freer with Godfrey having had
conversations with him before, he relates personal details of his wife’s first marriage and his
own courtship with Margarita. Here Mulenga describes how his wife had been chased from

her first marriage by her husband on suspicion of adultery. He goes to discuss details of how

2% |bid, entry for 10 February 1939.
% 5ee BC880, E9.13, Biographical information about various individuals. Melech Icoro is one of the people
listed in this part of the catalogue
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he met Margarita and proposed to her, officially sending a friend with four shillings to ask for

her hand in marriage from Magarita’s maternal aunt just days after they had met.

In line with his style of investigation, Godfrey interviewed Mulenga on his expenditures for
July to November 1939. This conversation took place on 5 December 1939. We thus learn
that in July 1939 Mulenga spent his whole salary of twelve shillings and sixpence on a legal
case in the compound. Mulenga gives the details in a later conversation. Apparently Mulenga
had taken a lover, a girl who had come from the countryside to visit her sister and brother-in-
law at Broken Hill. Upon hearing of the affair, the girl’s relatives summoned Mulenga,
demanding that he start supporting the girl financially and threatening to take him to the tribal
elders or the compound manager if he refused to do so. Fearing that they might make good on
their threats, Mulenga agreed to settle the issue by giving the girl’s relatives one pound and
ending the affair. His August salary was spent on the preparations for the wife’s journey to
the village which she undertook in October 1939, returning to Broken Hill in February
1940.%° On this journey the wife took an undisclosed quantity of cloth as gifts for relatives in
the village. His September salary went on food for the household as well as preparations for
his wife’s journey. This expenditure is in line with Godfrey’s conclusions that travel between
Broken Hill and Kasama required at least two salaries for transport fares alone, hence it was
financially constraining to visit the rural areas.'* In October, Mulenga bought a suit for two
shillings and sixpence; the rest of his salary seems to have been saved. In November, 10
shillings was saved in a hole dug in the middle of his hut , a form of saving money that was
common among the men, five shillings was spent on the purchase of a new shirt, while five
shillings went on beer. We learn also that in the absence of the wife, between October 1939

and February 1940, Mulenga employed a male relative of his wife to prepare meals for him.

210 BC880, E2.1.5, Notes on Mulenga Bisiketi, entries for 28 February and 5 December 1939.

g, Wilson, Essay , Part |, 24.

95



It is not indicated how much he was paid. The practice of employment of Africans by fellow
Africans seems to have been common in Broken Hill as some of the men interviewed,
including Xavier Kofie, reported having fellow Africans in their employ. The Essay reports

140 African houseboys employed by fellow Africans in 1940.%*2

In the conversation of 28 February 1940, when Mulenga was on his way to a beer party and
met Godfrey, Godfrey records Mulenga’s expenditures for January 1940. He bought two
items of clothing for his children costing three pence and sixpence respectively, also fish,
flour and bread at sixpence each, paraffin for sixpence, razor blades for three pence and three
other items for three pence each. He seemed to have spent another 10 shillings from his

savings for items | could not make out due to Godfrey’s illegible handwriting.

In terms of his relationship with the village, we learn that the time Magrita went to visit was
the second time that Mulenga had sent money or gifts back home. The first was in 1927, the
year after he arrived in Broken Hill, when he had sent his mother a silk blanket through a

friend who had gone to visit the village.

Duncan Chanda

Another of Godfrey’s informants at Broken Hill was Duncan Chanda, a Bemba from Chief
Mwamba’s village in Kasama. Duncan was resident of hut number 56 and employed under
mine number 1530. He came to Broken Hill by lorry in the company of three friends between
1927 and 1928. Disappointingly, the details of the transition from countryside to town are
missing in the narrative. Before coming to Broken Hill, he had held at least three jobs at

Kasama, working for at least three different Europeans. These jobs variously involved

2 pid, 10.
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working as a cook, houseboy, tennis boy and accompanying one of the employers on safaris.
In Kasama his wages were three shillings and sixpence, seven shillings and sixpence later
increased to 10 shillings, and eleven shillings and sixpence, again increased to 15 shillings.
The motivation for going to Broken Hill was to search for better pay because the employers

in Kasama refused to significantly increase the wages.

Duncan married in 1932, to a daughter of an acquaintance of Godfrey’s, Leni Mwamba, who
was a resident of the government farms (five-acre plots). Duncan’s wife had travelled from
her original hometown Mpika to Broken Hill in 1934 and got engaged to Duncan the
following year. She reached puberty in 1936. The two got married in 1937 and their first
child was born in 1938. Unlike Duncan, who had only two weeks of schooling, Duncan’s

wife had attended a Catholic school for two years before relocating to Broken Hill.

Evoking the sense of male sociability that was central to Godfrey’s fieldwork, and as with
Godfrey’s other married informants, Godfrey discussed marriage details with Duncan. These
included the fact that Duncan had been charged two pounds and ten shillings as lobola but
had only paid managed to pay less than half of that. Duncan also related details of the
marriage festivities that had taken place during the marriage. In two separate sessions after
the discussions about Duncan’s marriage, Duncan asked Godfrey to relate procedures and
rites of European marriages, which Godfrey did, given that he had invited these questions on

at least one occasion.?*?

Other than the fact that marriage was obviously a subject close to his informants’ hearts,

marriage was one of the key factors that Godfrey used to analyse rates of urbanisation among

213 BC880, E2.1.4, Outline biography of Duncan Canda (sic). See entries for 22and 27 February, 31 March and 7

December 1939.
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Africans. Through an analysis of marriage procedures and how the urban context had shaped
them, Godfrey was able to highlight urbanisation among Africans through changing
practices. For example, the forms of bride-wealth in Broken Hill had become more monetary
than gift-based as in the villages. There was evidence of intermarriage between different
ethnic groups as well as of more permanent settlement of families in Broken Hill. Godfrey
was equally interested in the relationship between the in-laws in the marriage and juxtaposing
the roles of relatives in town and countryside that showed marked changes in marriage
procedures between the two places.?!* These analyses made up part of his argument for

permanent and temporary urbanisation in the Essay.?"

Duncan worked for four or five years as a cook for at least two different Europeans in Broken
Hill, earning 25 shillings per month. He resigned from these jobs because of bad treatment
from his employers as well as a desire for better pay. After leaving his last job as a cook,
Duncan stayed for four months without pay. The little money he had saved up (about 24
shillings) ran out within the first month, forcing him to live off friends for the remainder of
the time he was unemployed. Upon seeing his distress, the friends donated money for a train
fare to Livingstone as well as food for the journey. Duncan left for Livingstone in search of
employment. In Livingstone he worked as a cook at 25 shillings per month from around 1932
to 1933, after which he returned to Broken Hill. At Broken Hill he found work as a cook for a
European, leaving the job just after two weeks because he felt he was not liked by his
employer. In 1934 Duncan was taken up by the mine, doing surface work in the zinc plant at

12 shillings per month, a job he still held as late as 1940.

214 B(880, E.2.1.1, Broken Hill mine compound, Outline biographies of married men [; E.2.1.2, Broken Hill mine

compound, Outline biographies of married men Il; and E.2.1.3: Broken Hill mine compound, Outline
biographies of married men lll.
g, Wilson, Essay, Part |, 47 and Part Il, last chapter.
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The influences of these particular narratives in shaping the analyses in the Essay are
pronounced. While Godfrey had been struck by and seemingly disapproving of Xavier
Kofie’s frequent change of jobs, as I elaborated earlier, there is no indication of such a
reaction in later interviews with men at Broken Hill. The narratives of informants at Broken
Hill helped Godfrey to make a more informed and sympathetic analysis of what he called
‘inter-urban circulation” among Africans, which involved moving from one job to another
within the Copperbelt, Broken Hill, Livingstone and occasionally Wankie.?*® In line with the
general themes of the Essay, Godfrey explained this phenomenon as resulting from the ‘one-
sided economic developments’ that made for ‘social tension’ and ‘instability’ resulting from a
lack of ‘mutual understanding and respect’ between Africans and Europeans, which militated
against Africans staying long in one job.?*’ The problem of racial tensions and its effect on
inter-urban circulation among Africans was compounded by other factors that were a result of
the capitalist organisation of the economy, including high rates of rural-urban migration, the
lack of skills among Africans that made their labour cheap and plentiful, the competition
among urban Africans for jobs and women, among other things.?*® Additionally, a reading of
the published text against the narratives of migrant labourers in the archive illuminates not
only African agency in shaping the anthropologist’s narrative, but African agency in the face
of the difficult working conditions such as low wages and racism among European
employers. The shifting from one job to another was a form of resistance against these harsh

conditions and also a way of dealing with them.

In a conversation of 27 February 1939, Godfrey records Duncan’s views on race relations.

Here Duncan complained about Europeans, telling Godfrey that Europeans ‘were very bad

216 g, Wilson, Essay, Part |, 56-7.

7 |bid, 56.
18 |bid, 56-7.
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people’ as they made their African servants ‘suffer a lot’.%*® This, Duncan explained, was one
of the reasons he had shifted from one job to another and ended up working for the mine,
where wages were significantly lower than those for a houseboy or cook working for an
individual European. Duncan was particularly outspoken about maltreatment by married
European men, noting that European bachelors made better employers than their married

counterparts.

Both Karen Hansen and Jennifer Chansa have also recorded instances where Godfrey openly
discussed race relations with Africans, conversations in which Africans voiced complaints
about their maltreatment at the hands of Europeans. For example, Hansen has drawn attention
to complaints by an informant, Sammie, over the unfairness of European men going after
African women, given that Europeans considered Africans as poorer.?’ Chansa has noted a
discussion between Godfrey and a key informant named Mwamba, where Mwamba criticised
Godfrey’s opinions on love, noting that there can never be love between Europeans and
Africans because of the poor ways in which Europeans treated Africans.?** In another
instance, Chansa records complaints by an informant, Mr Konie, who was offended when a
European bank clerk refused to attend to him because another European bank employee had
addressed the informant as ‘Mr’.??? Conclusively, the narratives by informants of their
relations with Europeans are not only important in and of themselves, but also significantly
point to African agency in shaping the anthropologist’s narrative and conclusions. This is
clear when these narratives are read against the Essay, whose concurrent themes are ‘social
tension’, ‘uneven development’ and ‘disequilibrium’ resulting largely from racialised

organisation of the economy that negatively affected Africans both in town and rural areas.

*1% BC 880, E2.1.4, Outline biography of Duncan Canda (sic), see entry for 20 February 1939.

Hansen, ‘Urban Research in a Hostile Setting’, 12.
Chansa, ““Urbanization” of Colonial Mine Labour in Zambia’, 52.
22 |bid, 53.
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Speculatively also, herein lies the motivation of Godfrey’s informants to tell their stories, as a
way of speaking back against an oppressive system that did not leave much in the way of

redress.

As with all his other informants, Godfrey collected detailed information on Duncan’s
expenditure as well as how much of his money was sent back home as cash or in kind.?® We
thus know that between 1927 and 1932, when Duncan relocated to Livingstone, he had sent a
total of three pounds to his mother in the village. He had sent a further two pounds during his
stint at Livingstone and another pound since starting work at the mine’s zinc plant, which he
had sent in 1937. In 1938 he twice sent three pieces of cloth valued at five shillings each,
once through an elder brother who had gone back home for a visit. At another time Duncan
had sent three unspecified items of clothing to his mother through a person who had travelled
to the village. And at yet another time, he had sent his mother a blanket valued at 15 shillings.
All the money was sent through the post.”* Like Mulenga Bisiketi, Duncan had not visited

home since arriving in town in 1927,

In September 1939 Duncan spent five shillings on a shirt and 15 shillings on relish and flour.
In October, two shillings and sixpence was spent on relish and one pound on his wife’s
clothes, and in November seventeen shillings and sixpence went on his clothes and about five
shillings on relish. Other than his earnings and the food rations that mine employees got,
Duncan like many other Africans complemented his salary with food from a garden which

Godfrey accompanied him to on 27 February 1939.%

Fora summary of the expenditures of Africans interviewed by Godfrey and Zacharia, see G. Wilson, Essay,

Part Il, 17-25.

% |bid, Part I, 43-5. Table VI breaks down money sent to home villages, table VI gives types of gifts to home
villages, and table VIIl shows methods of transfer.

2 The ‘little garden’, as Godfrey described it, was located between the mine compound and the Catholic
church and measured roughly 15 by 24 metres. The garden had maize, some groundnuts, pumpkins and beans.
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Other than these points of personal economics, Godfrey interviewed Duncan at length about
aspects of African economic life at Broken Hill. Chief among these was the pooling wages
among a group of friends, mentioned earlier, where each person received a set portion of
money from all the others each month, allowing each one to save. Additionally, Duncan
discussed the pooling of food and rations among Africans, whereby a person or family pooled
their rations/food with another and ate from one place, or else a group of people alternated in
eating from each other’s homes. This practice was prevalent among almost all the African
men and helped, among other things, to cement kinship ties. All these schemes were forms of
urban culture that Africans created as survival strategies in the urban areas. They also
significantly contributed to Godfrey’s analyses in the Essay. For example, data from
informants about the money and gifts sent back to rural areas led Godfrey to include only 10
per cent of African wages in urban areas was sent back to rural areas either in monetary form
or as gifts.??® The implication of this for his argument about urbanisation and his critique of
the migrant labour system, which assumed that the loss of manpower in rural areas was offset
by the transfer of money from the urban centre to rural areas, is obvious. Additionally,
through an analysis of the forms that part of the 10 per cent took, such as clothes, bicycles,
blankets and pots, led Godfrey to suggest that this portion of the wages sent to rural areas
especially when sent in these ways, was further leading to impoverishment in rural areas, as it
was encouraging assimilation of European and capitalist forms of consumption. My argument
here therefore is the significance of individual informants’ experiences and narratives in

shaping Godfrey’s conclusions.

While the maize seems to have been doing well, Godfrey observed that ‘the other stuff was in a poor state’. It
seems that Duncan’s garden had not done any better the previous year, producing only a half bag of maize.
From the discussion in the garden, we learn that the gardens were issued by the capitao, who issued the plots
on request. There was no permanent ownership of plots and one could request a different plot from year to
year.

26, Wilson, Essay, Part |, 43.
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This chapter sought to demonstrate the influence of Godfrey’s informants on his analyses and
conclusions in his published text. It also attempted to highlight the fieldwork relationship
between the anthropologist and the informants. In doing this, | drew on the life histories and
relationship with Godfrey of two of his central informants, Mulenga Bisiketi and Duncan
Chanda, with whom Godfrey worked from early 1939 to mid-1940. Based on my reading of a
significant body of these histories, | have argued that the stories of these two men are typical
of those of the other informants given that Godfrey used a set framework of questions that
was tailored towards his research, one that emphasised the working history, consumption and
expenditure patterns and relationship between town and country of the informants. The
chapter attempted to reconstruct the fieldwork experiences through a reading of Godfrey’s
relationship in the field with the informants. Through a reading of the Essay alongside the
fieldnotes, this chapter has argued for the agency of Africans in shaping Godfrey’s analyses
and the influence of their personal narratives on Godfrey’s personal experiences. This is
particularly striking in regard to Godfrey’s outspokenness against unequal racial relations, his
argument for the urbanisation of Africans and his analyses of changing consumption habits
among Africans. Through the stories of Duncan and Mulenga, representative of experiences
of migrant labourers in Northern Rhodesia at this particular time, the chapter has drawn
attention to the ways in which Africans negotiated the situations they found themselves in

order to fit in the new order.
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CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSION

The Micro-Politics of Knowledge Production

This project followed postcolonial studies in histories of Southern African anthropology
whose focus increasingly recognised the need for a more Africanist approach to the history of
anthropology in the region. Lyn Schumaker’s influential Africanising Anthropology called for
a more field-oriented study of the works of anthropologists that favoured analysing how
specific contexts in the field influenced their work and methodologies. One important aspect
in this historiography has been an increased focus on African assistants and informants, their
roles in knowledge production, agency in the field and, significantly, attempts at recovering
their identities. Of particular use in this project is Pamela Reynolds’ suggestion for the need
to study not only the relationships between anthropologists and their assistants, but equally to
research the relationships between anthropologists and informants, and informants and

assistants.

This project applied these general concepts to the study of the work of the anthropologist
Godfrey Wilson, his assistant Zacharia Mawere and three informants Xavier Kofie, Mulenga
Bisiketi and Duncan Chanda during research at Broken Hill between 1938 and 1941. Using a
close textual reading of Godfrey’s and Zacharia’s fieldnotes held at UCT’s African studies
library, mostly concentrated on the nearly untouched Bemba texts which only one other
researcher has engaged with, the project studied these relationships through a biographical

study of Zacharia Mawere and the three central informants and how their particular life
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histories affected their relations with the anthropologist in the field. The project adopted a
micro-historical approach that sought to recover the agency of these Africans in knowledge
production through a recovery of their individual histories as stories in their own right. In
foregrounding the life histories of these hitherto unknown actors in knowledge production in
a particular project, | have sought to do two things. Firstly, taking the suggestion for a more
Africanist approach to histories of anthropology, | sought to argue for their agency in
knowledge production in this specific knowledge project, by arguing for their influence in
Godfrey’s research at Broken Hill. Through this biographical approach therefore, what this
project sought to do was reflect on wider issues of knowledge production between an
anthropologist and how his fieldwork experience was affected by his informants across age,
culture and personal background. Secondly, I read the histories of the informants as
emblematic of African experiences at a particular period in history. From the details in the
histories, we can then read the specificities of the situations Africans found themselves in and

their agency in these situations.

Following a number of significant projects in this subfield, the recently published edited
collection Inside African Anthropology reconstructed the various collaborations between
Monica and a range of assistants and informants at a number of field sites in South Africa and
Tanganyika. In writing about the latter, the study also included outstanding insights into
Godfrey’s work in Tanganyika between 1935 and 1938, and in particular his rich working
relationships in the field with his main assistant Leonard Mwaisumo as well as other
informants like the rainmaker Kasitile. As Marsland has observed, Godfrey was able to forge
close ties with these male informants due to shared masculinities including pursuits of male
activities. While Inside African Anthropology highlighted the complexity of Monica and

Godfrey’s fieldwork experiences and of the engaging life histories of their assistants and
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informants, it equally marked how much more we needed to know about Godfrey’s fieldwork
experiences and his assistant and informants at Broken Hill. One of this thesis’s claim to
significance is therefore in filling this gap. Additionally the thesis hopes to contribute to

growing interest in Godfrey’s research in Northern Rhodesia.

Godfrey’s informants at Broken Hill were on average 24 years old. Like Zacharia, Xavier,
Mulenga and Duncan, all the informants were migrant labourers in so far as they had left
their original home villages in search of work in the emerging towns in Northern Rhodesia.
Except for Zacharia, who was Ngoni and interviewed mostly non-Bemba informants, nearly

all of Godfrey’s informants, including the three men discussed in this thesis, were Bemba.

It is probably because of this that Godfrey hired Zacharia, a Nyanja speaker who worked
mostly with non-Bemba speakers. Zacharia was born in Fort Jameson between 1907 and
1919. He had received his education at Mwami and Livingstonia Missions between 1931 and
1935. Before his work as an indigenous ethnographer working for Godfrey at Broken Hill,
Zacharia had worked in his elder brothers’ bakery at Fort Jameson. Zacharia was central to
Godfrey’ work at Broken Hill. He collected a large body of biographical data from at least
five hundred informants, conducted hut censuses in several African residential areas
including the railway compound, government farms, police camp and Pullon’s compound.
Due to the fact that Godfrey spoke Bemba and probably did not need an interpreter, the two
seem to have worked mostly separately. However, Zacharia evidently went with Godfrey to
the African dance competitions and acted as an informant on several such occasions. Zacharia
also wrote on Ngoni marriage and relations between men and women in town as well as the

pooling of money among Africans.
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The most central of Godfrey’s informants in Northern Rhodesia was Xavier Kofie, whose
relation with Godfrey spanned nearly the entire duration of Godfrey’s period in Northern
Rhodesia. Born in Mpika in 1916, Xavier was educated at several mission schools. He
worked in Mazabuka, Lusaka and was working as a teacher at the time of their meeting in
Livingstone in 1938. Xavier was Godfrey’s initial language tutor, a good one if we consider
that, just a month after the language learning began, Godfrey was able to converse and write
adequately in Bemba. Xavier’s life history is more detailed than those of other informants

including Duncan and Mulenga.

Intimacy and a good engagement between Godfrey and his informants were enabled by
Godfrey’s egalitarian attitude towards Africans, which must have been influenced by his
strong Christian background and Marxist orientations. Interactions between Godfrey and his
informants reveal a changing range of relationships in the field. Whereas the initial fieldnotes
between Godfrey and Xavier showed formal language learning, later ones reveal a shift to
intimacy and ease reflected in discussions on sexuality, laughter and friendship. Xavier’s
personal background, in which he had had contact with Europeans such as missionaries,
could obviously speak good English, and was evidently extroverted, also influenced the ease

with which the two related.

On the other hand, Godfrey’s fieldnotes at Broken Hill with other informants like Mulenga
and Duncan, while still reflecting an ease of relationships between Godfrey and his
informants, indicate less conversation and therefore more limited interaction. This is
understandable given the magnitude of the task of collecting hundreds of biographical details.
Additionally, the interviews at Broken Hill are conducted when Godfrey has finally started

his research. They are conducted within the Broken Hill mine compound, mostly in in the
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huts of Godfrey’s informants. There is less laughter and teasing compared to the notes of
Xavier’s conversations with Godfrey. As Marsland and Hansen have suggested, participant
observation in the racially charged space of the Broken Hill mine where the colour bar was
staunchly observed under the watchful eyes of racist whites must have made things more
difficult for Godfrey. It was easier for the anthropologist to be less constrained by the colour
bar in rural areas than in towns, and definitely easier in Livingstone than in the mining towns
where racial tensions were more severe. This is why at the very beginning of Godfrey’s
appointment as director of the institute; the trustees had opposed his plans to work in urban

centres, preferring him to work in the rural areas.

Intellectual Colonialism, Collaborations and Fieldwork Complexities: Reflections on
Godfrey’s Work

Within what framework might we analyse the relationships between Godfrey, Zacharia,
Xavier, Duncan and Mulenga? Major frameworks in studying relationships between
anthropologist, assistants and informants include intellectual colonialism, collaboration and,
increasingly, approaches that embrace the complexities and heterogeneity of fieldwork

experiences.

While the framework of intellectual colonialism proposed by Sanjek has now been largely
disregarded as having been too pessimistic in not recognising that indigenous cultural brokers
had agency and were not simply passive providers of information, | found suggestive his
remarks regarding ‘anthropology’s hidden colonialism’ in so far as anthropologists did not
adequately acknowledge the contributions of their assistants and informants. As | have
demonstrated, Zacharia and Xavier were significant others during Godfrey’s research at

Broken Hill. And yet nowhere in the published text did Godfrey indicate that he was assisted
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by Zacharia, who collected a large body of work in Broken Hill, or that his language learning
was enabled by Xavier. As others have noted, this silencing of dependence in the field by

anthropologists was a key part of the disciplinary ethos of social anthropology at that time.

Whatever the reasons, Godfrey’s silencing of Zacharia Mawere and Xavier Kofie signifies
the unequal relations in knowledge production between anthropologists and indigenous
cultural brokers. It is precisely these unequal relations that militate against thinking of
knowledge production in anthropology as ‘collaboration’ between the anthropologists, on one
hand, and assistants and informants, on the other. Collaboration is an overly optimistic term
to use for the range of relationships in knowledge production in colonial disciplines such as
anthropology; the term suggests a relationship of equality or consensus among all parties
involved, which was not the case here. | therefore suggest that we redefine the concept of
‘collaboration’ to accommodate the inequalities and tensions that the triangulation of
relationships between the anthropologist, the interpreter and the informants were fraught

with.

In thinking about Godfrey’s work, I found suggestions by a number of scholars, including
Schumaker and Reynolds, that we should examine these relationships within the contexts in
which they were performed. Their context-based approach is one that reflects on the
complexities of these relationships by locating them in the wider socio-political environment.
I therefore accept Talal Asad’s suggestion that we must locate histories of anthropology in

the ideological contexts in which British social anthropology was born and mushroomed
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especially in the interwar period that hinged on ideologies of race and hierarchical ordering of

society along racial lines.??’

These unequal relations of power can be seen in the emergence of new African masculinities
within the urban Rhodesian landscape. According to Morrell, colonialism introduced new
forms of masculinity in the African landscape, ones that were intertwined with work. But at
the same time, the ‘hegemonic’ form of masculinity in urban Northern Rhodesia was
European, seen through unequal work relations where Europeans had better jobs and wages.
These urban experiences shaped the constructions of masculinities that form the informants’
narratives including having good expensive European clothes; living in town itself seems to

count as claim to been male and virile.

It is within these contexts of unequal relations that Godfrey’s relations between with Africans
were formed. Arguably, while he smoked with them, talked their language and visited them
in their homes, when consider against these wider contexts, Godfrey was still a member of

the dominant group.

Writing a More Africanist History of Anthropology

This project has sought to contribute to a growing literature that has sought to write a more
Africanist historiography of the social sciences in Africa by highlighting the contributions of
African interpreters and informants in knowledge production about Africa. While seeking to

highlight the agency and contributions of Africans in knowledge production, this body of

7 Talal Asad, ‘Introduction’ in Talal Asad, ed., Anthropology and the Colonial Encounter (New York:

Humanities Press, 1973).
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work has equally sought to recover the identities of African knowledge workers, as in this

particular case study.

Scholars who have been engaged in these recovery efforts have generally remarked on the
difficulties of sources of information for their subjects. This is because, as we have seen
already, scientists and anthropologist did not always write about their assistants and
informants. When they did, as Nancy Jacobs has argued, such fieldnotes did not usually have
much personal detail of the assistants or informants.””® While Godfrey’s fieldnotes had
biographical details of his informants that was unusual for the time, the ways in which the
details where mediated by his research agenda present specific methodological challenges.
Godfrey Wilson’s data were collected for specific ends, such as wider relevance to his
research whose focus was on working and urban experiences of his informants. Godfrey’s
main interest was their work/ labour migration history, date of birth, first tax, how many
years in town, how often back to the village. There are therefore fractures in the information,
represented by major silences in the life histories of the informants. Their end with their work
histories at the time Godfrey interviewed them. The implications for a project that seeks to
recover agency and identities of these subjects are the frustrating, marked silences in the
narratives including the life histories of Godfrey’s informants after 1940 when Godfrey

stopped his research.

The problem of limited sources in which we are forced to depend on the fieldnotes of social
scientists which were collected in specific contexts and for particular purposes then leads us
to reflect on the kind of narrative that we tell of African informants and assistants. In the case

of Zacharia, Xavier, Duncan and Mulenga, what | have outlined are histories of labour

228 .
Jacobs, ‘Servants to Science’, 3.
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migrants and not really narratives of individual lives. In so doing, | have in a way recast these
men within the same frames in which they were known by colonialists, colonial
administrators, compound managers and, | might add, the anthropologist — as migrant
labourers. In doing so, | wonder if projects for the recovery of agency and identities of
African knowledge workers do not potentially lead to the reproduction of colonial and

racially constructed social knowabilities.

This difficult then necessitates a methodological reflection on rewriting a more Africanist
history of anthropology in Southern Africa. One way of overcoming this problematic is of
course that we should take the suggestion to ‘read the archive against its grain’, but what
would be more helpful is to reflect on possibilities of other sources to complement the

archival materials.

A more Africanist approach to histories of anthropology, especially those that seek to recover
the agency of indigenous assistants, need to go beyond anthropologists’ fieldnotes and texts
as sources. At the time of Godfrey’s research, Zacharia, Xavier and Duncan were all in their
early to mid-twenties, meaning they would be in their late nineties if they were alive. The
possibility that their offspring or offspring’s offspring are still alive is a certainty. Later
narratives would open up useful and alternative insights not only into the lives of Zacharia,
Xavier, Duncan and Mulenga but hopefully about their working relationships with Godfrey

Wilson.
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Appendix: Map of Northern Rhodesia
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