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~~~JJo&-5/87 AJShepstone to Osborn Embabe 27 July 1887. Have s•t up camp about 
'7~- !( one mile from Embab river, near Wagon rd, on highland overlooking the 

,, ,yO 7, ~ coast about 12 miles from coast._/ 
n\ f'l c,,tl 

?1 7/87 A J Shepstone to 0sborn Embabe 30 July 1887 
~ ~-

LSant messengers Mabunu and Ntete to inform them of est of Magistracy 
. and HE proclamation of 21 June last_/ 

The messengers visitied the following chiefs. 
Somopo, Undabayake, Bedjane, Lugoloza, Somloma ka Umkosana, Hlemuhlenni 

ka Nonsobo, andSomkeli. ~hey arranged with Undabayake to send messengers 
on to Lokotwayo. 

Tiie messengers report that theChiefs are pleased at coming HMG and at 
the establishment of a Magistracy irr this District. 

The Chiefs say it is only right that the Owner of the Country should 
assume the Government thereof. Some expressed their dissatisfaction at 
Dinuzulu and Ndabuko not summoning them to attend the meeting at Nkonjeni, 
and expre~ssed a wish that I should call them together andecplain the Laws to 
them." 



]6/87 AJShepstone to Osborn 12 August 1887 

o o ayo 1.e o e ill.Ilgu, on ffig SUIIDI1one y my messengers o 
a meeting at my Office this day so that I might explain the Laws and Regulations 
of Zululand_/ "refused to recongise me as he said he did not lmow me and 
that my coming here had not been reported to him." 

]8/87 A.J.Shepstone 13 August 1887 
a "rumour is in circulation in this District, started by Sinuzu.lu and Somopo, 

1iCQ:XY that I am a representative of Sibep\l:t and not of the Government, and 
that the detachment of Zululand Pome stationed.here are members of 
Sibepu's tribe waiting here with me to assist him on his return to his 
own country. 

AB proof that this statement is correct they instance the absence of 
British Troops. 
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5/1/1 
Statement No.l Mabunu and Ntete 30 July 1887 (See 7/87 

Somopo: "Why are we sent to by messenger like this and not collected together, 
as was done at Eshowe?" 

Ndabayake "Have you been to Somopo and what did he say?"••••"he had nothing 
to say against the char,ne of Government; he would wait for instructions 
from Somopo, also when he might some and pay his respect to the Magistrate, 
as he was under Somopo. 

Bejane: 11Spoke in the same way that Ndabayake did ••• " 

Lugoloza LNot at home but saw his sons who only asked_/ "'Have we to pay Taxes?'" 
"' Somlomo ka Umkosane LGlad of the change and to go to the Mag to get more information._./ ,.. 

lllemuhlemu ~As Somlomo_./ 
Somkhele 11S id he was glad of the change of Government, and asked when the Mag­
istrate would callee the chiefs, as he wished this to be done. He, also, 
said that he had always been in favour of British rule, and a friend to the 
white man." 

- - - -----------------~ 
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APS - SR~~og 22/8/92 • 
1 LCo.'mmants pn ~he rapot:t of the 'Boundary Commission in C6684 
,' Refers ton!~ a~spatch of·l6/4/91 where he says that the want of a 

proper noundary between Usuthu and Mnadd.akazi has been one of the causes 
:of t.he,•f.ighting •. 8eliev·es =that .'the Boundar}l Commisss·ion hasfailed to 
anwer this • No 'dDutrt that C'ar'deiw' s intention .were rights·, but since 

, he crid not-r·have the experioence.in the language and the country, and was 
depednet on MO. did n·ot all.ow thi:s ._/ .~ "~ 

, 1. • ,."Without here· troubling your tordship with many detaj.ls', it is necessary 
r , to.point out that, while Colonel Cardew's reasonable proposa~ mas that 

'only the old tribal land occupied by 'his tribe befroe ·the wa~ of 1879 1 

shouoo be as singed .to Zibheb.hu and his followers, the effect of the 
C~~mis~io~

1
• ~-:~~comlnendations. will b~., to _place _them in assyred possession 

. . ',of large tracts of, lanp which .sin~e ·1979 tt,ey 'have acquireed wither by 
1 

·, violent expulsi,on. of th~ Usutu owners or by occupation of sites temprialy 
• •• .vacated .b,y _Usuthu 1JJhen it was un'safe for t;,em .to .rema.pin 'on their property." 

lfn ·\nJt ~t'.o HE_C _of 29/1i·1~ ·s~id that_ ~l"!ly56._ anti-Usutu a0

nd 22 Usu'ltu kraals 
• will have to b'e moved •. Knut did .not· seem to realise that t.he .report of 
th~. ·col!Jmission said ~hat ~36 Usu~-li.u. kraals our affeq.ted tf; _the, line and 
s'ince 1879 Zibhebhu or the Res Mag has moved 30°4 kr•a~al~. of ·.which only 41 have 

, been allow~ed to .ret~rn. T ge balance of 263 ~emair'} 'and they are 
29 in Fekot:i. ka .Mapit.a._•~ district; "41 N,z.uzo , ·25 Mfusi,_' Mgamule and 
Mhl,ag~uva: _;LO_.Usuthu _to t- he !=la-st-pf ~;~n~in's -Bec~s~n 23,..:.24 '(24-5?) 
36 s~uth of the ~-~•~~x Mapopomo river; 13 Haiyaana ka Mapita: 



;j 

• 

iix 39 east of Dongatuli and Zondwana hissl ; 23 -sast of the , 
Mtweadhlana range; 10 east of the mona ; 27 (31?) Hlabisa and and 
others. 

@ne of the reasons for this is that tha Boundary ~ommission did not 
complete its works and draw• northern boundary ot theMnadlakazi. 

Moreover APS believest at caulcaultion of 4 huts a kraal and 4 people 
per hut is to low. In Hayiyana's 13 kraals there are 73 huts =5.6 per 
kraal. Even taking the official estimate of 136 ~raal represting 2176 
persons ( obove the 352 inhaibtans af the 22 kraal in the letter to HEC) 

then 2176 persons are to p.ermantly deprived of land they occupied in 
1879. If APS figure is correct thaen 3050 will be deprived. In any 
casue there will be widesread uprooting 'af P:eople depsipte the fact 
that this is officially repudiated. 

u > 
As regards the 56 Mandlakazi kraals in sutuhu areas who are to be 

.removed most of them arerecent intrusders. Points out that hut tax in 
1891 and 1892 payed by Mandlakazi has.dou tad (465 to 914) Bleieves anywqay 
tat the ~nadlakazi habe land far in excess of their requriements. 

the ~ommissi on• declared intentions of of shifting kraals as little 
as possible concisitent with securing the land for the tribes as it exist ted 
in 1879 are mutually incompatible for. Zibhebhu has .srp.ead so· massibly into 
Usut u land.s The Mandluazki usurpers have to be shifted out. Lthis is 
denied in the margin_} 

The report proves_} "that the best intentions of HMG to deal justly 
with t~eZulu people will be of small avail so l9ng as Mr, DsborQ is ~~ti~:d 
as R sident Commissionerin Zululand in the position ofchief adviser 

P. ' 



16749 ' . 
of the Governor of the colony, and with opportunities of influencing and 
perverting the policy which he- and his soboridanates and instructed to 
carry out. 

Long t S of Carde~ 1 s rernakr.s 
L Gibson was an 'interpeter of integiry. Previous want of knwledge was 
no bar - we got to the country well_/ "It doesnot lie with me ~o defent 
Mr Osborn but I would to place on record that he was most desirous to 
have the boundary question settled on the most just and equitable bases 
possible. rloes not know how the APS ~oncludes tkakx~ the n~mber of 
kraals eviceted. The Commissioners did not int3nd to infer that only 

-136' kraals wer~ evicted and tne lists in t~e report giue a total of 257. 
and not 304 as stated by the APS • Of the i 257, 136 and ~2 fall outside 
the 'lcoa.tions assigned to the· Ml!IB11s1kxxx Usuthu by the remainder can be 
occupied· by their originla inhamnts if they wish to do so. 

Denies next accusation - _every Usuthu kraal in the country under dipsute 
has been numerated exetp a fe~ beloinging to Hlomuzi in the neigbhoruhood 
of the Na~111x Bangan·owe kraal. Disputes their calcaution of people per 
hut - thinks 3 1/5 the best figure per hut• TheNatal kra?ls are larger 
than the Zu'iu. Most of the Mnadl_akazi are.not racnet intruders. 
Cann.at explain t increase in the number of huts upon which the tax was 
b'as·ed - possibly clereical. 

It is wronef to say that Z had only~ small footing in the 
befo~e ·1879 - his kraals exceeded those of the Usuthu by 20. 
I re(er to is indicted by letters L.P.G'.E'..J.' a·nd H on. the mai::, 
those of the Xulu as listed in J and J2 The position in 1879 

?istrict 
he district 

tncldui110 was as rolloows. 



List0b: ~~uthu 
10 

Mandlakazi 

El 
E2 
G 
Hl 
H-2 
Jl 
Jl2 

13 
39 

15 

21 

57 
30 

L 14 
Total 102 122 
At the time the Commission sat ilhere were only 1,1 
here in yhe diestirct the rest have been evicted. 
see H. and the Xulu in J2 _/ . 

. 
Usuthu kraal in occupation 

For the evicted ones 

"The APS appear to assume that. natives have, prescriptive right to the 
lands held by then, but by Zulu law and custom sugh is not the case, the 
land is vested ~n the paramount authority ie the overnment -Natives 
have no security of tenture and this is well understood by them and the 
right of the Government to $Sgin what lands is chooses ~o tribes was 
again and again admitted before the Commission by the r·epresen ~tives of the 
rivial factions. / /The Zulu Kings again and asain 

I 

exercised their right~ shift the la:ations of tribes; for instance a tribe 
was brought from the Umbombo and palced by Mpande under Mfusi in the districts 
marked E an~ Usut u No 2 in the occoamying mpa Dide B BC 6684 p.17. 
Umgamule succeeded Mfuxi as headman of this tribe. Again the Hlabisa 
trive was brought f:o!" ~he Enem~e didstirc'I: din the l.Q~i¥ l~ie2'ol~Q8 0 Pfi'8't8 d 
by Mpande in their present location at Hlabisa. Morii 
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'Minutes "! h

0

ave oeen ·a long time on this jo~; but it' involved much 
discussion wfth Colonel Cardew;'as it practically amounts to a discussion 
of the c aims and the-migrations of ·every'family in the 'Ndwa.dnwe District. 
I'submi t·for convenience of consideration a'dr~ft reply·t~ the Socieity 

·and a 1 darft despatch commenting t ereon to ••• Mitchell - bases chiefly 
on ~'crone! Caraew 1 s 1 eleaborate notes herewith. which which he provioded 

us' atxx ..•• :, }' •think the only remedy for tlie inevitable blots on the 
Commissioners shc~me·is ~o carve out' a district, or possibly two districts 
and ~lace them under the dir3:ct rule of the Magistrates acting through'' 

;lnd~nas as ur~ed by Colenl Cardew. It wo~lJ be rather too cost and direct 
a from of rule to ~~pt everywhere, b~t looking to the history of this 
unforut-nate district,:! th.ink an exceptional arragnment is justifiable. / 

• 'fhe AP are -of cou-rse very~ '/?/, ·but I have tre'id to make the 
answer as conciliatory as- possible. I ·presme t, ·at LordRipon will desire th 
is this is a,fotmal ·appeaf to ·him ·to review the ~uestion he will desire to 
see it answered not exactly point for point, but eleahorately. 1t seems to 
me important ~ci dis~el 1the'sort of ~ild idea that as there is a new government 

' they and M'issC11111uxx Cooenso and /?/ to be allowe-d to dance on every 
body, and that 'these Usutu who are -really•rebels although of a not very 
sinsit·er type, ar·e -to_ have the.ir 'ho_rn/?/ exalted, whilst .the Mandhlagazi 
a~e to be bullied and rx~■xxx reviled for'adhering 'to the British side. 
Of -cousre there is no l'iinit to the amount of things which we could say 
with truth ih'disfavour of the~Usutu their robberies and /?/ burnings 
and .mur

0

deres 
,._ I • ..1 



SeeGov/16322 

their robberies and /?/ and murders and burnings - but it is 
better to bury the hatchet, more especially as the Mandhlagazi are of hvery 
much the same savage character. I propose in tlm draft to the Society 
to take rather a strong line i~ 1 regard to thsir attack on~~ Osborn's 
position arguing against the veiw that he must be at once prouncounced by 
this Gpvernment -~~fit to it./?/ I dare say he would prove in 
any case too stiff in the joits to be of use but there ~ould have to be 
evidence of that; and in the mean time as ••• Mitchell.hasnot made up 
his mind ~o c~me home, you are to wrtie to him pri;~tely to ask him to 
induce Mr usborn to retire in terms honourable to himself. It will perhpas 
osfte,:i the.request and incline him to give a reay compliapce II if Lord 
Ripon so handles his Bnemies as to make him see that he is not to be 
thrown to the lions in his, ci°ld age, as th,e scapegoat of the sins of those 
who made the Zulu War of 1879 and thus begat all this crowd of troubles. 
There was a time when he would have lost~is situation if he had acted in 
way to be approved by the A.P.S. and Missi.;o«nenso,' and it would strke at the 
whole civil service system of this country to condemn him untried. There 
~has beer:i no ciris in the- histroy ofZululand ·for 10 years ·past when the 
Secreatary of State could not have given a,pe~~ectly turn to events by a 
scratch of his pen. On two _occasions a Secr~atary of state has internvened 
decisivelly to negative the views of the local authorities - ·I allude to 
Lord Derby's despatch of 19th of August 1884, and Lord Knutsford's orders 
of this year.against the return of .Usevefu and his -followers. If the 
Local authorities had been overidden as. decisively in 1887 when they 
proposed to restore Usebebu, the rebellion of 1888.would ~~o~ag!~a~'rbnhave 
taken place. But, though Mr Osborn gave wrong advice on a ' 
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he did not force the harid of th•·hand of the Govern~ent:~s sd many offider s 
do. Dt~ers must share the blame ~f that mistake with him~ including 
mys lf unfort1:.1riately, as' I se ft had not back bone enough to advise against 
it quite • /?/, although pointing out objections and- prphesy'ing the 

~ 'distru -m::es of the follow'ing year. I think •••• M-ticheil 
•· n is now far less in touch witt us than Mr •Osborn, whose views were 

··great:ly enlar'ged by his visit to England in 1891 •••• EF 28.9.92 
P.S~' ·one of the /?/ cha ges agains"t MRDsborti and ·others is that 
his reco~mendation·io restore Usebebu.was in the ~eeth of ·the vies of a 

q," M • r Moore a local trader given the year before, but t'i 1.aill be seen from 
"'•· conclduing part of my ·minte on Gov/17487/87 • 

~th~t 1 -cited Mr Moor's advice·for Lord Kntusfords consi eration - so that 
_the pri~~ipes of respund~at superior must apply. •· 

1 
. LGeneral_ approval ofCarc!ew' ~ plants on pa e • R~p·on has lcitered the deaft 
~ to give himsefl more freedon on points upon which he is not decidied. 
•·Mead~ is~ wtite t~ Mitc~ell about MO's retirement. 

Daaft ' 5 of :s to Mitchell c'onfi~ent~a~l • eventaul~y s'eMt ~4/10/92 
' L,Trriamist :1etter • from APS for your ~nd MO' s condierati~n_j • "You will se e 

ho~ I hav~ dealt.~ith th~ suggestion that Mr ~sborn is diqualfied from rend 

eri~g fubher service of•aa useful king. I isthe dutry of the-Sec of State 
.• ~ . 

to ~ux~■"ix take the burden of responsilbity-on himself for these who 
serve und~r him and t~■x he h~s a right to expect from the~ nQt ~nl~tions 
tha:t they will give 'Im im~licit obedienc;e ~o 'the text of ~1.s ins ru ' 

I 



Delted from 
here 

' . ' 
'l 

but will willingly and intelligently The only way with these gentlemen isto 
second and develop the principes of give them explecit di~ections, and to be 
policy which are laid down by him. ,ebar-lastingly asking them wheher 
fow with less suppGrt than ·this I might be in they agree and how far tey 
the positiGn i(_t~curiing ba~mce for what I myslaf mi9ht will let you heave 
regard os deserving of bla~sa your own way. he manage in that ca ase 

that you never shall E F 
My ■xamination ofZulu affais hasrled me to the conclusion that the most 
grucial question with which I haveto de~l is that of the f~rture of 

se ebu. He appears to be what might be called a barometer of Zulu 
~oliti cs. when he is in the Ndwandwe district, distubances exisit 
or are immiment. When he is in the Etchowe district there is compartive 
queit. Lrod D~rby's despatch of the 19th of August 1884, respecint his 
position, was fol~owed by about three years of tranquiltiy. _His restoration 
at the beginning of 1888 was the signal for a lemetnable rebellion. Now 
that he is ~estratied from going noruth, things are atain ques~. To restore 
him one more,~whilst the old rancours are still un-allayed, would be 
unwise; and can only direct you to consider ~y rp4decessors later 
instructions as remaining in full f~rce, and i~struct you that neither 
temporailY. nor pmernanely is Uisbebu to go back to the Mnadhlalgazi countty. 
I do not say that it may never be possible for him to go back ; but, for 
reasons which I will presently explain, it seems to me that there remains 
somethings to be rectirifed in the Ndwandwe district, and I do not per ieve 
that the conditions are yet in slght in which his return could be regarded 
a prduent measure. In these circumstances, I would invite you ad Mt 1 Osborn to reconsider his postion from the· point of view or Lord Rnut sford s 
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tel,egram of the 13th Agust 1890, of which the text is as follows: "Feeling 
in Imperial Parliman~ so strong against Usiebebu 'sreptration that I 
-could n·ot sacntio: n it at present. · Is it possiblye b y free expnsidutre 
to ~in down his family~ supplying cattle and ~raals~ and.settle the whole 
nea~ E -chose or elsewhere; at the same time largely increasing his 
pensi ~'?" Go careful:j.y· _into, this. It is, mo~t diesiral::i:e that such an 

·arragnment should be made.' 
, In consequence ot this, something was done in the ~ay of increasing 

• ·1 the pen•sion and inpor ..:ing t 11e surroundings of the· exiled _chi!3f; but it 
, . .is palin that my predecessor would have sanctioned a m,ore generous 

·handling bf. the question than then se~med neef~l to you and Mr. 
0
sborn, 

and it would seem~ as if the Chief himself and thos~ i~ aut~ority have 
, .laid aside consicj13ra.tions of present dignity~ ·and -CQmfqrts in the hope_ 

of.a speedy return to the Mandhlagazi countr~, which ~y pr~decessor never 
saoih_tioned so long as he was in office, .and which I now say that I do not 
see my way to sa~dfiion. / /I can ell undersatdn .the attitude of 
the British officials in 5outh East Africa'towards Usebeu: As a general 
of petwyayo, 'he .infleunced on, our armies a defeat almost ·_unexmapled in our 
history; ~ but si nee h_is allegiance to his King W9S honourably/?/ dissovoved, 
he has been unsw3rvingly loyal to the British side even if occasionally 
disob-edienent.. It may have have been southg_t to us,e him in injudidctous 
way, and more land may have I bhin~ it is highly desirable to 
been assigned to him that use those 9onciliatory expressions 
he could -·rule , cof1sistently or the· NcJt~ kigi.::t 1 t t th 

• th th h • f 11 . 11 perco a e o e 
wi. e appiness o _a Natives th~t 't 
thos~·p 9 luced under hima . t i was a positive risk 
but in these matterers ne was a passive agen to side.with the 



British authroties E F 
and the faults wit which he has been charged.are plainly bmt those common 
to kaffir chiefs.(= distributing the wives of hisenemies amohst his 
followers. uinuzulu does it too EF) Nevertheless I cannot recontixe that 
any indivudual can lay claim to a quasi pulbic office such as a 
Zulu chieftainship, wheoee experience clearly shows that the pulbic 
innterest would suffer by the· recongsition of his claims. 

I there desire that his case and his claims (there is money E F) be 
dealt with in that spirit of generous repsonal remnpense, which 
my predecessor desried to ee appled to them La dto his followers. 

Turns to arragnments of boundaries of the Ndwandwe Districti 
• which the APS refers t"o. It seems unforutnate that 136 ·usuthu kraals 

are still unrestored to their former owners, but I am not· prepared_} 
"It sertainlt eems to me unforuatne that, under the Ecnet settlement, so 
many as 136 ksuthu kraal sites should have been left unrestored to their itl 
former owners. I am not, indeed, prepared to indicate any modificiation 
of the lines ~rawdn by the Boundary COJllllission as a means of curing/?/ this 
defect, because, the converse evil would be _crafted - that of plaing the 
adhereh ts of Use ebu under Usutu tribal rule. he remedy, I apprenehdn, 
~sin withdrawing as much as possible of the debatable land between the 
1 nda lagazi and the usut1u, from the full operation of the tribal system, 
and placing it under some native of position, £i•s■i¥X such as the 
Magistates induna, who should closely supervised and 
directly controlled by a Matistrate hismelf Some such suggestions, as 
you will rijmemeber, was made by Mr Gibison in hisletter of the 16th May 
1890, and it is to Collenol Cardew that I am inde ~i~ hor this idea that 
ith might be found appliecale to the present situ O • 
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If the country ~ai■RiRx~x coloured on the accpamying map were treated in 
this way, I~understand thqt over 60 Usutu kralls stes might then be re­
openend to sutu occupation; and as there is now a new magistracy in the 
Eastern par~ of the country, perhpas a second strip of territory in that 
direction might be found suitable fa his driec adminstrarion, so as still 
further tomduce a hardhsip which I mus± to some measure reconsisionse 
as calling for rederrs.... / 
LWhal also of the Zulu people now in the Ethswe district who are now 
out of the country through a sense of duty to Z rather than ~feaction 
could they not be returned. Could also Chief Zuya and hispeople be 
declared indepdent of the Mandhalazkai. 

Draft Sef of S to APS 13/10/92 

21191 
APS to S ofS 29/10/92 I _reply to cbove. 



.... 
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