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Resumé

L’article parle du patronage politique dont béciéfit les
esclaves fugitifs Watorg, dans la zone dinfluence du Sultanat de
Zanzibar, au XIX siecle. Suite aux changements @wues survenus
a cette époque, un grand nombre de personnes hblkgées de quitter
leur groupe parental et ethnique. Les esclavedifigionstituent une
des catégories de ces gens déracinés. Exposés ttaquea de
propriétaires d'esclaves, certains choisissaientivie a I'écart, dans
des bourgades fortifiees, loin des villes et deste® principales.
Certains devenaient des pillards: ils attaquaiees Icaravanes,
saccageaient les plantations, se procuraient gigscaet pratiquaient le
commerce d'esclaves. Leur économie avait égaledentomposantes
plus légales que celles énumérées plus haut, sblespourtant moins
bien documentées.

La région costale de I'Afrique de I'Est, dans s@veloppement,
manquait de population. Malgré le caractére illédal la fuite, les
watoro pouvaient agrandir les réserves de mains d'oeaivirgégrer les
différentes armées. C’est la raison pour laquebedirigeants politiques
leurs offraient leur patronage. Parmi eux, on cenapissi bien des chefs
de communautés non-musulmanes de lintérieur, @ dissidents
originaires des anciennes élites de la régionté&salu pouvoir par les
Bu Saidi vainqueurs au XIX siécle, comme Ahmed SirabNabahani
ou Mbaruk bin RSid al-Mazfi‘i. Leswatoroqui devenaient leurs clients
recevaient souvent des terres et tiraient d'aliéesfices, en échange
du service militaire. Les patrons toléraient leteaale pillage exercés
par leurs protégés, apparemment ils en tiraienteégmt profit.
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L’administration du sultanat combattait en principes villages
indépendants desvatoro, mais leur liquidation ou leur soumission
s'avéraient souvent tres difficile. Certains étaidonc tolérés, et peut-
étre méme soutenus par Zanzibar. De nombreatoro servaient dans
'armée réguliere du Sultanat, créée en 1877.

One of the results of the economic boom in thedbalte of
Zanzibar and its hinterland was the growth of upgd@ersons liv-
ing outside the traditional communities and outsfdecontrol of the
state. This category of people included indebtedqgres and crimi-
nals from the coast, members of those communitiat were dis-
persed and decimated by either slavers or the sggr® of the inte-
rior such as Oromo, Maasai and Nguni-related gro(guxh as
‘Maviti’ and ‘Gangwara’) as well as fugitive slaveBhey migrated,
joined different ethnic communities or borrowed tmethods and
tactics of their persecutors, pursuing raiding tbelves and serving
as mercenaries to whoever was ready to hire tHEne Swabhili term
watoro (sing.: mtoro), literally speaking, referred to fugitive slaves,
although in fact thevatoro group could have included all the above
mentioned categories of persons.

Most watoro lived at the cost of the coastal communities and
in the direct hinterland.The desertion escalated in the periods of
accelerated growth of the plantation sector thaktplace in the
second half of the f9century. It resulted from the advancing restric-
tions on slaves’ freedom imposed by planters duttiag time? Dur-

! E. SteereCentral African Mission. Its Present State and Pexsts Lon-
don 1873, Rhodes House, Oxford, Univeristies’ Migsio Central Africa
(UMCA), Box Al (ll) A; J. Thomson, “Notes on the 8a of the River
Rovuma, East Africa”,Proceedings of the Royal Geographical Society
nms. 1V, 1882, 2, p. 75; Steere to Kirk, 31 | 18 Hguse of Commons.
British Parliamentary Paperghereafter: PP) 1878 LXVII/236/1; Archives
générales spiritaines [hereafter: AGS], Chevillytiey France,Tununguo
Journal[Introduction, no pagination].

R. F. Burton,The Lake Regions of Central Africa: a Picture opEexa-
tion, vol. |, s.l., s.d., pp. 97ff.
% J. GlassmanFeasts and Riots. Rivalry, Rebellion, and PopulamC
sciousness on the Swahili Cqak856-1888,Portsmouth-London-Nairobi-
Dar es Salaam 1995, p. 109.
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ing the same period, following the growth of theas@n trade, there
were an increasing number of failed businessmenweére forced to

seek refuge inlandl.Yet, the settlements ofvatoro were being

founded earlier in the century. Johann Ludwig Kraghis journal of

1848 wrote about a village lying near Shimba Hillsith of Momba-

sa, mostly inhabited by fugitives from the townn& its residents
attacked passing caravans it was considered a mbgbtacle on the
important route between Mombasa and Usambara.

To freemen, the runaway slaves brought to mindevicé and
banditry, which left its mark in the Swahili vocdéry. In Krapf’'s
dictionary, based primarily on the material colégtin the 1840s and
1850s in Mombasa and its vicinity, there is the dvokimbizimean-
ing runaway slave but also:

One who causes people to run off from the roagstape, be-
cause he endeavors to rob them or lay hold of gheisons to
sell them into slavery. A robber, highwayman, aalaand, thief.

The dictionary also provides the reader with otihéormation
about individuals of that kind:

He never has his hair cut, carries about a largfe,ka bow and
many arrows, and stays in the wo6ds.

* Rebmann to the Secretarv of the CMS. 27 X 184hnRan Letters,
Church Missionary Society Archive, Birminagham andnbon (herefater:
CMS). C A5/0/24/50:; J. Thomsomhrouah Masai Land: a Journey of
Exploration amona the Snowclad Volcanic Mountaind &tranae Tribes
of Eastern Eauatorial AfricaLondon: S. Low, Marston, Searle, & Riving-
ton, 1885, p.70.

® L. Krapf, Journal of Journey to Usambaral5 VII 1848, CMS, C
A5/0/16. Krapf mentions another big villagewétoro: L. Krapf, Journal
29 Xl 1849, CMS, C A5/0/16.

® L. Krapf, Travels, Researches, and Missionary Labours duangEigh-
teen Years’ Residence in Eastern Afritandon: Cass 1968, p. 233.
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Arguably, even if many fugitives pursued bandittitle major-
ity aimed at joining the numerous stable and weibaized com-
munities. It was probably due to cultural and psjobical factors,
but first of all the need for security in the woddminated by slave
owners. As Jonathon Glassman argues, the Britissiomaries and
diplomats presented a distorted picture of theatlves of thewato-
ro. In his opinion the British were convinced thag¢ glaves desired,
above all, an “abstract” personal freedom. This wa#gposedly due
to the misunderstanding of the African perceptibnhe status of a
freeman and a slave. In reality, in East Africa nioons overlapped
much more than they did in the slave societieshefWestern He-
misphere. According to Glassman, the African rungswvéooked
more for a better patron than for “personal freetdm

Evidently, in Africa the relationship of the patrolent type
was not so different from that of the owner-slaypet especially
when it came to the so-calledhzaliag i.e. slaves born on the coast
and brought up in its cultufelt seems in 19 century East Africa,
the choice of escape from any authority was a rishg. It meant
living outside the civilization centres and farrfrahe possibilities
created by the participation in the economic lifé¢he region, as that
could expose slaves to retrievals attempted by foemer owners.
Despite the fact that towns were not altogethesedofor former
slaves'® very often the runaways kept themselves far fromdoast
since there was a danger of being recognized andnesl to the
master:' On the other hand, settling alone or in small gsonear
towns and the main caravan routes could lead tdictsnwith the
existing communities who still more often accumedhpart of their

"W. W. A. Fitzgerald Travels in the Coastlands of British East Africadan
the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba: Their AgricudtuResources and Gen-
eral CharacteristicsL.ondon: Dawsons 1898, p. 130.

® Glassmanop. cit. p. 107.
° It is expedient to note that this category was mamnerous among the
watoro. F. Cooper Plantation Slavery on the East Coast of Afri¥ale
Umversny Press 1979, 219, 240.

Glassmanop cit, p. 159.

1 Gissing to Wakefleld 2 11 1884, Zanzibar Natiomakthives (hereafter:
ZNA) AA 10/2.
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wealth in the form of slave$The choice of the patronage of a ‘big
man’ not only offered physical and economic seguptit also the
chance of entering economic lifé.

Yet not all thewatoro were ready to be subordinated to the
grandees. The fugitives who were not inclined tabeyy and did not
want to become clients, settled in places rematm fthe main town
centres of the coast. There is information of tmeations of escape
undertaken in 1880 by the inhabitants of a featoro villages of
Duruma territory. These villages were destroyedhaahili catchers.
Some of the escapees decided to go under the winggher a pa-
tron resident on the coastal zonkubo of the Digo or a scion of the
ruling clan of Mbaruk bin BSid al-Mazii‘. Other watoro went to
Taita hills — a country about 150 km from the ceast to the village
of Makongoni, lying on the territorial borders ofri@ma and Oro-
mo, a few dozen kilometres north-west of Momb4da. the latter
two cases one can suspect that the refugees chiostea’ct freedom’
so vehemently called into question by Glassman wai freedom
from both the owner and the patron. Yet the freedo the country
of Oromo or Taita was not absolute and had itsepriche right of
settlement was to be paid to the hosts in grainieoy.”® Thus the
affinity between the pre-existing community and tinemigrants
could bear traits of the patron-client relationshipugh, contrary to
the nature of the latter, it appears that herentbéual obligations
were rather limited and fixed

The information about the runaways from Duruma touis
also interesting because agriculture, commerceuotiflg were at
least an important part of thveatoro style of life. It contradicts the
image of the runaways whose sole sources of sehsistwere rob-

2 Kirk to Granville, 14 XI 1880, The National Arakgs, London, Foreign
Ofﬂce (hereafter: NA FO) 84/1575.

133, L. Giblin, The Politics of Environmental Control in Northeastdan-
zania 1840- 1940Ph|ladelph|a University of Pennsylvania Pres821%.
60-70.

.- Ramshaw to Felkin, 25 XI 1880, CMS G3 A5/O.

®Binns to Lang, 15 Il 1888, CMS G3 A5/05.

16 On the theory of clientelism see: J. Tarkowskatroni i klienci War-
szawa 1994.
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bery and putting others into slavery. Most likelgmy fugitive com-
munities jumped on the opportunities created bydbenomic de-
velopment of the region — produced food, tradedleced items
demanded by merchants.

The hostility provoked by theiatoro among the slave owners
can be explained in two ways. First, they obviouslyled villages
and plantations, stole or destroyed crops and kigle@ slaves whom
they subsequently sold to other mastéBhe sheer presence of the
watoro restrained planters from bringing new lands initiication,
as in the area of Takaungu and Lamu. Secondlyyvétero set a bad
example for other slaves who, when hearing abouwlt@mnative for
their fate, could escape.

The Arabs and Swahili, as well as the members pfMaslim
ethnic groups, used violence in order to recoveraway slaves’
Watoro defended themselves by building fenced villagesstroften
in inaccessible areas. If they had good weapasg ¢huld make an
independent political force capable of defying bsidwve owners and
the Sultan’s authority. Some of the refugee comtieminumbered
up to a few thousand inhabitants, i.e. they wereenpmpulous than
the majority of the big villages of the interfSrThe largest village
settlement mentioned in the sources lay in the deegh of the Sul-
tanate of Zanzibar, close to the port of Mikindahihad between
seven and fourteen thousand residents. It was émiatiout 1886"
The source gives no clue as to whether in thegaBaof that sort the
desire of personal freedom was realized, neithewedknow much

7 Gissing to Kirk, 14 1X 1884, ZNA AA 10/1; Kirk tcGranville, 8 VV 1884,
NA FO 84/1677; Kirk to Granville, 14 X1 1880, NA Fe4/1575; Haggard
to Kirk, 8 VII 1884, ZNA AA 10/1.

18 Haggard to Kirk, 9 IV 1884, ZNA AA 10/1; Gissing Kirk, 14 IX 1884,
ZNA AA 10/1; Haggard to Kirk, 25 VIII 1884, PP 188&VI1/42/1 and
NA FO 541/26/317/1.

19 Kirk to Salisbury, 12 XI 1879, PP 1880/LXIX/371jrK to Granville, 19
X 1880, NA FO 84/1575.

20 Krapf to Coates, 22 X 1845, L. Krapifetters,CMS C A5/ 0 16.

2 Billow to Deutsch-Ostafrikanische Gesselschaft, 201888, Bundes-
archiv (Berlin), RKA 406, p. 164.
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about life in such communities. The only exceptians the villages
which maintained contact with Christian missionsffe

The choice of patron was not always one of desp@&stapees
who fell into dire distress. In fact, the decismimout submitting to a
big man could be the only reason for escape. It Aaiga, where
the labour was short, the slaves were often inditeflee so they
could be caught and sold, or transformed into fdisnfaee clients
who, when necessary, served as military aideslditer method was
practiced by the leaders of Bondei country (easthef Usambara
mountains) during the period of the civil war inthbaegions, i.e.
from 1867 until the 1890%.

The fugitives were often welcomed by the leadersthsf
communities living along the central East Africaaravan route, e.g.
the mapaziof Zaramo. There thevatoro could feel secure. Their
status did not differ much from that of the freevnemers. Similarly,
they could obtain permission for a settlement,rat for one or two
years on probation, where they cultivated the gdoalfotted to them
by the chief. Afterwards they would obtain wivesheir children
were considered freé.

In the acephalous societies the employment of tbesé
people’ created a chance for building a centrecsfgr whose influ-
ence transgressed the traditional community base#irship and
common cultural institutions. In this manner therider of the line
of chiefs of the Digo people bearing the tkidhqg Mwana ki Konga
and his brother Mwana wa Ngombe, came into asceydarBome-
times the members of the former ruling class of ¢bast offered

22 E. Morton, Children of Ham: Freed Slaves and Fugitive Slaveste
Kenya Coast 1873-190Boulder-London: Westview Press 1990, p. 86-90.

Glassmanop cit, p. 109.

* Holmwood to Smlth 18 VIII 1876, ‘Church Missiowyatntelligencer’
ghereafter CMI) ns. 1, 1877 p. 12.

L. Krapf, Journal of Journey to Usambardl5 VII 1848, CMS C
A5/0/16. Initially the brothers lived together bas tradition has it, after a
quarrel Mwana wa Ngombe moved to his own villageenghhe accepted
fugitives. While the chiefly lineage of Mwana ki Kga survived until the
end of the century, there is no information abdw successors of his
brother after the second half of the century.
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protection to runaways. Ahmed Simba, heir of th@adyy of the

Nabahanis — former rulers of the Sultanate of Rabased his posi-
tion on thewatora His family lost Pate to Bu Salis in the 1820s. In
the early 1860s, Ahmed Simba founded the SultaobWitu near

the estuary of Tana and Ozi. His pocket state exiat the cost of the
Sultanate of Zanzibar and that part of the elifedhe northern Swa-
hili coast who recognized the rule of Bu‘a Witu became a re-
fuge for the escapees (not exclusively slaves) flloenwhole of the
Lamu archipelago, as well as other parts of théaSate of Zanzi-
bar?® All were treated as freemen. Every newcomer wasugaged

to build a hut and cultivate land. A good incentfee this was that
Witu had the best lands on the mainland directlyogite the Lamu
archipelago. Settlers could also expect to obtawifa who would

originate from one of the neighbouring peoplesekthange, they
were obliged to enter military service for two dagyswveek. Each
subject obtained a musket and munitions. Fugititesome extent,
participated in governing. The governors appointedvery village

from among Ahmad’'s trusted associates had aidegsad and

judges, usually runaway slavés.

All the villages ofwatoro in the neighborhood of Witu were
subjected to the Sultan of Witu in one way or aantAccording to
the British vice-consul in Lamu, John Haggard,tlad watoro shel-
tered in Witu lived exclusively by kidnapping. Hagd thought the
victims were to be exported to Somafian the 1880s, a short period
of cohabitation between Barghash and Ahmad Simbla pptace dur-
ing which the latter received a salary in exchafogeatching runa-
way slaves. When, however, the governor of Lamuageted from
him the dispersal ofvatoro who marauded on plantations belonging
to Arabs, he refused, excusing himself by citing lck of arms and
powder® Yet the main reason for his indisposition towaidsg up

% Materials to the investigation concerning the nearaf an Indian in Lamu
21 V11877, PP 1877, LXXVIII/313/1.

2" M. Ylvisaker,Lamu in the Nineteenth Century: Land, Trade andtieel
Boston: Africa Studies Center, Boston University99p. 87.

2 Haggard to Kirk, 26 XIl 1884, PP 1886, LXI1/99/1.

29 Miles to Granville, 17 X1 1881, PP 1882 LXV/244.
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to the commitment was the fact that hospitalityugitives was fun-
damental to his position.

Another leader who offered patronagewatoro was the pre-
viously mentioned Mbaruk bin#&id al-Mazii‘i. He was the son of
the last independeniwali of Mombasa. Since the late 1850s until
1896, Mbaruk threatened the social and politicdkeorof the town’s
area. For most of the time he was conflicted withSfdis and than
with the British colonial authorities. On the othremd all the Sultans
of Zanzibar accepted Ahmad’s overrule in Gazi — azifi settle-
ment some 100 km south of MombdSa.

Being descended from the former political eliteshaf region,
who had ruled a long stretch of the coast for atrhosidred years,
Mbaruk could initially count on the support of aga part of its resi-
dents, who were uneasy about the loss of politicel economical
status that followed Bu Sdis’ takeover. The real advantage brought
about by his support was of no consequence. Nakeilhmad
Simba, Mbaruk chose open conflict with the Sultapdfised on the
economic and military potential of the hinterlamte started to ally
himself with some of the Mijikenda tribes and soofetheir ‘big
men’. At the same time, he used violence and agtortto obtain
cattle and slaves at the cost of the Mijikeﬁ]dm the 1870s, even if
some communities still collaborated with him, tlsidents of the
hinterland generally considered Mbaruk a pardSitks a conse-
guence, the leader had to look for other, moreleteupport. He
finally found it among the growing population ofropted peoples,
including runaway slave$Vatorowere looking for refuge in Gazi as
early as the 18485yet it appears that it was much later when Mba-
ruk forced settlement on the Digo territory, onetloé Mijikenda
tribes, having removed the rightful owners of ted>

% T.H.R. Cashmore. “Sheikh Mbaruk bin Rashid binirBal Mazrui”. in:
Leadership in East Africa: Six Political Biographieed. N. Bennett, Bos-
ton Boston University Press 1968, p. 111-137.

G David,A Journey to Duruma, 16 Xl 1878, CMS CA 5/0/17.

Ibldem

BKrapf to Coates, 22 X 1845, L. Krapfetters CMS C A5/ 0 16.
¥W. F. McKay, A Precolonial History of the Southé¢anya Coast, Boston
University 1975 (non-published), p. 192-194.
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In the 1880s Mbaruk’s forces were attacking alnessiusive-
ly Muslim merchants and plantetsEven earlier his people used to
steal the slaves of the SwalifliNow they began to rob caravans.
The British consul to Zanzibar, John Kirk, wroteli@86 that Mba-
ruk's men deprived a group of merchants of goodstiwoearly
4000 Maria Theresa Dollary Personally, the rebel went as far as to
attack his own kinsmen of the branch of the lineatp@ settled in
Takaungu, north of Mombag&lin 1885, tired of his past way of life
Mbaruk, having found himself in a seemingly hopeglefuation,
surrendered to the commander of the Zanzibar regufay Lloyd
Mathews and asked him for protection. In conveosatiith the An-
glican bishop Hannington he explained his attitieecent years
saying that:

It was difficult for him to escape from the bandno&rauders he
created himself.

Col. Mathews gave him permission to take residem¢gazi:

Where however a band of the same class of lawkhanéurers,
runaway slaves and of old retainers of the Mazamiify, soon
began to gather about him, and he made a liveliligolvying

tribute from the native tribes inland whom he regaas his fun-
datories®®

It is possible there were many criminal acts atted to Mba-
ruk for which he was not responsible. One such e&sewhen his
people were charged with the murder of merchamtsac actually
committed by runaways residing in the Church Misaiy Society
station in Raba’

% Correpondence of Taylor from Kisulutini [no date;MI 11, 1886, p.
830 Streeter to Lang, 12 VII 1884, CMS G3 A5/0O/81.

Kll‘k to Derby, 4 11878, PP 1878-79 LXVI/238.

Kll‘k to FO, 7 VI 1886, NA FO 84/1774.

Blnns to Mllesa 6 VII 1882, NA FO 84/1622.

Kll‘k to Granville, 3 VII 1885, NA FO 84/1727.

Glssmg to Kirk, 13 11 1884 and 2 111 1884, ZNA AB38.
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Combatingwatoro was always one of the main duties of the
Sultan’s governors in fulfillment of which they veemillingly as-
sisted by Muslim planter8. Once the escapees were caught they
would go to jail and, afterwards, back to the me$t€he efficiency
of the irregular forces commanded by governorh@dtruggle with
fugitives was most often podt.The Baluchis hardly ever dared to
attack a larger settlements or groupsvaforo*

The problems brought up by thlweatoro, especially the fact
that so many of them aided rebels such as Mbarhkaali‘i and
Ahmed Simba, compelled the Sultanate authoritiesnimre or less,
openly accept their settlements. In the early 1880&he vicinity of
Pangani, an uprising of slaves broke out. As theziber forces were
not capable of coping with the situation, the Suldagid assigned
them a place for settlement. With the permissiothefSultan, a kind
of ‘Negro republic’ was founded near the villagekéiva. The fugi-
tives built a fortress there, with three metre higdlls and towers.
The ‘republic’ was in permanent conflict with theads residing in
the neighborhood, since it welcomed the escapees tineir planta-
tions* Unfortunately, the sources contain only one refeeeto the
village. Yet this fact does not seem to be unusimall873 a mass
escape of slaves took place near Pangani. Afteffaihee of the
expedition of the Sultan’s army, John Kirk predictbat Barghash
would not take any other measures, sinceatéi®ro did not seem to
be a threat to anybod}.In 1874 the Sultan attempted to come to
terms with the rebels and allotted a small porthiem as a place of
settlement! Glassman quotes his interviewees who claimed Barg-

** Ramshaw to Felkin, 25 XI 1880, CMS G3 A5/O; KickGranville, 4 IV
1881, FO 881/4638/12; Hutchinson to Granville, 141881, NA FO
881/4638/1 Kirk to Granville, 21 | 1884, PP 188848 XIII/73.

Glssmg to Kirka, 14 1X 1884, ZNA AA 10/1.

K|rk to Granville, 9 X1 1883, NA FO 84/1645.

K|rk to Granville, 8 X1l 1873, PP 1875 LXXI/11.

® P. ReichardDeutsch-Ostafrika. Das Land und seine Bewohnenesei
Eolltlsche und wirtschaftliche Entwickeluriggipzig 1892, p. 120.

K|rk to Granville, 8 X1l 1873, PP 1875 LXXI/11.

" H. Greffuhle, “Voyage a LamooBulletin de la Société de Géographie
de Marseille2, 1878, p. 328.
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hash was sending weapons to the colony. However,hitorian
doubts it himself since the Sultan of Zanzibar, wies one of the
bigger planters around, would not expose his ptgper loss by
pursuing the policy of strengthening fugitiVEsEven if the doubts
are well-founded it is certain that some recognizettiements of the
watoro obtained aid from the Zanzibar governm@nt.

On the territories of Mijikenda, in the vicinity éflombassa,
the runaways’ villages benefited from the politiclpport of the
Church Missionary Sociefi. Perhaps thevatoro perceived the mis-
sion as an alternative to the patronage of leaded) as Mbaruk al-
Mazri% or Ahmed Simba. The missionary patronage wasthase
different rules than those described above. Offeroughly the same
as the rebels — protection and aid in times oftslger— and, on the
other hand, requiring participation in defencehaf mission, they did
not accepted banditry even if they were not alweggable of en-
forcing the rules in this regafd.The Christian missions’ means of
self-defense were not impressive. Yet, being dletne religion and
culture that prevailed in the Sultanate, they cdwde, to some de-
gree, for political protection of its authoritiesdathus to serve as
power brokers against the interests of the subgg#dtse Sultan. Even
if the situation was awkward for the latter therasva positive aspect
in it. It created another field of conflict that heuld skillfully play
out by putting himself in the position of arbitErespite the fact that
the British Consulate in Zanzibar, on the requé&8arghash, fought
the sheltering of thevatoro in the mission stationgmany of them
resided in then¥ The local authorities considered as criminals the
missionaries who acceptedatoro and used them as agricultural
workers, claiming they were ‘stealing’ slaves. ¥ettead of prose-
cuting the Christian communities they were obligegrotect them

48J Glassmarpp. cit, p. 111.

%9 Kirk to Granville, 14 X1 1880, NA FO 84/1575.

The issue of the relationship betweenwlaoro from the surroundings of
Mombasa and the Christian missions has been adalygd-red Morton,
op.cit.
>t > Gissing to Kirk, 2 Ill 1884, ZNA AA 1/3, also: RMorton, op. cit., p.111.

52 Kirk to Granville, 19 X 1880, NA FO 84/1575.
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against the enraged slave owners. Not surprisitigly, policy dimi-
nished their authority rather than that of theatisSultarr’

Following negotiation, the missionaries manageditain the
status of legality for some of the runaway settletmerear Momba-
sa® In the same region theatoro were able to achieve the same
without any help. The best example is the villafd-wladoyo, go-
verned by Christian runaway slaves, lying north tw#sMombasa.
In 1883 it had been destroyed by coastal plaftaihen, however,
acting hand-in-hand with Giriama watrriors, the desits of the set-
tlement demolished the port of Takaungu, its légddecame formal-
ly recognized?

In explaining the attitude of the Zanzibar stateaals thewa-
toro one should not overlook the role playedrbyzm —the regular
army of the Sultan — organized since 1877 by thtsBrpensioned
officer Lloyd Mathews. To a large extent it wasatezl as an instru-
ment of implementation of the anti-slavery laws1873 and 1876.
Contrary to the actions of local garrisons, it dat fight against the
watoro. One can even suppose that it silently sided thigmn?>’ The
policy corresponded well to the cadres of Mathewmshy. It ab-
sorbed men who, when left to themselves, couldyeesinforce the
rebel armies or simply rob on their own accounte Ebldiers were
recruited from, among others, prisoners, slavesdfreom illegal
transport and slaves hired from their owners. A8, fugitives sus-
pected of serious crimes joined thiggm >

It is difficult to answer many of the questionsated to the de-
sertion of slaves in Sultanate of Zanzibar's sploeériefluence. Lit-
tle is known about the lives of concrete persons experienced the
fate of escape from slavery. One can assume thatriobility be-

>3 Hutchinson to Granville, 14 | 1881, NA FO 881/4638
>4 2 Ibidem.

5 Kirk to Granville, 9 X1 1883, NA FO 84/1645.

26 Handford to Lang, 19 V 1884, CMS G3 A5/0O.

*" Kitchener to Rosebery, 10 1l 1886, NA FO 403 5285 R. N. LyneAn
apostle of Empire. Being the Life of Sir Lloyd W&ith Mathews, K.C.M.G,
London 1936, p. 51.

8 Kirk to Granvnle 31V 1884, NA FO 84/1677; N. mBeett A History of
the Arab State of Zanzmarondon 1978, pp. 99, 101.
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came greater than that of the majority of free mensilof traditional
communities. The sources do not allow for estalvigshwhether
those who chose patrons tended to be faithful éonthor whether
they often changed their place of residence.

The mass desertion lent variety to the social leayole of the
region and transformed its political situation. Tissue is strictly
related to the economic development of the Eastéfrcoast and its
hinterland since it was the people who constittihedscarcest agents
of production in the region. They were subject tonpetition be-
tween Arab and Swabhili planters and the politiealders of the hin-
terland. The fugitives could threaten the legaleoriout also to con-
tribute to the development of the area by workisgualtivators.

The employment of fugitives enabled the peopleasgnting
the order from before the rule of Bu‘®8s a long resistance to the
new state. The desertion was one of the biggestrnesolved,
problems of the Sultanate of Zanzibar, who, besittgsmany dec-
ades was fully capable of utilization, both of ttesources of the
region and the international situation. It is tfiere not surprising
that Bu Sé&dis attempted to assimilate either single runavaaythe
communities created by them.

20



