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KENYA - I 

Kenya under Kenyatta 
Karrim Essack 

KENYATTA's death was announced on 
Augtust 23, and from the next day The 
Statidard, a Lonhro publication foi 
Kenyans, began publishing eulogies and 
condolences from subsidiaries of big 
business which straddle the whole of 
the capitalist world. One of the earliest 
to extol "Our First President and Be- 
loved Father of Our Nation" was the 
Barclays Bank. It was followed by The 
Standard and the Grindlays Bank Inter- 
national (Kenya) Limited. By September 
.3, all the major monopolies and multi- 
nationals like Siemens, ASEA, Metal 
Box, Dunlop (Kenya), BAT, General 
Foods, Fiat, Lonhro (Kenya), Glaxo. 
Bayers (East Africa), Westo (Kenya), 
Rank Xerox and Fiat bad paid their 
tributes. The big oil companies had 
(lone likewise through East African Oil 
Refineries and Shell Chemicals. Repres- 
entatives of other branches of' finance 
capital like the Americ Life Assurance, 
Bank of Credit and Commerce Inter- 
national (Overseas) and Ceral and Sugar 
Finance Corporation had also conveyed 
their condolences, 

The grief of these companies was 
genuine. In the 15 years of his rule 
Kenyatta had helped to establish the 
dominance of monopoly and finance 
capital in the country and had turned 
Kenya, a country rich in working class 
struggles and a peasant uprising of 
world-wide impact, into a neo-colonial 
state. The armed uprising of the peas- 
antry, known as the Mau Mau, had 
challenged British authority for eight 
years before it was defeated. The slogan 
of the struiggle was, in Kenyatta's own 
words in 1929, "Give Back Our land". 
In the struggle 13,000 peasants lost 
their lives, over 26,000 were incarcerat- 
ed and over 100,000 peasant squatters 
were expelled fromn the Highlands. 

The situation for the peasant has 
not changed with independence. In 
1970, according to the statistics pro- 
vided by a sutrvey of the International 
Labour Organisation (ILO), there 
were 295 farms with 400,000 hec- 
tares, all still occupied by Euro- 
peans. In addition there were 1,500 
large tea, coffee and sisal estates own- 
ed by companies as well as large com- 
mercial ranches. There were on the 
other hand 300,000 families of peasants 
who had no land. In all 126 farms with 
over 4,000 hectares each had 47.3 per 

cent of all farm land in Kenya. 
The entire coercive machinery of 

state has been orientated so as to keep 
the land hungry peasants in check and 
to ensure that they do not touch the 
land and property of even absentee 
landlords. The Kenyan newspaper, 
Nation, of August 13, carried a story 
of 600 workers of the Nakutru Farmer; 
Company being teargassed by the 
police at a farm they had intended to 
buy. On February 8 these people had 
been fined by the Nakuru District Court 
for "tresspassing on this land". The 
owner of the farm in question was 
living a life ease in Switzerland. The 
crime that the 600 landless peasants 
had committed was that they had been 
able to raise only 600,000 shillings of the 
purchase of the farm, and not the 
whole amount. It is repressive actions 
like these that made absence landlords 
and the multinationals revere Kenyatta. 

WHo HAS BENEFITED? 

Kenya has been hailed as a land 
where industry, commerce and agricul- 
ture have made impressive progress. If 
one looks at Nairobi, Mombasa, Kisumu, 
Eldoret, Thika, Thana and Nakuru one 
will certainly bee signs of industrial 
activity. There are motor assembly 
plants, textile mills, paper mills and 
a company producing animal feed. The 
question, however, is who has really 
benefited from this "phenomenal, in- 
dustrial and agricultural expansion". 

The real story behind the glitter and 
glamoour of Nairobi and other towns is 
that of bankruptcy of the nation. Since 
1971 in not one year has the countrv 
had a favourable balance of trade. In 
the six years from 1971 to 1976, Kenya 
had a cumulative deficit of 53,170 million 
shillings. The situation has become 
even- grimmer since then, for in Febru- 
ary 1977 Tanzania closed its border 
with Kenya, thus depriving Kenya of ex- 

port earnings of millions of shillings. 

What has caused this bankruptcy? 
The answer lies in the investments from 
foreign countries. Foreign investmeni 
amounted to 11,300 million shillings, 
of which 8.800 million is from Britain. 
A large portion of 1enya's surplus is 
drained away from the country in the 
form of remittances of profits, divid- 
ends, service debts, patent and mnana- 

gerial fees, etc. The industrial and 
agricultural growth of the country has 
thus benefited the multinationals and 
the monopolies in the main. That is 
why these multinationals and monopo- 
lies, who only two decades ago reviled 
Kenyatta, now revere him. He indeed 
was good to them. 

The ILO study referred to above has 
also listed the categories of people in 
Kenya who have benefited by this 
growth. These are (i) Kenyans who 
have filled high level jobs previously 
held by expatriates; (ii) Kenyans who 
benefited from transfer of land from 
Europeans to African settlers; and 
(iii) Kenyan traders, builders and trans- 
porters. 

From its detailed investigations using 
available statistical data, the study 
came to the following conclusion: 

But the group of persons who have 
failed to derive much from the 
growth generated since independence 
includes a great majority of small 
landholders, employees in the rural 
sector, the urban workers and the 
urban and rural unemployed ... rural- 
urban trade declined from 1964 to 
1970. ("Employment, Incomes and 
Equality", ILO, Geneva, pp 96-97.) 
The three categories of those who 

have benefited from development could 
be misleading for in fact the three 
could often be the same person. The 
top civil servant who stepped into the 
shoes of the expatriate could well also 
be the owner of the land of the former 
white settler and could also have shares 
in transport companies like Kenatco. 

The same could be said of political 
leaders. 

CRIME, THE ONLY AVENUE 

Another possible misconception that 
might arise from the ILO study is that 
this tiny section actually controls the 
economy. It does not. The multinationals 
which control the commanding heights 
of the economy have left this section 
of the bourgeoisie too tiny a base from 
which to begin capital accumulation to 
be able to transform themselves into 
a full-fledged bourgeoisie. The avenues 
opened for them were to adom foreign 
companies as maniagers, foremen or 

directors without any power of real 
decision-making; or to become nominees 
for non-citizen traders. 

The sectors in agriculture and service 
industries left open to this section were 
too narrow for rapid accumulation of 

capital. The fluctuation of agricultural 
prices in world markets and climatic 
uncertainties did not favour swift ac- 

cumnulation of capital in agriculture. 
That is why this bourgeoisie took to 

crime. Smuggling became one of its 
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chief occupations. Another area of acti- 
vity for cgetting rich quickly was the 
illegal export of trophies. The fauna of 
the couintry were decimated so that 
this gr oup could get rich. 

This was botund to create a sense of 
lawlesssness, for what respect could 
there be for law when the leaders were 
themselves engaged in criminal acti- 
vities? Even the highest holders of 
political office, venerated leaders who 
had played a leading role in the 
independence struggle, were no longer 
exempt. Such was the greed of this 
rapacious bourgeoisie that it over-step- 
ped its limits and tried to grab what 
belonged to foreign capital. 

A test case was the ruby mine at 
Taveta in southern Kenya. It was owned 
by two Americans, John Saul and Elliot 
Miller. It was grabbed by Mama Ngina, 
Kenyatta's fourth wife. The two Am- 
ricans were deported. The international 
bourgeoisie was up in arms and the 
news became a world scandal. Not 
only had the sacred right of private 
property been violated in the most 
illegal manner, but human rights had 
been trampled upon. The Newstveek 
first exposed the 'crime' and then came 
a stinging attack from the London 
Times on the ethics and morality of 
it all. Such actions could be under- 
stood against non-citizen traders, but 
could not he tolerated by international 
finance capital. 

The international bourgeoisie did not 
quite forgive Kenyatta for the liberties 
he allowed the Kenyan bourgeoisie to 
take. Time magazine of September 4 
said: "He [Kenyatta] often turned a 
blind eye to corruption, particularly 
among the Kikuyu new elite. His own 
holdings and those of his fourth wife 
Mama Ngina multiplied enormously. 
Together they controlled Nairobi's 
lucrative gambling casinos, plus coffee 
and sisal plantations, manufacturing 
concerns, down-town office building and 
coastal resorts. His government was 
further damaged by the political mur- 
ders of Tob Mboya and Kariuki. Both 
men have died under circumstances 
that have never been fully explained." 

Two TRENDs IN KANU 

To go back in history a little, the 
Kenya African National Union, the rul- 
ing party, was formed in 1960. The 
antagonistic conti-adictions within Ken- 
yan society expressed themselves as two 
trends within this political organisa- 
tion. It has been suggested that KANU 
was the militant Kenyan African Union 
(KAU), which had been banned by the 
British, under a different name, as 

Kelnyatta was a leader of both. This is 
wr ong, for KAU had been a militant 
organisation basing itself on the pea- 
sants and workers. Its leadership sprang 
from these sections or from intellec- 
tuals who identified themselves with 
them. It called for independence. It 
was banf6ed, but leaders and members 
frotml KAU like Dedan Kimathi, General 
Mathenge and Kariuki wa Chegge gave 
leadership to the peasants when they 

took the road of armed struggle. KANU, 
on the other hand, was an organisa- 
tion which the British colonialists al- 
lowed to exist because it was to it that 
they had decided to hand over the 
machinery of coersion and suppression. 

Within KANU now anew element ap- 
peared in the leadership, the western- 
educated, western-oriented persons, who 
despised the people and who would 
uphold capitalist interests in Kenya. 
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These mnen took no part in the anned 
struggle anid secretly opposed it. This 
grotup had as its spokesman a person 
like Tom Mboya. On the other hand, 
there were in KANU some old militants 
who had served prison sentences with 
Kenyatta. These were people like Onego 
Achieng, Kaggia and Makhan Singh. 
Their snokesman was Odinga. This 
group also had the Goanese intellectual 
Pinto who was mysteriously assassinat- 
ed. Pinto was the first of the Kenyan 
leaders to be killed and, as in the case 
of hlboya and Kariuki, the real per- 
petrators of Pinto's assassination have 
never been apprehended. 

The difference between the two 
tren(ls within the KANU revealed them- 
selves over the two fundamental issues 
of land and control over the command- 
ing hleights of the economy. Over land 
the difference was fundamental. Odinga 
and his group believed that there could 
be no real progress in Kenya unless the 
agrarian problem was solved in the 
interests of the landless and small 
peasantry. During the eight-year emerg- 
ency, over 100,000 peasants had been 
forcibly evicted from the Highlands 
and dumped in the reserves. The issue 
was thus not that of transferring land 
from Europeans to Africans but of 
giving land to the African small pea- 
sant and landless peasant without his 
having to pay for such land. The second 
difference was that Odinga believed 
that control of the economy vested in 
banks, industries, and plantations and 
he called for the nationalisation of the 
former two. This demand was not so- 
cialist but a part of the national demo- 
cratic revolution. 

In opposition to this was Mboya's 
Kenyan socialism which .n reality stood 
for open plunder and pillaging of Ken- 
ya's natural resources hy monopolies 
and multinational corporations. In the 
struggle Kenyatta was on the side of 
Mboya, and Odinga first lost his post 
as Vice-President and later left KANU 
to form the Kenya People's Union (KPU). 
If the KPU leaders did not understand 
the full implications of their actions, 
Britain, still the overlord in Kenya, 
certainly did. It acted and it was then 
that Kenyatta announced that he had 
appointed Major General R P Penford 
as chief of Kenya's defence staff and 
that he was to be the adviser on all 
matters to the Ministry of Defence. 
That was on December 6, 1966. 

BRITIsH CONSOLIDATON 

A year later Britain had every reason 
to he proud for its foresight. In neigh- 
bouring Tanzania there was the Arusha 

Declaration and to prev,ent a possible 
Zanzibar type revolution and a repeti- 
tion of the Arushu Declaration, it took 
over complete control of the army and 
the paramilitary forces in Kenya. 

The KPU leaders did not understand 
fully the ramifications of these develop- 
ments. 'They saw the struggle as a 
parliamentary one and thought that if 
the game was played fairly according to 
the rules, they would get power through 
elections. There was no question that 
their programmne had mass appeal and 
that the KPU was led by those who had 
earned their stripes in prisons during 
the colonial period. A by-election at 
that time was a disaster for KANU and 
it was a pointer to the unpopularity of 
the ruling party. It appeared that it 
was only a question of time before 
KPU would get the majority in Parlia- 
ment. 

Parliamentary democracy works only 
in countries where political parties re- 
present the same class interests. 
Buit with KPU it was different. 
It sought by parliamentary means 
to change class domination 
to secure the domination of workers 
and peasants over the international 
bourgeoisie. The monopolies then 
brought the entire state machinery of 
coercion and suppression into play to 
destory KPU. It began with the arrest 
of KPU's youth organisers. Later KPU 
was prevented from forming branches 
in Kikuyu areas. Its meetings were 
forbidden. When elections were held, 
suddenly all KPU candidates were 
found to have made "mistakes" in the 
filling in of forms and were therefore 
disqualified from standing. Later Ken- 
vatta detained without trial Odinga, 
Kaggia and Achieng Onego, the latter 
two his former prison colleagues. This 
finished Kenyatta in the eyes of the 
progressive world, for how couild he 
detain hlis fellow freedom fighters who 
were asking for the very things which 
the Mau Man freedom fighters had 
fought and died for? But the develop- 
ments also revealed the theoretical and 
organisational weaknesses of the KPU. 
The programme that it was advocating 
could only be achieved through a re- 
volutionary organisation with disciplin- 
ed cadres, carrying out both the legal 
and the illegal struggle, the constitu- 
tional and the Armed struggle. It had 
to be an organisation that was not an 
alliance between tribes, but which was 
truly national and which would fight 
tribalism within it like a disease. 

The KPU realised too late that it 
was not a question of a fight between 
KANU and KPU, but one hetween KPU 

anid a class using the state machinery 
of sutppression. This the KPU was not 
prepared for. The aim of detention is 
to break the spirit of the detainee. It 
had happened with Kenyatta, as it did 
now with Odinga and Kaggia. They 
emerged as broken reeds and Odinga 
was also reduced to a physical wreck. 
Both made neace with Kenyatta. Onego 
was the most difficult to crush and his 
detention was the most prolonged and 
the most severe. 

In his "Class Struggle in Africa", 
Nkrumah wrote, "Under neo-colonialism 
a new fornm of violence is being used 
against the peoples of Africa. It takes 
the form of indirect political domina- 
tion through indigenous bourgeoisie 
cand puppet (overnments teleguided and 
marionetted by the neo-colonialists ... 
they will not yield an inch when fhe 
basic pillars of their entrenched posi- 
tions are threatened. They can be only 
overthrown by violent revolutionary 
action". The KPU had neither the 
ideology nor the organisational struc- 
ture and political and military strategy 
to achieve this. 

As a result of the crushing of KPU, 
the principal contradiction in Kenyan 
society receded temporarily into the 
backgrolund awaiting a new generation 
of Kenyans to continue where their 
fathers had left off. Other contradic- 
tions came to the surface, namely, the 
struggle between the various sections 
of the petit bourgeoisie for positions 
and for the nations dwindling wealth. 
These contradictions expressed them- 
selves tribalistically as between Kikuyus 
and Luo, Kikuyu and non-Kikuyu or 
Nyeri Kiktuyu and Kiambii Kikuyu. The 
various sections of the petit bourgeoisie 
were using tribalism to get positions of 
power and wealth. 

With the death of Kenyatta, the two 
ruiling factions are those represented 
by 'the Family' which has acquired 
wealth by hook or crook and 'the Tri- 
angle represented by Moi, Njonjo and 
Kibaki. Finance capital and big busi- 
ness has backed the Triangle and the 
latest to join them is Lonhro, once a 
strong supporter of the Family. 
Through the Triangle imperialismn 
hopes that Kenya will play the same 
role as Ivory Coast. Its links with 
South Africa will be open and un- 
ashamed. Abouit Njonjo, Radio South 
Africa commented recently, "Indeed 
he is emerging as perhaps the most in- 
fluential man in the country ... he 
would substantially improve the pro- 
spects for Pretoria for a new relation- 
ship with moderate states of black 
Africa". 
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