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THE rEOILING UF SOUTHERN AFRICA

The history of regions is not the same as the history of (ordinary) people. In
Southern Africa enthropologists and historians (sometiues including expert tribal
hiatﬂriaiqu] have been preoccupied with regional history altnough they have not
left the history of people entirely unrecorded, The histories of people are framed
and phrased as histories of families end emblemgroups (also more popularly known
as totemig groups)., Histories of femilies or emblem-groups may become attenuated to

histories of chiefly families or emblemgroups. In their grectest refinement these
chiefly family or emblem histories are genealogies and histories of rulers of

tribes end:m= since tribes are units with territorisl significance == such histories
come round full cirecle to regional histories, especially when popularised.

Distinctions between regional end emblem histories are not as clear-cut as they
might appear from the above,. ﬂctasinﬁally there are histories of dominance by a
tribe (e.g. the Rozwi histories) or by an emblem-group which may gain ascendancy
over other units by virtue of = religious ideal of greater popularity or by wvirtue
of being associated with an outstanding family or individual.(e.g. moyo/heart,
dau/lion, kwens/crocodile, singo/?(tail, trunk, razor).)

A comperison of regional histories fixes certain areas as centres of dispersal or
as centres with a greal many confusing cross-over migration lines. The exact

determination of the locality of these migration=centres and their listing will be
an essential first step in the attempt to date the historical sequences of arcn

different tribal regional histories. An examination of these migration=centres will
then establishcothestribal layers for the historian,

Such migration-centres in Southern Africa are as follows:

*

El} SW Trajfsvaal end Mafeking area (Sotho-Group)
Z) Zoutpensberg and adjoining Limpopo valley
(3) Matopo area and N and NE of this
Minor migration-centres are
(1) swazilend
{zg Middelberg (Tvl.)
(3) Fhalaborwa
sé}l Serowe
5; Okavango Delta
(6) Ovemboland
Other important migration-centres not examined but suggested by tribel histories:
(1) Barotseland skirting the western Zambezi Basin
(2) Chobe region of the Zeambezi . :
(3) A Zembezi ford somewhere north~wst of Salisbury
ii} A Zambezl crossing into the coastal lowlands
5) &n entry point in the (U)Mbundu region,

Since the country is not uniformly fertile or unifu}mly ﬂli“l‘ﬂ.‘hﬂ:r&d; some of
these centres are natursl gpproaches to regions further south. But Bhis is not

always the case e.gs Phelaborwa (mostly ngw in the Game Reserve).ln deall
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The tribal or cultural sequences cen be ascertained in some areas without great
difficulty but in some areas (e.g. those depopulated by ‘drought) there may be
considerable confusion. It is necessary to state these tribal or cultural sequences
in the cross-over or migration-centres so that they can them be compared in order
to "layer" and date the tribal references for the whole ares, This method of
comparison suggests that ¢8FU8lN’ -mein periods ought to be distinguished in
Southern Lfrfl.l;'.a‘ These are listed below together with a descriptive name chosen
mainly with reference to the '-'eﬂla (and also Shona and LuPelw)areas:

Period (1) Zulu (about 1750 onwards) Netal
(2) Changemire=Mambo-VhaNdelema (about 1500) Zambezi valley
(3) Bubwa-Botwa-Vhuhwa-Usxwe-Vhulupely Metopos
(44 Vhukeleange-Vaumbedzi=-Biri : n~ [
(2) Tonga

(s) Ngone-Lala-Kuttea {either non=Buntu or very ancient Bantu)
As each cross-over zexixs or migration-centre was invaded afresh tribes und their
traditions were.disyeraed into adjoining territories. This mekes it appear as if
certain cultures {aivilinatiﬂna?} had H; lnnger-lr duration than they really had, and
the true facts of the situation will ultimately have to be resolved by stating the
layering of each recognised tribal asrea {of to-day) in gxrEakxdsimix greater detail
than has as yet been done, But in the meantime the attempt to gather together all
tribal historical references of a ce tain kind and unrolling them towards their
Dating the above sequences is at best a speculative macter within the limits of

apparent centre produces satisfactory preliminary results, ; _ _
tribel history. It is necessary to consider other evidence, e.g. archeological, and

Xhxiaxatssxuspnanargcisxdiakingaiah dd oulturals But pursly from within tribel
historical date an artificial time-measure can -‘ne constructed to suit pa;ti;cular
kinds of eareas and particular kinds of culture, Thus Zhe Zulu period can be said
to begin between 1750 and 1800, while the Hanbn-ﬂhmgmira—'ﬂmhu-ra-ndﬂu period
may be placed between 1400=1500, say approximately 1450, but perha,pn even & little

later, aay 1500,

The main concern of this pper is to put before the seminar the evidence for the
existence of a "lMambo Empire" ("'llam'bo Federation"?) aﬁd for the existence of the
"m or Vhuhwa" Empire which may or may not have bﬂm identical with the

empire known to the Fortuguese as "Greater Hnaarmgﬂa.‘. The Fortuguese stated that
"Abutua® lay to the H'! of the Menamotapa's kingdom, Tﬁe;r also distinguished the -
Reino of l[unnnntapu. from that of the anr.u.ent Mocarangua which included, formerly,
Eedandn, qulte'm, Manhica, Barurn, Botonga, and llnnarangua. :Ltaelf. Clearly their

' sources fnr information on these two kingdoms need nat hs:re been the same aa they

travelled alnng the Zsmbezi (where were the Manamotapa's lands) but also struck into
the interier (where were the ancient lends of Mocarangua).
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ABUTUA

Apart from doe Santos' references to Abutua m¥ sources for the exisftence of

Abutua are as follows: : ida; -
(1) Rhodesian: (a) Bullock p. 13 (in 1927 edition) cf. Buhwa, Guru
Buhwa, Gunu-uhwa (in Gopa territory?)

{b) Abrahsms in NADA quoting Zezuru and Koreljore traditions
{EJ Transvasl and BeZHRURRPENE, and Gunu-vutwa

(¢c) Venda traditions: Vhuhwa, (Vhuhe?) also see Stayt,
end Motenda (Remabulena, p.l155)
(d) Bmtikwm Birwa traditions: Bethwa inn lMa=Bothwa
Akuk Vhuhwa lies to the mmsk west of Mbelengwa and shead of them lie Mambo and
Mposi., Vhuhwa is a mountain in Southern Rhodesia and lies in the NW part of
Soutnern Rhodesia. There is some doubt Whether Vhuhwa (*Bufwa) is the same as
Bothwa (*Bulitwa) or Uswa (*Bucwa or *Butwa)although the former could have been

derived from the latter. : il

It seems that 'dhﬁhwa. (whose chiefs were amekhosi) was an invading culture from
across the Zambezi while thet of VhuRozwi, which akso came from across the river,
had chiefs xakimg with the title of Mambo. I think the Vhuhwa chieftainships will
prove to be part..ni' an invasion down the weslern side of Lake Tanganyikﬁ. from a
place where there must have been a high mammEmimxwkk wvolcanic ;nuuntain which never
did ‘erupt but in which earth tremors appear to have disturbed the settlement. It
appeers == translating the legends into gedern geophysicel terms == that the
mountain was generall:,r XXX quiet althuugh its smoke could be seen frequently
and that on one n-:r.:a.a:l.nn alone d:l.d it set fire tu the settlement., The exodus of
the VhaNdalema appears to have been the latest nf the invasions wlu-::gfa:i;ged the
still earlier
Herero to SWA and/the Zulus to Natal. The Zulus who were "nsked men" (MaBunyu)
left their remnants as the Vhalimba in Southern Rhodesia end as the MaDzwiti
(VhaNziti) near Lourenco Merques while alsc leaving their name (Zezuru) ‘and their
kxadikimm pupula: etymology of the term Kelenga (viz. Ka= or Kwe-Langa) amongst
the Shona tribes. It j.s nert'a,in that the popular etymology for the tribal name

Keranga =s -sme= or abe-kwe-Langa (the poeple of Lange) is nonsense, the Karanga

*having no such etymology for their name., The Karanga themselves employ neither

the word Meambo nor the word Inkosi in the meaning of "chief" but only ishe. Either
of the other words, if used, hav'e a titular significance unljf being applied to

the foreign nluefs. It must therefore be concluded that the Karﬁng;& are considerably
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This does not mean that the language known as Zulu today was spoken by the Zulu

inveders. Ihe Nguni lengueges (which inelude modern Zulu, Swezi, Ndebele, Nrefele,

Bhaeca, Fhuishi, Old Mfengu, amst Old Hgﬂni, and modern Xhosa, Ea Mpondo, and
Mpondomise) were ot necessarily intreduced by the Zulus. It seemsg more likely that
they were introduced by & stream of immigrants from the direction of the Victorisg
Fells acreoss NE Bechusnalend leaving behind them the AmaNrefele right across the.
Central Transvaal before they settled in the present Sweaziland area. The Zulus may
have taken the 1nnger way round from their homelsnds on the borders of the present
Congo, #ngola, and NsRhodesia (Barotseland) across the Kafue into Southern Rhodesia
while the Nrepele-Ngoni-Swati creossed the Zambezi ebove the Victoria Fallss at an

earlier date,

In attempting to find their kinsuen two distinet return migrations msy be
distinguished: (1) The Zulu return and (2) the Ngoni-xmiwxw- Nrefele return. The
Ngoni-Nrefele return ceame to an end in Barotseland while the Zulu return came to
an end in Tanganyika, but was preceded by that of theinzwitifﬂziti and was perhaps
connected with the Zimbe/Dzimba influx.

The kingdom of Nhuhwa in Southern Rhodesia broke up before that of Mambo
which came in between 1800 and 1600 resching its pesk between 1500 and 1600 with
local developments (viz. Manamotapa, Nemutaps, Mwenemutapa and Rozwi-Changemire and
Rozwi-Chaminuka == who was skinned *ulive by the Anslidebele)m:x at later stages.

We can thus place the collepse of Vhuhwa ss not later then between 1400
1500, say 1450, while from thet time on the strength of the Membo kingdoms increased,
Nevertheless there are sufficient indications that Vhuhwa grew out of & grkiurs
kingdom north of the Zembezi whose location must have been (a) west of the tip of
Loke Tenganyike and (b) east of the tip of Leke Tangenyika.

The Kerenge empire, nevertnele&a, was not a product of either Akmkus
Vhuhwe or of Mombo=Nemutapa, but precedes both of these,

The tribal references to the kingdom of Membo &F® Buwserous end widely distributed.

Epveat care should be excercised with the term Mambo, I think the fnllum.ng
&ppllﬂat;l.c-na of the term should be distinguished sc¢ thet an alrea.dy tengled

situation ah-::ruld nu'l:. become permanently confuseds
- (&) the stem as the nasme of a country: Meumbo, Abeselbo, Matswapong (but
cf. -tsvapa, =tswapsna) Ndonge, Kwenyema, Zulu, Swati, Tvl. Birwa (2)
(b) Mambo/Vhembo as the neme of & chief i.e. & personal neme (Vende)skmmxk

(c) Mambo/Vhembo as the name of an ancestor (Venda) fﬁ;?ﬂ:;m]
(d) the stem es the kame of & tribe Ovallambo (NB Kwanyama only) but of,
(e) Membo as a title meaning "chief™ (Shona) | i

(£) As neme of a dynasty: lwsne wallambo (Venda, LuBely, Shona)
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