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ZIMBABWEAN DEMOGRAPHY:
. EARLY COLONIAL DATA

D. N. BEACH
Department of History, University of Zimbabwe

AT THE SEMINAR on African Historical Demography held in Edinburgh in
1981, Ross noted the lack of historical studies on the population of
Zimbabwe.' He was perfectly correct: in spite of the importance of the
subject, historlans studying Zimbabwe have paid very little attention to
demography. There is a rich literature on the subject that comes from the
geographers, summed up and added to by the paper by Zinyama and
Whitlow,? but on the whole the geographers have tended to concentrate
upon the recent past and especially that period since the first real census
"of 1962. Among the historians, the study of land apportionment by Palmer
frequently referred to population figures but usually at national levels;
Cobbing used estimates from the end of the nineteenth century to calculate
the Ndebele population in the country; and Mtetwa made considerable
use of population figures in his study of the large Duma region in the
southem part of the country.? However, population studies per se have been
neglected, at least for the early colonial period, with the exception of the
work of Johnson, who used data from the early colonial period to show
how the population was variously underestimated throughout the colonial
period until 1969.* Even so, Johnson's work, though valuable, was based
on an incomplete use of the available material.
in 1984 | produced a paper on the question of the pre-colonial
population of Zimbabwe.’ One part of this paper showed that attempts to
project the pre-colonial population back from the apparent increase in the

' R. Ross, 'Record ¢l discussion’, in C. Fyfe and D. McMaster (eds.), African Historical
Demography: Yoiume i (Edinburgh, Univ. of Edinburgh, Centre of African Studies, 1981), 9.

2 L. Zinyama and R. Whitlow, *Changing patterns of population distribution in Zimbabwe’,
Geojournal (1986), X111, 355-84.

3 R. H. Palmey, Land and Racial Domination in Rhodesia (London, Heinemann, 1978). ). R.
D. Cobibing, “The Ndebele under the Khumalos 1820-1896" (Lancaster. Unlv. of Lancaster,
Ph.D. thesis, 1975); R. M. G. Mtetwa, ‘The "Polltical” and Economic History of the Duma People
of South-eastern Rhodesia from the Eady Eighteenth Century to 1945° (Salisbury, Univ. of
Rhodesia, D.Phil. thesis, 1976).

* R. W. M. Johnson, ‘African population estimates — myth or reality?” Rhodesian Joumal
of Economics (1969), 1lI, 5-16. P. Mosley, The Seitler Economies (Cambridge, Cambridge Univ.
Press, 1983), argues from population figures but In discussing basic population data (pp. 111-
13) does not take the analysis mach further than Johnsoun.

* D. N. Beach, ‘Towards a Population History of Precolonial Zimbabwe' (Harare, Univ. of
Zimbabwe, Dept. of History, Seminar Paper 59, 1984).
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early colonial period were futile, given the available data. However, | was
able to show that there was a basic correlation between the distribution of
population in 1911 and that in the Early Iron Age and the first part of the
Later Iron Age, data on the latter coming from the early work of Sinclair
and Lundmark.® Even so, it also became clear that much more work was
needed on the population of Zimbabwe in the early colonial period. In
short, a start would have to be made on the historical demography of the
country.

Since Zimbabwean historical demography is in its infancy, and since 1
have had no previous experience in the discipline, it seems to me that best
contribution I can make is to begin at the beginning. In other words, [ am
presenting the basic data collected so far, commenting upon the factors
that would have affected its accuracy and making only the most tentative
assessments. It is hoped that, at best, this will lay the foundations for
future work; at worst, it wili be yet another set of extremely unreliable
estimates for a region that was previously blank on the demographer’s map.

| have collected the population figures supplied by the Southern
Rhodesian Native Commissioners of what were, by 1922, thirty-two Districts,
jor a period of twenty-three years from 1900 to 1922, As will be seen, they
have some very serious defects, but they are virtually the only figures
available. In addition, | have concentrated upon the rural population, this
is not only because they constituted the vast majority of the population
but because the caleulation of population figures for urban and mining
centres poses special problems, primarily those associated with the
relatively high mobility and varied origins of town and mine workers.

THE SOUTHERN RHODESIAN NATIVE DEPARTMENT

This government organization was formed in 1894, primarily for the
collection of tax and the recruitment of labour. It was headed, for all
practical purposes, by the Chiel Native Commissioners (CNCs) at Salisbury
and Bulawayo until 1913 when the CNC at Salisbury took responsibility for
the whole country. Under the CNC, Native Commissioners (NCs) took
responsibility for the African population in each District, though this
applied mainly to the people outside towns, mines, and, in some cases,

¢ P. Sinclair and H. Lundmark, ‘A spatial analysis of archaeological sites from Zimbabwe’,
in M. Hall et al. {eds.), Frontiers: Southem African Archaeology Today (Cambridge, Cambridge
Monographs in African Archaeology 10, BAR International Series 207, 1984), 1.9,

? Thus In thinty-populated Districts, such as Hartley and Gwanda, the mining population
if added to the rural figures would seriously distort them. While mining populations fluctuated
conslderably according to the state of the mining market, many miners from the north were,
in fact, in \ransit on their way to South Adrica. See C. van Onselen, Chibaro: African Mine Labour
in Southem Rhodesia (Londen, Pluto, 1976).
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White-owned farms. In these areas general responsibility for the people
was divided between the NCs, the municipal, civil and police authorities
and the owners of mines, farms and houses. As far as the population
figures were concerned, much depended on the individual NC as to whether
he counted people in places in which his responsibility was divided and
also as to the accuracy of his figures. Some NCs had Assistant Native
Comnmissioners (ANCs), some of whom were given separate sub-Districts
and tendered separate reports giving population figures for the sub-District;
on the whole, however, this division of responsibility was a later
development. Responsible to the NC and ANC were Native Messengers
(NMs), perhaps eight to ten per District, and it was mainly through these
men that the NC was able to learn anything of what went on in the District.
On special occasions, such as during a census, the NC could cali upon the
police. In short, there was a very small force for the ‘control’ of the people.

The Native Department’s allocation of Districts had a strong historical
continuity, and this was particularly true in Mashonaland. Districts were
created to serve each major White farming or mining centre or to control
areas with a large population and, in Mashonaland, once Districts had
been allocated on this basis (by 1900) there were virtually no changes up
to 1923 — except by minor boundary alterations — regardless of the
changes in population of the District. However, in Matabeleland there
were many more changes, partly because many new Districts were created
in the aftermath of 1896-7 rising which were later amalgamated, and
partly because, for a long time (in the 1900s), Bulawayo, the biggest town
in the country, had no District of its own until the large Bubi District was
divided into three smaller Districts. The Matabeleland Districts also varied
considerably in size and population.

The bigger the District, the more difficult the NCs found it to count the
population; after the first few years of administration virtually every village
was known but it was still necessary to track down individuals who tried
to avoid notice, Conversely, it was probably difficult for adults in small
Districts to escape notice for very long, and this can be seen in the cases
of Umzingwani, Chilimanzi, Goromonzi, Marandelias and Mazoe, where
the apparent rate of increase decreased earlier than in large Districts.
(Towards the end of the period under discussion NCs began to use motor
cars: in 1920 NC Ndanga reported that he was now able to visit the
southern part of his District more often. He was, of course, confined to the
few roads, whereas foot and horse patrols had been more extensive and
therefore more difficult for the people to avoid. Thus, the N(s began
develop a tendency to rely even more heavily upon their Native
Messengers.) However, in every District an apparent increase in population
that was in fact due to more villages and individuals being located by the
NC was gradually replaced by figures that reflected a real increase.
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Much depended upon the NC himsel. Some, like Edwards of Mrewa,
were in office lor the entire period, and others, like Forrestall of Chibi and
1 W, Posselt of Charter, for nearly the whole period. Other Districts had a
regular turnover of NCs. This did not necessarily affect the population
higures one way or the other, though along-serving NC had more experience,
if be chose to use it. Posselt showed both extremes in his early years in
office: a ‘new broom’ in 1903, he made a fairly meticulous census and then
relaxed for years, adding to his totals by round thousands until he was
forced to supply more-accurate figures. A lazy NC might be tempted to
keep his estimates low, because this would mean less work in the collection
of tax. On the other hand, intelligent guesswork might not have been
far wrong.

The role of the CNCs in the collection of population figures was
erratic. Unless specific requests were made for certain kinds of information
~- stweh as the number of able-bodied men or the number of people living
«v1 certain kinds of land — each NC was left very much to his own devices
= 1. tae data he supplied, and in some cases even District totals were
crauted for years without apparent censure. When the CNC did demand a
+ vrtain conformity, as when a calculation of the population by multiplying
the: number of adult male taxpayers by 3,5 was decreed in 1913, there was
not necessarily instant obedience: NC Inyanga’s ‘rebellion’ against the rule
lasted for four years. At this stage of research, it is dificult to say whether
the general failure of the CNCs of Salisbury or Bulawayo to enforce
ahsolutely uniform methods of assessing the population in the Districts is
a blessing or a curse. On the one hand, certain categories of information
are nissing from some Districts and for some periods, but on the other
hand some NCs were able to make useful observations that were not
affected by preconceived ideas from higher authority.

CHANGES IN METHODS OF CALCULATION

The first ‘census’ was taken in June 1895, barely nine months after the
foundation of the Native Department. Under the circumstances it is not
surprising that figures for each District were very low (see Table ), though
in some areas they have their uses in calculating the relative wealth of
dynasties in terms of livestock. Some NCs counted huts and muitiplied by
three to arrive at the population figures for their Districts, others seem to
have counted people and huts separately, but what was significant was
that from then until 1903 — as and when a count could be made both
hefore and after the 1896-7 risings — people were taxed according to the
numbers of huts that they owned: until 1901 the tax was 10s. per man per
hut, and after 1901 it was 10s. per man per hut and 10s, for each wife after
the first. This procedure was adopted because huts were easily counted
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and people were not, but the result was a decrease in the nimber o
occupied huts as the bachelors, at least, shared the huts and riie tax
burden. The 1904 tax ordinance changed the taxation system to sunply §1
per adult male and 10s. per second and additional wives.”

In 1903 tax registers were already beginning to be compiled, and thev
were updated from then on. This was a slow but sure method as far a<
taxation was concerned, for, although men might put off being registered
for a while after they became adults, eventually it would prove difiicult for
them to continue to claim to be under age. Unfortunately, the tax system
made it impossible to calculate population figures from tax receipis alane,
though NC Lomagundi tried to do this in 1909. Firstly, there were arrears
of tax going back over two years or more, and secondly, a 55 tax payment
might mean five people (all bachelors) or 10 people (flive monogamists
and their wives, or a polygamist and nine wives). As Tables I[-XXXII[ show.,
the individual NCs had no commen system of calculating the population
from the tax registers until after 1913. Some NCs raised the figures on the
tax registers by a factor of three, some by four, some by 3,5, and some by
methods that were not purely mathematical. The CNC’s order in 1913 that
all NCs should raise their population figures by a factor of 3,5 provoked
some criticism from NCs who knew that this was giving too small a figure
for their Districts. Perhaps the best-informed critic was NC Edwards of
Mrewa. He had been in the District since 1895 and was married to the
daughter of Chief Mangwende, so he knew something of local family
structures. Until 1914 he had calculated his figures by noting the number
of adults due to pay tax and then taking samples of the number of children
in certain villages to get an idea of the under-age population. He knew that
by using the 3,5 factor he would be under-counting the children, and
consequently in 1915 his total population dropped from 26 236 to 21 578,
although his figures for adults had gone up. This change in the method of
calculation was responsible for several apparent drops in poepulation
which took place in the years after 1913 in different Districts (e.¢. Belingwe,
Sebungwe, Selukwe, Bulilima-Mangwe, Hartley, Charter, Inyanga. Ncdanga-
Bikita, and Gutu). Although it seems certain that in many cases the number
of children was underestimated it is not clear how great that underestimate
was, especially as the ratio of adults to children could vary from region to
region.

Another factor that affected population estimates was the failure to
note men who who had gone to work out of the District and we-re niot o
the tax register. NC Makoni was only one of many who realized ttis after
the 1921 census. However, while full figures for such men compilet of
their places of employment are lacking at this stage, it is highi~ vl

* Johnson, ‘African populatlon estimates’.
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that this factor was ever as significant in Southern Rhodesia as it was to
prove in Mozambique and countries north of the Zambezi. In 1510-11,
when the local mining industry was employing more local labour than at
any other time during the first few decades of the century, between 13 000
and 14 000 local men were working on the mines, with another 1 700 or
motre on the Rand mines.? f we postulate 6 000 more working in Salisbury
and Bulawayo at that time and make a fairly generous estimate for the
number of men working in the smaller towns and places such as Kimberley,
there might have been 25 000 men out of a total population of around
715 000 working out of their Districts in 1911.* This proportion was to rise
sharply in the .iext decades as the towns absorbed more local labour,!
but it seems certain that the great majority of these workers were working
for wages away from home precisely because they were on the tax regis-
ters and had to pay tax.

In short, it seems likely that between 1913 and at least 1923 the sector
of the population that was most greatly underestimated was that of children.

FAMILY STRUCTURES AND THE COLONIAL DATA

As can be seen from Tables [I-XXXIII, the data on the [amily that are given
in the District reports are thin and erratic. The following are the main
points that emerge:

Infant mortality

Whenever infant mortality was mentioned it was reckoned at 5J per cent
of births (NC Inyanga 1915; NC Gutu 1915; NC Ndanga 1915; NC Sebungwe
1907, 1912). NC Bulilima-Mangwe, noting that 95 men and 59 women had
died in 1916 — a healthy year -— and that this gave his District a death rate
of 3,66 people per 1 000, thought that the death rate of infants was four
times this rate. (NC Gutu also noted in 1915 that women told him that they
regarded six births as an average number).

Children

Because NCs were aware of the high rate of infant mortality, the number of
children in a District was always underestimated, and although many NCs
pointed out that without a registry of births the population would always
be wrongly estimated none of them was prepared to undertake such a task
with such a high death-rate among infants. No NC ever claimed to have

* Van Onselen, Chibaro, 36, 10},

 T.. Yoshikuni, *The Origins and Development of the Salisbury Municipal Location; A
Study ol Municipal Control of African Workers in Colonial Harare 1892—¢.1923" (Harare, Univ.
of Zimbabwe, Dept. of History, Henderson Seminar Paper 51, 1984).

' T. O. Ranger, The African Voice in Southern Rhodesia 1898-1930 (London, Heinemann,
19707, 139.
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accurate figures for the number of children in his District, though some,
tike Edwards, probably came nearer to accuracy than most. The category
of *child’ meant any male under 14 or 15 years of age, any female under 14
or 15 years not already married and, in most cases, any widows not
inherited by their husband's brothers under levirate marriage.

Men

This category was often divided into bachelors, monogamists and
polygamists, but it is very rarely shown how wives were distributed within
the latter category. After 1903 marriages were supposed to be registered
and in 1904 NC Matobo recorded that out of 228 marriages in his District in
that year, 118 were with a first wife, 69 with a second, 29 with a third. 6
with a fourth, 4 with a fifth, 1 with a sixth, and 1 with a seventh,

Married women

As noted above, this category could include girls under 14 or 15 years of
age and many widows. Between 1904 and 1921 girls seem to have begun to
marry later.

Deaths

Deaths were supposed to be recorded, but very often more male than
female deaths were recorded. This was because, once a man or a taxable
wife was on the tax books, it was very much in the interest of the family to
get them off the books as socn as they died, The causes of death were
remarkably consistent over the whole period: when NCs gave a detailed
breakdown of deaths, as opposed to simple totals, they gave long lists of
every conceivable cause and the numbers involved, usually ending up
with many single-figure categories such as suicide, snakebite, syphilis,
lightning-strikes and so forth, The main killer was pneumonia, in the
winter months, followed by dysentery in the hot dry months just before
the summer rains. Malaria was usually the third main cause of death, well
behind the others, and was often noted as being fatal only if ‘complications’
set in, Smallpox was endemic but not usually fatal: NC Ndanga reckoned in
1903 that only about 6-7 per cent ol smallpox cases died, and after the big
vaccination campaign of 1314 still fewer died. The *Vera’ or ‘Spanish’
influenza epidemic of 1918-19 was the only really serious epidemic in this
period, and its effects are discussed in Table XXXIV.

NATIONAL FIGURES

Given ail the variations and errors in the methods of calculating the
population noted above and in the Tables, it is clear that it is nnt possible
to obtain very accurate figures for the total African rural population of the
country for the period under review. This is particularly true for the
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period before 1913 because the ostensible increase in the population was
illusory owing to the fact that villages and individuals were being recorded
for the first time as the administration get to know the countryside better
and that exceptionally erratic methods of estimation were in use in some
Districts. After about 1913 the population figures in the individua} Districts,
when graphed, tehd to show ‘flatter* curves; major losses and gains of
population in each District can usually be attributed to factors mentioned
in the annual reports, such as changes in District boundaries or immigration
from other colenies. In short, it looks as though we are getting a distorted
reflection of reality. Just how distorted the reflection was remains to
be seen. .

If all NCs had conformed at once to raising the figures by the factor of
3,5 decreed in 1913, there would at least be a common basis for discussion.
But, although the populations were being calculated on this basis in
twenty-three Districts by 1920, in another nine Districts (Marandellas,
Makoni, Umtali, Melsetter, Victoria, Umzingwani, Insiza, Gwelo and Selukwe)
either the ratlo was not used or there is no clear evidence one way or the
other for the period between 1920 and 1922. The lack of ‘Total Indigenous’
figures from South Mazoe for the years 191619 means that, for the purposes
of calculating a national population figure, figures for the years 1920-2 are
the teast inaccurate available. In other words, if we make the assumption
that the population of the nine recalcitrant Districts was being estimated
on a basis of the raising factor of 3,5 or near to it, then the national total for
Africans in rural areas (discounting aliens) would have been:

1920 1921 1922

734 305 771 421 788 957

At this point it is possible to try to allow for permutations of error,
Looking at the 114 cases in those Districts in which it is possible to
calculate from the figures of taxpaying adult males what the ‘Total
Indigenous’ figure for each District would have been if the NC had used the
3,5 raising factor, we find that in only 12 cases is the ‘Total Indigenous'
figure given (and based on whatever calculations the NC saw fit to use)
more than 20 per cent greater than that which would have come from use
of the 3,5 factor. Even in Mrewa, where the NC was, as noted above, using
a fairly realistic method of estimation, the difference rose from only 8 per
cent to 20 per cent between 1904 and 1912. Thus if 20 per cent is added to
the ‘national’ figures for 1920-2 arrived at by the 3,5 factor, we get:

1920 1921 1922
881 166 925 705 946 748
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At this point, however, we are reaching the limits of inferences
obtainable from these data as far as national totals are concerned. If, as
the evidence seems to suggest, the real deficiencies of the data in the
1913-22 period lie in the under-counting of women and children, then
official records are not likely to supply the missing peopie.

DISCUSSION

In spite of their inadequacies, the data do provide some very interesting
points for discussion. The main discussion is to be found in my chapter
‘First steps in the demographic history of Zimbabwe: The colonial period
from 1895 to 1922, in Demography from Scanty Evidence.'* However, the main
points of the investigation can be summarized here. After summarizing
the tex: of this article, | discuss the 1920 population distribution map (also
supplied here, see Fig. 1) explaining that the distribution of populaticn
represented by the symbols for 5 000 and 500-1 000 people is based on the
entire documentation for the late pre-colonial and early colonial periods.
The national distribution of population thus obtained shows a very marked
difference between areas east and west of the main watershed. This is in
turn calls into question the usefulness in historical cases of conventional
geographica! divisions of the environment into ‘highveld, middieveld and
lowveld’ areas: clearly the pre-colonial population preferred the ‘Great
Crescent’ of eroded country east of the watershed to the ilatter country to
the west, and the difference between these two environments seems to
have been more important than that between ‘highveld’ and ‘middleveld’,
although the ‘lowveid’ remains as an environment that attracted few
people. Seen in this light, it is easy to deduce that the very varied economic
environments and delensive positions of the ‘Great Crescent’ were the
main attraction.

Archaeological studies confirm that this spatial preference also existed
in the period 200-1300, while historical evidence (and the map itself)
disproves the myth of widespread population movement as a result of
Ndebele raids in the nineteenth century, except for a few cases in Wankie,
Hartley and western Charter. Depopulation in Meisetter as a result of the

12 The reason for this is that the original paper upcn which this article is based was
presented at the 'Conference/Seminar on the Analysis of Census Data from Coloniat Central
Africa’, held at the University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee from 18-22 August 1986. When the time
came to prepare the conference papers for publication in Demography from Scanty Evidence:
Central Africa in the Colonial Ere (ed. B. Fetter, Boulder, L. Rienner, 1990), it became clear that
a complete rewriting was necessary. In order to develop the discusston it became necessary
to remove all of the basic data except the graphs and map. Yet, ultimately, the chapter entitled
‘First steps in the demographic history of Zimbabwe: The colonial period irom 1895 to 1922,
in Demography from Scanty Evidence, pp. 47-59 must stand or fall on the data. Consequently,
with the agreement of the two editors, the data and the discussion are being published

separately.
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Gaza Nguni emigration of 1889 remains a possiblity. With virtually no
export slave trade and little import of slaves, the pre-colonial picture is
one of stability, but the 1300-1750 period is less well known.

Apart from the temporary effects of war and famine in the southwest
of the country in the 1890s, and immigrations into the north-east in 1908
and 1917-18 because of disturbed conditions in Mozambique, there was
little movement of population before 1923. Indeed, apart from central
Matabeleland, Inyanga and Melsetter, where purchase of land by Europeans
drove large numbers of people into less favourable environments, most of
the ‘Reserves’ created by 1920 were in the ‘Great Crescent’, though large
parts of that area had also been appropriated by White settlers. The 1920
population distribution map adds a new dimension to discussion of the
land problem.

I conclude the chapter by discussing the available evidence on the
nature of the population. Firstly, the population was clearty not undergoing
the kind of decline assocjated with the coming of colonial rule in territories
farther north. Indeed, given the general healthiness of the environment
and the fact (obtained from other studies)'? that crop failures do not seem
to have led to many deaths, a second point emerges: it is difficult 1o see
why the population was as low as it evidently was. A possible reason
could well be the limited amount of land actually available to the people in
pre-colonial conditions — in other words, the amount of land which was
ciose enough to defensible strongholds which could also be cultivated or
grazed. However, if the people were, in fact, deliberately limiting their
numbers it is not yet clear how this was being done. The chapter is not
called ‘First steps in the demographic history of Zimbabwe' for nothing,

2 ). llitle, Famine in Zimbabwe 1890-1960 (Gweru, Mambo Press, 1990).
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Figure 1: ZIMBABWE (SOUTHERN RHODESIA) POPULATION 1920
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Figure 2:  POPULATION ESTIMATES: SALISBURY CIRCLE (INNER)
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Figure 3:  POPULATION ESTIMATES: SALISBURY CIRCLE (OUTER)
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Figure 4©  POPULATION ESTIMATES: VICTORIA CIRCLE
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Figure 5:  POPULATION ESTIMATES: UMTAL] CIRCLE
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Figure 6:  POPULATION ESTIMATES: MATABELELAND CIRCLE (INNER)
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Figure 7:  POPULATION ESTIMATES: MATABELELAND CIRCLE (OUTER)
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Notes on sources

Throughout these tables and in the main body of the article, unless it is
otherwise stated, the figures for each district and each year come from
the appropriate NC's Annual Report, except in those cases where a report
has not vet been located but the figure for that year is given in the next
year's report. These reports are found in the National Archives, Zimbabwe,
in files N/9/1/1-25 (Native Department, Chief Native Commissioner: Reports:
Anrnual: 1895-1922) for Mashonaland and for Southern Rhodesia after
1912, and NB/6/1/1-12 (Native Department, Chief Native Commissioner,
Matabeleland: Reports: Annual: 1897-1912) for Matabeleland up to 1912,
Exceptions are:

1895: F/{4/1/1 (Statist: Reports: Interim: 18%5), Secretary to Native
Department, Salisbury, to Statist, 21 Sept. 1895, and [Chief] Native
Commissioner Matabeleland to Statist, 30 July 1895.

1896: Great Britain, British South Africa Company's Territories: Report by
Sir R E R Martin ... [C.8547] (H.C. 1897, Ixii, 561).

1897: NB/1/1/1 (Native Department, Chief Native Commissioner Matabele-
land: In Letters: General: 17 July - 28 Oct. 1897), Acting CNC
Matabeleland to Statist, 30 Sept. 1897, and NB/6/2/1 (Native
Department, Chief Native Commissioner Matabeleland: Reports:
goalggearlayg Apr.-Sept. 1897), Acting CNC Matabeleland to Statist,

t. 1897,

1904C: (Mashonaland) N/3/3/5 (Native Department, Chief Native
Commisioner: Correspondence: Census and Statistics: Native
Census 1904, 2 Jan. — 27 May 1904), Original Returns from all
districts.,

(Matabeleland) schedule in 1911C below, Note: for both 1904C and
1911C Bulawayo municipal figures are included in Umzingwani,

I1910E: (Mashonaland) N/3/3/2 (Native Department, Chief Native
Commisioner: Correspondence: Census and Statistics: Distribution
of Population in Mashonaland, 5-14 Oct. 1910), CNC to Secretary
to Administrator, 14 Oct. 1910, enclosing ‘Return of Native
Population in Mashonaland on 30 September 1910°.

1911C: (Matabeéleland) Southern Rhodesia, Repori of the Director of Census
... 1811 .. . (Sess. Pap. A7, 1912).

1921C: N/3/3/8 (Native Department, Chief Native Commisioner:
Correspondence: Census and Statistics: Native Census, 1921, 23
.llgg 1920-~ 4 Aug. 1921), Acting CNC to Director of Census, 5 Aug.

1.

The figures given in Tables Il to XXXIi are those supplied by the NCs,
with no attempt made to correct thelr arithmetic or to perform obvious
additions and subtractions. The ‘Notes’ are a paraphrase or summary of
the NCs own expianations of his figures, where any were supplied, and the
‘Cotniments’ are my own.



A/B:
AL:

AliMarr:
Aliens:
Bach:
ChilF:
ChilM:
DomAl:
FlotAl:
MarrWo:
Mono:
PEA:
Poly:
Res:
SingWo:
m.

Tot;idulr:

TotChil:
TotF:
Totind:
TotM:
UAL:
Wid:
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Abbreviations used in the tables

able-bodied males between 14 and 40
alienated land

all married men

aliens

unimarried males over 14

female children

male children

domiciled alien

floating alien (i.e. alien temporarily resident in the district)
married women

married men with one wife

refugees from Mozambique

married men with more than one wite
reserves

unmarried women over 14

towns and mines

all adults

all children

all adult females

total ‘indigenous’ African population
all adult males

unalienated land

widows
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Table |
POPULATION ESTIMATES FROM 1895-7 RECORDS

District 1895 1896 1897 1898 1899
Betirgwe 3976 (aduits} 25 000 24451 30 000
Balingwe (Godhiwayo} 4000

Bubi 5971 000

Bulawayo 5 320 (adults) 7120 9300 6 602 (town)

Bulawayo (Shiloh) 5209 (adwts) 9520
Bukilimz 20000 16 090

Bulibma-Mangwe 30000
Chartes 17072

Gambo 16 199 (aduls)

Gwanda 3989 (aduts) 841t

Gwelo 18 000 6 700

Harley 5 400

Insza 7 000 4856 6 468

Lomagundi & 150

Makoni 20 000 14209
Maleme 4500 8 00¢

Mangwe 3000 5000 8 450

Marandefias 14 056

Matobo 5 000

Wesiobo-Mavabeni 12 050 4350
Maveni 4524 (2772 adults)

Mawabeni 3500

Mazog 24 248

Mrewa 20 000

Wtoka 8420

Nyati J961 (adults)

Salishury 12411

Selukwa 13 500

Tul 2010 2000 2000 3500
Urtah 7993 23800

Umzingwani 5 000 5961

Victori 2080 22395

Note:These figures were omitted from the lollowing tables because of the lack of Agures
from Mashonaiand after 1895 and because of the complicated bounrdary changes that took
Place during this pertod.



Table Il
GOROMONZI-SALISBURY

L Gach Mono Poy Alar Torw Marive Chid ChiF ToiCht Totind DomA! Fioth! Ao L AL ™
1900 13856

1901 12 684

1902 132%

903 BRr

104C i 5604 602 219 140 15095 o

1904

1905 15947

1908 198¢ e 4532 6M0 16062

L H 14m 2686 4410 6715 15689

1908 1884 26: 409 673 1515

1909 1986 2705 4425 6762 1568

1WH0E 1 151

190 16533 250 14142 222 02
19

91 17120 0 nt
"2 17662 bl uam 241 535
1913 19600 34 15000 3308 619
1994 19605 k3L 6789 ansg 211
1915

194§ 18 704 2061 119 256 18T 2067 1@
w? 19043 3255 16 030 068 3200
118 19960 343 BT 3062 3200
1919 18658 3534 15025 3533 35
1920 19448 4066 1502 3510 40%
21 283t 2107 Ha e pssy eay

o 19128 7000 58T i58S4 3283 SOM
w2 19740 O 3400 250

Woss: 1988-1. calculased o 3 perut. 1983: ulc-lmdf"lallzperut 19 ondy slight increass becauss of cmigestion. 1997 says that there is 1 slight incresse because of mimigration from Mazoe
Tbun see figures). HHGE: no vilinge cound, used tax regi Intion. 1954: Clabnn shere was & caseful cenens. [916: population down by 2891 because of redoced etimate by ANC Salisbury
Town, 1922; chuims figuec i down on 1921 bmuumvuxulyﬂmdmsmwm

Comment. 2pan from a bit of UAL up 1o 19104137 recarded for thal year only) the Districl consisied of reserves, slienated lund, small mines and Salisbury Town, Poblished figures fog 1904, 1913
and 1920 give 19 46, 28 576 and 18 B37, reapeaiively, so obviovily il depended very much on the NC of the day whether the town and urban figures were included, and wherher domiciled abien, floating alien
or indigenous own and mine workess were included. As can be sen, frequently the NC assured that the fown and mine figures he had represenicd Miens,

HOV3a 'N'Q
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Table HI

SOUTH MAZOE-MAZOE
Yar Bk Mow Foy Aot TolW  MariWe  Chid CheF Totcnd Toswd  Domdl  Fitd) Alang Res [y AL ™
1900 8300
it ] 3, ]
e 9307 m
1983 104528
004E T Y. B L. L - LIRT e
1904
1908
1908
197
1908 11000 900 1600
908 11 18 4500
1910 7o 5500
G 1680 a9 e ]
wme
"W
192 12 200
w1 1300 5502 0 28
194 9200 1350 3500 5410 0 P11
111 10627 110 L3 - k1! ] 2148 5000
1918 0 4100 [RL] 1100 2050 40
w7 %0 4500 55X 10 T 4500
e 7% 4525 BT} 52 170 4528
L it ] §2% S84 TX0 k-] 17 524
e G 45 21 500 11113 4627
e 11N 1in L] e LE 12018
" 12400 7100 5300
" 12 900 400 7500 5 400

Nowes: 1990 figwre fromm 447 per et [992-3: increane from remigranion. 1#11: people nod counsed for censms. 1911 cenaus ishen™ [T ndigenous emigrating 50 other Disicis. but downcled alien
figuee wp ewhwee they must how pay i aiver 1 monsha” sesidence imiead of 6. IHD: b eacerd deativ by 132 11000, | 000 more men, women and childven regisiered. 1919 a1 {or 1918, 1921 domiciled
e Mhcsting aliews sousd 19 900 wem, 2 400 women wnd children, From die oonaus, previous repons. were underestinades, i 3,55 adult mate wapayers gives tod low a figere. 1913 il tliews sotsd 19 000 men
] 2 400 wmnrm amd chailden.

Cowmnens: the indigenous Tigure for 191314 is p ly due 10 the introduction of the 1.3 figure. As in Goromonzi, the NC was never complete] istew in ding 1he atien popelaii

¥ ¥ PP
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Table IV

MREWA

Yow Bach Mong FPoly At Toe MariWo  TofAdut  Chid CnF TolChd Tolind Abang Ras AL+ TH

1300 1000

1901 112000

1902

1903 1350 2625 4343 4992 13300

MG 2089 4160 4485 3373 i} 15753 1

T4

905

1906 1741 2939 4620 ki :) Ll )

1907 1842 2985 4 708 9513 19089

1908 20 400

1908 a1

1910€ 21882

1810 22055

1911

19IL 1359 5855 5541 29M

1912 2159 3549 5708 SE55 1133 23855

1913 1306 1537 5742 2101 9 24081 g

1914 135 kYLV4 5058 %2% L] 2% 2

1915 2404 1305 i 609 12 268 21518 21578 2

1916 141 3902 6241 zn? 12 269 *

917 1460 4001 6080 29 13 22903 43

918 108 (34 6007 2028 pal 2

1419 1408 4064 £003 22960 nan? LX)

1920 3161 24% 1123 L3> ] 237% 2516 214

i ale am 2406 (B Fa3 §1% 11 504 23940

191 1M 380 1114 5340 2356 2 M2 126

bt 2050 am 1052 5415 2316 &) 490 kil
Notes: 1990 saok sverage per bt in different villages 1991 same method. L90): tax regisier now oofmplets. La year bad 3000 d men, but lculased on wverage per village.

1910: as nearly scoutast or povsible with the method sdoped. 1915: reduction by 4 641 because 1.5 figure used. 1936 thinks the increase Wit more than this. 1917 underestimate bocause of exira

1923; emigration o other Diistricts, mill calculxied on 3.5, would be 3 000 more if resd census ahen.

Comment. the pre- 1905 Tigures s protaiiy biued on taxpeyers plus NC'y pwn method of calculuing chiddren.

HJ¥38 'N'd



Table V

MARANDELLAS

Yoo Bach Moo Foly Ay Tomd arie e Toof Crad =" 4 Tortnd Toure A s Lokt A "]
1900 1) 2M 14

"N 14N

1902

1900 14N

1904C 28T k1 1512 n k1 ng 13461 L]

1905

1904 133 687 1350

1907 14 687

1508 13359

1909 15

19106 15 500

1910 L ]< 4 5 1708 161 T E 3
11

e Wi L] LEat J

w2 18818 10 15008 M 1M1 wy
1913 1929 & 18 25 143 | ] -4
1914 197 ] LR, ) T3 il L
1915 20 440 19574 L] -]
1916 21854 21007 ns n
1917 2144 »  2m L

1918 <3113 o 214 901

1919 22900 w0 290 ko

1520 x28 M8 140

WG 29 2 e 408 1558 X2

19021 i ] M5 1513
1922 b ) F- ¥ 190

Notes: 199=. desibed byeakds bry chicth athy st R of prbcaple o st i e ad ever quine 4. 1903, 1904, 1913, 1904 i purdy dwt 1928 wok mpies frmm villages

A woried W ot o i bunis. 1921: ol ornae figures. 193E-T: “targe’ mqandmuumw—nﬂuum

TAHAYHOOW3O NYIMEYENIZ
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Table VI

HARTLEY

Yer Dach Momo Aoy Al Yo Mt AN [~ 3 ToakCh  Taind  DomWé o Aorg L™ AL AL ™
1900

1001

e

1903 5000

1904 1150 1967 1827 ¥ 1924 3] [+, 119
1904
1905
1908 6M6 3000
1907 900 4000
1904 2] 6000
1908 8500 850
1900E 19000 10000

%o 960 9100 0
Wi
wne 9626 10.G00
12 4500 2000
w3l as7 s T T W 3ese
1914 10829 2820 5563 10421 T ™ 260
mi BE13 ER0] 4908 3323 1t 2% oy
1918 o816 4028 1ap L1 1142 75N
m? LEH) 4613 $335 MR 230 1M
191 L1 ) 7028 8500 1061 818
e 937 8210 8157 145 30N
1920 L1 [ 3/4] [F.-] 190 5203
we 1, M0 1823 44n #is2
" 15544 9152 a7 1144 6682
il -4 9366 L3 ] 27 e

Notex: 1904: i becimie of i from Mazoe and Sakisbury. 1915: decrense because of new compilation (3,5). E17: decresse beciuse paople moving jo ather disiricts for better wages.

1978: decrease bocawse mvines cloring und 798 people shified to Charer.,

Commens: 19108 aed 1921 figwres obviousty nclude alicas on mincs for ‘indigerous’. From 1913 shers is confusion of the figares becmse sliens working on fanme are combined with indigenous on

the same calcpory of tand,

AHIYHDOMIO NYImavawiz
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Table VIl

LOMAGUNDI

Your Sach Moy Paly Ao Totald  Marrio TotaF oM ohF ToxCnd Toing Adiors "] AL Al ™
1900 22000
1901
1902
1903 7000 $000 14000 . 34
190G 15 S1m o 4259 554 19807 L] 115%
1004
wos 20452
s 2155

20088
17 32083
1908 3400
1008 2} aon
1HDE 0
1o 0N 25 740 500 150
mic oo 17035 9100 w
m
w2 000 17 500 § 400 1000
ms NS THO 2400 1192 108
14 nar T ner EE ] 1000
s T 1113 Tan M0 2 111
0 31670 1278 R 1] 1985 1518 1208
w? niAn 1000 1z 1802 21M 1000
"y nsR 12000 18000 20 00
W Ik 15000 13 600 200 1000
-] -2 151% 127 2408 150
e B0 ] 9 151 15 205 4“5
1" MR Ly ] "3 5N 1500
e 3000 17500 12000 3500 2000

Nosrd: 1900 13 000 bmclades & 000 o tee Zambezi, 1906: nchudes K e veb-Dinrict. | due 10 ne-isigration from NER. Extimate based on 3 childnm per masried womas, regarded as

tow, 199%-where mawhers aonally coumed, 3.5 pir £1 collected i right. w”qizzcl?prmwawlID-ll.lpummmﬂmqln-!.lpummmm
bt Firwwr have move than 2-3 wives compand with previos years. 1908 réers 10 *usual Susomatic estimate” bol is at-counting ealire villages, hopes 00 Rave reliable comus i fonare. FIEY: N 3377 NC
Simoia to SN 3 Pels. 1919, st conating s Siovols sul-division shows real o is 4 achelt ke B weits, 9 counted in 1911, if 3.5 figare is weed tdhes whole COwTY is dndrii by 100000, Also fe
Fornales than majes: achult makis 2 713, adubt femates 1500, malke childeen 2 753, female childron 2 87 for Simoia diviskon. Sitediion. simitar for emine district in 1911,

Comment very imgular figums 10 1914, sybscquent drop probabily o 6 1.5 Sysiesn,

HOY3g N 'O
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Table X

MTOKO
Yowr Bach Moro Fowy Al Toud Merp O CHiF ToeCtd Totng PEA A L UAL w
1900 14500
1901 1145
%R
1903 17 154
1904C 1R 43 5348 kL] 3764 17 056
1904
1205 17 506 1
1906 7 847
1967 1516 azm 5478 8477 10
1908 1 646 3406 a2 9360 024
1909 174 341 L1k 10482 21685
15106 21650 ]
1810 1998 3457 6059 9610 21124
1w 1967 3720 65290 970 a7
m2 2016 3900 6177 0M3 g 1t
133 1308 387 5757 Hm
1914 269 158 4297 6900 24472
1545 24563 81
1916 2175 13
1547 25 585 625 17 o dad 1t 17
1918 2116 B3s2 14 176 11 16 4
Rl:1b] 32200 505¢ 15776 16375 43
1920 Nnes 50 205% 11350 66
il 485 an? 983 4840 14 862 k-3.7r) 21 15 ) 878
1921 k]3] 52
1822 fc] 21 4 424 1121

Nower: ¥ taken from mn average of vitlages. 1903 taken from popubation per chicf, 1996: 100k 1903 and sllawed 1 percent increase. 1998: incresse inctudes 5-6-000 from FEA. 1969: more people
retyming o Dmtric. 1911- 21 census, estimated 1933 away 8 work

Coammment: the man big wcrense was from PEA people from §917, eventually domiciled.
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Table XF
INYANGA

Your Bach Mone Poiy ARy Tom Marto  Tothot  ChM COniF ToiCw  Toling PEA Ay AL Al

1900 12400

1 1

102 28

1003 204

HC wn 1849 5472 20 3145 18 408

o

1005

1906 2505 2408 b2 -4 a0

wor 9800 6200 16100

1900 10000 00 18000

1900 L) 1148 F4 -44 4140 5% " 738 17000 -

1910E 17800 ;

141 17 700 th 5700 10200
1" 17 000

wmc

w2 4303 170 3300 1000 13000
1913 17000 1500 1500 12000
e 17000 2500 1200 120
15 LY ] b I44 27
18 [LE 2™ s 1?21
197 18574 am 4105 -1
e 1759 S8 T 425 e
s 2208 1454 45 10644
e 29 4107 2096 107
me b ] 2150 912 Sox nm 23458 198 4547 11565
1 M08

1922 23540 4866 Toey L <]

Notes: 1998=1:31.4 per hul. 1993: 1902 tax was £2 470 104, for |2 BET. 30 4 941 paid 10y, 50 adult males 4 94 = 36 per cent, seems unwaural, many women and children, disirict healdvy, 30 | xssurme
emalc taxpayers are 25 pet cont and rhise by 4. Inchades 1084 Katerere people incheded for the firsl time, feal increase 9 333 because underesiimated lasi year. 1906 mnypenpleﬂedml’ﬁ.\wumm
199 4 1 dkmabe soleena and 2192 exira female toliens issurd, 50 4 364 marmied dygamy(?).4 14D inws 2 192 = | S48, esth | M8 are ied 30 B0 bachelorn. Childen
I’lldmlmn*wpuhmummgsofm.msmmrsumulnﬂmmmdbefm LY &t 3, 5x made tanpayers would have Y5 960 bot this is low 50 1 give 17 000, 50 per cent down o [ast
year, 1914; can't pet figures down to 3.5, would be 16 170, 3o cstimate 17000, 1915: took 1914 and “naveral iecrease”. Infant monadiny S0—60 per cent. 1917: usthg 1.5, 1918; refugees from PEA. 1989 PEA

people now coursied. 1921: bost 492 10 Rusape, and 50 families retumed 10 PEA, but 50 ndtividoals i from PEA. 1922: SN Umiali noses that NC made eavor in 1921, increase was 462, pot 1 097, Some PEA
refugees in Micko moved ine Inyanga.

Carpwens: the NC's habit of eatimating i round members before conforming o the 3,5 ratic in 197, wtificially swppressing whar he thought the: resl fiperes shoukd be, gives & very *fim* profide op
tan. imwmedistely sferwands the PEA people added conracierahly to she popualation,
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Table X1I
MAKONI-RUSAPE

Yow [ ] Moo Aoy Aiarr ToM  MaWo  Owld CF TolcW Taind Aes [T} M ™
1900 18-20000

1800 1820000

902

1903 20000

19048 EE 5 190 ity 1047 4064 17502

1004

1905

1908 19600

1907 21500

1508 2000

1908 20 I 5415 450 ™ 20483

1910E 21000

%10 2m 805 5375 [} i 004 e 5812

1MIc

Wi 200 IS 5375 4490 443 0704

"2 2254 KT <] 5229 1 T 16200 450

w3 200 1570 520 5
194 ¥ Y e 29 [
ws F-1 N} 00 1] [
1 F<¥ ST -] M 020 ™
w? W0 XM L) 4200 00
198 am

wis %170

10 a2 a5 4900 120
whe M0 410 105 (1] 17N A

it ] a¥e B i3 4500 1w
a2 a0 DN » 450 1%
Notra: 1909 n-~popuiation ratics berween 1.3 and 1.9. 1999; conmplesc censvs it November. 1989 cenmes is D 1920: many immigrants from bvyanga and elaewiere. 2L ceneus showed dhat

rh pway o work kad botw wederentionaied. 231 prasnferned from Umaali i Makoms.
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Table X1t

UMTAL]
Year  Bach oo Poly AT AD Toms Marr¥o To O CniF TolCr Tty Adpert [ ] ual Al T
1900 15768
il 17424 500
1902
W 4500
19040 I 4797 ) 25 bL ] 14353 o 1827
4
1905
1906 1622 190 544 L3, ] 17 08D
17 19955
e 2108
190§ 2 10 340 2000 10295
1H0E 23 %0
w 22661 297 523 250 7200 150 11500 130
9Ie 23100 70 3500 5 768 S48 18450
i
912 22% amn 5585 5850 TE 19100 T100 1100 10900
Wiy 2400 e 5800 10 20060 6900 %50 10 500 1700
e 2% i ] Tms 175 2000
%5
9 257 Ll 1080 11 044 kL4
w7 nn 3500 13w 50 10000 3500
;L) 230 3560 1249 550 I
19 23581 4000 13100 620 L.
1920 237 425 130 630 455
MWRAC I 6 28 S8 Ll | nnr o EM 130
et 2418 13082 L LL
e uTe 4000 N2 0 e

Notes: Y901 vatio of Iepts W puople is 3,997, FOAY: imnigration from PEA. 198 children's fipures peesses, mest from o regicter. 208 sl dows, deaths s emigraton w0 FEA. IFLL fiperes down
bocpme pomad comt wndevtajien. F921: 231 meoved b0 Runape.

Cammm: dors wot inchede Uwnisl wben or detsiled mine figers.
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Tabie XV
GUTY

Yowr Bach Mono Poly Aligr Toe Marro TotF Chind CiiF Tt Tt Adres L] [t AL
1900 nne

195

e

1903

e 5008 THS 6% 5468 6063 22910

1904

1905

1906 29 566

1907 2556 447 7267 $000 16X 31500

10 2867 475 6964 B35S 8500 R 500

1909 2400

19106 0350

1810 #0500 3% 00 1550 23%0
1911C

L 13] 705

o2 370

1912 3100 31250 4100 27%
1914 38 300 kIR . ] 4125 20
1915 20170 260 4 450 2500
196 RS 24908 L) 5 1166
1912 34545 296 5613 3406
1918 3] 260 5813 38
1919 3 050 26 BT 5837 3546
1820 32 047 08 315¢ 47
Bne 4903 I 137 fat 156 ene
1921 nHY 6475 2m 3483
82 ano7e %7% 44 am

L] sdered * bed %0 figure. 1914: thinks Inst year L d, 30 allowed only slight i chan | par cem.

Noees: 1998 'fsmales. 1918 border shift wide Vicsoria 1913;
1915 sesduction becasse of new counting methad, but 440 people: &

why in Chilimanzi mchaded. 1’l?umwmmwymmmwoummmmnm
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Table XVI
CHILIMANZ1

Yawr Bxch Mono Foly  ARMar AB Toom MarWe TotF  TotAouk ot ChiF ToiCh  Totind Abons Res LAL AL ™
1900 . 7500-9000

1901 3000 T000-8000

1902 )

1903 9250

1904C 1609 2846 27N 15697 23 a3z

1504 ’

1905

1906 14000

1907 1306 1514 243 2572 2820 10750

1908 1278 17223 2521 615 2882 1000

1903 1500

1910€ 13000

1910 16419 Al 1640 3650 5200

g 13 556

1911 14 000

1912 14 5 WERS 3830

1913 16370 B 11979 430 ]
1ht4 16892 259 12 202 4ad it}
915 14333 Ba2 1308 3565 €42
1916 4918 3458 8837 17213 98 12 380 200 4221 230
1917 5055 3543 905 17 652 1706 13480 4212 1706
1918 5254 3709 Q4% 13389 118 13000 950 4438 1163
1915 5275 31551 95M 18 462 t 165 1330 100 4162 1165
1920 5540 360 1hs 18390 1026 13500 3000 2850 1026
19210 292 1968 & A636 10333 1958 1836

1w 562 35249 10 566 19873 12672 4500 27K 183
1922 5687 isn 0690 19914 1568 12703 4508 273 1563

Mowes V908 1 526 tans. Many Ned because ol 1R 1ing woare 1981 2 42% huts No censns, 1904 00 peaple on Cemiral Fustes iransterred tromn Guelo, F918 weecase because pan of Vvl
wanslermed 1902 thwks WXFwere absent al work in 1911, Niscensus. regrviers oy pive male laapayers and marmied women, children i rough cotimate. FIEY: penple move i from Yioiena becauss of Privale

% s Ecinance 190 Falcow Mine increases population
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Table XVi{

NDANGA (INCLUDING BIKITA TO 1509}
Yowr Bach o Poiy ARy Toim  arivo W Chid ChwF ToCnd Totnd Res AL AL
190G
Hn 52 000
190¢
1903 60000
1904 Lo 14238 14993 15473 16305 Bt 009
1904
1905
1908
1907 67000
1908 64 000
1908 1 200
WHE 72 000
1910 £y 1178 9508 1 200 25548 4717
191 4240 8954 447 1250 1 AT 429
whe
1912
1913 43830 a0 A507 265
1914 k] 0082 7660 14
1915 N 2647 4596 507
1916 N 6 146 L i) 592
m? 25 486 23944 4950 582
1918 0624 25154 4 960 510
1913 29578 24068 4960 52
1920 27912 23388 3962 o
151C 4 3000 961 209 15162 28 567
1921 nra 2675 4410 575
922 27 25042 2 166 ns

Mores: 19812 13768 huas. 1983 rapid increase noied, smadlpox and dysentery not so deadly as thought. 1906: increase of 2 500, fewer polygamists and married
enrnwives o NMs, mmmﬂmkuﬂ'mmw 197 nmdwmllpby2892mdpd}mmsbrm 1908: ditko. 539 fowr married women and married men up by 602. ISlMamemnglsluul

0 goso work. 190%: fewer ed ded b Abefore. 1910: belicves lasi year's kingon 3,5 now{NE }. Bikitarocal no lomgy luded
191 2: 28 villages moved s Bikita, 3o only 206 up, bud [ 74 more polygamisis. 1913: reduced because of drowght and famine — deaths, fesrer binhy, registrmion hampered. 1914: reduction because pan of
the Disrict irsnsfemed s Yicioria, 1948: reduction bocause now calcwlaiing from taxpaying makes, isfast monality 60 per cent. 1916: | 450 translenved 1o Bikita,

Commeni: this. the mos popubous disirict before V910, suffered a repested serics of reductions. From 1910 the NC was cakulming 3. 5x male tixpay Fcable women. and did so untid 1915, Famene.

bovder shifts amd the "véva” accounted for moct of the rest
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Table XVIii

BIKITA
Yo Ouh Mono Py ARler  MarWo Wa TotChe Totnd Aas UAL AL ™
MG 1860 1350 4463 0 1749 nne
wnc
v 2on 304 4202 650 19% 1 %80
1912
1943 19 12 661 12532
1914 X005 11067 1273
wms a7 10178 0119
1918 2051 12206 10735
97 a7 14625 10582
s HH0 17796 M4
191% 259 18830 4115 424 200
1920 25399
1G22 552 15295 27 44
wh 1% F-ali 0m3 2508 1500
1922 28 794 RHE 2208 2510 1500

Notet 1919 niarts on 5.3 male tanpayers and lacabke wives, P18 iransfens from Ndanga.

£ ommens aldbimph vesessed ae 2 separaie Distrwct from 00, o wan in (ect ryn by the NC Ndanga, and hia comments on general faciors apply theoughow.
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Tahle XiX

VICTORA
Yaar Rach Moo Poly  Aikdar AB ToM  MaWo  ChoM ChE Tolch  Totng  Akns Aes AL AL ™
1960
1901 23955
1902
1802 38600
1940 264 383 (1670 7387 8td9 TG 171
1904
1905
1908 33000
1907
1908
1808 10450 43000
19106 7 000
1910 32300 15250 219 8100 #0
1911 31000
1911C * .
1812 6300 21 500 14200 arse - 7600 50
1913 31582 L7 T BT 4950
1914 35455 22569 1750 9450 1700
N5 k.30 24000 L 9620 185
1916 ; 36374 24200 w4y 9640 2194
1917 36 500 24400 400 9700 2000
1918 36000 24400 00 80 2000
919 7000 24,800 20 9300 200
1920 37 16500 (171 9800 2000
181G 44m 4076 2147 F415 15 45 35 1%
1921 B 19 450 rorr 10 360 2035
1922 40 292 20346 123 10674 207

Noies: 1906 based on 1904 census. 1939 ceduction because of bordet changes with Chilimanzi and Guts, 193 1: 5Ciual cownt M censws using wouched sticks carried by NMs, 1914; increase beeause of
transfer of penple frn Mdangs. 1921 reat hinhrate ot & pown.
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Table XX

CHIBI
Yowr Bach Mong Poly Al Told  Mario Ol Chr ToChr  Toind  Adens Res AL AL
1900
1901 20988
1902
1903
104 4T BH16 T2 5678 00 2 a
04
105 8180
1906 30 500
1907 37200
1908 el
1909 41000
1940E 000
1910 225 600 4075 550
1911 29400
|G
1912 43z 26 990 2988 1434
LTk ] 205 2715 e "
1914 o0 2189 233 i<l
1915 31100 127 900 2600 1600
ki3 3200 28650 270 850
1917 33000 29520 2800 680
HH nEko 26050 5000 2250
1919 30 6487 IMs 2312
1920 X607 b 3597 2564
92 e 44 12 820 LRl R ]
1921 e %07 I6M 2200
1922 2714 26514 I 2500

Nowes 1991 2429 hurs. 196 increase in spite of very high infani moetalsy because of more births. 19O clais dhan increase is 3 700, 1911 says that the actual increase between 1904 and 1911,
3371 wniong the tax register. {913: decrease 11due so emigeation 1o orher Districts, nd fumine killing obd people and reducing births 1316 some immigraicn from Victorsa, but emigration 1o PEA and Transvaal.
9Ly now using 35w male tanpayers. 1922 Chibi and Nuanetsi sub-divisions have 22 872 and 9 B42, respectively.

{ rimment the agoption of the 3.5 ratio in 1919 20d ihe disappearance of figures w ind housands was dur to the retirement of NC Forrestall, who had ruled the district since 1897.
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Table XXI

BULILIMA-MANGWE
Yoo Basch  AMoc  Foy A A TaW  Mamw G OMF TeGw oo DonW R Aw Rl UK A

1900

1901

1902 40

1903 & 355 31408

1904 »mM

19040 12575

1905

1906

1907 2500

1908 43000

19608 43500

1910 44 500 h-3-2r4 THY 058

1911

131G 15485

1912 36 667 24 628 1T 025

1913 »m 25 200 1 808 ym

1914 45067 2824 503 15606

95 a9 28000 5400 15574

1916 42 554 56 11182 276! Bs57s

1917 43149 £ ki3 <] 2450 3743

1318 41840 ) e 1495 560

e 42 000 » ’he [x1] 5420

1920 42234 M ITIE T 3%

1921 215 65 w0 600 4300

1921C 4 992 4590 2097 §no 21260 42 43

192 41300 -3 naas &0 4200
Mates' L'W0-1: 60 census, bwt up because of inmigracion from Bech Jand? 1984: counted half of Chiel Mazwi's villages and made an esimaied for she nect. FE: emigranon o BP. |99 2 lew

emigemed 16 BP. ($18: 4 600 due to be d 10 the new Bulgwayo and N dlovu districes. F9LY: only 2 small increase because of the border change with Nyamandlovy. 1994: 12 000 up. but not

areal NC dowbed p i and onade & mont accurme coun whike Laz-collecting, Many more live outside the reserve than was thought 33 07% vaccinations. Many away a2 work, 1915:

sy death from malaria. 1926: rxod 1.3 ratio — Tast year was 47 1920 the comrus was very yseful. and have aliowed for some screase and devreases ance then

0L
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Tabie XXII

MATOBO
Yo Bach Morg Poly Aty TolCn Totnd Aligets Fes AL AL ™
1900
190
1902 A6
1R 24688
1904 2% 560
19045 25007
1905
1906
1907 25900
1508 26 300
] 2 600
W 2000 kL. 1 1658 12715 %0
911C 21433
19 2500
1912 1763% 5650 k] 9954 5%
19ty 17114 & 761 1200 5950 «n
1914 11m3 T43% 518 Teea 50
1% 16 887 12} 7480 1548 7600 24
1918 17 000 500 7600 1700 700 a0
$7 17 350 50 9000 850 7500 50
1910 17 700 30 9160 950 7620 80
e
1920 18500 20 800 3200 5600 150
[} -4] 2505 2158 e am 99% 1930 0
4] 19380 10 050 350 5630 200
we 9800 iy ] 10290 3560 5800 ]
Notes: 1996 mymvﬂsﬁw{m-ﬁpwplemﬁemdlom L997: has been a sicady exodus since the 1896 rising, people moving from hills 10 lower country. 1969: popalation bas risen,
bt thy d ) from farrna end young Men going 1o dhe mincs. 1918: two chiefs and their peoplc gone to Belingwe and Gwanda. Previous population stighily averestimased 1912 one

ﬁfﬂdhdlmmﬁm»&m.dwmdmmnmm 1913; using che 3.5 ratio 3 0% gone 10 Gwanda and Urizing 1914=18: de due ¥o removal from farms,

Copwment: the District staned off the twentieth century with an sbaormally high population because 5o many peophe had moved there dering the §B96 rising. But sarky npons in the 19005 stake tha) two
xirds of the population were Jocad Nyubi, not Ndebele.
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Table XXII

UMZINGWANI

Yo Bach Aiono Poly Mt ToiChl  Totnd Al FRas it A ™
1900

¥

1902

1903

19040, 812y

1965

1806

1907

1908 4000

1809 8500

wmo & 1 569 100 s 000 LY
191G 12513

191 6300

1912 53 0% ] 740 GG
93 g512 154 » 79 %
194 3000 100 n 7596 2
1915 o8 140 k) 7435 ns
1916 bl 1] ] LY T ]
197 8306 0 50 7861 k14
1510 8640 -] 168 T8 54
Wiy L1 %0 50 8245 500
1920 8536 w0 n a0%0 365
wA1e 1004 1038 184 1448 431 aon

1w LI H 300 . 56 acn 500
1822 3000 0 ] a4 400

Mores: from 1902 10 1907 past of Insiza. 1912: increase because pan of Matobo and Insiza (rmsferred. 1913; increase because of wmigration. 1914: decrease because of moves to other Districts and
the clogure of mimes. E9135: decrease bocause of moves W other Disinicts, though dliens up by 41, because many domiciled aliens from other Disimicts now registered bere. 1920 non-1axpaying alkehs sow
inchaded. byt 300 moved to other Disricts snd the Bushtick mine closed.

Comment: 1911C inchudes Bulswayns Town.
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Table XXIV

INSEZA
Yaar Bact: Mong Poly AR ToiM Marro TotChi Totind Abare Rz ol AL ™
1500
1301
902 205 15 868
1903 288 16827
19045 7145
1904 2 17096
1308 17 500
1906 225 668 5425 18 500
1907 2168 =] 6970 18600
1508 12820 “5
1909 11661
1910 5000 00 2000 12 160 600
L 11 16 48
191 500
AF1H 1313
1913 13497 1000 400 2358 ™
194 1208 T2 2584 .50 4
1915 13776 m - ] kFir] [ B i) %7
1918 14 061 Wt 399 1] 1542
1917 14 500 10t 0N L} 1134
Wi 14585 L s4s2 14000
199 “oe 1 4o amd 11000
w2 15197 160 4088 L1 ] 1300
1910 1751 178 w 2008 $000 12676
1w 15000 12003 4000 7568 m
oz 17 000 2000 4500 AG00 2500

Noves 1901 increase,

ermagration Trom e THsirict, bul MONe sYMIErEron. 80 $here is & rise with astural screase —

1, becmuse of sddition of Umzing

i. 3 200 huws. 1983: very healthy yess. 1998 some:
and other Dvatricis. Rewt of disrict up by 244 becasse youthe now Laxsble, EPLI: decreast of | 111 because count iaken with cae, Last year was merely

don |12 orver

bet Umzingwani scparated. 1912: bost 633 mxpaying mates to Gwelo

bart 19x i wp 80 popuk inwp, 19LT: gl

but il #

429 1920: 12T famikien emigrased, mostly ko Belimgws,
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Tabile XXV
BUBI
Yo Bxh Mo Py A AR Tl  savil TaF Al Colt F Talnd Talw  Aow L 11 L3 ™
-
L o
g -1 -]
) am
1H04C -1 |
1 2 LB ] 451% 4 [1--] am 1.
1908 N
10 1t S0 2o
1907 000
18 00 [ 5 .. ] I
1908 Fah
1940 ¥ -] RE ] w0 0y "m
wie
191t
"2 2
19 -3 420 THE 028 0n
1914 F-3 1] 10208 1 a5 bt ol
ms s 1430 n [AF-- ] 1578 5580 ™=
L 11 ] 14600 1083 1203 1585 1%~ Y ]
mwr 5 800 1 00 127 11 LRy o N ]
1918 19 445 &50 13TH 113 S50 [
e Hin 1400 [ £+ ] Y 15t 1% 10
10 nmr 1 T WER 100
G258 oM &1 1% 145 b1 3}
il 4] %0 160 TR0 132 1 500
e 7 400 e 1500 1) M4t EE 3]
Notes. for 1990 and (912 she following exira figures we grven:
Reserve AL AL
- w h - - ch L] - ok
1910 [ ¥ A 2655 440 m 413 3 200 21 .37 L]
1912 250 1 a0 6 500 w2 50 | oo 151 | 0% Mo

1901: Bubi and Bubrenryo-Siitol Disoices merged o form Bubn 1992: s NC caloulmies 238 524 0n £ 457 e, sning 4 pet bt sooeead of 3as brdore 1908 desth rpse 115 par 1 000 1918 aciult death
rate 3.1 per | 000, 1911: immagration from cther Disoric. 1913 now wung 3.5 1906 ncrease 1 008 mchacng 3E1 abuens 191%: [ast year's figure an anderesiongie® Wew NC ongpemn s real macresss
192 1 000 man. women wd children on maes (921 cmtisws bed 10 more accursde count {11 1923: slan popeletaon acrw cownmed in ol

Commen twh) big dachomes, Ot Gl by sy of Ny dicve and Bukewayo w1910, o oawet by thet adoptn of the 5% o

ri
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Table XXVI

NYAMANDLOVU
Yo Bach oo Foly Towd Mare  Toukoe Tornt T Al R Ly Al 1}
1940 1" F- | k. ] 28 | 31 ]
G
191
1912 3m 220 017 11 500 . | 185 1450 9000 -1
1913 1458 2375 182 T n Fe-1ic) ™ ‘o5 m
1914 12150 25m a0 540 x
1915 1220 20 w00 "9 x
1915 12 200 2900 1000 1om 0
1n? 12 280 S840 110 5250
19s 11 080 50 k1] 00 o
1919 12000 HL 100 500 0
192 12200 luwm 1180 LAl 0
1910 1000 1450 m 2 na EERE
1321 12 500 1800 110 Mo L)
1922 13 LT 1300 T o

Notes, 1918 ctented ondl of Brwbs ate) Bualubwmes - Masgrwe. B 616 w saing 10 g9 40 Butw. 1935 bt malans. 1917, emugraoon o oty dutrcn PR st 10D Hom Ly dust 0 aflaties st sevs
1o odver Districty. 1922: ANC Gy grves move socwnue figare for reaerve,

Commens protmbly sianed by wiang 3.5 v,
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Table XXVII

BULAWAYO
Yoar Bach o Poly Moo Tolonid Toting st DamAl  OomAf Flowd! AL Al ™
o 6280 1 600 1200 6290 2000
191¢
1911
1912 LL. R 4241 417
1913 Sp66 » 4250 1874
914 LT % e 124
191% S600 » 3802 1R
1916 LT 1] L 1%0 1870
1817 5245 L1 a1 1900
1918 5280 50 4250 1540
1919 12000 1500 E 4260 7540
(] 11 <] A 300 253
194G L] 849 kL Tob tei I 448
1901 7465 1% 435 3100
102 T8 ] 4400 2950

Notes: 191 cressed owl of Bubi, Bulitima-Mangwe and Umzingwani. £911-12: no change,

1914: Bal

war 3 661, Poople movisg Lo reserves in

Tlonimg Wi _
oihet distsicts. 1914: decrease becawse of maves w0 other Districis, fewer aliens. §917: same 15 1916, Old Nick mine closed. 1948: |mmmﬁmsmplyum uﬂwm&mm
iciled. 1922: ¢ becsiie d

counsed. 1% 4 000 indigencus from other Districts in Belawayo, | 500 Noging alicns. 1970-21: incresse bocause more floariag sliens sow d

Commen: the usual wwban confision.

d aliens havee befi.
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Table XXVIII

WANKIE
Yo Bactr Mono Poly Mo ToChi Toind Algrrs Res AL AL ™
196
1901
1908
%53
19045 S840
1904
1906
1908
wo? 4252 500
1908 4700
1509 4 0
"®o 5586 ¥ L33 na a1’
wic 6563
wn
ik 55% 5000 176 0
w3 5700 5000 150 550
" 5500 356 S0 269 356
"5 4750 4150 0 %40
1915 48707 4100 200 n
1?7 510 1170 3050 20 6%
1] 508 138 o 0 L=
1019 50 2000 1568 1111 *®5 29004
-] 9427 2000 182 6562 o] 290t
Lo 1148 1004 555 288 56 149
L4 152 29500 5188 1% %7
we 12086 s 5455 598

" Inchudes alivna?
* Figune wchades 900 mdigencus and 2 000 aliens.

* Figare includes 228 indigenous amd 621 sliens.
' Figuer mcludes 950 indigenous wnd 2 000 sbient.

Noves: 194; wnmigrdion fom NWR, 19T mmmmmmnm-lz.nmnwo.qwl.mmwmawmumnwmuummsr NR

vl other dimricis, 50 200 up. T914: (917 esthmate a0t far o — tan drive, Rewr
Scrm santhedd, vary high imfaet seortality. 19UE: ncresse due w0 domiciled aliens, 42T deathe, 300 of e &
civenied. P21 : conmt very thanugh, el Aossing alicas not counted.

becamse Seb

1919 big i

17 some
mkmmm!mmm“
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Table XXIX

SEBUNGWE-GOKWE
Your Bach Monc Poiy AR Tk ToiChi Totind Abprty Res LIAL AL
1900
Hn 12892
1902 2980 7am
1903 14005
1904 21211
1904 21208
1908
1008
wr
1900 2450
1900
190
"we 25 560
1t 25 800
1912 2en ¥ 21980 S
1943 16834 16 242 ]
W4 24300 25380 %0
1915 19837 19187 8
1914 1§ 0d1 19 %62 54
w7 10944 280 6 883 17
1918 20300 1% 3L 16919 2o
1919 BE1 2 iz 13 051 24
1920 17379 v M 13 695 2%
1921 19 118 122 412 7603 17 283
r92¢ 18056 k] 538 14 260 )
19022 131968 50 3565 14 401 200

Noves: 1991 Sebungwe sub-tivision 8 232, 1339 huts, Mafungabusi divisiond 460, 1612 wets. 1962: Sebungwe sub-division 10 | 20, 1339 hues, Mafungebuti rab-division 7 8356, 2 146 huts. 1963: increase
16,06 per | DO, because Mare peopie Towsd, people whe Tled Lo NWR teturned. T9M: op by 2 171, mosly in Sehongwe, bacause of mare comiplete ctniits shd more peaple back from NWR. 197: 50 per

et it movialiny, mmnmm l’lmﬁmmmmhﬂulm:ammhmm 1912 suble poprslanion becsuse of very kigh infanr mortbity, women bose 50 per cent.
134 b st year calcul Buiis. 1914: 162 pecy -............l"l.!r by { pew computation method. 1917 inote scourste figwres for AL from aamers,

400 i d, tuat natserm] i umTlﬂtNMmmumwﬂlu ferred vo Wankie, Py bon stabde T *Despiie diigent coaximg and srutuglication of every sdulk male on the tax Tegisir
w&&ummmwbw“myaumbymdmamumudw So that, pmllﬂcasﬂtehulnlﬂvembeommdawwmoﬁuﬂvmmmm
quite & novmal dexdh rie, and & sroall exode im0 othes Dismicts, yet, i our process of computkion we sways arfive st the sme, of practically te same, . The | 18 pbwicus.” 1919:
# 100 gone 10 Wankiz, 30 dows by 3 808, 40 the incrosse in 202, 1911: nmcmmmtwimnmwuumltmwdawmum
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Table XXXI1

BELINGWE
Yoar Bach Mono Friy AB Marito  Tochd Totind Abgrs Ags b AL
1300
19
1902 4210 33183
1903 3334000
19040 MR
1904
1905
19G7
1908 36307 [23:]
1810 57 11 30 768 4015 2190
191g 37560
191
1912 37 565 474 kIR ] 1895 4060
1812 23600 465 2t 235 1045 2
1914 uex: A6 27155 22% 4130
M5 607 368 2405 3407 1795
13§ 27585 474 2853 3130 34
w7 20 082 556 22925 2219 2947
1918 28746 620 batalil 2300 2006
1919 23308 1550 240 2 300
1920 30558 2500 250 2340 3140
19210 4500 1908 129 6613 14300 614
m21 3260 26M4 6 1 210 3040
kL 4 o 2o 27005 166% 24

Notes 198 many lef for other Districis, and Mpheph's people gone beck to Teatevaal, 190 1 $00wp, botmany b0t Diginict, infant monadity 30 per 1000, 1913 * Based on former calculation dherwise
thgn 1.5 1o ¢ach male apaying weea” discrepancy §§ 254 down. 1934: sayn 15 2 505 down on 1913 due 1o error in calculation in previows years, 1915 due 16 erfor in previous years, 3000 down_ 1914; 2922
down dut W miscalculstin in previous years. 1917; errors of past years now corsecied. Deaths up amang regisiered iax unit, don't know why, no-epdemic, 1922 T16 fewer alieas on mines, 934 wansfemed
%o Gwewnds, bul #memigration betances this.

Comtrmt NC Belingwe scems wo bave had sefinus problems with calcodation, 191117
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Table XXXIHT

GWANDA-TULI
Yex Gach Mono Foy Tod Mamivo TosF TalChi Tofnd  [omddd  DomAW  DomACh  Alng Res Ay AL ™
1900
1501
1902 1763
1903 6990
15045 95
1904 7 090
1905
1906 1200
1907
1908
1908
1910 16 8b0 11110 3190 2500
181G 18 371
Hwn
1912 4022 41 5884 14077 1 500 s2h 8306 1500
193 4200 449 6001 14 700 1100 7273 T2 1100
1914 42% 45% 6047 ALY:1):] 1100 7 BES 7154 1100
1916 4340 169 621 15 200 639 7TaE 742 699
1915 448 4735 B 4EE 15689 600 B 27 m 7 668 7820 m
17 4547 £y 1] 6TH 16195 500 b 5 585 835 7960 %
1918 474 1843 T4 16425 T8 ] 50 918 28 7780 B BE2 918
1919 4550 aNne 8036 15902 900 i ] L] 1060 n 5188 a4 1080
1920 14882 875 87 742 T2 875
192102188 1862 sar kRb-] 8565 16329
1921 16222 8% TME THI 250 {Indgenois}
1922 17 860 82 84622 1013 250 {Indigenous}

Notes: 1903: decrease because Mphephu® s people going home. 1944: immigration from other Districts, some gone (o Teansvaal. [986: S00up. 1947 | 200diens come 10 work, L908: 600 up, imenigration
from Transvaal. 199; up 600. 1914 big increase because mine populalion included. also Chaef Ngundu's psople in from Matobe. 1914: youths now taxed? 1913: 401 aliens lefy, 371 nawral increase. 1934
wormnen s children on mines now counted 25 aiens because they come From BP. 1918 unexplasned drop v indigenous women. 1920 decrease this year only natives on o register e thoee sliens on CNC
faym No. 2 counted. T the owo were joined, would have more than in 1919, 1921; siopped counting aliens on mines. 1922: breakdown between Gwanda and Mictengwe sub-divisions is 12 121 to 5 939, Increase
because part of Betingwe eransferred 1o Gwanda, ahd immigeation.
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Table XXXIV

NUMBER OF RURAL DEATHS FROM THE ‘VERA® OR
‘SPANISH™ INFLUENZ.A

Daaths raported in 1918 Deaths reparted in 1§19
District Rural ™ Totat 1918 casuattios Total
Goromonzi 500 706 1325 146
Mazoe 524 149 752 277 3%
Mrowa 131 906 ? 1037
Mardindellas 800 345
Charter 29 857
Hartley 406 768 383 538
Lomagund 223 &7 310 525
Darwin 328 41 65
Migko 72 1042 1092
Inyanga 8 168
Makoni
Urmtali 415 529 252 412
Molsetter 7 94
Gutu 300 ? 697
Chilimanzi 439 300 ? 789 7 158
Ndanga-Bikita I7a 379 696
Victoria 156 228 239
Chbi 539 749 RYa
Bullima-Mangwe 11
Matobo 108 340 515
Umzingwani 343 114 56
Insiza 272 134
e 272 160
Nyamandiove 400 ? s 135
Bulawayo NC Staft got the Hu
Wankie 300 427
Sebungwe 380 7 221 . 330
Gwolo 109 315
Salukwe 321 165 580 244 322
Belingwa 611 426
Gwanda 47 64 49

* This ligure includes deaths in both the rural areas and towns and mines.

The *Vera' struck the country in October 1918 and in the rural areas many deaths in 1918 were
not reported until 1919. A very provisional figure, based on the above data, for the number of deaths
from influenza in the rural areas is 16 836, burt this leaves out three Districts and deaths of women
ang children which were never reported and deaths of people from the Districts who died on mines
and In towns.

Even 3o, of the nine Districts that reported a reduction in the size of population in 1316-19, fowr
did so partly or entirely because of emigration, the closure of mines or the adoption of the 3.5 ratio,
However, many NCs reported a reduced increase because of the influenza epidemic. Post-1922
figures might show the reat bosses in children through reduced adolt registration and marriage.



