
independence (). Tracing popular disillusionment and discontent forward from the
colonial era, Githuku views later movements ranging from Mungiki to the Sabaot Land
Defense Force as manifestations of unmet expectations rooted in the ‘Mau Mau mind’.
Land is the central factor here: colonial land policies – little changed since  – have
forced the majority of Kenyans to live insecurely while their leaders enjoy opulent estates.
Githuku makes skillful use of little-known petitions written to the independent government
of Jomo Kenyatta in exploring these ‘crowd histories’ (which unfortunately were usually
passed along to the intelligence services). For the Moi era (–), Githuku works
from a number of obscure but fascinating tracts and pamphlets housed at the Library of
Congress and in Kenya (though one wonders whether women’s activism as represented
by Wangari Maathai and the Green Belt Movement might have warranted mention). In
his analysis of the Mwai Kibaki and Uhuru Kenyatta presidencies, Githuku turns to
music, graffiti, and other forms of ‘oracy’, all of which the author views as new ways in
which Kenyans have continued the ‘quest for popular statehood’ (). Many of these
artists continue to look to the colonial period for inspiration in this ‘genealogy of griev-
ance’, like hip-hop artists Ukoo Flani Mau Mau, or Internet-based activists and the
#Sickat campaign, an alternative ‘celebration’ of fifty years of Kenya’s independence
(). Githuku views Kenya’s new constitution as a possible platform for permitting the
Kenyan poor to one day attain the self-mastery and dignity they have long desired.
While this is an impressive, original, and exhaustive work – especially for the years after

 – I found it difficult to recognize Githuku’s depiction of the colonial state. It appears as
a powerful, all-encompassing monster, with the ability to shape African lives based on its
every whim. It feels, too, like the only real factor worthy of note in considering the experiences
of the rural poor, which is perhaps a product of Githuku’s extensive work with the documen-
tary record.Moreover, his assertions about ‘Africans’ can feel thin at times; this is a bookbased
in significant part on the Kikuyu experience (especially in the colonial era), and the notion that
MauMau somehow encapsulated rural struggle in Kenya (in the ‘MauMaumind’) feels awk-
ward when many Kikuyu – and far more beyond Central Province – so deeply rejected the
movement. I should end by noting a final frustration, though certainly the author bears no
responsibility for it. Priced at $, this book will be out of reach to all but libraries, most in
the United States and Europe. Thus a rich book about the varied, complex, and brave struggle
of ordinary Kenyans against the state will likely prove inaccessible to its actual subjects.
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In this excellent monograph on the origins of Burundi’s first capital (Gitega), French his-
torian Jean-Pierre Chrétien explores the challenging circumstances surrounding the creation
of the Burundi Residency underGerman rule (–). The author’s skills as a historian are
on full display. His excellent command of archival materials, his fine grasp of Burundi’s early
history, and sensitivity to the connections between local issues and imperial priorities are cen-
tral to the quality of his analysis. The book fills an important gap in the literature on the
impact of Germany’s East African colony on its borderland district; despite some thematic
overlap, it adds significantly to William Roger Louis’s all-too-succinct chapter on ‘The
Burundi Residency’ in his classic work onRuanda-Urundi (–), published in .
Although the German presence in Burundi was formalized in  by the founding of a

military station in Usumbura – today’s capital as Bujumbura – the miasmic conditions of
this tse-tse-infected coastal strip made it thoroughly unsuitable as the site of the capital.
Gitega, on the other hand, in the cooler climes of the central region, and strategically
located in relation to the country’s traditional authorities, seemed a more sensible
choice. Few suspected the many practical and political problems awaiting the colonial
authorities, however, not to mention the protests and criticisms from missionaries raised
by recruitment of forced labor. Incompetence, administrative disagreements, competing
priorities, and budgetary constraints help explain the rapid turnover of district officers
in charge of laying the groundwork of the new capital (Fonck, von Grawert, Goring,
von Steinkeller-Langenn). To further complicate matters, a searing indictment of
German colonial policies and practices appeared in the pages of a missionary journal
(Afrika-Bote) under the pen of a White Father (Joseph Gassldinger), which did not go
unnoticed by the German Colonial Office. Among the charges made was the accusation
that, because of the inhuman treatment inflicted to African workers, the Residency was
failing in its civilizing mission. Echoes of Gassldinger’s broadside went far beyond the
Residency, but did little to stop the use of forced labor; the author estimates that, by
, when the new capital was inaugurated, on average each chief was expected to supply
fifty laborers per month, which for some forty chiefs amounted to , ‘corvéeables’
employed monthly as road builders, brick layers, porters and so forth.
The most daunting challenge facing the would-be civilizers stemmed from the compli-

cated relations between the mwamiship (kingship) of aging Mwezi Gissabo and the rival
hierarchies of chiefs over which he tried to assert his fledgling authority. The void left
by Gissabo’s death in  was filled by the young and inexperienced Mutaga, who
soon found himself embroiled in factional wrangles over land involving competing princely
networks, the most prominent being the so-called Bezi and Batare families. For all their
efforts to make practical sense out this confusing landscape German administrators
were, for all intents and purposes, navigating uncharted waters. Their hesitations, false
starts, unwise policy choices, and internal discords are hardly surprising; what is astonish-
ing is that in spite of all this they were able to set in motion a process of modernization
which, despite the heavy social and financial costs, introduced Africans to the benefits of
a Western education, improved sanitation, expanding commercial networks, and wider
communications grid. Especially noteworthy in this regard is the remarkably detailed stat-
istical information kept by colonial civil servants, ranging from the types of local crops and
staples sold on local markets to the number and size of caravans passing through Gitega,
including their gender composition and the kinds and quantity of commodities they
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carried. All of this and more comes out with a wealth of arresting detail in the chapter on
‘the contradictions of a managed modernization’. The conflicting cross-pressures arising
from the attractiveness of modernity and the claims of tradition must be seen as the
most potentially disruptive of such contradictions. But this did not prevent a coalescence
of the two, as shown by the rise to colonial eminence of one of the most distinguished pro-
ducts of German-inspired modernization, the legendary chief Baranyanka, who served as a
pivotal figure during the German phase of colonial rule, but also through much of the
Belgian tutelle.
Some may quibble over the appropriateness of the ‘Far West’ metaphor in the book’s

subtitle and the occasional typo (the cordial welcome extended to the author in 

[sic] by the ambassadors of France and Germany strains credulity). But there is no denying
the wealth of valuable insight and fresh data, not to mention the priceless collection of
photographs and maps, offered in the pages of this masterful plunge into the history of
this little-known ‘ville du Far West’.
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This briskly-written study explains how Tanzania’s first president, Julius Nyerere, priori-
tized national unity over personal rights and political freedoms. Paul Bjerk believes that
national unity and sovereign government require the consent of citizens to limits on per-
sonal freedom. Obtaining such consent, he argues, was an urgent priority for new
African nations as they emerged from colonialism with their sovereignty and legitimacy
still far from fully formed. He describes how Nyerere addressed this priority in the first
years of independence by building institutions and framing political ideology that achieved
both domestic legitimacy as well as international acceptance of Tanzanian sovereignty.
Nyerere realized, argues Bjerk, that he must balance ‘discipline and consensual legitimacy’
(). Thus the purpose of this study is to reveal both the discursive interventions that
achieved popular consent and the intense pressures which, in Bjerk’s view, left the
Nyerere government with no alternative but to restrict personal and political freedoms.
Among the threats to national unity, Bjerk focuses largely on two issues familiar to his-

torians and another, which is less familiar. The familiar threats were racism (expressed par-
ticularly in demands for Africanization of the civil service and military) and ethnicity. The
less familiar issue was organized labor. Not only were its leaders recklessly populist and
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