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This’ book LS a*study*by a qeographer of aqricultural change
among the Nyiha in MboZi,” Tanzania. It provides a qreat deal gf
infoymation concerning N ihé agx;gultgie and changes in its orb
ganization, €the ecojom '”'rural 1ift generally. ' This review.is
primarily- concerneéfwi h &) the models of ‘change emplnwed in .the.
study and- (b) ‘the Blok's contributioh to oux understanding ef the
role of lay is- SOcial and'etonomic chahge, .

The purpose of the book is clearly set out in the preface.
The author proposes the book as a’ "contribution intended to ex- E
plain the traditional ‘agricultural system of a particular society'
and the process and results of agricultural change within it" (p.
xii), In the author's view, thé example he examines is particu~
larly important since "change has resulted from a voluntary learn-
ing experience that may suggest strategies for development where
funds for personnel and domestic programs are not available” (p.
xiii). On the basis of geOgraphlcal field research in Mbozi Area
during 11 months in 1966-67, the author argues that the model of
agricultural change: formulated by Ester Boserup (1965) "provides a
reasonable working set of assumptions from which to build a model
of agricultural change" (p. xv). He proposes to "outline an ap-
proach toward understanding change from a holistic viewpoint". (p.
xvii), taking into account the following aspects: "the basic é-
cology of agronomic systems set in a regional ecological systems
[sic]:; the ethnogeography or folk geography of the péople involved;
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the spatial organization of society and landscape developing through
time; the political, social and economic matrices in which the evo-
lution of the Mbozi economy, society and landscape is imbedded" (p.
xvii). Overall the study is a useful one, but for one interested
~in the soc1o—1ega1 aspects of rural underdevelopment it is dlsap—
pointing in several lmportant respects.

I begin, first, with the auther s definltion of medernlzatlon
and development. This definition is set forward at numerous points
in the book (e.g., pp. ¥v-xvii, 208, 210,:226, 231, 256). EKnight
envisages modernization as a multlwdlmeaswonal transformation of
traditional societies, a point of view orlginally elaborated by
Lerner (1958), Inkles and others (see p. xV)..- Underlying. these as-
pects is "a fundamental evolution of pe sonal and aggregate com-
mitment to a radlcally different scale of life from that one ex-
tant. This scale is prlmarlly the typing of the individual, fami-.
ly, and local soc1ety Ainto the regaon%l;and national mosaic @f in-
‘stitutions, activities, and belief" (xv). Although this mlght pro—
vide a useful point ofvdeparture, some. of the weaknesses in the:
author's treatment of social and economi.c changaghecﬁme more- apparh
ent in 'his treatment of ecanomlc models of change later in thB book

For example, he lists factors draWn from So;a (1968 4) which
contribute to development, describing many of them as "particular
manlfestatn,,ons of the general concept of increased: a;cce;ssaba.u;lty“
(p. 208). Later he sets forth a number of variables used ag. in-
dices of modernization, ‘including blcycles, fﬁdlos, ploﬁghs, cof-
fee and other cash crops,  labour migrants, stores, grain mills,
bars and restaurants, butcherles, african-owned motor vehlcles, and ,
"European estates included in their role as a major source of “em-
playment” (pp. 226 f£f£.).. Using a facto:wana;ytacgl approach, he
groups thesdé variables it 3oﬂg£set of three factors: .(a) the. gof-
fee-rurdl modernization GompleX; (b) .a fiative income sourges: .-
and “(¢)’ commercialization. (p, 231). § 'ge;iéﬁﬁigi ‘he states that-
“modernlzafkan is ‘ynk‘ﬂ;ous Wwith 1ncrea31ng eommltment.to and. de—
peridence upon an aconomic system far larger in- scale than tradi—
tional society™ (p. 256).

While recogn;z;ng that thlS process makes the Nylha funda—
mentally dependent on larger social and econOmlc forces, he fails
to come-to grips with some of the consequences of this dependence.
These consequences include rural economic differentation, the dis-
location. of rural communities due to labour migration, and certain
fundamental contradictions between increasing dependence and social
change conceptuallzed ‘as voluntary and a matter of choice. For ex-
ample, in a discussion of the role of the Asian trader, the author
mentions that for the typlcal Nyiha family a bicycle represents
more than a year's cash income, and that the average income from
cash cropping would be at most only about 18 dollars per year (pp.
190-91). 1In the context of other information, this point suggests
the existence of substantial income differentials in the country-.
side, but the author does not pursue this point.l

My second interest here concerns the role of law. Knight‘
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mentions two aspects of law in his monograph. The first comprises
aspects of Nyiha law, including marriage, inheritance and land ten-
ure (see, e.qg., pp. 37, 57-59). He devotes considerable attention
to changes in land tenure, noting the consegquences of a virtual
enclosure of rural land, the development of a market in land, and
the breakdown of traditional processes for settling land tenure
disputes {(pp. 240-54), He points out that there is "little legal
basis for recognition of either changes from the traditional land
tenure practices or sale of improvements to land, as well as land
itself" (p. 241). Furthermore, he shows that the development of
rural land tenure is in many respects contrary to Tanzanian govern-
ment policy and makes suggestions for changes in rural land tenure
to bring it in line with national land policy. He also mentions
that, despite economic and other changes, rural modernization has
had relatively little effect on Nyiha cognition in its aspect of
ethnogeography. He fails, however, to bring these aspects of
change together in a very satislactory way. This shortcoming is
related: to the parallel models of social change which he employs
and the wdy in which these models are. ultlmately integrated, to
whlch»I return below. : ,

-The sécond\aspect,of law which appears in this monograph is
national law, either during the colonial period . or since indepen=-
dence (see, e.q., pp. 41-42,-49, 58, 111, 146, 153, 155, 176, 177,
179, 181, 192-95, 240, 241-50, 253). PFor the most part these are
scattered examples of colonlal legislation and its effects on Nyiha
political organization, agriculture and other aspects of rural life.
Knight doés devete considerable attention to the effects of colo-
"nial land leqrsfatlon and namely to the fact that "no single bloc
of land was set aside for exclusive European use" (p. 181). This
dispersal had the very important consequence, “the author argues, of
facilitating ‘day-to-day interaction of Eurcpean estate and African
‘small-holding through cash 1abour. . The - author characterizes this
relationship ‘as comprising "a viable ecalcgy of voluntary change in
cash-crop technology": {p. 183). In my view, however, it is. seri-
ously misleading to characterize this process of change as a pro-
duct of voluntary choice; the author himself states that the Euro-
pean planter was dependent upon large inputs of cheap labour to
operate a profitable estate (see p. 182).. This shortcoming may be
partially. ascribed to his model of change, which treats the trader
and planter as a model for emulation without regard to their dif-
ferential ‘economic status and the economic and political context of
colonial domination. Moreover, while showing that tax policies
during the colonial period forced rural dwellers into the labour
market or the production of cash crops, he does not dwell suffi-
ciently upon the relationship between political and economic in-
terests during that period. This.is due to his primary orientation
which gives most weight to geographical, spatial variables and to
the models of social change which he employs. _

- The author clearly recognizes that one of the major conse- .
quences of modernization has been an increased vulnerability and.
dependence of rural peasants upon wider economic. processes. He is
also to be congratulated for his emphasis upon indigenous sources
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of change. He arqgues, for example, "that the Eurcpean Intervention
'in Mbozi, with accelerated population growth and cash crops did not
alter the ultimate course of traditional agricultural change but
simply hastened it" (p. 171). Moreover he shows that alien sources
such as colonial rule, missionaries, planters, traders, and govern-
ment brought other aspects of change in addition to lntensifxcatlon
of agriculture.

'In order to analyze rural modernization he identifies a series
of elementary components: "the people; theirrmodels of the environ-
ment; traditional and evolved agricultural. systems operating within
a man-modified landscape; pepulation and economic: growth; and ,
sources of change" (p. 197). To bring these cgompotients together he
employs a series of models of change. -These models- arew,ﬁgepeqtive-
1y, a cultural model (derived prlmar;ly from Boserup: "population

'~ growth is an independent variable determining agricultural. develop-

ment" (p. 199)}), a resource model, from which he suggests that as-.
pects of the- environment result in a ‘gcaling of ‘the distribution of
intensified agriculture; an economic model, which emphasizes acces-
sibility of rural areas and their increasing dependen¢e upon the .
‘market resulting either in a cash-farming economy or an industrial
economy with migrant labour (see p. 210); and a spatial model which
_ enabies him to show the diffusion of innovations. through space and
time. The overall pattern of change in Mb021 is summarlzed ‘as .-
follows. _ - ‘

-_The synchronaus pattern of change in Mbcz1 eVanes~
several emergent characteristics. First, agrxggixural
intensification as a result of population pressure.on
resourges, allocation of land.to cash crops, . -andride-,.
'creased fluidity of land resourges due to.more tena—

~ cious land tenure is reflected An the transrtlon toa. .

_l;;grassland fallow agricultural system, with the increas-

.ing importance of the ploungh as .an agricultural imple-
‘ment. Second, prime among alternative sources of in-
come to meet both increasing economic needs and. de-

. sires is cash cropping, reflected in, patterns of land

" use, the ‘evolution of land tenure, and in commodities
and services that income has made available . . .- _
Finally, this dual patterns of agrlcultural Lntensifl—

- cation and economic modernization has a sPatxal -dimen-
sion,; wrltten by the broad paintbrush of resource
characteristics and temporal development. of change.
from critical foci and accelerated along routes of
accessibility. (pp. 224-225)

In order to aggregate his data on rural modernization he employs a-
wide set of variables (see pPP. 226-27) which are simplified by
means of factor analysis into three factors (already mentioned;: see
. p. 231). This operation enables him to propose a "basic moderniza-
~tion pattern" which he identifies as being related_to:the develop-
ment following coffee cultivation (p. 232). ' He con¢cludes that the
"role of ‘accessibility in determining this pattern is clear. All
of these "least modern' villages are totally isolated" (pp. 232 33).
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In at least one sense this discussion of rural modernization
is disappointing, since the conclusions reached by the author are
fairly obvious. In using a model of rural modernization derived
primarily from geography in order to explain social and economic
change, Knight pays less attention than might otherwise be merited
to the role of pelitical and economic factors. ' This is perhaps a
curious statement to make gbout a book on rural geography and agri-
culture. But despite his emphasis on wage labour as a source of
innovation, the author dees not attempt otherwise to relate changes
in the .organization of-labour to other aspects of social change.
Modernizatieon is therefore characterized primarily as a matter of
- "commitment"  {p.  xXv)y and the specific characteristics and conse-
quences of colenial eapitalism are given relatively short shrift.
consequently, despite.a.great deal of valuable descriptive infor-

~ mation, the model of: so¢lial and -economic change -employed in this -
study remains in the last analysis:an unsatisfactory and relatively
supexrficial one. Phis is unfortunate; since the monograph amply
demonstrates that the author acgquired sufficient data to go beyond
the models of secial change which he empioyed and to consider the
interrelationships between aspects of:change in a more profound
manner: thaﬁ permitted by the correlation of.various statistical
indiees. - In :sum, the monograph provides-a useful description of
theﬂge@graphlcal aspects ef:ragrieultural:ehange. withzspecial em-
pha&isﬁupdnyitsmspagiai@aspacmﬁz‘ It»dees not add substantially to
our conceptuslization:iof change, nor does it-contribute very much
to our ‘understanding of ‘the way in which-law, either rural or na—"
tional, is relabed o “mcdernlzatlon“ or: undérdevelapment.

NOTES

1. An 1ndmcatﬁan»o his: v1eWs on Incomendlstrlbutanm, see the
" fellowimg: . -"{ever prior to-196l} cohsiderable: 1negu1ty'1ﬁ

- income amcng the Nyiha had already 'begun to emerge. 'As out-

- side obsarvers we'would note; of c¢ourse, that.initial dif~ -
ferences 'in local income are an expected consequence of modern-
ization under a diffusion process, if not .a result of dlffer-

-entials in resource endowment." (p. 251) -
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