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Abstract 


This  thesis  seeks  to  engage  with  the  contested  explanations  as  to  why  and  how  the 
Barotseland  question  keeps  on  re-emerging  in  Zambia  while  a  peaceful  solution  remains 
elusive. It does so by analysing factors which account for its continuity since 1964 when the 
Barotseland  Agreement,  which  unified  two  separate  entities,  namely  Barotseland  and 
Northern Rhodesia (thereby creating a unitary state called Zambia) was ratified but only to be 
prematurely  and  unilaterally  terminated  by  the  government  in  1967.  Over  the  years, 
Barotseland’s  traditional  elites  have  presented  several  petitions  to  the  state  to  have  the 
agreement restored, but the futility of a peaceful settlement continues to loom large, sparking 
separatist demands. Therefore, chapter one establishes how the Barotseland question invokes 
IR’s  highly  contested  notion  of  state  sovereignty  since  it  challenges  the  very  conventional 
interpretation of Zambia’s postcolonial state sovereignty. The second chapter historicises the 
Barotseland question by tracing its origin as well as mapping actors involved in the conflict. It 
also  highlights  the  trajectories  in  time  and  space  pertaining  to  the  region’s  quest  for 
sovereignty,  emanating  from  its  precolonial  autonomous  status  which  apparently  was 
enshrined  in  the  1964  agreement  which  was  abrogated.  Chapter  three  theorises  state 
sovereignty  by  examining  how  the  domestication  of  its  problematic  international  norms  or 
principles  singled  out  by  recent  scholarship  impedes  rather  than  bolsters  separatist 
movements.  Notwithstanding  the  theoretical  underpinnings  of  sovereignty  as  regards  to  the 
debate about  redrawing  Africa‘s bizarre borders  or maintaining the status  quo, chapter three 
investigates  the  literature  on  the  Barotseland  question  in  order  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which alternative explanations beyond the modernist arguments  about  separatism need to be 
reconsidered. In so doing, Barotseland’s sovereignty perils are discussed in the context of the 
region’s peripheral outlook alongside politics of neopatrimonialism and state patronage, all of 
which instrumentalise the continuity of the Barotseland question. The findings and analytical 
discussion  in  chapters  four  and  five  respectively  justify  the  argument  presented  in  chapter 
one. By its nature, the Barotseland question is simply separatism as an alias (rather, a political 
necessity)  premised  on  Zambia’s  juridical  statehood  which  lends  for  Barotseland’s  political 
elites’  in-group  domination  and  contradictory  national  logic  of  resource  appropriation  for 
personal  gain.  Generally, this situation engenders the reproduction of the  Zambian state and 
thus far negates its disintegration as promulgated by separatist groups who are seeking to free 
Barotseland.  The  thesis  climaxes  with  concluding  remarks  which  highlight  among  other 
issues practical recommendations with academic implications uncovered in the conclusion. 
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Chapter 1- Introduction 


The  UN  Secretary  General  once  warned  that...“the  fundamental  cornerstones  for  the  achievement  of 
 sovereignty, territorial integrity and world peace are and must remain ‘the state’. If every ethnic, religious 
 or linguistic group claimed independent statehood, there would be no limit to political fragmentation, thus 
 peace,  security  and  economic  well-being  for  all  would  become  ever  more  difficult  to  achieve”1.    The 
 African  Union (AU) is particularly devoted towards  “preserving the  unity”  of all its  members, because 
 Africa’s  borders  are  particularly  arbitrary  and  irrational.  If  any  of  the  disparate  ethnic  groups  that  are 
 trapped together in country A were allowed to secede, then the demand for similar secessions in countries 
 B to Z  would become irresistible2.  But on the other hand, “justice itself demands that the right to  self- 
 determination be legally granted: for there is no more certain injustice than alien rule imposed against the 
 will of the people”3. 



1.1   Setting the Stage 


One  might  quibble  about  the  paradoxes  of  Africa’s  centrifugal  forces  of  separatist 
 movements,  which  arguably  threaten  the  practice  of  adhering  to  the  international  norms  of 
 territorial integrity vis-à-vis state sovereignty, which was bestowed at decolonization. Indeed, 
 other than the 1960’s Biafra war in Nigeria and Katanga in the modern Democratic Republic 
 of  Congo,  separatist  conflicts  have  spanned  through  to  other  parts  of  the  continent  such  as 
 Ethiopia,  Senegal,  Mali    and  Somalia–including  the  most  recent  breakaway  movements  in 
 Sudan’s  Darfur    region  (Englebert  &  Hummel,  2005).  In  reality,  however,  there  is 
 overwhelming evidence pointing to Africa’s ‘separatist deficit’ which clearly does not equate 
 to the continent’s high propensity to separatist conflicts (Englebert, 2009). Yet, if we consider 
 as  well  the  bizarre  nature  of  Africa’s  state  boundaries,  it  is  questionable  as  to  why  many 
 African  separatist  movements  have  failed  to  significantly  challenge  such  established 
 boundaries. However, at the core of this debate is the contradictory nature about the benefits 
 of  international  sovereignty–which  despite  being  problematic  have  domestically  benefited 
 many African state actors by being integrated into the international system.  


This  study  is,  nonetheless,  not  about  Africa’s  wholesome  separatist  conflict  experiences  as 
 such. Rather, it presents  Zambia, the case of a postcolony in which the troubled nationalism 
 project  and  the  ‘One  Zambia  One  Nation’  mantra  was  unquestionably  hyped  following  its 
 celebrated political freedom in 1964, notwithstanding  the Barotseland question4, which, like a 
        


1 “An Agenda for Peace Preventive Diplomacy, Peace-making and Peace-keeping”. Report of the UN Secretary 
    General 


2 Gwynne Dyer (2010): Africa, The Right to Secede. Accessed from 


  http://www.theindependent.co.zw/opinion/25223-africa-the-right-to-secede.html 


3 Hoffman, S. (1981:34). Duties Beyond Borders: On the Limits and Possibilities of Ethical International 
   Politics.p.34. Syracuse University Press. New York 


4 The  word   ‘Barotseland  question’  is  here used interchangeably  with the term  ‘Barotse question’  to  imply the 
general dialectics or discourse of the quest for restoration of the Barotseland agreement of 1964. Note that during 
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bad  birthmark,  has  over  the  years  kept  on  re-emerging,  much  to  the  detriment  of    Zambia’s 
 national  integration  project  and  its  sovereign  outlook.  Understandably,  the  Barotseland 
 question  demonstrates    resistance  by  the  people  of  Barotseland  to  the  hegemonic  erosion  of 
 the political existence of Barotseland as a pre-colonial nation5. As argued by Caplan (1968), 
 this  is  a  crucial  factor  underpinning  Barotseland’s  attitude  to  Zambia’s  nation  state  building 
 project.   


The Barotseland question appears to be a problem overlooked by the international community 
 but  there  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  such  a  long  standing  impasse  that  deserves  intellectual 
 interrogation.  What  had  been  perceived  as  a  bygone  problem  suddenly  re-erupted  in  2011 
 albeit violently so, threating  Zambia’s unproductive peace and stability. In fact, the contested 
 manner  in  which  the  Barotseland  problem  re-surfaced  presupposes  not  only  absolute  claims 
 for statehood by Barotseland separatists but  also  the  re-crafting  of  the country’s sovereignty 
 so  to  speak.  However,  there  is  something  puzzling  about  the  Barotseland  question  that 
 necessitates its  closer examination. This is that it is such a ticklish issue to the extent that it 
 keeps  on  re-materialising  apparently  without  getting  resolved  let  alone  degenerating  into  a 
 catastrophic  separatist  war  as  witnessed  in  other  parts  of  Africa.  Why  is  this  case?  Besides, 
 whose  interest  does  maintaining  the  status  quo  serve?  What  if  it  gets  resolved?    These  are 
 obviously mind-boggling questions, but for all we know, there have been repeated assurances 
 in  the  past  by  the  Barotseland  Royal  Establishment  (BRE)  that  Barotseland  would  not 
 challenge  its  integration  into  Zambia,  much  less  subjecting  the  country’s  sovereignty  and 
 territorial integrity into disrepute. So what has changed now? In reality, the collusion between 
 compliance  and  resistance  to  the  state  have  merely  relegated  Barotseland  to  a  twilight 
 existence  as  a  peripheral  region  of  Zambia.  Nonetheless,  January  2011  was  the  climax  of 
 political upheavals which were characterized not only by minimalist calls for the restoration 
 of  the  abrogated  Barotseland  Agreement  of  1964  (BLA64)6,  but  also  outright  calls  for  a 
 separate  state–Barotseland.    Given  that  Barotseland  once  existed  as  an  independent  national 
        


the  colonial  era  the  geographical  status  of  Barotseland  differed  from  that  of  other  regions  which  combined  to 
 become Zambia. Barotseland was the first territory north of the Zambezi river to sign a minerals concession and 
 protectorate  agreement  with  the  British  South  Africa  Company  (BSAC)  of  Cecil  Rhodes.  Later  Lewanika,  the 
 king  of  Barotseland,  protested  to  Queen  Victoria  that  the  BSAC  agents  had  misrepresented  the  terms  of  the 
 concession, although his protests did not materialize into anything. As a result, Britain decided to formally annex 
 the  territory  as  a  protectorate  in  1900  and  administered    this  region  as  an  integral  part  of  North-Western 
 Rhodesia. 


6  As an international treaty, the BLA64 was the basis upon which shared legal command or mutual sovereignty 
between  Barotseland  and  Northern  Rhodesia  was  founded.  Refer  to  this  website 
http://www.barotseland.info/Agreement1964.html for a detailed online copy of the agreement 
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 entity  long  before  the  creation  of  Northern  Rhodesia,  it  could  be  argued  that  Barotseland’s 
 separatist motives reflect an inviolable entitlement (right) that its people have held for so long 
 (Englebert, 2009; Mufalo, 2011). However, this evidence defies the logic as to why the BRE 
 has opted to remain submissive to the Zambian state, rather in  a position of marginality and 
 peripheral  dependency.  This  contradiction  coupled  with  the  fact  the  state  is  opposed  to 
 Barotseland’s separation is what makes the Barotseland question a contested manner.  


Therefore,  the aim  of  this  study  is  to  examine    the  reasons  why  the  Barotseland  question 
 keeps  on  re-emerging  in  Zambia’s  political  landscape.  The  factors  which  account  for    the 
 continuity  of  this  problem,  since  the  signing  of  the  BLA64  are  also  addressed.  And  if 
 possible, the thesis will also offer tentative academic implications as to how the Barotseland 
 question challenges IR’s conventional interpretation of postcolonial state sovereignty.  



1.2  Main Argument 


The manner in which  African states have  upheld their sovereign outlook by  avoiding significant 
 territorial  re-configurations  since  their  independence  is  incomprehensible  (Englebert,  2009; 


Williams, 2011).  Indeed, contrary to the continent’s many latent separatist conflicts–given as 
 well all the ado about Africa’s arbitrary boundaries–it is surprising that only a few separatist 
 conflicts have manifested into real ones. Virtually in every African state, there are separatist 
 grumblings  (often  regional)  of  some  sort.  More  often  than  not,  regional  elites  tend  to  fight 
 their way out of the established state boundaries, but they mainly seem to be fighting to break 
 out  in  order  to  break  into  the  state.  Thus  far,  the  nature  of  the  Barotseland  question  can 
 basically  be  said  to  be  “separatism  as  an  alias7”– which  is pretty  much  similar  to  Mali’s 
 Tuareg  independence  and  nationalist  movement  for  the  liberation  of  Azawad  (Bøas  & 


Torheim, 2013).  And when  compared to  most known separatist  cases  which have been very 
 violent, the Barotseland question appears to be relatively peaceful; therefore this raises some 
 questions. As already stated, this problem has persisted for so long;  but then why does it not 
 become  violent  as  we  have  seen  in  sch  cases  as  Sudan?  In  what  different  ways  has  it 
 continued to re-materialise itself in Zambia? 


This  metaphor  of  ‘breaking  out’  in  order  to  ‘break  into’  relates  to  Englebert  (2009)’s 
 proposition that separatist groups in Barotseland are faced with two crucial choices which do 
        


7  I owe ideas  about “separatism as an alias” and “breaking out in order to break into” to my supervisor, Morten 
   Bøas, who suggested them to me during one of the supervisory meetings  
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not  necessarily  resolve  the  impasse  but  merely  freeze  it.8  Thus,  the  choice  seems  to  lie 
 between  partial  participation  in  a  suppressive  sovereign  system  and  non-sovereign  action. 


Choice  of  the  latter  depends  primarily  on  whether  Barotseland’s  unrecognized  self-rule 
 declaration  outweighs  the  potential  rewards  associated  with  the  control  or  partial  control  of 
 regional  institutions  within  Zambia.  Considering  that  Barotseland’s  separatist  groups  are 
 politically  or  economically  isolated  from  the  benefits  which  come  with  being  close  to  the 
 state, their agitation for breaking out from Zambia can be seen as a way of claiming benefits 
 associated  with  Zambia’s  sovereignty  even  though  their  ultimate  objective  might  be  to 
 eventually break away. In other words, calls for secession by Barotse separatist groups are far 
 less  a  strategic  bluff    but  more  of  a  bargaining  chip  for  breaking  into  the  state  in  order  to 
 become sovereign citizens, thereby integrate into the state patronage system which currently 
 they  are  outside  of9.  This  may  include  regaining  Barotseland’s  principle  authority  over  the 
 administration of the region’s resources including isues of local taxation for instance.    


With  hindsight,  Barotseland’s  dichotomous  citizenry  is  something  that  has  always  been 
 perceived  as  having  emerged  from  Zambia’s  postcolonial  era.  This  is  so  because  of 
 Barotseland’s citizens’ sense of belonging to the new state which is subsumed more by their  
 allegiance  to  the  customarily  defined  nationhood  or  authority  (Mufalo,  2011).  On  the  other 
 hand, there is  also  the  question of  whether  Barotseland’s  citizens’  sense  of belonging to  the 
 new state is subsumed more by the sense of socioeconomic and political inclusion–hence the 
 argument about breaking in. This idea relates  to  Englebert’s (2009) model of ‘the fusion of 
 elites’, which in the context of the Barotseland question Barotseland seems to be the epicenter 
 for  the  foundation  for  Zambia’s  postcolonial  sovereignty.  Seen  from  this  perspective,  the 
 defiance  by  Barotse’s  secessionists  is  surprising  since  it  is  incongruent  with  the  fact  that 
 Barotseland  and  precisely  much  of  the  Lozi  leadership  (within  the  BRE)  willingly  chose  to 
 partake in the nation building process of the Zambia state and have unrelentingly chosen not 
 to challenge the Zambian project. 


       


8  Note that a more detailed reference of actors involved in  the Barotseland question is presented in Section 2.2 
    of Chapter II.  Further, a description of how these actors are situated within the political, economic and social 
    landscape of Barotseland is also explained.  


99 Author’s emphasis based on the analysis of the emperical evidence on the Barotseland problem 
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1.3  Research Question 


Since  1964,  successive  Zambian  governments  have  tried  in  vain  to  completely  erase  the 
 Barotseland  question  from  Zambia’s  postcolonial  discourse.  However,  this  issue  has 
 continued to re-emerge time and again, particularly after the transition from a one- party state 
 governance  system  to  a  multi-party  democracy  during  the  early  1990s  (Mufalo,  2011; 


Caplan,1968).  More  recently,  many  draconian  tactics  by  the  Zambian  state  have  been 
 instituted  in  order  to  obliterate  the  Barotse  issue,  though  none  has  succeeded.  In  retrospect,  
 the BLA of 1964 is inarguably the basis upon which Barotseland’s quest for political divorce 
 from the rest of Zambia is founded. In spite of the  BRE’s repeated calls not to secede, recent 
 resolutions for breaking away by BNC are…“chiefly premised on the sense of belonging to a 
 traditionally  recognized  and  defined  nationhood,  and  the  consequent  sense  of  Lozi  national 
 consciousness”  (Mufalo,  2011:4).  Therefore,  in  trying  to  shed  more  light  on  Barotseland's 
 quest to liberate itself from Zambia, this study posits the following questions: 


  Why  has  the  Barotseland  question  kept  on  re-emerging  in  the  Zambian  political 
 landscape  and how has  this impasse changed over the years?  



1.4  Statement of the Problem 


The nature of state sovereignty in Africa can generally be said to be a puzzle and even more a 
 discourse  of  contestation.  This  is  particularly  so  because  many  African  states  are  said  to  be 
 considerably weak.  Recent scholarship in IR casts doubt on the cosy view of the misnamed 
 treaty of Westphalia which 'created' the modern system of sovereign states, where each state 
 claims  exclusive  control  over  a  given  territory  (Camilleri  &  Elgar,  1992;  Hashmi,  1997). 


Suffice it to say that self-determination can no longer be invoked as an automatic passage to 
 sovereign  statehood  vis-a-vis  political  independence;  evidence  suggesting  that  separatist 
 conflicts  still  resonate  with  marginalized  minorities  across  the  African  continent  (Williams, 
 2011).  The Barotseland question in Zambia is undeniably a good case in point. 


The Barotseland problem and the discourse of the deep-seated motives being championed by 
Barotse separatist  groups  have  always been  ticklish and persistent  problems, especially now 
that fresh calls for breaking away have become louder than in the past. As a political hotbed, 
the Barotseland question has been taken to automatically imply secessionist motives by a few 
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misguided and unpatriotic individuals. As such, it  has become a political problem for both its 
 protagonists and critics, who are not at ease engaging with it, as it is fraught with ethnic and 
 political sentiments (Mufalo, 2011). The major challenge is such that more often than not, the 
 prime  movers  of  this  agenda  tend  to  present  their  case  (i.e.  restoration  of  the  BLA64) 
 emotionally,  but  only  to  elicit  hostile  responses  with  equal  vigor  among  opponents,  due  to 
 unfounded  fears  that  the  prime  movers  are  people  from  Barotseland,  with  a  pre-colonial 
 hangover  from  what  would  otherwise  have  been  a  formidable  sovereign  state.  Nonetheless, 
 what is even more apparent than real about the Barotseland question is the dilemma faced by 
 the BRE and other actors associated with access to local benefits of sovereign statehood. But 
 however contested Zambia’s territorial integrity may seem to be, it is hard to speculate about 
 the outcome of the current impasse and how Zambia’s political  and territorial configuration 
 as a unitary state may possibly end up. It can probably be argued that Barotseland’s political 
 elites can be expected to capitalise on regional grievances by advocating a separatist agenda, 
 provided  the  potential  benefits  of  statehood  devoid  of  international  recognition  outweigh 
 those associated with the legitimate or partial control of sovereign regional institutions of the 
 Zambian  state  within  Barotseland,  however  weak  they  may  be.  To  the  extent  that  the 
 Barotseland  question  demonstrates  the  sovereign  logic  of  ethnic  domination  over  natural 
 resources, the control of land by the Paramount Chief Litunga is in itself a function of access 
 to sovereignty (Caplan, 1968).  


Fundamentally, the Barotse impasse constitutes a sovereign problem not only to Barotseland 
 as  a  region  but  to  Zambia  as  a  state.  Given  the  monopoly  of  power  by  the  Zambian 
 government,  separatist  movements  in  Barotse  such  as  Barotse  Freedom  Movement 
 (MOREBA),  the  Linyungandambo  and  others  can  be  expected  to  capitalise  on  the  state’s 
 failure to address historical grievances with non-sovereign actions; hence the centrality of the 


‘break out’ in order to ‘break in’ metaphor,  which has already been articulated in Section 1.2 
 above.  The  Barotseland  question  is  clearly  a  problem  which  merits  interrogation  as  to  the 
 validity  of  the  nature  of  the  influences  determining  whether  Barotseland’s  grievances  and 
 wishes  as  promulgated  by  these  separatist  groups  necessitate  their  objective  to  break  away 
 from the rest of Zambia. 
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1.5 Significance of the Study 


Why is this project prominent now and how was it envisaged as important in the first place?  


In order to  answer this  question, it is  important  first of all  to  understand the  implications  of 
 Barotseland’s historical logic of statehood, insofar as it impinges on Zambia’s sovereignty as 
 an independent nation state. The notion of sovereignty here should be seen as the “normative 
 or enabling concept of IR through which nation-states assert not only their ultimate authority 
 within  their  distinct  territorial  boundaries  but  also  their  membership  in  the  international 
 community  (Evans  &  Newnham,  1998:45).  That  the  Zambian  state,  however  weak,  would 
 subject  its  territorial  integrity  to  an  irredentist  idea  of  self-determination  by  Barotseland,  
 rather a pre-colonial self-governing entity of a post-colonial state, may sound odd in the ears 
 of many IR theorists. On the other hand, the continued relevance of the idea of sovereignty in 
 the international system  is  arguable by the  fact that at  the national political level it remains 
 fundamentally  a  major  organizing  principle  of  international  politics  (Evans  &  Newnham, 
 1998). If the conception of state sovereignty from an African perspective suggests ‘political or 
 constitutional independence’ from the chains of colonialism, then it is sensible to argue that a 
 more  decentralized  international  system  will,  at  least  in  the  foreseeable  future,  continue  to 
 have    recourse  to    the  ideals  of  state  sovereignty.  Thus  far,  the  Barotseland  question 
 demonstrates  the  puzzle  of  Zambia’s  state  sovereignty  such  that  the  discussion  about  the 
 nature and implications of the demands and grievances should be analysed within the broader 
 context of IR.  


Perhaps the dominant argument about separatism movements in Barotseland, as elsewhere in 
 Africa,  has  largely  been  centered  on  the  crucial  role  of  regional  elites  such  that  “their 
 relatively  greater material gains to sovereignty offer  a significant premium to internationally 
 recognised  statehood”  (Englebert  &  Hummel,  2005:399)–which  is  an  empirical  anomaly 
 considering African diversity in terms of its political heterogeneity and contextual differences. 


In fact, the major problem with separatist conflicts in Africa is that many of the studies have 
 tended to be normative and hence lack a theoretical foundation upon which groups such as the 
 Lozi in Barotseland can argue their right to secede (Buchanan, 2003 &1991; Buchheit, 1978; 


Horowitz,  2003). Of course, one can also find particular causal factors of separatism, from a 
wide  range  of  competing  narratives  focusing  primarily  on  cultural,  political  and  economic 
factors. Scholars such as Englebert (2009), for instance, have studied the Barotseland question 
but  other  than  their  empirical  analysis  of  these  determinants,  lacking  in  depth  and  a  more 
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systematic  effort  in  contextualizing  the  problem,  the  approach  for  studying  the  problem 
 suffers  from  various  methodological  flaws.  Given  this  gap  and  the  realisation  of  what  lies 
 beyond Barotseland grievances and the undying demand for the restoration of the BLA64 and 
 recent calls for outright secession–the discourse and recent debates on this matter can be said 
 to  have  largely  been  speculative,  relying  mostly  on  anecdotes  and  newspaper  commentaries 
 rather than hard facts (Sishuwa, 2012; Marshall & Gurr Ted, 2003; Caplan, 1968).  


This  study  is  therefore,  significant  and  timely  as  it  seeks  to  contribute  to  building  an 
 empirically  in-depth  and  contextualized  case  thereby  contributing  towards  new  insights 
 towards  understanding  the  Barotseland  question.  Much  of  the  literature  on  the  Barotseland 
 question falls short in taking stock of the complex factors which would otherwise improve our 
 understanding  of  the  problem,  as  they  dwell  so  much  on  concepts  of  ‘postcolonial 
 territoriality’, ‘nationalism’and ‘weak states’ as they relate to Zambia as a post-colony. Such 
 terms  depend  upon  a  subjective  categorisation  of  what  is  not  actually  there,  but  rather  what 
 Eurocentric-inclined concepts, so to speak, demystify (Jacobsen  et al, 2008). These concepts 
 do  not  entirely  reflect  the  actual  realities  which  would  otherwise  shed  more  light  on  our 
 understanding of the Barotseland question in Zambia. 



1.6  Methodological Approach 


At this point it is necessary to present the methodological approach which was applied in this 
 study.  It  follows  therefore,  that  the  following  should  be  explained  and,  where  necessary, 
 justified where they are given:  i) the philosophical underpinnings; ii) the rationale of research 
 paradigm;  iii)  the  justification  for  the  method  used  and    iv)  data  collection  techniques  used 
 and explanation of the targeted informants. More importantly, the approach for attaining rigor 
 is presented by discussing how  issues of validity and reliability were constructed which in the 
 end contributed to building a contextually deeper case study of the Barotseland question. 



1.6.1  Philosophical Perspectives 


Political  scientists  continue  to  engage  in  a  philosophical  debate  about  what  constitutes 
 knowledge  and  the  method  through  which  facts  are  generated.    Hence,  depending  on  the 
 nature  of  the  study,  methodology  is  important  because  it  helps  the  researcher  to  understand 
 the  reality  better  through  the  application  of  scientific  method  (Kvale  &  Brinkmann,  2008). 


This  debate  is,  however,  multifaceted.  For  instance,  one  can  look  at  controversies  between 
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 explaining  and  understanding  facts,  and  the  differences  between  positivism  and  post-
 positivism  or  between  rationalism  and  reflectivism.  While  all  perspectives  are  critical,  an 
 attempt  is  hereby  made  to  zero  in  on  the  debate  for  the  latter.  According  to  Chalmers 
 (1999:1), “science is highly esteemed and theorists who believe that it is special, point to its 
 methodological  approach”.  But  then  what  is  so  special  about  science?  What  is  it  about 
 scientific method which leads to reliable research results? Fundamental to the idea of science 
 is the notion of positivism, in which science is rooted in the empirical epistemology or  theory 
 of  knowledge10  (Chalmers,  1999).  However,  not  all  empiricists  subscribe  to  this  position, 
 since  the  validity  and  reliability  of  empirical  data  can  still  be  maintained  even  without 
 applying  the  ethos  of  positivism.  Epistemologically,  the  argument  by  positivists  is  that 


“genuine  knowledge  is  obtained  through  observation,  adding  that  anything  that  cannot  be 
 experienced  is  not  scientifically  valid”  (Bryman,  2008:14).  Given  the  significance  of  their 
 scientific tradition, one can argue therefore that positivists seem to misdirect themselves from 
 dealing with ‘unobservable’ social realities which are nonetheless important when it comes to 
 constructing knowledge from the ontological perspective.  


But insofar as the philosophy of science is concerned, post-positivists strongly disagree with 
 certain  aspects  of  positivism.  They  do  so  by  accommodating  the  significance  of  meanings, 
 beliefs,  emotions  and  feelings.  In  this  sense,  post-positivists  predispose  themselves  to 
 interpretivism  which  takes  into  account  meanings,  human  beliefs,  feelings  and  values  as 
 important  factors  in  the  study  of  a  social  phenomenon  (Kvale  &  Brinkmann,  2008).  This 
 perspective  can  arguably  “play  a  crucial  role  in  unearthing  deep-seated  meanings  that  exist 
 beneath  the  surface  appearance  of  empirical  data,  measurements  or  observed  reality  for  that 
 matter” (Chalmers, 1999:9). Since human emotions, perceptions and values are fundamentally 
 not quantifiable, one can argue that they cannot be studied using the positivist approach which 
 relies heavily on statistical data. 


Given  that  quantitative  research  methodology  is  associated  with  positivism  (as  it  embraces 
 natural  science  principles),  one  can  argue  that  limiting  social  science  research  to  positivism 
 alone  can  result  in  incomplete  understanding  of  social  phenomena  such  as  the  Barotseland 
 problem.  According  to  Bryman  (2008),  this  shortcoming  can  be  avoided  when  other 
        


10 As opposed to ontology,  which focuses on the  what, how  and  why of social reality, epistemology is  used to 
imply issues concerning the questions of what is or what should be regarded as acceptable knowledge in a given 
field of study such as international relations (IR). A central position to epistemology, a position which positivists 
subscribe  to,  is  whether  or  not  the  social  phenomena  should  be  examined  according  to  the  scientific  ethos  or 
method. 
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perspectives of methodology,  such as  the  qualitative approach, are taken  into account,  since 
 by  nature  social  science  is  subject  to  variations  on  which  methodology  best  fits  the 
 phenomenon.  In  practical  terms,  one’s  choice  of  a  given  methodological  approach  depends 
 entirely on a combination of factors such as the nature of the study itself, the context in which 
 the phenomena being investigated is situated and above all, the research question a particular 
 study is trying to provide an answer for. Depending on the academic orientation or discipline, 
 scholars  tend  to  be  inclined  towards  certain  philosophical  viewpoints  which  ultimately 
 influence their choice of methodology, data collection techniques and, moreimportantly, how 
 validity and reliability are constructed. In view of these philosophical insights, the qualitative 
 methodology  was  applied  in  this  study  in  order  to  collect  data  which  best  answered  the 
 research question stated above.  


1.6.2 Rationale for Qualitative Approach 


This  study  is  rooted  in  the  qualitative  epistemological  position  which  recognizes  the 
 significance of locating qualitative research within a particular social, cultural, and historical 
 context.  But  as  a  researcher,  it  was  important  to  recognize  the  limitations  of  this  approach. 


Bryman  (2008)  stated  that  qualitative  researchers  still  encounter  challenges  in  securing  a 
 common  research  orientation,  a  situation  which  makes  the  very  essence  of  the  qualitative 
 approach  problematic.  Nonetheless,  qualitative  research  methods  facilitate  the  study  of  a 
 phenomenon  in  depth  and  detail.  Moreover,  contrary  to  being  constrained  by  prearranged 
 categories of analysis,  as is  the case with  quantitative methodology, “approaching fieldwork 
 with a sense of flexibility contributes to the depth, openness and detail of qualitative inquiry, 
 which  are  key  aspects  of  data  quality”  (Patton,  2002:5).  Given,  therefore,  that  qualitative 
 methodology  lays  emphasis  on  the  process,  it  was  necessary  to  reflect  deeply  on  how  the 
 approach  for  this  study  was  influenced  by  the  contextual  factors  in  which  the  Barotseland 
 question is situated. It was equally important to reflect (during fieldwork) on the experiences 
 emanating  from  the  Barotseland  problem  as  well  as  on  the  explanations  people  are 
 constructing out of them.  


In this research project, the aim, its objective and research question influenced the choice of 
methodology.  Specifically,  a  combination  of  primary  data  obtained  through  semi-structured 
interviews  as  well  as  secondary  data  from  official  documents  and  reports  were  used.  As  a 
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 politically  sensitive  and  divisive  matter,  the  Barotseland  question  has  attracted  wider 
 attention, not only across the known media houses, but also in  Zambian society  at large. As 
 such, additional data were obtained through the analysis of media editorial statements as well 
 as  citizens’  comments,  as  readily  available  on  social  media  platforms.  The  use  of  semi-
 structured interviews provided an opportunity to probe issues about the Barotseland problem 
 needing detailed clarification, while at the same time creating space for flexibility for both the 
 researcher and informants. Official documents or reports, on the other hand, provided useful 
 information  about  the  historical  background  underlying  the  Barotseland  question  and  in 
 particular the 1964 agreement.   


But  there  are  no  perfect  data  collection  techniques;  instead,  there  are  always  trade-offs 
 (Patton, 1990). In the process, constraints pertaining to time and power asymmetry as well as 
 ethical  issues  had  to  be  appropriately  dealt  with.  Hence,  in  choosing  these  techniques,  the 
 researcher was careful to avoid overstating the importance of qualitative methodology. This is 
 why  some  scholars  prefer  to  minimize  the  conflict  between  behavior  and  meaning  in  social 
 research by applying mixed methods as a way of maximizing the strengths of qualitative and 
 quantitative  methods,  while  at  the  same  time  minimizing  their  weaknesses  (Polkinghorne, 
 2005). Still, since my intention was to explore the complex views and experiences underlying 
 the Barotseland problem, a qualitative approach was seen as most appropriate. Of course, one 
 other  reason  for  choosing  this  approach  is  that  it  allows  one  to  see  through  the  eyes  of  the 
 people being studied within a limited setting of the larger context (Bryman, 2008). 


1.6.3   Informants and Interviews 


Even  if  one  had  the  means,  it  is  not  worthwhile  to  collect  data  from  every  individual  in  a 
given  research  location,  since  valid  and  reliable  findings  can  still  be  secured  even  from  a 
section  of  a  particular  population.  However,  this  demands  the  application  of  appropriate 
research techniques (such as convenient sampling/selection of respondents which was used in 
this study) for selecting informants. According to Bryman (2008), a convenient sample is one 
that is simply available to the researcher by virtue of its accessibility and also by know-how 
on  the  subject  being  investigated.  Though  there  still  are  limitations  associated  with  this 
technique,  the approach of conveniently selecting informants continues to play a critical role 
in  qualitative  research.  Its  strength    lies  in  providing  for  the  selection  of  “information  rich 
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cases of interest for in-depth analysis” (Bryman, 2008: 183). Guided by the research question, 
 therefore,  it  was  possible  to  figure  out  which  respondents  were  to  be  interviewed  from  the 
 targeted population.  Nearly 15 informants were interviewed after being drawn from a cross-
 section  of  senior  government  officials,  parliamentarians,  traditional  leaders,  senior  citizens, 
 and  members  of  the  Barotseland  Royal  Establishment  (BRE).  Leaders  of  all  pro-separatist 
 groups in Barotseland, as well as   those of the opposition were conveniently targeted. In this 
 study ,  these were key stakeholders because they understood the Barotseland question better,  
 as their statements and actions have tended to greatly influence  the discourse of  the impasse. 


But  since  the  Barotseland  question    was  increasingly  polarising  Zambian  society,  the 
 researcher    exercised  the  flexibility  by  interviewing  five  ordinary  citizens  in  order  to  get  a 
 sense of what the common Zambian generally feels about the Barotseland issue.   


Face to face interviews were conducted in the Capital, Lusaka; Mongu, the provincial capital 
 of  Western  province  (Barotseland);  and  Kaoma  district,  which  is  a  region  in  Barotseland 
 where  those  associations  seemingly  opposed  to  secession  predominate.  These  places  were 
 chosen because most of the targeted informants live there. Overall, the convenient selection of 
 key informants  helped in saving time, money and energy. Since informants were drawn from 
 three different respondent groups, it was possible to triangulate certain responses which in the 
 end improved the validity and reliability of the data. The majority of respondents preferred to 
 remain anonymous. Hence, there is no reference or appendix showing personal details of who 
 said what. But throughout the analytical discussion  the researcher has in most cases, referred 
 to the interview data in the footnote by showing the place and date of the interview.  


1.6.4 Strategies for Attaining Rigor 


Some  scholars  have  challenged  the  prospect  of  generating  valid  and  reliable  knowledge 
within the social sciences (Morse  et al, 2001); however, it is still completely acceptable that 
qualitative researchers be subjected  to  scrutiny  as well as  that  the  credibility and validity of 
their data collection methods be carefully examined. It is understandable that the negation of 
the principles of validity and reliability in qualitative research around the 1980s seems to have 
brought into perspective the objective of “ensuring rigor” from the researcher’s actions during 
the  entire  process  of  qualitative  research,  considered  in  relation  to    the  research  outcomes 
themselves  and  to  the  research  audience  (Morse    et  al,  2002:13).  Nevertheless,  validity  and 



(23)13 
 reliability  remain  appropriate  principles  not  only  for  attaining  rigor  but  also  for  evaluating 
 trustworthiness and utility as realised upon the completion of a particular  qualitative study. In 
 this study, the liability for ensuring reliability and validity was reclaimed by executing those 
 vital  verification  initiatives  and  self-correcting  strategies  throughout  the  data  collection 
 process.  Without  the  use  of  such  strategies  it  would  have  been  hard  to  draw  solid 
 interpretations  and  conclusions  on  the  Barotseland  problem.  Undeniably,  the  ‘attainment  of 
 rigor’  through  initiatives  inherent  to  a  respective  qualitative  method  ultimately  shifts  the 
 concern  for  integrating  and  upholding  reliability  and  validity  from    the  research  audience’s  
 subjective judgements to the investigator’s objective actions themselves (Morse  et al, 2002). 


The following sections therefore demonstrate how rigor was attained based on the principles 
 of  validity  and  reliability,  which  are  increasingly  becoming  common  in  case  study  designs 
 such  as  this  one.    Note,  however,  that  in  the  process  of  constructing  validity  and  reliability, 
 the researcher was conscious of the choices during the entire process of data collection, data 
 transcribing  and also the use of such information in the analysis. All this was done in order  
 for the research findings to be as transparent as possible.  


1.6.4.1  Constructing Validity 


The  debate  on  what  valid  knowledge  is  raises  a  philosophical  question  of  what  the  truth  is. 


Kvale  &  Brinkmann  (2009)  argued  that  the  truth  can  be  discerned  based  on  a  number  of 
principles  which  relate  to  the  coherence  and  pragmatic  utility  of  knowledge,  although  these 
are  not  exclusively  detached  from  each  other.  Nevertheless,  validity  is  not  just  an  issue  of 
choosing  among  the  competing  criteria  of  ensuring  data  quality.  Rather,  “it  also  involves 
falsifying  certain  interpretations  based  on  the  examination  of  provisions  and  arguments  of 
relative  credibility”  (Kvale  &  Brinkmann,  2009:247).  Given  the  inadequacies  which 
characterise validity in qualitative research, it was critical in this study to ensure that views of 
all respondents were handled in accordance with the criteria of validity, which involves data 
triangulation, entailing the use of multiple researchers, research methods, sources, or theories 
in  order  to  assess  the  consistency  of  the  findings  (Bryman,  2008).  Triangulation  might 
invariably  help  get  a  fuller  picture,  but  perhaps  not  a  more  valid  one  since  its  purpose  in  a 
particular  context  is  completeness  rather  than  convergence.  Still,    the  major  strength  of  the 
contextualised  methodology  to  triangulation  is  the  prospect  of  preserving  “a  truly  novel 
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perspective”, which may have been discounted when “consensus understandings” are valued 
 (Morse et al, 2002:10–originally cited from Tinsley, 1992). 


In  this  study,  validity  was  constructed  through  triangulation,  which  was  applied through the 
 use  of  a  combination  of  data  collection  techniques  affording  an  opportunity  to  objectively 
 compare    different  pieces  of  information  gathered.  The  fact  that  information  was  collected 
 through  primary  and  secondary  data  collection  techniques  is  in  itself  a  demonstration  that 
 there was no exclusive reliance on one technique which could have accommodated prejudice. 


Thus, biases emanating, for example, from semi-structured interviews were minimized by the 
 usage  data  gathered  from  other  sources,  such  as  media  editorial  statements,  official  policy 
 documents  and  reports,  including  comments    published  on  social  media  forums.  By 
 triangulating  the  different  data  collection  techniques,  it  was  possible  to  filter  out  certain 
 responses or pieces of information which appeared to be overly exaggerated and this,  in the 
 end, increased the credibility and more importantly the validity of the findings. Obviously, the 
 strength of triangulation in this study lies in the coherent contradictions from the respondents 
 and  also  on  common  sentiments  on  the  Barotseland  question  from  the  secondary  materials 
 used.  Hence,  the  beauty  of  employing  different  techniques  is  that  it  provides  for  the 
 consistency  and  coherence  of  the  data,  which  basically  reflects  the  contradictory  responses 
 themselves (Bryman, 2008).  


Another  dimension  of  triangulation  which  was  applied  in  this  study  is  that  of  “investigator 
triangulation”.    Kvale  and  Brinkmann  (2009)  stated  that  the  usage  of  multiple  investigators 
minimises potential biases in collecting, reporting, and analysing data, in the end contributing 
to internal validity. On the other hand, where there is more than one investigator, the degree 
of  trustworthness  and  transparency  is  higher,  which  increases  the  credibility  of  the  findings 
(Lincoln  &  Guba,  1985).  Therefore,  the  researcher’s  decision  to  engage  an  experienced 
research  assistant  enhanced  the  credibility  of  the  data  collected  during  interviews,    since  it 
was  possible  to  cross-check  the  notes  as  well  as  to  figure  out  what  they  meant.  Thus  far, 
findings  from  the  data  collected  using  this  strategy  substantiated  the  convergence  of 
researchers’ different perspectives, such that triangulation of those perspectives becomes the 
process of “mutual confirmation” (Morse  et al, 2002:3) of the reported realities, and this  then 
entails  attaining  rigor.  By  and  large,  it  is  such  convergence  of  perspectives,  rather  than  the 
evidential  basis  upon  which  the  analytical  findings  on  the  Barotseland  question  are  based, 
which are seen to be valid or in other words accurate and objective.  
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 1.6.4.2  Data Reliability  


To what extent can one trust that the findings of the qualitative researcher are true? To what 
 extent  can  the  audience  of  one’s  research  believe  that  the  findings  are  trustworthy  and 
 ontologically authentic and fair? Clearly, these are fundamental questions which underline the 
 fact  that  if  anything  has  to  be  reliable,  it  has  to  be  verifiable  too.  However,  this  realist  and 
 constructivist  view  of  reliability  as  a  criterion  for  evaluating  qualitative  research  is  only 
 appropriate to the extent that qualitative research is conducted within  the context of a naive 
 or scientific realist context (Bryman, 2008). Indeed, for an issue which is politically sensitive 
 and  highly  contested  like  the  Barotseland  question,  it  can  be  hard  to  guarantee  that  the 
 findings  are  reliable  in  the  absence  of  properly  articulated  verification  strategies.  In  other 
 words, the criterion of reliability in qualitative research could also denote the dependability of 
 one‘s research, which also brings into perspective the question of how consistent the research 
 findings  themselves  are  (Kvale  &  Brinkmann,  2009).  Underlying  this  superficial  view  of 
 reliability  lies  the  difficulty  of  maintaining  verifiable  research  evidence,  since  human 
 behavior  changes  with  time  and  circumstances.  This  raises  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
 people  interviewed  in  this  study  could  have  been  able  to  maintain  the  same  responses  on 
 similar  research  questions  if  asked  at  different  times  by  another  researcher.  This  does 
 nonetheless  suggest  that  the  criterion  of  reliability  is  more  of  a  concern  to  those  analysing 
 statistical data. In effect, by ignoring the issue of reliability, qualitative reseachers merely give 
 room to arbitrary subjectivity which yields not only questionable findings, but also unreliable 
 and unscientific conclusions (Kvale & Brinkmann, 2009) which can be hard to verify. Thus, 
 qualitative  researchers  have  to  keep  an  eye  on  the  principle  of  verification  which  entails 


“checking,  confirming,  making  sure,  and  being  certain”  (Morse  et  al,  2002:17).  However, 
 there are several verification strategies of increasing reliablity in qualitative research, some of 
 which  include  investigator  responsiveness,  methodological  coherence,  theoretical  selection, 
 and usage of comfirmable evidence.  


In  this  study,  the  choice  had  to  be  made  to  apply  those  verification  strategies  which 
consistently and reliably reflected on the Barotseland problem and most importantly the data 
collection  methods  applied  in  investigating  it.  Hence,  the  key  point  on  how  the  principle  of 
reliability  was  adhered  to  in  this  study  was  based  on  the  resercher’s    responsiveness, 
particularly in terms of theoretical creativity, sensitivity, flexibility and methodological know-
how  in  applying  those  initiatives  which  influenced  the  reliability  of  the  study  as  it  evolved. 
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Thus,  my  responsiveness  as  a  researcher  enabled  me  on  the  one  hand  to  remain  open  and 
 analytically  sensitive,  but  on  the  other  to  be  systematically  creative    while  at  the  same  time 
 eager  to  turn  down  any  ideas  and  opinions  from  informants  which  were  scantily  supported, 
 regardless  of  the  delight  and  the  aptitude  that  they  initially  appeared  to  provide  with  good 
 insights on the Barotseland problem. The approach, though debatable, can be seen to have a 
 bearing on social inquiry and to be certainly decisive in the attainment of optimal reliability. 


In  addition,  materials  used  in  this  study,  such  as  field  notes,  official  documents  and  other 
 reports on the Barotseland issue were compiled for verification purposes. While this is mainly 
 used  in  quantitative  research,  compilation  of  verifiable  materials  can  still  prove  useful  in 
 adding  to  the  rigor  of  qualitative  study,  provided  similar  design  and  procedure  of  data 
 collection have been consistently re-applied elsewhere (Bryman, 2008; Kvale & Brinkmann, 
 2009). Research materials used in this study are comprised of an interview guide, field notes 
 jotted  down  during  interviews,  a  copy  of  the  Barotseland  agreement  and  other  relevant 
 reports, and narratives of transcribed interviews,  including interviews recorded on electronic 
 files.  To  a  great  extent,  the  compilation  of  all  these  materials  reflects  how  the  criterion  of 
 reliability was adhered to in this study, since these research materials can be verified. 



1.7 Outline of the Thesis 


This thesis is divided  into six chapters. The first, which is the introduction,  sets the stage by 
outlining  the  aim,  objectives  and  main  argument  of  the  study  from  which  the  key  research 
question is derived. The methodological approach underpinning the study is equally discussed 
by  highlighting  how  the  principles  of  validity  and  data  reliability  were  observed.      This 
chapter  introduces  the  study  by  highlighting  key  aspects  of  the  nature  of  the  Barotseland 
question. Further down is chapter two, which presents the historical  context for the genesis 
of the Barotseland question. In this way the identification of major actors and how these are 
situated  within  Barotseland  and  broadly  Zambia’s  political  environment  is  undertaken 
alongside  the  analysis  of  factors  which  have  shaped  the  Barotseland  question,  particularly 
with  regard  to  the  region’s  quest  for  self-rule.    The  discussion  highlights,  as  well,  those 
political events under which the region was on the verge of political sovereignty. This chapter 
lays the foundation for a more detailed analysis of the Barotseland question.   
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 Chapter three is jointly about the theory and literature review. Theoretical issues discussed 
 here are carefully chosen in order to reflect the empirical ideas underpinning state sovereignty 
 (regarded as a major yet controversial concept of IR) both as regards to international politics 
 and, particularly lately, in terms  of domestic assertions  that states are sovereign.To ensure  a 
 productive  discussion,  the  concept  of  sovereignty  is  first  and  foremost  defined  and  its 
 competing arguments alongside its theoretical features analysed in relation to  the Barotseland 
 question vis-à-vis Zambia’s juridical sovereignty. The debate about “Africa’s exceptionalism” 


(Englebert,  2009:1-3)  is  noteworthy  particularly  with  regard  to  the  literature  on  the 
 continent’s  separatist  deficit,  which  in  this  context  lays  the  basis  for  engaging  with  the 
 discourse  and  counter  discourse  concerning  Barotseland’s  separatist  movement.  The  debate 
 about the Barotseland question may not be new  but the conditions under which the problem 
 re-materialises  makes  it  more  paradoxical.  For  this  reason,  it  is  important  to  discuss  the 
 literature that specifically pertains to such paradoxes and practices which ironically foster the 
 generation of Barotseland elites’ compliance with a postcolonial state.  


Chapter  four  presents  the  research  findings  which  provide  data    attempting  to  answer  the 
research questions.  Specific details are presented showing why the Barotseland question has 
been so ticklish and why it remains the unending story that we know today. Informed by these 
findings, the analytical discussion is presented in chapter five, showing how the Barotseland 
problem has been handled by different regimes and some of the major trajectories which have 
shaped it. The thesis  ends with the conclusion presented in chapter six, which sums up key 
issues  discussed  about  the  Barotseland  question.  It  winds-up  by  offering  provisional 
implications  for further research within the sphere of IR’s international norms of sovereignty 
for  state  (re)  construction  in  Africa,  and  the  ambiguous  stabilisation  effects  emanating  from 
relatively widespread separatist conflicts, which have been prevailing over decades. 
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Chapter 2- The Historical Context  


This  chapter  presents  the  contextual  influences  which  have  historically  shaped  the 
 Barotseland question.  In so doing, it is imperative to begin by highlighting basic facts about 
 Barotseland  before  providing  an  understanding  of  main  actors  and  their  interests  in 
 Barotseland  and  in  Zambia  at  large.  This  brings  us  to  the  discussion  about  the  origin  of  the 
 Barotseland  question;  which  then  lays  the  foundation  for  examining  Barotseland’s  pre-
 colonial quest for self-rule. Much more can be said about the Barotseland question, including 
 Barotseland’s  precolonial  quest  for  political  sovereignty,  including  the  negotiation  process 
 which  resulted  in  BLA64  which  was  hastily  annulled.  Understandably,  the  undemocratic 
 manner  the  BLA64  was  abrogated  is  what  is  understood  to  have  triggered  and  sustained 
 Barotseland’s  separatist  sentiments  over  decades.  In  fact,  the  BRE  is  of  the  view  that 
 Barotseland’s  integration  into  Zambia  was  as  a  result  of  an  international  treaty  which 
 apparently  was  wrongfully  abrogated    by  the  state  (Marshall  &  Gurr  Ted,  2003).    On  that 
 note,  it  is  important  to  highlight  the  post-independence    separatist  behavior  and  interests  of 
 some  Barotseland’s  fundamentalists  and  how  their  actions  have  had  a  telling  impact  in 
 framing the Barotseland question to the extent that it has become such as unending story we 
 are accustomed to today.  



2.1 Basic Facts about Barotseland 


Barotseland,  currently  designated  as  Western  Province  is  a  region  in  the  western  part  of 
Zambia,  historically  known  as  Bulozi.  It  is  the  native  land  to  the  Lozi  speaking  people 
situated on the upper Zambezi river which runs through the province’s flood plain  from the 
north  to  the  south  (Mainga  Bull,  1973).  Neigbouring  territories  include  Angola  to  the  west 
and bordered by the Namibia’s Caprivi Strip in the South, while in the noth lie Central, North- 
Western and the Copperbelt provinces; and adjoined by Southern province  of Zambia–all of 
which  were  debatably  part  of  this  Kingdom  in  pre-colonial  times.  Historically,  Barotseland 
existed  as  a  traditional  mornachy  with  the  Litunga  (King)  regarded  as  the  ‘owner  of  the 
land’(Caplan,  1968).  At  the  core  of  the  political  and  geographical  configuration  of 
Barotseland  (see  map  below)  was  the  political  institution  of  kingship.  It  is  widely  reported 
that  this  “royal  cult”,  so  to  say,  served  as  a  political  platform  through  which  The  Litunga  
exercised his power and authority as head of the social, economic and independent structure 
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 of the entire Bulozi Kingdom. This distinct way of political organisation earned Barotseland a 
 special status and substantial autonomy different from other regions in Northern Rhodesia. As 
 a matter of fact, the BRE continued to lobby for this position even after entering into the unity 
 treaty which formed Zambia. 


Barotseland’s population is estamated to be around 3.5 million inhabitants comprising diverse 
 ethnic  tribes  (see  footnote  on  different  ethnic  tribes)11.  These  tribes  are  believed  to  have 
 somewhat  existed  as  a  coherent  polity  that  lived  in  tranquility  within  a  diversified  ethnic 
 hodgepodge of the Royal Barotseland Kingdom (Stokes, 1965). This partly explains why the 
 demands for separatism–rather a political objective motivated by historical grievances, mainly 
 from lack of development–have not been altogether absent from the current political discourse 
 in Western province. Nevertheless, it would be naïve to rule out tribal differences and indeed, 
 the Barotseland question has re-evaluated the extent of tribal disorders and indegeous politics, 
 given that certain tribes such as Nkoyas express conflicting interests in relation counter to the 
 ethnic  unity  of  Western  province  (Mainga  Bull,1997).    In  truth,  however,  no  single  ethnic 
 group to date, except for the January 14, 2011 peaceful but ‘illegal’ demonstrations, has taken 
 up arms in support of the separatist agenda. 


Barotseland is characterised as  a resource-deficiency region, which is  why it is  perceived  as 
 the  poorest  in  Zambia.  However,  the  state  is  partly  to  blame  for  neglecting  the  territory 
 particularly  for  not  investing  in  the  exploration  of  mineral  resources  such  as  oil,  diamond 
 etcetera which the region is belived to be richly endowed with. Primarily, Barotseland boasts 
 of the Zambezi river’s fertile flood plain which is conducive for rice growing. Consequently, 
 the  majority  of  lozis  in  the  floodplain  rely  on  a  diversified  livelihood    strategy,  combining 
 subsistence  crop  farming,  livestock    rearing,  fishing  including  exploitation  of  forestry  based 
 (natural/mineral) resource12 (IUCN, 2003). Most the  people continue to  depend on  wetlands 
 for diversified livelihood–a strategy which has helped to effectively spread risks and income. 


However, subsistence sources livelihood vary at different times depending on the season. The 
 rural  economy  is  for  the  most  part  subsistence-based,  and  is  subject  to  high  levels    of 
        


11  As  many  as  38  ethnic  groups  can  be  found  in  Barotseland,  rather  in  what  is  often  referred  to  as  a  ‘State  of 
 cohabitation’.  These  groups  include  among  others  the  Kwangwa,  Mankoya,  Mafwe,  Matotela,  Mambukushu, 
 Masubiya, Imilangu, Matokaleya, Makwamashi, Mambunda, Makwamakoma (Bamakoma), Mbowe (Mamboe), 
 Mishulundu,  Muenyi  (Mwenyi),  Mahumbe,  Makwamulonga,  Ndundulu,  Manyengo,  Mashanjo,  and  Simaa. 


Barotseland  is  a  hierarchical  society  led  by  a  monarch,  ‘Litunga’.  -  See  more  at: 


http://www.unpo.org/members/16714#sthash.3TQTWGHH.dpuf 


12 IUCN. (2003). Barotse Floodplains, Zambia: local economic dependance on wetland resources. Retrieved on 
 February 10, 2014 from: http://www.cbd.int/financial/values/Zambia-economicwetland.pdf - See more at: 


http://www.unpo.org/members/16714#sthash.2kgW0u7Z.dpuf 
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unpredictability and variability. Simwinji (1997), revealed that 76% of  the rural population in 
 Barotseland  live  in    poverty,  with  lean  months  being  November  to  January/February  when 
 incomes are lowest  and expenditures highest, and little food is  available. 



2.2 Main Actors  in the Barotseland Question 


The question about what constitutes the Barotseland case necessitates an understanding of the 
 key actors involved and their interests including the contested discourses about the abrogation 
 of  the  BLA64  held  as  the  epicenter  of  the  Barotseland  question.  Thus,  it  is  imperative  to 
 provide a clear reference to key actors, and not  exclusively those on the Barotseland side of 
 the equation but also how they are situated in Zambia at large. Historically, the traditional and 
 legitimate  actor  in  Barotseland  through  whom  authority  has  always  been  vested  is  the 
 Barotseland Royal Establishment (BRE) headed by the King-the Litunga. As an institutional 
 actor  that  was  instrumental  in  the  negotiations  for  Zambia’s  shared  sovereignty,  the  BRE 
 administered Barotseland through the indigenous system of governance comprising  the Kuta 
 (Barotseland Native Council-BNC) and the Native Treasury (Caplan, 1970).   


More  recently,  though,  and  particularly  due  to  the  prevailing  intensity  of  the  political 
 dynamics  emanating  from  government’s  failure  to  restore  the  terminated  agreement,  many 
 pro-separatist  actors,  such  as  the  Barotseland  Freedom  Movement  (BFM),  the 
 Linyungandambo,  the  Movement  for  the  Restoration  of  the  Barotseland  Agreement 
 (MOREBA),  and  the  so-called  Black  Bulls  including  the  almost  defunct  Barotse  Patriotic 
 Front  (BPF)  have  spontaneously  sprung  up  (with  an  intolerable  presence  in  the  Provincial 
 Capital Mongu), albeit with a remarkable sense of disunity and lack of a clearer direction and 
 mutual interest about how to liberate Barotseland.  Seeing these new actors as outlandish and 
 incohesive  forces  could  be  a  mistake  even  though  they  seem  to  have  an  acrimonious 
 relationship with the BRE. Interestingly though, the BRE and the Litunga have in the recent 
 notwithstanding,  ambivalently,  backed  what  looks  like  a  regional  consensus  to  secede  from 
 Zambia13.  As  might  be  expected,  all  these  actors  have  social  and  political  connections  with 
 sympathisers and powerful politicians, not only within Barotseland but also in Zambia at large 
 and, indeed, out there in the diaspora. Except perhaps for the BRE which has enjoyed cordial 
        


13 Author’s emphasis based on the analysis of the emperical literature and interviews conducted on the 
Barotseland problem 
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