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and it makes an enormeus di
raise money on one's farm.
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€ Lon (o2 4 | Kenys promised last year to appoint a commitis
at )/" explore the question. Without committing
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to be made by m leasehold land o- be oc
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0¥ so far as 1 rer

"thold land in Kenyeg

Government ot‘tmt to let tuese lands go on'
freehold. I am qlﬁ?convinced, in my own mind.
thet the answer is 'no', and further r.:iat no

Government in thig country could ever mees it.

x.n}l'a only asset is its land. In order to alleow
of the necessary development of the country, Kenye
ought- io set a re’as'oqable return from the land which
it dimtu to outsiders. Therefore the ciarzinz

of a fair rent is the only proper tning to do, &nd

i\
)

that rent ought to be revised from time to time; as
T is provided in the present lesislation. To take

a new country like Kenya and give away freeho
chunks of lend is really & most unsound. proceeding.
If you are to get the full value of it, then the

price to be paid for freehold land would heve to be

great enough to comto for any reasonable foreseen

-improvement. #ith land et its preirie value as

it was, and a8 & lot of it atill is, it would be

vot; dﬁﬁéul.: to . er economic price. .
To let it g tio ﬂ;:'a to @ert with the sssets

of ODVQM, &l m can oe quite oortai

there would bo a furioua opposnin-hn( Wsetnin»

up & race ox uiru «ln. K.ewa. Not that I have any

objection to uiro but lnan "squu'a' away
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$Wsnty-tive years is s mormal
period tﬁ‘ purchase, but tiat assumes that a
more economic rent is being paid. The rent

in Kenya 1s &d an acre till 1945, end it is
prob.bLy mt 12 w of the lmd is being
put to any uso at all, it is worth a good deal
more now. Therefore, in Justice to the :
Jc.)vernmem,' t'im%;_'e would have to be a very

comprehen;iivo re~valuation, which would take a

“lot of time and would cost a lot of money.

Apert from thése perticular questions,
the general principle all over the world now-a-

days is egainst freehold lend end I cannot see

“it beins accepted for Kenya, Fhi&iﬂ about the

last pluce, in my opinion, where tm'?rinolple
ouzght to be introduced.

Thln will mean, probably, ‘o basis

SRR ' further pontrouray with the mfﬂékh,
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quarters, land will lose its value.

then on its intrinsic worth.’

thing for u 1s mot omp orodn, but. no cAﬂit

all. And muns roM

1930 and 1936, I don't &
leasehold could possibly ..
regard to leases in towns
but then land in v.ovmshi-ﬁs is ﬁotoriouslyg precariouy
invostmnt. 1t mey g¢ up, or it may
heving regerd ‘to;condttionl 11§ -\
doubtful w:xcti;‘ifll.whotkv 4 -
much on the sem af ‘--.-a: N
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if anything ot-:ours to ~ah1ft..tho residential %
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 trouble. . If you want :}h{- ;o'ix;'}{gn that the
!mtng comnity does lO‘ get into debt, t.)p bes:‘t
thing for 1t 1: not cheap credit, but no credit a
all. And huing rega.rd to Kenya's record banen

1930 and 1936, I don't think that freehold

upon. Tnnty to t\'nnt.v-tin ynn is @ normal
C! but 1
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i ; it makes & @nor ,Au’teronca when you
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i Ina letterf\‘to me Lord mm: ntomd to this
= question uv fre\holding on mtﬁm ll- .
-ready ertton to the S. of S. on tha 26th . -
: July. “ As you will 700 m- the auucr
«‘part of ur. !&bnin:s ninnto, ihnt letter to
thos-\ots.ulmuu.stthe'tim. !u; g
noﬂm!ra"yﬂur fho 8. of 8. no‘dn‘hu to t " 3 *
nnd rppys It mu as nu. 1 think.,. '
; mryuto 1d this up until uga ﬁ' ; i;"’
,general d£.:t detter to the Gz:emor tﬁn mh

he will see that $ir C.- Bottomley told Lord ;

. Prancis Scott fhat any proposals which auo W
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to the C.0. i,e. from the Govemmnt of lcmrl £
& wouli have every considerati’on, but that we

N hd been brought up in a school which held * '~
% 'that th'o Governnent cught to retain a benefit

K rhow g it o 158 quii'¥e spéct from any i
éu'ect fisecal benefit from its dgvelopment.
-There was very great controversy before the
wer on this subject, and, ultimately, the then
S. of £. yielded to the extent of allowing
ordinary farm leases for a term of 999 years E

with periodical revision of rent.




:‘;_:' Mr. Mortimer (Connulox!or of Lands,
xon}‘s)‘ called yesterday’ having been asked by
Mr: Harrigin to sound the C.0. semi-officially
a8 to what our reactions wouid be if a local
. committee were now to recommend that leasehold
land in the l;ighllndl should be converted to
freéhold, es it was felt that the Government
could no longer resist the demand for a
committee to be appointed to explore th..l.
Questiong.: 4

I showed Mr. Mortimer the racord of
81r. C.Bottomley's conversation with Lord Inneu
Scott at No.l on t.hu file and I' gaye hin tho
reference to Sir C.Parkinson's ‘letter of the
9th of October (No.14 on 38300/37) with which
a copy of Sir C.Bottomley's minute was sent to
the Governor. I also told him the general
ltenor of the minutes of this file and told him
that he was at liberty to-tell Mr. Harrigin
‘that Lord Harlech had expreseed himself in 8,
favour of the maintenance of ‘the M

N
In reporting to Mr. Harrigin, Mr. lov}llll “

make it clear that this last item Q’f

is not for general oonl!apt!'onf
There is notmc more to be

! this unless and until n hear sofiet

rro-xm.. Ithi‘
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r'"» a-mqoﬁ-pomnminmx
-7 need mention is ms regards freehold tenure in the
- Highlends. In his letter of the lst September Lord
M-uﬂjwhm-ﬁﬁ-iq‘o‘bt.
Ommsby Gore on this subject. Shat letter came just
before Br. Srmsby UGcre wes going to Geneve, and the
mciuu.oluu- ;
'[!mthMo.h—ni
objeotion to freeholding lamd. The
E:.-\‘ of Kexya premised last yesr %o appoint
 comsittes to explove the question.  Without
- Semmitting yourself to my astual sshese, would
""ﬂmwtﬂwn-uupqowm‘
leapedold land can be “m
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_‘ oh we are likely
i /would be on the

li'll'c- I expressed ﬁ.mn opinion that we
ought now %0 ges back to the old position that settlers
sught to have & reasonable amount of capital bahind them,,
but Lord Franeis Scott thought that young men of a good
farmer stock ought %0 be adble to make a living. I said thas
¥e did not want to have any responsibility for failyres.

As um. ho..uau. 1 said that, of u-nc. any mm
which iich came along would have every unl“ltgghl. M \hn

ve (I:.nm was with me at that uu) had been Wt
ina .m which held that the Mc-nxw_!t &M
ti-.ﬂttn-ﬁo land as land, quite ﬁ.w

ulf u;;f benefit from its unm-i AS Tegards

um.nu,. nforuu m made to the scheme for U-M
publicity which W eonsideration by the awai-n'
Gonference. ¢ wﬁtx 48 ¢ not amtictpate any
opposition here b ® @004 scheme of this sors.
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