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kd(” In the 8,of S's despatch dated the

/,:15,/ 16th of February 1933 on the Agricultural
8 " Department‘s Report of 1931 the Governor was
mformed that it would be convenient if sub-

_‘ sequent reports were arranged in four different
| Sections as follows:-
Part., i; Report o&-Dzrector e
4 Part iy Rlport on Plant mdustry
(with appendices) -
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; Part ii1; Repart on & "
oA % { (vith o.ppondim) :
' Part/i¥; Stadt. ol mmn. &
The Roport for 1932 was proparod on |
tbou linu and 'so was the Report for 1933. |
" Tris ©:A, 0, now suggests that there is a tendency
- for the ﬁ“’?’ Directors to deal with matters
of & scientific natire at a Q‘utmr lmsth than |

[ is Ju-(z‘ilﬂﬁ }n an Annual Reporb. _Be considers |

. better published as ;wm bullotil\a*or ‘a8
articles in The lu‘bjkicl.h Ag'ioultnrd Jo}}yld,}.,
lhi,cxhwn is hopod “to-tnitiate in July of t'hiuv' i
yeur, and that the Annuai Baport ‘should be
modelled on the lines of t,ho Southggn E;hodnin' '
Report (( copy hernhh‘) o :

i
As-a Vark or‘Mronco the ngorﬁ’ M’I

#

its prosent form in . vn\'y congrghenlive d fny vl

4‘ i
ment, compls'bo with an: mdox.%ou fatmo- 4y

o

.fthat mbﬁcﬁ@on ia aInya de]a}'ed There is j ,
force in‘the aqgeatmn that it :contains much j
which could ‘b, diglommted earlier by pubhca.-
tion in the' fqt‘/! of bulletins or articles in l‘ha
East Aftican Agrmul‘lmul Journal, Agit'is; a
cons 1derdbﬁ number of ]npnnto publications

were issued during the W See ‘the hatl on
pages 134-and 381. 5

Mr, Stockdalo nll no
Wo should

ful for his general dﬂue‘rﬁ,{iom

L ocging

{
L P g
congider, '/

the 0.A.G'e px{qpmls.

\ %

|
| that accounts of lientyic oxpor!gut would be- ‘ !

}-dogbt. that' its value in mich ragﬁid byithe fact| -

B RN o+ o .
\ <1
R There 18 no doubt that this reﬁort t;rm
Kenya is still much too long and there is no reas
vhy its fom should not be reconsidered.
The fox'm adopted by Southern Rhodesia h:

by its w mch to recommend it but I prefer

i I form adopted by the Department of Agriculture. in -

)

.’ ‘%‘

7ot reporta rmm Departments of ‘Agriculture might b

- Industry section.

Pederated Malay States. (I have put up my copy

| for 1933 for reference and would be glad to have :
l'petirned in due courge.)

{
i
i

This latter report deals in Part I .witl

: the géneral ag’ricnltu.ral conditions and in Part I]

yiﬁx ﬂhe 'ork of: the Depn!‘tment of Agriculture.

Thia rom 18 grat!ually being adopted in a number o
colca!ﬂl m::e:les and as Kenya has now raised
t!»mld auggeat that this qugstion of the, fo

referred for emaidemtim by and advieo from the
Oglonial Adviﬂry Council of Agriculture and Anima
next neeting (October 16th)

The” Mailed reports- of divisions of' the
’rtment or Agrfculture in-the F'.M 8. are publisl'

8 -Separate muietm) and special articles are
‘,prepa,red on ﬁcientific and otherimatters ‘from time
| to time fo!v“"the “Malayan Ag;-iéultural ‘Journal,

There would: ,appear to 'be no ‘reason why a similar
poliey should not ‘be adopted in East Africa and in

Kenya the detailed reporta of the Animal Industry

section of the Department issued as a bulletin ‘dis-

“‘tinet from that containing reports of the Plant

In Uganda and Tanganyika

‘detailedvrepqrts of officers in the Departments of

Ag¥iculfure are igsued separately as Part IT of the
Annuel Report.

However,




&> ‘ '\, However, ss I have said above, it

" might be desireblé to secure the advice of the’
Colanial Advisory camu. which could ®
at’ the same time be nakod to consider the form
of Veterinary Reports as well. There would be
an advantage in having as far as possible a
uniform system throughout the Colonial
Dependencies for Agricultural and Veterinary

. Departments and I believe that a more or lees
standard form has already been adopted for
Medical Reports on the advice of the l(edical

M.viaory gomittao.
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®

Apart from the genera]l Guestion whjcp
is to be considered anq which, if I ynow
anything about it, will be under consideration
for several years to come, there arises the
immediate question of what We are to say to
Kenya. The Acting Governor has askeq for
Permission to modify the Report inp the
direction desired ang I think we should gladly

agree as per draft herewitnh.

V56 79—

2.9.35,

Fotiipeates,
o
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Sir C. Patkinsom,

Sir G. Toklinson.

Downing Street,

Sir C. Bottdmley.

September, 1935,
Sir J. Shucgburgh

- Permt. US| of S.
Parly. UL of S.

Secretary of State.

DRAFT.

I have the honour to

4 '"*4§5*§m~
KENYA. acknowledge the receipt of ,
/1 - M e s
NO. 2
" T despatch No. 254 of the 30th of May
0dog, MY
‘ \ -
A comuenting upon the Annual Report of
the Department of Agriculture for the
- year 1933, The Report contains
- . - ‘/‘
L
much interesting matter, but‘as your
recogniza{its usefulness isg seriously
impaired by the lateness which has
# attended its Publicetion - g lateness
" which was inevitable with the Report
‘URTHER ACTION.

in its present form.

s I fully agree with the
o Mo L) pan. M
_75& luf.

view expressed ¥4, and shared by
3 ;

\-
the Director of Agrioulture'+n—tha

th&:d_paxaéﬁeph—of—ghgf—deﬂpaﬁch and




I ‘think that it will be & great improvement

1f the Report is, prepared in i’uﬁure on shorter

~lines, matters of scientific interest being

dealt with either by separate bulletins or

by articles in the NARARA East African Agricultural

frmodony
.

Journal. NV bam amak
3. I am advised that while the Southern z.- l

Rhodesian form of Report is not open to objection,

~

& better and more suitable form would be that

4

-adopted in the Federated Melay States, a copy
of which is no doubt in the possesgion of the

Director of Agrioculture. That Report is quise M n‘«ulé( Go'x'

hdr eand s divided into two parts, the first

EA

of which gives.a short review of agriculture in
Malayea, and the second deals with the work of the
Department in a summarized form.

The detailed Feu

Reports of Divisions of the ‘Tépmrtment of

Agriculture in the Federated Malay States are

: pﬁbl‘ished as sgeparate bulletins from time tf‘.’.

\! 1 ’“ o | £ .
stime and. special articles are Prepared on:
d 4 4 . 4 . 4

: various matters end published in the Malayan

Agriculturel Journal. I think that & similar et e

“SirC. Botiomlzy.
Si# ] Shuchburgh

ot i
Permi. 5,s.ajs

pﬁi} US.of S.

Snrday of State,

—

Policy cen well be adopted in Kenya,

4

and, in perticular, the detailed -
: v
report§ of the animal industry section

might vvwe‘ll be issued @g a distinct
bulletin from that uontaining repepts

of the plant 1nduetry eectlon.-.

4. . In thffoonnehiozi: 13 hdve .at

I 4 h |

prgsent unﬂr conside&tion m o;
gestion to adcp.t a gen raJ.

Report but 1t
agreement -can i:e reached"‘on am; sy

'moéﬁl, and in the me;nw ile. I welcome

i‘or moﬁificatﬁon ur W Ksnya Report. :

VIR, eta,

Sgd.; MALLCOLM MacDONALD

A
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GoVvERNMENT House
Nairos: '
KENnVaA

30{2/1“.45, 1955,

sir,

I have the honour to wmake the following
observations on the Annusl wtport of the Department
of Agriculture for the year 1988, copics of which were. i
sent to you under coverdf Third Personsl “ote ilo. .Leg
Co 26/5/6/ of the Srd Aplll 1“65.
2. I regret the lateness of thls Report, Que, in '
part, to the o ecslty of awaltlng the oompllatlon of -the
Agllcultutfl Cehsus, in'part, to certain’ reorganlzatlons
undertaken. in the Department § headquarters staff and )
pertly, to the dlmenSlons of the neport. ;
5. Ynu wlll obselve that, in accordance “with the
suggestlon containeq 1n paragraph 3 of your despatch 70.102
ot “the ﬂsfh Fsbruary, 1855"thc weport has been divided into
four seqtlons con51st1ng of ‘the report of the Director, the
reports on, thc Plant end' Arlmal divisions 6f the Departument;”
and a mlscellaneous section dealing "/J./,t:}l chanzes of staff,
~rainfall etec, E . 4

I doubt whether thiév&rrsngcnentkﬁf'the Report
is the most suitable. t appears that‘bccawse the Report
of the Director must necessarily deal with the najor matters
of interest arising in each division, there is g tendency
for the Deputy Directors to desl with netiers of a scientific
nature at greater length than is justified in an Anrual

Keport.  The reports of the two divisions thus tend to

become

THE RIGHT HONQURABLE
VAJOR STK PHILIP CUNLIFFE-LISIEK, P.C., G.B. E., Mo, }.P.,'

SECHETARY QF STATE FOR THE GOLO! Ii
DOWNING STHL‘T k.
LONDON, .H.1.




would be bette?%pﬁhliahﬂﬂ as saparate,bullefins or as

z_
articles in ihs

£} African Agrlcultural Journal, which
it is hoped to inltiate in July of this year.,

I consider that the annual keport of & Depertment
such as this should rather take the form of & more readable
account of the work and progress of the Department dnring
the year under review. This view is shared Uy the Director
of Agriculture, who is anxious to prepere a charter ronort
in the future on the general lines adovted in the .eport of
the Secretary of the Department of Agricul ture snd Lerds of
Southern shodesia, 1In my opinion the value of the Annuel
neports of the Department is dirinished wlen their public-
ation is delayed by reason of the bulk end T should be -lad
of your assent to the change proposed.

4, The notablefeature of the year under review, 1623,
was the universal drought conditions vhich edversely sffected
every branch of* agriculiuie and more particulerly the coffee
and deiry industries. As a Iosult of thlS! altl:ough sub-
Stantial increases were shown in tb‘ cxnort value of maize,
sisal, sugar, tea, hides and cotton, the totel value of
agricultural exports, th produce of Kenys, in 1955 was
£1,901,929 a decrease of £75,477 fromw the rreceding vear,

This decrease was ainly due to tie d.cline in
the export value of the coffee crop wh'ch drovped from
£1,214,398 in 1932 to £802,353 in 1935, a decresse of
-.8388,039, This substantial fall was offset to a certain
extent by the incfease of the value of naize sné’maize nogl
exported, which showed an improvement of £99,3581 on tie
previous year.

- >Although the coffee industry suffered, the actug’

e

,2 _2'&- 3 area




area under cultivation showe. an increase of 1,81 acres
and the crop withstood Lie adverse conditions e tter thar

could have been anticipated. “he

! .1 + -
value of the Crop cxported was due not so ruch to & rdecreace

in the quantity cxported as to the very

average prices. In 198%, the sverage price for #onys
coffee reslizec in London wae “eed/- per cwt., and in 1938
this pricedropped to SBd/-,

5. Although theavalue or ialze and

maize weal exvorted
compercc favouravly with the Tigures for the noevicus year,
the sctual acreage under cultivation dropped by £1%, his
was probavly due to the discouraging outlank engendered vy
the persistent failure of the long raine.

“he yield of wheat was also disappointing andg it
was again proved necessary to iumport wheat ip the crain ang
& refund of five-cixths of the Lasic duty on wheat irported
under licence was again resorted to, the suspended duty
being removed.

8. Perhepz the nmost :naou:&;ing fcutﬁfe,ufjthe year
wes the advance made by the Pyrcthrun industry and.the [rowth
of the dairy and cottan industries in the “etive seserves.
Lxperiments have shown that the Pyrcthrun produced in Kenya
is of a very high toxic order ang StCps have boen taken to

prohibit the import of any cui te

¢d strains.

Zs Despite the adverse weather conditions, tne value
of cotton produced in the llstive hecerves rose to £2¢,800
against £8,800 in 1952, ‘he total qQuantity of cotton 1i-t
ginned in 1932-%% was 2,700 lbs as compared with 1,710,775
lbs in 19.1-52,

8. During the year close attention was given to the

means by which the quality of native produce might be

improved




-8 - y

improved and the success achieved by rigid inspection of
native products such as wattle bark, maize, ground-nuts
and sesame, has been most encouraging and it is apparent
that it is along these lines that progress may best be

obtained.

g, Wiith regard to the Animal Husbandry Division, B! '

the important features of the year were the increasing
tendency for natives to supply creag}ggcghe creameries,
the institution of a llunicipal Fertilizer plant at Nairobi
and the further progress mede by extensive propaganda in
the reserves to improve the quality of the hides.
10. It will beobserved that the figures, in respect
of exports, appearing in this Report differ in some cases
from those which appear in ‘the Trade Keport. The differ-
ences are not materiel, and an endeavour will be made to
reach conformity in future iteports.
I have the honour to be,
Sir, B

Your most obedient humble'servgnt,

Y

ACTING GOVERI'OR'S BEPUTY, \

’




