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Chapter 1 
 
 

The Question of Citizenship 
 
  
The calamity of the right less is not that they are deprived of 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, or of equality before 
the law and freedom of opinion… but they no longer belong to 
any community whatsoever. Their plight is not that they are 
unequal before the law, but that no law exists for them.1 

 
 

Introduction  
 

When you talk or hear about aliens you imagine uninvited, scary creatures from outer 
space, foreign, totally strange things that are not human, they do not look like you, well, 
at least physically. They do not speak the same language that you speak and probably 
speak alien gibberish jargon. It also follows that they do not read the same books or even 
consume the same food as you. Visualisations of episodes from Star Trek spring to mind. 
The bottom line is that these aliens are not human beings that can claim any human 
rights. They are from a different planet such as mars and most probably have landed on 
earth for the first time (it is a rare phenomenon though). 
 
Presently in Zimbabwe there are people who are regarded as aliens although they were 
born and bred in Zimbabwe.2 Generally, aliens are individuals who reside in a state 
where they are not nationals or citizens. The word alien is derogatory and it avoided to 
the greatest extent possible and only used as a last resort in this publication. 
Historically, during pre-colonial Africa the concepts of nationality or citizenship were 
not clear cut. Neither was the word alien ever heard of. This word was not used to refer 
to people. During that time, the continent was a conglomeration of stateless societies 
and citizenship was not celebrated or as problematic as it is today. Citizenship did not 
necessarily confer any special rights such as voting and equality. Nationality on the 
other hand did not vest diplomatic protection as such. There were no maps drawn up 
across the continent to demarcate boundaries between different kingdoms and 
chieftainships. Nationality as a concept was not crystal clear. The boundaries were 
haphazardly marked by ethnic and linguistic associations and formations. The continent 
was thus infested with a mixture of states and stateless societies.3 

                                                 
1 H Arendt The origins of totalitarianism  (1967) 295- 296.  
2 As per the oral evidence that was presented by the Registrar General to the Parliamentary Portifolio 
Committee on Defence and Home Affairs when he denied arbitrarily withdrawing people’s citizenship, as 
some people born from parents with foreign origin had not bothered to renounce their foreign citizenship 
at all. This evidence was presented on 20 February 2007 see The Herald ‘Passport backlog shoots to 300 
000’ 21 February 2007; The Ministry of Local Government also extended the right to vote in local 
government elections to ‘aliens’, there is an increasing use of this word in Zimbabwe see The Herald ‘Local 
government polls set for January, aliens to vote: Chombo’ 7 May (2007) 1. 
3 A Mazrui  Africa’s identity: The indigenous personality (1986) 67; Mazrui states that a state was a political 
organisation in which authority was centralised and force was a fundamental part of the political control, 
stateless societies were less obsessed with territorial boundaries as limits and more inclined to rely on 
consensus rather than coercion.  
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The existence of maps is attributable to the Berlin Conference of 1884 whereat the 
colonial powers ‘scrambled for Africa’ as it were and haphazardly drew up boundaries 
across the continent and shared the spoils amongst themselves. These maps have made 
it easy for present day sovereign nations to decide who is a national and who is a non - 
citizens in their territories.4 Political control is often established when there is a 
construction of loyalties through the use of coercion.5 This phenomenon was more 
explicit in the pre -colonial era, subjects did not have a right to choose their leaders with 
leaders acquiring their status by conquest, inheritance as chieftainship or kingship ran 
through the royal family. On the other hand these kings or chiefs could be forcibly 
divested of their authority when they were conquered by others. It was survival for the 
fittest. In Zimbabwe, amongst the Shona, one of the most prominent kings to rule was 
the Mwenemutapa of the Great Zimbabwe fame, with Mzilikazi ruling over the Ndebele 
when they settled in present day Zimbabwe after their escapade from the grip of Shaka 
during the Mfecane.  
 
The advent of colonialism saw colonisers transform the stateless Shona and Ndebele 
clans into a modern state known as Southern Rhodesia.6 During that time, there was an 
influx of migrant workers from Nyasaland (present day Malawi), Northern Rhodesia 
(present day Zambia), Zaire (present Democratic Republic of Congo) and the Europeans 
from Great Britain, and Australians generally. At this point in time the word alien 
migrant worker emerged with reference to labourers from countries surrounding 
present day Zimbabwe who had left their country of origin in search of greener pastures 
and employment opportunities. One of the reasons why Europeans had decided to 
colonise Africa was the fact that the population density in Africa was very low as 
compared to Europe which by 1500 Europe was overpopulated and European states 
were competing for space. In Africa the population densities were relatively low and 
sparse.7 
 
After colonialisation the imperial authorities soon realised that the bulk of Africa was 
not going to be a new Eldorado as gold rich South America had been for the Spanish 
earlier on.8 They thus began to exploit the resources that were on the continent most 
being the natural resources and labour that was an obvious target. Colonial laws and tax 
supplements were designed to force peasants from their subsistence farming pushing 
them into employment on the farms, mines and even commercial plantations growing 
cash crops to be exported back to the west.9  The desire to pay up the tax obligation was 
one of the reasons why the Africans moved from their countries of origin to get 
employed elsewhere.  
 

                                                 
4 The exception of Ethiopia that had already developed a map and was one of the few states with the 
tradition of writing see generally JI Herbst States and power in Africa: Comparative lessons (2000).  
5 As above. 
6  A Thomson Africa: Politics and government (2004) 15. 
7 Hersbt (n 3 above) 13. 
8 DE Needham Iron age to independence: A history of central Africa (1974)162. 
9  Thomson (n 6 above) 18. 
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As early as 1960, the United Nations General Assembly acknowledged the importance of 
independence among African states that had been colonised.10  Present day Zimbabwe 
was initially occupied by white settlers in 1893 and this provoked rebellion amongst the 
ethnic Shone and Ndebele tribes resulting in the liberation struggles, namely the first 
and the second Chimurengas.  After the protracted second Chimurenga Zimbabwe 
achieved independence from the colonial masters on 18 April 1980. Like any other 
African state that had been colonised, Zimbabwe had a colonial inheritance such as 
incorporation into the international modern state structure, imposed arbitrary. It was 
also a non hegemonic state.11 Another inheritance that is more marked in Zimbabwe as it 
emerged at independence due to the role it had played during the Central Africa 
Federation12 is the mixture of several ethnic groups most notably the Shona, Ndebele 
and a remarkable number of migrant workers such as the Nyasas, Tonga and Ngoni who 
had migrated and settled well before independence. White settlers were mainly 
composed of those of British, European, New Zealand and Australian origin and descent.  
 
The United Nations General Assembly Resolution 34/44 of 23 November 1979 stated 
that the people of Zimbabwe had an inalienable right to self determination, national 
independence, territorial integrity, national unity and sovereignty without external 
interference.13 Unfortunately this resolution did not categorically elaborate not who 
these people with the inalienable right to self determination were. The ‘people’ of 
Zimbabwe, at that time would inevitably include all those who had acquired citizenship 
through any means regarded as legal. It is against these developments and background 
that the celebration and problems of the right to nationality and be regarded as a citizen 
emerges.  
 
Under international law, nationality is a basic human right that is a fundamental element 
of human security. This right is articulated in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
(UDHR),14 the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR)15 the United 
Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC),16 the African Charter on the Rights 
and Welfare of the Child (ACRWC),17 the Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of 
Discrimination against Women (CEDAW).18 The most recent human rights instrument to 
come into force that reiterates the rights to nationality is the Protocol to the African 

                                                 
10 United Nations General Assembly Resolution 1514 (XV) of December 1960available at http://www.; 
United Nations General Assembly Resolution 34/44 of November 1979 available at 
http://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/jsource/UN/unga34_44.html (accessed on 23 April 2007).   
11 Thomson (n 6 above) 11& 12. 
12 Fuller discussion of the Central Africa Federation is found in chapter 3. 
13 (n 10 above). 
14 The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) in T van Banning Human Rights instruments (2004); 
UDHR was adopted and proclaimed by the UN General Assembly in resolution 217 A (III) of 10 December 
1948;  Art 15 of UDHR.  
15 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) that came into force on 23 March 1976 see 
T van Banning Human Rights Instruments (2004); Art 24(3) of ICCPR. 
16 The Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) in see T van Banning Human Rights Instruments (2004) 
9; CRC came into force on 2 September 1990; Art 7 of CRC.  
17 The African Charter on the Rights and Welfare of the Child (ACRWC) in Centre for human rights 
Compendium of key human rights documents of the African Union (2005) 20; ACRWC came into force on 29 
November 1999; Art 6(3) of ACRWC.  
18 The Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) see T van 
Banning Human Rights Instruments (2004); CEDAW came into force on 18 December 1979 Art 9 of 
CEDAW. 
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Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights on the Rights of Women in Africa (Women’s 
Protocol).19  
 
Citizenship is normally conferred on nationals of a state. It therefore follows that one 
can assume that once an individual is regarded as a national there are also regarded as a 
citizen of that particular country. The notion of citizenship has three distinct inter-
related dimensions; rights and obligations, membership in a political community and 
political participation.20 The modern concept links rights, political participation and 
membership to a state.21 The notion of human rights and conceptions of citizenship are 
entrenched in the idea of natural rights that are inalienable.22 Citizenship and the related 
rights attaching to such status are limited to those who are recognised as legitimate 
members of that society.23 Citizenship seeks to exclude all the illegitimate members of 
society. 
 
Some authors have stated that citizenship is one of the most celebrated and problematic 
notions of all times.24 Citizenship is celebrated as it is a political identity that embodies 
modern claims to liberty, equality, rights, autonomy and individualism amongst others.25 
When and where it occurs it is a historical achievement. It is problematic as the 
achievement is done in a highly unequal and indeed exclusionary fashion.26 The 
celebration of citizenship in Zimbabwe is evidenced by the recognition of acquisition of 
the right that confers other rights in the Constitution that expressly states that 
acquisition of citizenship can be by birth, descent or even naturalisation.27  
 
Further celebration is evidenced by the fact that citizenship confers the right to 
participate in the government of the day, in that political state, which right is also 
referred to as the right to vote. As such citizens can freely choose who they want to 
govern them at any time and rulers are not arbitrarily imposed on them. Only citizens 
can vote or stand for political office in Zimbabwe.28 The notion of citizenship is also 
celebrated as citizens have the advantage of being protected by their own country 
wherever there are located in the world. Zimbabwe is also obliged to provide diplomatic 
protection of its citizens under international law,29 which obligation was incorporated 
into the Lancaster House Constitution in 2009.30 
 

                                                 
19 Protocol to the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights on the Rights of Women in Africa 
(Women’s Protocol) in Centre for human rights Compendium of key human rights documents of the African 
Union (2005) 38; Women’s Protocol was adopted in July 2003, it came into force on ; Art 6(g)&(h). 
20 T Bosak et al ‘Citizenship, human rights and social justice’ 10 Citizenship studies 3 (2006) 276. 
21 As above. 
22 T Bosak (n 20 above) 268. 
23 T Bosak (n 20 above) 268. 
24 P Nyers ‘ Introduction: what’s left of citizenship’ 8 Citizenship studies 3 (2004) 203. 
25 P Nyers above. 
26 P Nyers above 203; actions of the Registrar General who proceeded to remove people from the voters 
roll after declaring them to be aliens see the case of Morgan Tsvangirai v Registrar General in Chapter 4.  
27 Chapter II  of the Constitution of Zimbabwe. 
28 Schedule 3, sec 3(a) of the Constitution of Zimbabwe categorically states that only citizens can be 
included on the electoral roll to be regarded as voters; sec 2(1) of the schedule also states that only 
citizens who can registered on the voter’s roll who have been resident in Zimbabwe for at least five years 
can be member of parliament. 
29 See Chapter 2 of this publication and O’Brien International law (2003) on state responsibility. 
30

 Amendment number 19 of the Constitution of Zimbabwe. 
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On the other hand citizenship has been problematic in Zimbabwe as in other parts of 
Africa and the world at large. There has been a high tendency to exclude former migrant 
workers, white settlers and their families from other benefits and human rights that are 
conferred on other Zimbabweans. This publication however focuses on the former 
migrant workers. Such exclusion has been the result of the wide interpretation of the 
citizenship laws employed by the Registrar General who is responsible for implementing 
the law by registering citizens and de-registering citizens.31 These perceived non citizens 
have been unable to exercise the most basic human rights such as freedom of movement 
as they do not hold the essential travel documents which are only issued to citizens. 
 

Definition of terms 
 

Nationality/citizenship 
Nationality is the legal relationship between the individual and the state at the 
international level. Citizenship is the link between the individual and the state at a 
domestic level. In this study these terms will be used interchangeably depending on 
reference. Elaborate definition of concepts is found in Chapter 2.32 

 
Aliens 

Aliens are people who are regarded as non citizens of a particular state. In this study the 
author will minimise the use of the word ‘alien’ and resort to use non- citizen and when 
necessary use it as last resort as the word alien is a disparaging and unbecoming term. 
 

Mono citizenship 
Mono citizenship means a citizen who is a national and citizen of one country at any 
particular state during a particular period of time. 

 
Statement of the Problem 

The objective of this publication is to investigate the non-citizen status or otherwise of 
the people whose parents settled in Zimbabwe as migrant workers but are not regarded 
as nationals despite being born, bred and have lived in this country all their lives. The 
majority of these individuals have been life long residents of Zimbabwe. To these 
suspected non-citizens referred to as ‘aliens’ by the powers that be citizenship, be it 
celebrated or problematic is a living dilemma. 
 
When an individual is unable to establish nationality,33 or when their nationality is 
disputed they lack effective nationality as they are unable to enjoy the right of 
citizenship and other rights directly affiliated to this right.34 That person cannot exercise 
the same rights that are enjoyed by other citizens of that same country and they often 
feel excluded and cannot participate fully in societal activities. There is thus the absence 
of safety nets available to those people who are de facto stateless, or have a potential of 
falling into this status. Statelessness, a term used to refer to a person who does not 

                                                 
31 A fuller discussion of this is found in chapter 4, chapter 3 introduces the origins of these citizens. 
32 Chapter 2. 
33Nationality is defined as the status of belonging to a particular country see the Oxford dictionary 
Generally.  
34 AM Warnke ‘Vagabonds, tinkers and travellers: statelessness amongst the East  European Roma’ Indiana 
journal of global studies (1999) 353. 
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belong to any state has a detrimental impact on the enjoyment of full and effective 
equality and leads to an increase in discriminatory practices, unequality.35  
 
Full and effective equality cannot be enjoyed once one is regarded as a non citizen in the 
land of their birth. A non-citizen cannot enjoy some rights that are reserved for citizens 
such as participating in the government of the day or diplomatic protection. Of late, the 
origins of aspiring politicians has come under immense scrutiny in many countries 
resulting in the ‘slaughtering of skunks in front of the in-laws’  as it were and the 
opening of several ‘cans of worms’ to determine if an aspiring political candidate is 
indeed a citizen or not of a particular state. This move has been necessitated by the need 
to exclude those who do not belong to the community from positions of power.  
 
In Zimbabwe the problem of statelessness has been necessitated by the wide 
interpretation of the Citizenship Act of Zimbabwe36 (the Act) by the RG acting in his 
official capacity as the public official responsible for implementing the citizenship laws 
at a national level. In 2001 the Act was amended to reinforce the prohibition of dual 
citizenship. It important to note from the onset that prohibition of dual citizenship is not 
a phenomenon that is peculiar to Zimbabwe but to most countries of the world including 
immediate neighbours of Zimbabwe. More specifically countries that form part of the 
Southern Africa Development Community (SADC) region including but not limited to 
Malawi, Zambia and Mozambique have prohibited dual citizenship in their respective 
territories.37 
 
The interpretation of the Act has resulted in the RG requesting that a person renounce 
their ‘potential’ claim or mere ‘entitlement’ to foreign citizenship before they can be 
issued with documents that are issued to nationals or accorded other rights that are 
reserved for citizens such as voting. As a result of this wide, far reaching interpretation 
and implementation of the law, a sizable number of individuals have not been issued 
with travel documents and when national identity cards have been issued they have 
been endorsed as those who hold the ‘alien’ status.  
 
As it is, citizenship laws of Zimbabwe are not overtly retrogressive to a large extent but 
progressive, the major problem being the way the Central Registry (CR) under the 
direction of the RG implements the laws2. The interpretation and implementation has 
exposed most people to undergo unnecessary administrative procedures of renouncing 
what they do not have. Some victims have become frustrated by these procedures and 
have opted not to enforce their right to nationality resulting in Zimbabwe having a 
sizeable part of its population being stateless.  
 
While international instruments do not actually grant nationality when one has a claim 
or make nationality effective, the state is the ultimate actor.38  A state has an obligation 
under human rights treaty laws to balance its discretion of deciding who it its citizen 

                                                 
35 CF Furtado JR ‘Guess who is coming to dinner? Protection for national minorities in eastern and central 
Europe under the council of Europe’ 34 Columbia human rights law review (2002- 2003) 402. 
36 Citizenship Act of Zimbabwe Chapter 4:01. 
37 See fuller discussion in chapter 4 in the cases file against the Registrar General in the High Courts of 
Zimbabwe.  
38 CA Batchelor ‘Statelessness and the problem of resolving nationality status’ 10 International journal of 
refugee law (1998)158. 
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and the positive obligation to avoid creating incidents of statelessness. Generally, non- 
citizens (aliens) do not have a right to vote. As non citizens, the affected individuals are 
not able to enjoy other rights that are directly or indirectly linked to the right to be 
regarded as nationals of Zimbabwe.  
 
Despite guidance from the courts in a number of citizenship cases filed against the RG, 
the RG, he remains adamant in employing a  wide interpretation that has had a 
boomerang effect on those affected as they are not able to enjoy a myriad of other rights 
that are a corollary to citizenship status. Some of these rights are the most basic and 
fundamental such as the right to exercise universal suffrage, freedom of movement, right 
to family, culture and the right to be registered immediately after birth. To add insult to 
injury these victims have been labelled aliens thereby becoming de facto stateless, as it 
were, in the land of their own birth.   
 

Objective of this publication 
 

This study seeks to expose the far reaching consequences of the erroneous 
interpretation and implementation of citizenship laws in Zimbabwe. The author will 
address the impact and assess the level of implementation of international and regional 
human rights instruments by the conduct of Zimbabwe government officials through 
omissions or commissions that are retrogressive. The author will expose the possible 
reasons why state officials can seek to employ their own interpretation in instances 
where they have been guided by the court by relating to similar experiences in other 
neighbouring countries such as Zambia. The author takes cognisant of the fact that 
citizenship is for the exclusive determination of the sovereign state, however the way a 
state seeks to implement citizenship laws can affect the stability of other countries, the 
region and the whole universe in the long run. Naturally this study will come up with the 
necessary recommendations as the author sees fit. These recommendations will be 
copied from best practices of other nations that have experienced the same situation 
before, some will be suggestions that have never been experimented upon before. 
 

Methodology 
 

Several research tools were employed in this publication some of them include desk 
library research. Sources consulted using this method include textbooks, journal articles 
and law reports. Laws such as the Constitution of Zimbabwe, relevant Acts of Parliament 
and international and regional human rights instruments were also referred to. Reliance 
has also been put on internet sources as they are readily accessible and provide the most 
recent information on developments pertaining to nationality and citizenship. Electronic 
journals have also been used extensively by the author. 
 
Field work was also carried out to enable the author to examine and assess the extent of 
the problem of citizenship. This field work was comprised of interviews with victims, 
mainly farm workers and a few individuals who are in the cities. In conducting the 
interviews the author used a personalised approach and had one on one interviews with 
the farm workers and other victims. Group interviews were avoided as the author did 
not want to attract the attention of overzealous police officers at farms who could arrest 
the author under the pretext of having conducted a political rally without having 
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obtained the relevant police clearance.39 The interviews were in depth and the questions 
were not open ended as such but were guided by the questionnaire prepared by the 
author attached to this publication.40 These interviews were held at the farms with the 
exception of a few individuals who responded to the newspaper adverts in the 
independent newspapers.41    
 
The emphasis on farm workers was necessitated by the fact that when the citizenship 
laws were amended the general public was made to believe that they targeted white 
people only with white people renouncing their potential claim or other acquired 
citizenship. Be that as it may, the writer believes that even black or white individuals 
need not have renounced as long as they had never acquired any other citizenship.   
 

Methodological limitation 
 

The field research was one person, the author had to ask questions and write the 
answers at the same time. Some of the information would be written in short hand and it 
would be transferred at the earliest opportunity. The time available was a problem as 
most of the workers would be at work and they could only afford interviews during 
lunch or after work.  
 

The question of nationality 
 

The terms nationality and citizenship are often used interchangeably in many 
countries.42 These terms have different connotations. Citizenship refers to the 
constitutional status of an individual according to the national law.43 There is an 
emphasis on the internal or municipal law of an individual’s membership to the state.44 

Nationality on the other hand is a mere indication that a person belongs to a certain 
state. This issue of belonging can be said to indicate membership just like citizenship. A 
person normally feels like they belong when they fit in a group. The emphasis on 
nationality is on the international aspect of an individual’s membership to a state.45 
Citizenship can thus be said to focus on the relationship between the individual and the 
state while nationality focuses on relationship between states as far as citizens are 
concerned.46  
 
Technically the noun ‘national’ denotes to ‘citizenship’ of a particular country.47 In this 
publication the writer will view nationality as a pre-condition for one to be regarded as a 
full citizen enjoying citizenship rights. She will rely on the decision of the South African 

                                                 
39 For a fuller discussion of the ban of rallies see R Hanzi ‘Rally and public gathering bans in Zimbabwe: a 
position paper by Zimbabwe Lawyers for Human Rights’ (2007) available at <http://www.zlhr.org.zw>. 
40 See appendix 1. 
41 See appendix 2. 
42 J Dugard International law; A South African perspective (2005) 282. 
43 Tshwete v Minister of Home Affairs  613; R Keightley ‘ A Child’s right to nationality and the acquisition of 
citizenship in South Africa’ 14 South African journal on human rights (1998) 412. 
44 P Weis Nationality and statelessness in international law (1979) 4-5.   
45 J Dugard (n 41 above) 283.  
46 R Keightely ‘A child’s right to nationality and acquisition of citizenship in South African Law’ 14 South 
African journal on human rights (1998) 412. 
47 J Dugard (n 41 above). 



 10 

Constitutional Court in the case of Kaunda v President of the Republic of South Africa48 
where the court held that citizenship requirements are such that citizens invariably, if 
not always will be nationals. 
 
Citizenship or nationality has been described as the individual’s basic right; the right to 
have rights.49 Nationality as it is, is a right on its own, the realisation of this right is a 
precursor to the exercise of other rights.50 One can safely say that nationality and 
citizenship is one and the same thing. The only difference being the fact that nationality 
is the relationship of the individual and the state on the international level while 
citizenship is the relationship of the individual and the state at the domestic level. In a 
nutshell nationality is the relationship between the individual and international law.  
 
A person is regarded as stateless when they do not have nationality in any state or they 
have disputed nationality in one or more states.51 The status of belonging or not 
belonging to a particular state does not merely have legal consequences but a 
psychological impact on the individual concerned.52 With national identity an individual 
can be protected by their own state. One is also guaranteed of civil and political rights in 
that state. Citizenship has been described as nothing less than the right to have rights by 
a former Supreme Court judge in the United States.53 In Zimbabwe farm workers 
continue to be progressively excluded from the hypothetical list of desirable citizens in 
Zimbabwe.  As a result they are stateless and discriminated against.   
 

Summary of chapters 
 

Chapter 2 
Conceptual and human rights framework 

 
The concept of nationality and citizenship are comprehensively discussed. The nature 
and scope of citizenship, modes of acquisition and loss are covered. The resultant of loss 
of citizenship; statelessness will be addressed to elaborate on the concepts, 
jurisprudence and literature under international and regional human rights laws will be 
utilised. The position of states on citizenship will be covered. Cases in international law 
tribunals or courts are essential these cases will be from the African Commission, The 
European Court of Human Rights and the Inter- American Court of Human Rights. 
Regional interventions are covered if at all. The author will briefly highlight the 
relationship of citizenship to other rights in the foregoing discussions in this chapter for 
further exposition in preceding chapters 
 

                                                 
48 Kaunda v President of RSA 2005 (4) SA 235 (CC). 
49 C Batchelor (n 37 above) ; Trop v Dulles 1958 as per Chief Justice Earl Warren 
50 C Batchelor (n 37 above) 159. 
51AM Warnke (n 33 above) 355. 
52AM Warnke (n 33 above) 355. 
53AM Warnke (n 33 above) 355. 
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Chapter 3 
Zimbabwean citizens pre to post independence, an overview of the context and legal 

framework 
 
This chapter examines the historical developments that resulted in the celebration or 
otherwise of citizenship in Zimbabwe. These events are traced right from the onset of 
colonialism in Zimbabwe, when pre-colonial Zimbabwe had two predominant kingdoms 
under the Shona and Ndebele. The dispossession of the land and the subsequent influx 
of white settlers and reasons why migrant workers were forced to migrate or willingly 
did so, is extensively covered to give the reader a clear account of why migration became 
inevitable at that particular time in history. Events such as the land appropriation from 
the Africans in all the states that contributed to the influx of migrant workers will be of 
paramount consideration 
 
The author will also examine the citizenship laws as unfolded at citizenship and how 
they have been subsequently amended. This chapter also highlights the gendered 
aspects of citizenship in the legal framework in as much as it is limited to existing laws it 
also examines developments around citizenship before the 2002 amendments to the 
Citizenship Act. 
 

 
Chapter 4 

Shifting dynamics? The law, practice on citizenship and impact on other rights 
 
This chapter looks at the role of the courts, the legislature and the CR in implementing 
citizenship laws in Zimbabwe. This chapter looks at the law and practice in Zimbabwe 
and the possible reasons for such a stance. Cases decided by the courts on citizenship 
will be covered. On complementing basis or comparative experiences from Zambia and 
South Africa on this issue are also discussed briefly on certain rights such as 
participation in the government of the day. Other rights that have been affected by the 
wide and far reaching interpretation are canvassed with the farm workers and other 
individuals used as a case study. Field interviews are important at this stage as the basis 
of the analysis. In so doing the author will assess on areas that are wanting in Zimbabwe 
on citizenship laws as measured against international standards. 
 

Chapter 5 
Conclusion and recommendations 

 
This chapter will naturally make the necessary conclusions as the author sees fit on 
citizenship in Zimbabwe. Necessary recommendations will be made that will in the long 
run ensure that the affected individuals do not continue to be prejudiced due to the 
implementation and interpretation of citizenship laws by the CR. 


