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es and risks to their livestock
es than at any time since the
iines and epidemics of the late 19th
y. ' Numbering less than one mil-
Kenya's twenty five million peo-
oral groups, including Maasai
50,000), Turkana (250,000), Pokot
), Somali (250,000), Rendille
00), Boran (30,000), and Gabra
00), inhabit 70% of Kenya's land,
arily its savanna and desert re-
s '(Figure 1). Although the indi-
al situations of Kenyan pastoral-
ary widely, based on their particu-
astoral adaptations, physical envi-
ents and social histories, Kenyan
storalists do share key problems and
rience similar processes that af-
t their economic security and abil-
‘to maintain their mobile livestock
nomies. These are 1) population
wth and pressure on grazing re-
ources, 2) transformations of property
ights from commurial to private tenure,
nd 3) political instability and economic
nsecurity that is leading many groups
o abandon former grazing lands and
oncentrate around permanent settle—
ents and towns., :

- 1 discuss population pressure-ﬁrst
ecause of the long-standing debate on
he effects of population growth on
‘African development, an argument that
“has not been adequately discussed with
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-reference to pastoral populations. On

one side of the population debate are
the international development funders,
most notably the World Bank, as well
as various population-focused founda-
tions including Rockefeller and the Pop-
ulation Council, which hold that high
population growth is Africa’s number
one problem. The argument, sim-
ply put, is that the more people there
are, the more social services are re-
quired, demanding more social spend-
ing (health care, welfare, education,
etc.), which absorbs monies that could

otherwise be used to build better in-

frastructures (roads, urban areas, in-
dustries), or, more to the point, to
pay off debts to the international lend-
ing community (i.e. the World Bank).
Development agencies concerned with
Africa’s arid regions and their pastoral

and agro-pastoral populations follow, .

to a large degree Garett Hardin's 1968
"tragedy of the commons" thesis, which
holds pastoralists responsible for envi-
ronmental degradation in Africa’s dry-
lands. Hardin argued that pastoral-

_ists typically overgraze common pas-

tures because individual herd owners
try to optimize resources by putting
additional stock on communal range-
land, achieving personal economic re-
turn at the cost of the community (Oba
1990:38). The solution, for the West-
ern donors, is to encourage private land

management, i.e. fenced ranches, where
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the pastoralist, like the Western home- -

owner, would essentially "keep up the
property.”

Hardin’s view, as well as the Malthu-
sian spectre of too many people and an-
imals on the land, was challenged pri-
marily by social anthropologists work-

ing with pastoral groups (Horowitz

1979; Horowitz and Little 1987, Mc-
Cabe 1987), who showed that private

ownership of pastoral lands was often.

untenable due to their arid and vari-
able resources, and that pastoralists con-
sciously maintained extensive social ties
(of marriage, descent, and friendship)
precisely to utilize distant pastures if
necessary. Historians joined the debate
by studying longer-term social interac-
tions in Africa’s arid regions (Franke
and Chasin 1980; Scott 1989; Sobania
1988; Waller 1988, 1993; Watts 1983), ar-
guing that land-crowding among pas-
toralists is primarily the product of eco-
nomic and political processes of disem-
- powerment and relocation, exemplified

by Tuareg and Fulani pastoralists being-

pushed off dry season grazing lands in
the Sahel by poor Hausa farmers, them-
selves driven off better watered lands
by commercial groundnut producers in
West Africa (Franke and Chasin 1980).
Hardin’s opponents cite the rationality
and adaptiveness of pastoral produc-
tion and become arch-defenders of pas-
toralists against development policies,
a position that I have previously advo-
cated (Fratkin 1991).

It is becoming increasingly difficult
to ignore the consequences of popula-
tion pressure, however, both within and
* without the pastoralist communities. I
am moving towards a position that pas-
torahsts are neither "ecological villains"
nor "economic victims," to use O'Leary’s
(1984) phrase, but are szmply a partic-
ular population caught up in Africa’s
lafger problem of human/land interac-
tion. Population growth, eroding land
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tenure rights, agricultural expansion,
economic transformation, and politica]
insecurity, are all interrelated problems
directly affecting pastoralists today. |
wish to discuss these in more detaj|
using examples from pastoral cases in
Kenya of Maasai, Samburu, Boran, and
Rendille.

Population growth

Kenya, at 3.8% annual increase, hag
among the highest population growth
rates in the world; at this rate'Kenya’s
25 million people will double in 18
yéars compared to 21 million people in
Taiwan whose population at 1.2% an-
nual growth will double in 57 years.
High population growth in Kenya has
been held responsible for dechnmg
GNP (from 8% annual increase in 1960s
to 4% in the 1980s and to negative
growth in 1990s), where real wages have
fallen 70% while expanding public ser-
vices in education, health, transport and

communications consume an increasing

proportion of government expenditures

_ (World Bank 1992).

High population growth in Kenya,
as throughout Africa, is attributed to de-
clines in child and adult mortality cou-
pled with sustained high fertility lev-
els. Mortality in children under five de-
clined 50% between 1960 and 1990; in
1979 child mortality was 140/1000; in
1989 it was 110/1000. The improve-
ment in child survival is attributed to
improved health interventions, particu-
larly to immunizations against measles,
polio, and DPT and to improved access
to medical facilities. Although Kenya
has a very high fertility rate (TFR) of 6.7
children per woman in 1990, this is ac-
tually a decrease from TFRs of 8.0 re-
ported in the 1960s and 1970s. There are
now indications that Kenya is entering
a major demographic transition where
initial mortality drops are followed by




ansig tions in fertility, as child sur-
Poli aves and costs of child rear- -
100l . situations typical of devel-
da jes (Caldwell and Caldwell

ugh slow in coming, a de-
lity rates is now occurring

e associated with higher lev-
male education and adult liter-
. and Jolly 1993: 135). Never-
ertility rates are still quite high,
though the AlDs epidemic will
te to the demographic transi-

\enya dult mortality, especially of fe-
In 1 nen, climbs (to a grotesque 20
ople eople in the next twenty years),
2% an ot greatly offset high fertility,
year: an populations will continue to
ya ha at high rates for the next several
clininy es (Brass and Jolly 1993).
11960 pulation growth has led to pres-
gativ oth on rural and urban resources
'S hav a. Despite large urban concen-
lic ser as in Nairobi (population 1.35
it an( in 1989), only 18% of Kenyans
casing _cities. The rural population
liture dominately agricultural, but due
. carce high potential land, 80% of
\enya opulation utilizes only 17% of
tode ya’s land. Pastoralists, whose popu-
y cou 1 densities are much less than those
y lev griculturalists, nevertheless face in-
ve de- sing pressures on their lands as their
90; in populations grow and agricultur-
00; in s from more crowded areas migrate
ove- nto pastoral lands, a trend that is oc-
ed to ing with alarming speed. '
rhicu- Table 1, Population Growth in Kenya
asles )79-1989, shows population changes

1ccess
lenya
of 6.7
is ac-
.0 re-
re are
ering
vhere
d by

ach of Kenya's districts between
79 and 1989, with information
eaned from a variety of demographic
rces, namely the 1979 Kenya Census,
ie Kenya Fertility Survey (1977-1978),
e Kenya Contraceptive Prevalence
urvey (1984), and the Kenya Demo-
graphic and Health Survey (1988-1989),
ported in Brass and Jolly 1993) and

attributed to greater contra- .
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discussed at the National Academy of

Science August 1993 Conference on the -

Population Dynamics of Sub-Saharan
Africa. Note the variation in population
growth between individual districts. If
one accepts the decennial growth rate

of Kenya at 3.34% and -uniform fer- -

tility and mortality rates throughout
each district (a big 'if’, as demographic
data on particular pastoral populations
are poor and unspecified in the Na-
tional Academy findings), changes in
the growth rates of individual districts
show variations that must be attributed
primarily to in and out migration.

For example, Nairobi's population
grew 4.86% while neighboring rural Ki-
ambu and Murang'a Districts grew only
2.87% and 2.67%, suggesting high urban
migration. Migration is not onlyto large
cities, as there also exists high rural to
rural migration. The Maasai areas of

Kajiado and Narok Districts grew at as-
tonishing rates of 5.64% and 6.49%, due

both to increases in Maasai population
and immigration of agricultural popula-
tions into formerly pastoral lands. Simi-
Jarly, Laikipia and Nakuru Districts, for-
merly Maasai lands but now settled by
Kikuyu farmers, grew 4.56% and 5.00%
respectively. : '

Maasai. The 1950’s was a period of

unparalleled growth in human and live-
stock populations throughout Kenya,
brought about by above-average rain-
fall as well as by improvements in hu-
man health care, rangeland conserva-
tion, ‘agricultural production, and vet-

erinary - services. In the Maasai area, -

Kajiado District’s population grew from
22,000 in 1948 to 86,000 in 1969, and
to 149,000 in 1979, an average 3.5%
growth annually, primarily as Kikuyu
and Kamba agriculturalists migrated
onto Maasai lands to escape the over-
crowding of the central highlands. In
1962 the Maasai constituted 78% of Ka-
jiado District’s population; in 1979 they
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were less than 63% (Campbell 1986).
Similar processes of rural immigration
of agriculturalists to semi-arid lands
are also occurring in Samburu District
(3.92% growth in ten years) and Laikip-
liak (4.56%). Larger than average growth
rates are also reported in Nakuru (5.0%),
Uasin Gishu (3.8%) and Trans-Nzoia
(4.16%), primarily of Kikuyu and Kalen-
jin farmers who today are locked into
deadly conflict over occupation of these
Rift Valley Province districts.

While agricultural growth and im-
migration are acting most strongly on
Maasai pastoral regions of Kenya's
south, a different situation is occur-
ring in the pastoral regions of Kenya’'s
arid north. These districts are charac-
terized by very low population densi-
ties (less than 3 people per square km),

1979 and 1989 in some districts (Turkana
at +2.25%, Marsabit +2.64%, Mandera
+1.49) or negative growth in other Dis-
tricts (Garissa -.40% and Wajir -1.06%).
These low or negative growth rates
imply out-migration, as it is unlikely
pastoral populations have significantly
lower fertility or mortality than other
areas in Kenya. Demographic surveys
among . pastoralists are few, but Roth
(1993) reports a Rendille fertility rate of
6.04 in non-sepaade populations (sepa-
ade are Rendille women who delay mat-
tiage age every third generation); and
Brainard (1981) reports fertility rates of
7.2 for nomadic Turkana and 5.5 for set-

tled Turkana. Only Isiolo District re-
ports high population growth (4.87%)

between 1979 and 1989, whiich can be at-

tributed to immigration of Somali pas-

toralists from Wajir District, displacing

Boran pastoralists (Hogg 1990).

High population growth has put

pressure on pastoral lands in several

ways. In southern Kenya, agricultur-.
alists in Kisii, Siaya, Kericho, Nakuru,

and Machakos Districts have expanded
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with low population increases between -

onto Maasai lands in Kajiado and Narg |
Districts. ~ Although these areas rep.
resent important dry season resource |
for Maasai cattle, they are inferior ang |
marginal lands for agricultural produyc.
tion. In better-watered regions of Mag. |
sailand, pastoral lands are being traps, -
formed into enclosed livestock ranches
or wheat farms, owned either by poy.
erful members of the pastoralist com. i
munity (as in Kajiado and Samburu Dis. |
tricts) or by non-pastoral entrepreneurs,
as in Narok and Laikipiak districts. Fur.
ther pressure is occurring as Kenya's
national game parks and reserves ex.
pand, most of which lie in pastoral re. |
gions. The expansion of game parks can |
be seen as an indirect consequence of
population growth, as tourism, Kenya's
leading foreign exchange earner, pro- |
vides revenues to help pay for social ser-
vices that now account for more than
50% of Kenya's annual budget (World
Bank 1992). '
Population growth has also pres.

~sured pastoral resources in northern

Kenya, although not in the same way
as in the south. Despite low popula-
tion densities in the north, even small
levels of growth will affect resource
use and access to land. For exam-
ple, Rendille populations grew from :
around 5,000 people in 1920 to over
24,000 in 1984, with cattle herds tripling
and small stock increasing 72% between |
1932 and 1984 (Table 2). Although av-
erage household herd size declined, ab-
solute numbers increased placing more
pressure on grazing, particularly on dry
season resources. During the same pe-
riod, Rendille lost 87% of their herding
range (from 57,600 km? to 8000 km?),
mainly to expansion of Turkana and Bo-

‘ran populations and to imposition of

tribal grazing boundaries, discussed be-
low (Sobania 1988:238).

The growth of human and livestock
populations in Kenya's pastoral regions,




dest, has had direct conse-
and management and re-
in these arid regions. This
y so for dry season graz-
. usually located in more
ighlands, and for perma-
souirces, which are increas-
ing sedentary populations.

storal districts as a whole, it is
v distributed with large con-
around key watering, graz-
an locations. The concentra-
ropulations directly contributes
ic transformations and politi-

ssion of pastoralist property rights
cused traditionally, for obvious
ons, on livestock rather than land.
are defined as property of in-
uals or households, providing not
ily subsistence foods but repre-
nting a form of wealth that is used
change (including bridewealth)
1l as inheritable property. Land
issume the characteristic of indi-
iated property in the case of agro-
alists, who may define rights to
or crop production, but for pas-
lists land is usually considered com-
property providing pasture, wa-
. minerals, and security necessary for
estock production. Communal prop-
ty is not the same as common prop-
communa! tenure is held by a

ust ask for access to pasture, water
and salt licks (Ndagala 1990:179. Live-
ck, water, and access to pasture are
at the core of social relations of pastoral-
ist society (Baxter 1990:iii). As Dahl and
Vlegerssa (1990) show among the Boran,
tights to wells are held by patrilineal
groups but individuals are expected to
provide well access to affines and mem-

h population growth may be

particular social group, and newcomers.
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bers of the complementary moiety, re-
flecting basic cultural principles of sol-

idarity and respect, descent and mar-

riage ties.

Ignoring traditional concepts of land .

tenure in favor of capitalist tenure
rights, the Kenyan government has

encouraged the privatization of com-

munal lands since Independence in
1963, developing group ranch policies
among Maasai in the 1960s and more
recently the individuation of private
title to ranchers and wheat farmers
in Narok, Kajiado and Samburu Dis-
tricts.  Following Independence, the
Kenyan government began to allocate
individual sections of land (usually
those with the best pasture and per-
manent water) to progressive (and pro-
KANU) Maasai, including school teach-

ers, livestock entrepreneurs, shopkeep-

ers, and government officials, the new
"big men" (ilaiguenak kitok) (Galaty
1981:81). "Group ranches" followed, as

the government realized much of Maa-

sailand was too poor to subdivide into
individual plots, Maasai reluctantly
agreed to the group ranch adjudication
(following the Groups Representatives
Act of 1968), affirrhing that formal and
legal tenure of communal resources was
the best protection against individua-
tion and increasing migration of farm-
ers onto Maasai lands. The droughts
of 1968 and 1971 showed the fragility
of group ranch boundaries as differ-
ent Maasai groups herded their animals
on land occupied by kin or stock as-
sociates. By the 1980s, however, in-
dividuals gained control of better wa-
tered regions, particularly of the Mau
escarpment in Narok District which in-
creasingly was transformed into com-

“mertcial wheat farms (Galaty 1992; Hol-

land 1987).

Privatization of communal grazing
lands is nothing new in Kenya, of
course; it was the fundamental land pol-
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icy of the British colonial government

which moved Maasai herders away

from much of the central Rift Valley (to.

Kajiado and Narok Districts), as settlers
appropriated rich grazing lands in what

~are now Laikipia, Nakuru and Uasin

Gishu Districts. While Nandi, Kipsigis,
and Kikuyu farmers lost much of their

agricultural lands to the settlers, they,
rather than the Maasai, gained the for- .

mer Maasai lands after independence,
In Maasailand, mobile herders faced in-
creasing restrictions on their lands by
the definition of group ranch bound-
aries and restrictions on herding live-
stock in the national game parks and re-
serves, of which the largest (Amboseli,
Mara Masai, Tsavo) are located in Maa-
sai areas. '
Furthermore, Maasai in the 1970s
and - 1980s saw substantial increases
in large-scale commercial farming arid
ranching in their areas. On the Mau Fs-
carpment of Narok District, for exam-
ple, 320,000 hectares of land were sold,

- leased, or rented between 1980-1985 to

large estates producing wheat and bar-
ley (Holland 1987). As Galaty (1981) ar-
gued, it is not so much cattle but rather
land that is being monopolized among

Maasai, land having now become the

most important resource in Maasailand.

Samburu. A similar process is cur-
rently underway in Samburu District
in Kenya’s north central region. Sam-
buru District underwent experiments

in grazing blocks following Indepen-

dence in 1961, when 31% (or 6400 km?)

~of the best pasture in the district was
- demarcated for limited grazing, The
formation of group ranches soon fol-

lowed, despite attempts by Samburu el-
ders to collectively curse anyone par-
ticipating in. the schemes. In 1970 the
Kenyan government established a land

“adjudication office in Maralal, which is-

sued group and later individual land
titles on the Leroghi plateau between
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1972 and 1975. Land was entruste |
to the Samburu County Council who |
stipulated which families could use th, i
ranches; furthermore, cattle numbey |
were limited and small-stock deniey §
access to these lands altogether, fore. |
ing poorer Samburu families (who haq
larger small-stock herds) to move .
wards the Lbarta lowlands near Baragy; -
(Fumigalli 1978; Perlov 1983). Du.
ing the 1970s and 1980s the Sambuyy }

- group ranches were subdivided into in.

dividual holdings; as among Maasaj,
the Samburu county councillors were
among the first to receive individually
titled sections of land, which ranged |
from 100 to 2400 hectares.

- Today, the Leroghi plateau has beey
transformed from a predominantly sub.
sistence livestock economy to a mixed
economy of commercial ranching and |

‘wheat estates, with poorer Sambury |

pastoralists moving off the Leroghi
Plateau east towards Wamba (where
they must circumyent the Samburu |
Game Park) or north towards Baragoi, |
where they must contend with increas- |
ing numbers of Turkana pastoralists,
Many young Samburu are migrating to

larger urban areas in search of low pay-

ing watchmen jobs, uncertain if they can
return to the livestock economy (Sper- |
ling 1987).

Northern Kenya. The individuation
of land rights has not occurred with the
same intensity in northern Kenya (i.e.
Turkana, Marsabit, Isiolo, Wajir, or Man-
dera Districts), in part because these

~ are highly underpopulated regions (e.g.

Marsabit District with a population of
96,216 (in.1979) or .1.2 persons/km?,
with very low annual rainfall of 250-
600 mm). - Nevertheless, certain areas
of high agricultural potential including
Marsabit Mountain and the Hurri Hills
in Marsabit District and the Uaso Nyiru
River in Isiolo District, are currently ex-
periencing a movement towards indi-




entitlement of land. On
ntain near the district cap-
fural schemes which began
Jief projects in the 1970s
od into highly populated
géted farms -and orchards.
an and Rendille communi-
+a and Gudras, communi-
sral thousand people, produce
.+ and charcoal for the urban
‘Marsabit town, the district
hile sedentary Ariaal Rendille

4 community of 2,000, pro-
arsabit with milk and beef. The
'population constitutes over
of the district’s 100,000 peo-
t will continue to grow in the

cade,

orth has placed new stresses on
ble grazing and water resources.
ast visited the area in 1992,
bit County Council had begun
g land titles along the Marsabit
while simultaneously fighting to
nt the Ministry of Wildlife and
q from expanding the bound-
of the Marsabit National Re-
 which contains some of Kenya's
est elephants. Most seriously, phys-
conflict broke out between set-
‘Boran and Rendille over access to
hanized water sources (boreholes,
ps) on Marsabit mountain, while
ultaneously drought-stricken Gabra

raiding (with automatic weapons)
endille herds grazing on the moun-
side. It is the increase in armed vi-

tenure in northern Kenya is the dra-
matic increase in warfare and armed
raiding between competing pastoralist

ntrated population growth in

a strong KANU party.")

The most recent threat to pastoral land
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groups. In 1992, sustained armed con-
flict occurred between the Pokot and
Turkana, Gabra and Rendille, Gabra
and Dasenech, and Somalis and Boran.

While these conflicts are not new, they

have reached a heightened level due
fo both the large number of automatic
weapons (AK-47s and M-16s acquired
from soldiers fleeing the civil wars in

- Somalia, Sudan, and Ethiopia) and the

Kenyan government’s inability (or re-
fusal) to stop the violence.

Much of the ethnic conflict in Kenya
in the past year revolved around the na-
tional elections, held in December, 1992;
conflict especially occurred in agricul-
tural regions of the Rift Valley Province
between Kalenjin supporters of Presi-

"dent Moi and their Kikuyu and Luo op-

ponents. In central Kenyan violence as
well as the inter-pastoralist watfare in
the north, the police and army have fol-

~ lowed a policy of slow response or non-

intervention.- (President Moi is saying,
essentially, "if you want multiparty elec-
tions, this is what you will get — tribal
war and the breakup of Kenya. We need

Two cases serve to illustrate the ef-
fect of political insecurity and warfare
among pastoralists on land tenure and
access to grazing: the Waso Boran of Isi-
olo District and the Rendille of Marsabit
District.

Boran. The Boran are cattle pastoral--

ists numbering about 30,000 (21,392 in
1979 census) in Kenya and over 250,000
in southern Ethiopia (where they are
known as Oromo, or derogatorily as
Galla). Many Boran migrated from
Ethiopia into northern Kenya at the end
of the 19th century to escape exploita-
tion by Amharic and Tigrean soldiers of
Menelik II's Abyssinian empire, settling
around Mt. Marsabit with small groups

migrating south to the Uaso Nyiru River

and east to the Tana River. Forced off

the Tana by expanding Somalis, many’
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more Boran moved to the Uaso Nyiru
River where by 1920 they had become
the dominant group in Isiolo District.
* The British drew the Somali-Galla Line
in 1934, separating Wajir from Isiolo
Districts, and the Boran concentrated
around Isiolo as they were restricted
from grazing in Samburu, Wajir, or
Meru Districts. While northern Kenyan
Boran retained their traditional religion
or converted to Christianity, those who
settled in Isiolo (known as Waso Boran)
converted to Islam, influenced by Soma-
lis with whom they retained an ambigu-
. Ous and often competitive relationship
(Hogg 1990; Hjort 1979).

When the British held a referendum
in 1962, polling residents of the North-
ern Frontier District on whether they
wished to remain in Kenya or join a

new Somalia, the Waso Boran and re- )

lated Sakuye sided with the Somalis in

seeking secession, while the northern

Boran sided with non-Muslim Samburu
and Rendille, voting to stay in Kenya,
The referendum was ignored following
Kenyan independence in 1963, leading
to a pro-Somalia uprising in December
. 1963 that led to seven years of violence

known as the ‘shifta war", (Shifta is
Ambharic for "bandit") Much of the
violence involved the mining of roads
and raiding of livestock, particularly
- from Rendille, Sambury, Ariaal, and
Northern Boran; the Kenyan army retal-
iated with severe repression of the So-
mali and Waso Boran areas, confiscating
(or killing) their livestock and enclosing
pastoralists in "strategic hamlets" (Waso
Boran were confined to three villages
of Garba Tula, Merti, and Mado Gashe
near Isiolo). '

The end of the shifta hostilities in
1969 coincided with a period of exten-
sive drought (1968-1971), during which
. time the Waso Boran lost 95% of their
camels, 90% of their small stock, and
much of their cattle (Hogg [1990] says
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7% while Baxter argties the majority o -
animals were lost). By 1982, 40 of ;
the Boran lived in poverty conditiong in
or near the small towns of Isiolo Dj, -
trict, eking out a living as charcoal buy, -
ers, paid herders, night watchmen, ¢
prostitutes (Hogg 1985). Some haye
been able to start their own shops, 4.
though Hijort's (1979:124-34) study of
Isiolo town showed that only one in fifty §
shops are owned by Boran, the remain.
der primarily by Somali, Meru or Indj.
ans. Currently, Boran are losing gra;.
ing lands along the Uaso Nyiru Rivey
to Somalis immigrating from Wajir Dis.
trict. Somalis, who constituted less than |
10% of Isiolo’s population in the 194;,
were by 1980 35% of the district (Hoge
1990). This has led to Boran demands |
that they be allowed to impose their |
own grazing blocks in attempts to re-
strict further Somali immigration. Fur- |
thermore, the majority of Isiolo Boran
are now sedentarized farmers, practis- |
ing the dryland farming techniques of
former Konso and Sidamo neighbours
in Ethiopia, and growing grains primar-
ily to feed their livestock (Oba 1990:42).

Rendille. Rendille have also
changed .théir herding practices in re-

sponse to competition with other pas-

toralists.  Historically, Rendille (pop.
24,000) were specialized camel and
small stock pastoralists who herded

their animals in the Kaisut and Chalbi

Deserts between Mt. Marsabit and
Lake Turkana. Following large losses to
smallpox at the end of the 19th century,
as well as incursions on Rendille lands
by Turkana and Boran, the Rendille in-
creasingly found their herding range
restricted, particularly in the Lake
Turkana — Mt. Kulal region. British
colonialists further restricted their range
through imposition of "tribal grazing ar-
eas" in 1919, which separated Rendille,
Boran and Gabra, forcing these groups
to concentrate around fixed water




endille in the Kaisut Desert
argi), the Gabra in the Chalbi

on und Maikona and North
> oran on Mt. Marsabit, and
bu na and Samburu in their own

and south of Lake Turkana
udolf). The Dasenech were.
of Kenya altogether and into
(Sobania 1988).

the 1930s and 1940s, many
settled around small towns
nd Archer’s Post), herding

e5

Riv riors and adolescents.  These
ow after Kenyan Independence

s thap 63, particularly as Western mis-’
o4 ncluding the Catholic Church,
Hogg :shed churches, schools, and dis-
1ands es in Marsabit and Samburu Dis-
th The local infrastructure created
or e. missions enabled the district

pond quickly to the droughts of
1971, 1976 and 1984, and mission
at Korr, Kargi, and Laisamis
to small towns, as hundreds
ndille families settled to receive
relief foods distributed by the
By 1985, over half of the
lle were permanently settled in
near these towns, escaping both
ht and increasing raids with Bo-
omali, Turkana, and Gabra popu-
s (Fratkin 1992). '

tded ince 1973, several thousand
1albi dille have moved to Marsabit
and tain to take up irrigated agricul-
25 to - particularly in the large commu-
“of Songa (pop. 2,000) established
inds e National Christian Council of

a (NCCK). Those Rendille remain-
in the pastoral camel economy have
easingly moved close to towns, par-

itish cularly Korr and Kargi, as they face
nge creased livestock raids by neighbor- -
> ar- g Boran, Somali, Turkana, and Gabra.

_ While Rendille have periodically
ced attacks by livestock raiding neigh-

als in distant fora managed

ours, particularly Turkana and Boran,

E. Ffatkin: Pastoral land tenure

as well as extensive raids by Somalis
during the shifta war, these have un-
til recently been low level raiding, ac-
complished primarily with spears and
a few rifles. However, raiding during
the summer of 1992 was particularly in-
tense as Gabra, who had lost over 50%
of their camels to drought that year,
raided Rendille, Dasenech, Boran, and
even Somali herds, using automatic ri-
fles obtained from Ethiopia. Raids that
formerly injured one or two people now
claimed dozens of lives. The threat of
continued violence through armed raid-
ing continues in northern Kenya, an
area not well policed by a government
that is focusing on larger problems in
the south.

Conclusions

Pastoral land tenure throughout Kenya
is directly affected by population
growth, manifested in the expansion of
agricultural populations onto pastoral
lands in the south, and competition with
other pastoral populations in the north
searching for greener, and safer, pas-
tures. The demographic pressures on
pastoral land use are more those of mi-

ation of incoming populations rather
than high fertility rates per se. In ad-
dition, there is a steady -outmigration -
of poor pastoralists from the pastoral
districts to towns and cities in-search of
wage paying jobs. In addition to demo-
graphic pressure, changes in £Cconomic
production from pastoralism to seden-
tary agriculture has pronounced conse-
quences for pastoral land tenure and ac-
cess to grazing and water. In the better-
watered Maasai areas of the south and
the Leroghi Plateau of Samburu District;
pastoral lands are rapidly becoming in-
dividuated and titled property is falling
into the hands of private ranchers or
commercial farmers, some of whom are
Maasai or Samburu elite. Poorer Maa-
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sai and Samburu pastoralists who do
not hold titled land are driven off these
lands and must face competition with
Kikuyu and Kamba farmers, as well
as expanding game parks. Urban mi-
gration of Samburu, Rendille and Maa-
sai seeking wage labor, particularly to
Nairobi, is increasing as the pastoral
livestock economy contracts.

While northern pastoralists also face
some agricultural development and
game patrk encroachment, their major
- problem is political insecurity and com-
petition with other pastoralists groups
. over grazing resources. While these
- conflicts reflect older animosities, war-
fare today is carried out by men armed
with automatic weapons resulting in
greater numbers of fatalities, particu-
larly of children and adolescents herd-
~ ing livestock in isolated herding camps.
I do not believe pastoralists are doomed,
but they must obtain legal tenure or
protected rights to communal land and
physical security from attack if their sys-
tems of social and economic practice are
* to remain viable.
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Table 1: Population growth in Kenya (1979-1989).

Provincial/District Population Intercensal Density '
‘ 1979 1989  growth km? km?
' __| (thous) (thous) rate (%) 1979 1989

Nairobi ' ' 828 1,346 486 1,211 = 1,968

Central . _ :
Kiambu - 686 914 2.87 280 373
Kirinyaga 291 388 288 203 270

) Muranga 648 846 2.67 262 342
Nyeri 486 613 - 232 148 187
Nyandarua 233 349 4.04 66 99

Total 2,344 3110 - 2.83 178 236

Coast y
Kilifi 431 611 3.49 35 49
Kwale 288 384 2.88 35 47
Lamu 42 57 3.05 6 9
Mombasa ' . 341 467 3.14 1,624 2,224
Taita Taveta 148 202 311 9 12

" Tana River 92 129 3.38 2 3

Total 1,342 1,850 3.21 16 22

Eastern ' _

" Embu 263 358 3.08 97 132 |
Isiolo ' 43 70 4.87 2 3
Kitui 464 640 322 16 22
Machakos 1,023 1,393 3.09 72 98
Marsabit 96 125 264 1 2
Meru 830 1,138 3.16 84 115
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._Table 1 cont.: Population growth in Kenya (1979-1989).

cial/District Population Intercensal Density
- 1979 1989 growth km’ km®
(thous) - (thous) rate (%) 1979 1989
2,719 3,724 3.15 18 24
Garissa 129 124 -0.40 3 3
‘Mandera 106 123 149 4 5
Wajir _ 139 125 -1.06 2 2
t. _ _ 374 372 -0.05 3 3
288, ‘Nyanza : '

. Kisii 870 © 1,146 2,76 396 522
Kisumu 482 674 3.35 232 324
Siaya |- 475 643 3.03 187 254
South Nyanza 818 1,095 295 143 192

Total 2,645 3,558 2.97 211 284

Rift Valley
Kajlado 149 262 5.64 6 10
Kericho 633 859 3.05 107 176

" Laikipia 135 213 4.56 31 45
Nakuru 523 862 5.00 30 57
Nandi 299 440 - 3.86 74 104
Narok 210 402 649 8 1
Baringo 204 286  3.38 14 25
Elgeyo M'kwet | =~ 149 212 3.53 233 316
Samburu 77 114 3.92 4 5
Trans-Nzoia 260 394 416 105 160
Turkana 143 179 2.25 2 3
Uasin Gishu 301 440 3.80 80" 116
West Pokot 159 231 3.74 31 46

Total _ 3,242 4,894 412 19 29

Western '

Bungoma - 504 731 372 164 238 |
Busia 298 423 3.50 183 260
Kakamega 1,031 1,389 298 293 39
- Total . . 1,833 2,543 3.27 223 309
Nat'L Total 15,327 21,397 3.34 27 38
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Table 2" Rendille human and livestock population growth,

Marsabit District:

Year | Human pop | Small-stock  Camels  cattle |
930 [ 5474 1]
1932 7,250 384,352 51,355 8,653 1
1942 7,395 . | - ]
1954 10,500

1979 21,794
1984 24,501 533,355 47,870 26,821 i/

~Source O'Leary (1990:76) Referenced




