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A

In. Ihe-De#elopment~ef~?roduet1on and ‘Trade -in- the Reserve Areas of "Kenya
1895~3029.%T, E%4£pencer—wrrt85"‘"0ne ~of-the- most“”mpérfaﬁf'eIEmenfs in the
.**Jﬁdhuldttens~wn&eh—fixed—the-frnai size of thE“pastdrellsfs reserves was ;he
o s o

— —dbservation- thet~—£br~thewzmmense extent‘of*the*lﬁhd they occup;ed”fhey ;
contiributed’ very I{HE to the' economlc development of the country.v Not only

b ok

did they fail to’ produce exportable commodltles 1n any quantlty, they. also
refused to contribute labour to help the developlng European economy.,Thelr
herds buffered’ them agalnst thé ‘need to work by orov1d1ng them with adequate.
food supplles "and hides and skins as well as livestock to sell to realize the
necessary . money for Hunt'and Poll Tax, ~-=——== As’well as being unproductive
and. adminpistratively inconvenient, the pastoralists were also a direcf“%nreet
to the+successful establishment of a European cattle industry in Kenya,---—-
------ ;~=The-developing European herds needed protection from contact w1th African
herds amdy:.inithe period.before the First World War, the government veterlnary
‘v 1service was primarily: occupied with this Service task. “The powers to restrict
the movement ‘of .cattle between districts were acquired with the approval of
Commisgioner ‘Blliot-of~the Cattle Diseases Ordinance of 1902, ==<=feemeoieo-
Pioneer settlers built up their Herds with the-assistance of the adninistretion,
which helped them cto ‘acquiveboth European and Afridan caftie;éndbordvidedip
them with advice. The African pastoralists, on other hand, :peédrfnekposﬁs"wnere
the Europeans reaped the beneflts. It was hlS land and hls cet;%e'Fhat provided

the basis' of European ranchlng 1n Kenya. The very presence of European herds

in the countrv had serious repercuos;ons on the llfe of the pastoral people.

The déiimitation bf reservesAprevented thein from followxng,patterns of migration

desipned to maximise thevuse of avallable pasture. Often herds were conflned

to apéas’ From which some of their rlchest grazing lands had been excluded The

probilems of overcrowdlng thereby created were further exarcerbated by the > wholesale

imposition onguarantlnes on the reserves. ThlS affected the<9§storal
"~ 218 8] 73

reservés 'in two’ weys. Flrstly by cuttl;g,down the movement of cattle,
23

ey 1y’
quarantlne tended 1n1t1ally to lower the 1nc1dence of dlaeasei and secondly

hibited and 'severely restrlcted In these circumstances numbers tended to

incréase’ rapidly until the max1mumggraz1n5 canac1tz of the reserve was reached -

OvergraZingiwas 1nev1tab1e result of this overcrowdlng, whlch 1n turn

caused soil eros1on and the reduction of the cattle carrylng;capac1ty of the

1and.  Tri‘Such overcrowded condltlons, a llgbter than average annual ralnfall
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had catastrophic effects and disease"spread very rapidly. Herds, lost

Their natural increase to drought and sickness. Quarantlne prevented the
Ltoral people from selling their cattle in order to pg their taxeg, oL ..
meet other financial obhgatlons. And one a quarantme was imposed, it g.ﬁgn
stayed in operation for a lengthz Remod ------------- In Kitui District for

exauple the Distmct Commissioner, 53.H. Oehomc, coqvmcod that his Adistrict
was entirely’ healthy, bemoaned m 1910 the absence of a stock inspector.

'It would appear' , 'he wrote 'that ths absencc of European Settlement in the
district is considered sufficient cause for neglect. The District cannot at

any ‘rate go on indefin1tely paymg its Hut Tax out of Goats and Wax'.}

Spencer's ewtens:.ve quotation summarizes the .colonial macro policy
on cattle and how it affected the life of pastoralists. -Although Kitui is
not curmntly thought of as a pastoral district a review.of its production
: and’ trade shows that it has been a dominantly pastoral district to date.
e shall 1n the following pages show colonial macro policy on livestock
Uaffected K1tu1 s livestock markets and how this led to differentiation in wealth
- 'Ln the distmct and how in turn this led to bad ecosystem use. . It was the
ncosystem decay resultmg from the macropolicy on livestock which was used
as a rational for 1ntroducmg de-stocking policy as well as crop agriculture
Which was not suited to the ecosystem given the then available technology..

..The Traditional System

' Traditionally (pre 1896) Kitui livestock was kept in a system
which enmphasized the duality of the musyi and the Kyéhgo. At the Musyi
were kept few stock for 'c&xsunptim. ‘These would mclude “few milk cows
re23nd: goats. and sheep. — The bulk of the" -famly stock would be at the Syengo.
“Helemphadized before .- - - ‘*that “the Sending of Kyengo was a collective
_.ﬁcti.vi‘t;t. and nabody- ‘could-send -one by ‘hinself The colIective level was the
%2 -village and.-not necessari-ly “the clan. =R. J. Cuni'rﬁiﬂ‘g's’ fﬁﬁ:her suggests . tha‘t:
prior t& the .19th century- esttle had been- kém: in "the SEme village but the 3
evolving stratification led +o the scattenng of ca‘ttle among kinsmen —~
(KUVETHYR) in-'the Early Development of Akarrb“a Lobal Trade Hlstozy (2 ].'780—182().2
I.%Would like to stress that this refers to- ‘the Jownerships and not the =
managemnt. A famly or mdtndnal owne‘r would‘sEéctter his cattle among many
‘peldtives (usually lineage and clan-since the famly would be more than |
. o~-likely. t&i B 1iv.mg-1n ‘the same nllage) in’ varicus motui ( v:.llages) v
By‘‘scatteving eattle —cne—net on]:y bought msurance agamst natural calam:.tles
bt also. odd! built nkw - nelatlonshlps of ‘the varions motui; “T¢ is in this
sense that Cummings is right about the expansion of the scale of a community.

Cattle were 'scattered' into various ecological regions. Thus one would make
sure that some cattle were in an area which was likely to get rain at different
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times. Sometimes Cé%tle would even be rotated so that they would take
advantage of a region which had grass .and water and in‘_this sense the gwner- .
ship dovetalled into management pract:Lces. It is important to note that it

is not tht‘ough the same cow/bull/goat or whatever which is retumed after kuv1-
thwya (process of KUVITHYA) Like in the institution where when cne wanted
to eat the“fattest vam all one had to do was cut the ear of a poorer ram and
put it in thé mouth of the fattest - then ezt the poorer one although synboh-
cally you have eaten the fattest, many other symbolic institutions controlled
the receprical exchanges after kuv1thwya. T‘us is an area awaitmg detailed

study for .its own right
* :ll i

As far as management of the herds was concemed the Syengo gave
pgreatest flexibility. They were not permanently establlshed therefore they
could as"it were follow the grass and the water. Thus if an area became c;ver
exploite&' the syengo moved. ' Since there weren't hard and ‘fast boundaries
between ‘clans it was poss:.ble to use the range maximally. Where the syengo
moved too £ar’ from the settled areas (the mlsyl) because of local desert:.f:.—'
cation then thé misyi followed the syengo. In Kitui up to 19303 the colonial
administpation is constantly spending a lot of effort to force the mlsyl £0,.:
stay in a permanent area for administrative pur-poses. 'I'hls ’LS of partlcular
1mportance to the local chiefs whose pay levels and’ mfluence are deter-mned
by how mitich’hut and poll''tax they can collect. F‘colog:.cally it leads to =

1 i
RETE 53

localmed desertification.

. As colonial crop agriculture is introduced, particularly the
cotton .campaigh of 1934-36, misyi are forced to stay in permanent areas with
the effect of a) increasing local desertification based on croping and b)

oL
limiting the range of syengo also resulting to regional desertification

narticularly of the areas near the hills‘and ¢) more important the return of
bush in. the under.exploited Weu areas. It is: these'areas outside the range
of syengo which become cbjects oficolonial bush clearing in the 40%s and’
50's. : P ol e : :

As far as management of livestock 1s concemed it is mpor'tant to

note that in the 19th centur'y ‘Kanba Hérds were in contact with Galla 1n i
Fastern Kitui{ Somali in Nor'thern Kft ) @mbu, Tharaka, Meru in Noxfthv_veste'xﬁ,

Masai in West 4nd Soéuth.

$1E -

These sur'rounding tnbes ‘were sources of breeding stock whether 'it
was vau.ued by raids or trade. Tbus there was a more extens:.ve genet:.c

pool from whlch to breed. All the early traveller\s and, as:lmmistratpr-s not ..
the partlcularly fine Boran cattjle and Galla goats of Kitui district. .One |

of the“ consequences of colonlal pollcy A “e dterioration of the breeds
g 120 i i

Jeoet
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from: closing adeess’ to ne:.ghboumng cattle. ;

Of inportance also is trade. 'I'he oral tradltion has 1t that
l<1t|.u1 Kainl)a sold most of thelr 1ivestock to the Kikuyu who did not have
rfood range given the endem:.c diseases (East Coast Fever and Contagious: - .. .+
pleuropneu;nmla) in the colder Kikuyuland. There is oral evidence that .: .
f'or ages Kanba cattle went to the Kenya Coastal peoples particularly the
TLalta, Duruma and DJ.go through what is now Tsavo National Park. The s ety
COastal peoples sought Kamba cattle as breed:mg stock initially. Most of. . -

the Swahili traders in Kitui before World War II were tradmg in hvestock.

P 81
What of the extent of grazing land and therefore syengo" The .oral....

trachtlon of the Kitui Kamba clalm to have been grazing in the last century
as far East as Hola a:nd to have grazed in ‘the northeast as far. as Garissa.,
To the West they clalrn to have grazed all Yatta, as far as the Mwea Plains,,
Katwanyaa and around Donyo Sabuk in the environs of Thika/Athi River. ., Torthe..
south they cla1m to have grazed all of what is Tsavo East and the. Kibwezi -
region. These clains are not arguments for total and permanent. occupation. s .
since the areas were also claimed by other neighbours as pointed out
earli:er. The point 1s as other tribes grazed elsewhere, Kituil Kamba could
establish syengo and later r-ecede to the tribal core areas, It is: clear ..
that their g'razmg lands were more excensive as the various administration
boundaries (see maps L.1-L.4) show. The Closing of Yatta, Eastern Crownlands
and the exeising of 24,500 square miles to the south for Tsavo National Park
was disastrous for.Kitui Livestock: i shall return to these points later. '
Livestock Tra-deL.:'b.:‘ s e .
Previgusly.we have pointed out that livestock and livestock "
prodaets were central in Kitui. exports'since the earliest period, Table = ' '
L.1 Kitui Cattle Exports. 1913 to. 1965 and Table L2. Kitui shoat Exports
1913-1965 shows the livestock exported as culled from Annual Reports. It
is poss:Lble that in any g:wen year perhaps as much as tw:Lce the numbers
off:.cially reported left the d1strlct bas1cally for the Kikuyu, Embu and .
“ama.kani markets not to speak of the Machakos market. Annual Reports are
lf‘eplete wlth c1a1ms by administrators of cattle leaving 'illegally'. What
is strikmr w1th the off1c1al flgures of cattle expor'ts 1s, first the fact
that in general there were on the average 51x times as many sale of shoats .
in drought and recover; years in the sense that goat prices hold very well
as opposed tolcattle prlces. In this sense cat‘tle pmces are more vulnerable
to drought than” shoat'pri'ces. Ca‘ttle prlces between 1927 and 1933 drq: by
more thah’ slxty shlllings from shs. 70 to shs. 10. During the same years
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shoats drop from shs. 10 to shs. 2/-. However perhaps the most important
conclusion out of the two tables may be the stability of shoat prices over
time. This may be a function of the tradition of goats being perceived as’

a measure. Thus the producer of goats could be more sure of his return than ~
the pz‘*oduce;j_qg cattle. Cattle prices suffered from the traditional quarantines
whig'lj_' alx;:ays lowered the prices,, Also this may be related to the fact that

the bulk of the goatmarket was internal and By implication the bulk of the
catt,le demand be:.ng extemal to the district.. In the chapter on trade we also
noted that catt,l.e pnices are more susceptable to droughts and destocking

campaigns than goat . prices. Goats can survive droughts better than cattle

and they were not, usually destocked. ~This seems to be supported by our ° g
monitoring of- goat and cattle prices in four markets between 1972 and 1976
which showed average; prices of cattle Mutha Shs. :3%0:(1972) Shs. 400(1973)

Shs. 250(1974) $hs..200(1975) and Shs. 200(1976 January - November). “Kisasi’
Shs. 400(1972) Shs. 400(1973) Shs. 350(1974) Sh. 350(1976) Zombe Shs. 400(1972)
Shs. 450(1973) Shs. 400(1974) Shs. 200(1975) and Shs. 200(1976). “wingi ~
Shs. 39{}1(}.;97?‘)5113, 350(1973) -Shs. 300(1974) Shs. '250(1975) and Shs. 300(1976).
In t,he‘s,_a“ne_.,yvears_ goat prices were Mutha Shs. 40(1972) Shs. 60(1973)°

Shs. ‘90k1971&)AShs,‘,.20(1975.) ‘and Shs. 20(1376). Kisasi Shs. '60(1372) Shs. 70(1373)
Shs. 50(1?74) Shs.. 60(1975) and Shs. 40(1976) Zombe Shs. 40(1972) Shs. 30(1973)
Shs. 20(1974) Shs. 25(1975) Shs. 39(1976) Mwingi Shs. 30(1972) Shs. 30(1973) '
Shs. 35(1974) Shs., 40(1975) Shs. 50(1976). Clearly ‘then this' seems to b& an
earher reversal of cattle/Shoat prices. Shoat prices seem to fluctiate more.
In fact the averaged prices which we got from 5 traders in each market monthly
do not bear the fluctuanons. 1 Con51der the case of Mutha.. In 1974 prices
fluctuateé between 120 and Shs. 5. The explanation was that ivory money.into --
the atea in 1972 and 1973 had pushed prices up. The drought pushed them down.
Yobody in ‘the dlstmct was buy:.ng for breedmg and external buyers for Nairebi
illegal market forced the prices dovm by buymg in large lots at Mutha and
Zombe and thus blockmg the small scale internal trader who would buy there.:

and r-ecycle 1n the dlstrlct. On the cattle although in 1974 drought people, !
lost a lot of cattle (estlmates of 60 - 30%) cattle prices did not fluctuate : -°
as much since most peoole would not readily sell even the masoma (the super

emaciated ones) and also that local demand for slaughter held prices up. , i+ -

‘Pinally ‘out of the Table L.1 and L.2. ve ought to hote'tha't “the
myth ofpastoralists not seiling does not hold. Within thls comment is
subsumed the problem of forced sales. The initial forced sales were for e
World War 1.7 Probably these did not have a great mpact in marketizlng Kitu:.m J
pastoralists other than inverting the traditional cattle price structute and
marketizing shoats more than cattle. On the cattle price structure,
traditionally cows were more valued than oxen or bulls but military procurement

!
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of blorld War-.1 preferrediand 6ffoped bétter” Dmces for bulls or oxen than

cows. -This not .only-inverted the- trad1tlona1 pmc.e structrurz:e but clearlry
. hecame.a facton im the Herd Structure. As more cows were left herds _gould ,

regenerate faster and cleadrly as people continued to market more male stock i
then there. was a' herd structiure left for Faster regenerati Thus la‘fé'i:‘ e
averstocking apgumentsihad antecedénts ‘in’ previous forced marketing_ On the ‘
marketiging, of shoats-more than livéstock we should note that theff? wgﬁqa rm,')‘
quarantine.irposed in 1917/18. THUS Kitui could not’ 'contmbute' cattle to %
the last Wan years but:was forced to éontribute’ goats. This deepened the .

already existant ideavthat shoats weve moré ex?:hangeable/marketable than live-

stock,  In subsequent:tquarantines’ for WhicH documentatlon is not complete we .
hypothesize -that, geats wouldic contiriue to be sofd more than cattle. R

SERE A
XR5 AT ¢
LS

Cattle Hold:mgs LACOTS e By (ERYRIESLAT L aine TR

‘ We wanted to'establish estimates of cattle in the d:.stmct with b
some kind of rigour so as'to argue the sugz zgested offtake rates by the elgport
~data'as well as'implied death and internal consuzrptlon from data on hide and
skin exports. This thas not béen possible First since hldes and skins qata

is itself highly unreliable. ! 'Thare ‘are few attempted cattle census in the
early and late periods, :fuithermore we have not been ab1= to fmd any ek

archjyal data on- internal siaiightér. This is an’ area needmg further xesearch
” ¥ ‘ Pyl B9
Eriyen VSR S e Bl - 2y surcls oot enadt e

= UHéwever we have llvestock census data for\ 15.19 349382, 18375 19421017
and 1949 Thi& ‘dava is presented 1n 'I‘able L. 3 kltul .Cattle; Shoat;Census;
By é&lculating the per cagltal cattle arxd shoats an;l .assuming.a.household -
(musyi) 8 *en pedple “had 21, 15 5, 5 1;,'10 or 13 cattle in 1919, .3932, ~3ff’
1934, 1942 'dnd 1949, Slmllarly a household had 5 16,30, 28, or 3l shoats, .-~
in 1934937, 1945 19!49 ’fo J.nterpret the above data We, should keep : v .o: fic
in mind th& Fact that the ‘1928 and 1934 rammes devastated the: cattle economy:::
In the' opal Fraditidn ous mi’ormants a.rgue that all cattle for small people
were finidhed'in 193ﬁr"and only andu anene who could move all over remained with-
cattle. Whereas thls is ante;l(z\ggeﬂatlon clearly it is reflected in the crude
calculatlons.b Hov.seholds qlearly lost more in the 19287ard 1934" d!\bugﬁts than
in even the ferced sales ,and drought of 1942/44, It iis.interesting to Hote
that 90% of our f1eld, :.n1:ex'\r;x\ev.1si wn, asked ‘How ‘many cattle and’ shoats should
a musyJ. have? Answer 20 cattle and 50 goats. .These flgu.res séem to be

approxlmated by the census data when, ve ialiow:for: drought’ and’ forced sales.
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Table L.4 Kitui Livestock by Location 1937, 1942 and 1949 allows
ariussto-do furthér-analysis. * ‘Groupinig the lé€ations ‘Hcéépding to per capiti’
cattle holding as to those with 1 &id ‘above Créup '1,7.75 to .99 Group 3, "
+50-.74 Group 3, +25-,49 Group 4 and 0 7.24.Graoup, 5 we should note that on
M\rtk;.o\ngmi s in Group 1 .in 1937.. :It.is joined by the other wet locations -of
Matinyani, Migwani and Mulango as well as the dry -locations of Muthay Zombes:)
“ui, Mutito, Nuy, Endau, Wgomeni, Tharaka and Mivukeni in 1942. By J9uS. ..
Group, one is Mulango, South Yatta, 'utha, Zembe, Mui, lMutito, Weu, Endau,, -«
N-omeni, Endui, Tharaka, Mivukoni,. .‘!at_inygni,_and,)@?'.wali.,., Thus cattle . ;:
inaveeses. are more dramatic in the dry.loocations,.. Since,only Mulango, -..-.
rfagmg: and Migwani. are wet locations. ‘le know though. Mulango -location had
veu, ,&}}_‘;}ﬁ.ﬂ"iﬁmi -area.. ~Yatinyani and. Migwani had weu;towards Mwakini. and
Kithioko. aroup D are Migwanl, “latln/anl (wet) and Ngo‘menh Endau, Nuu
(dry) m 193'7 ,outh Yatta Tseikuru, Endul, }\atse (dry) and Changwithya (wet)
in 19162 Zambani Changwithya ’“‘utongunl (wet) Ik)a‘nga, Ka{n’zﬂko Tselxlur\:.\; )
and Katse (d:'y) in 191&9 f‘roup 3 are Kanz:., ‘1u1,' "utlto (dz'y) m 1937 s

3

Zambani (wet) Ikanga, Kanzlko (dr-y) m 191&2 and none m 19&9 : (‘roup 'u 13 "

fmmae et (9C,86 )

South Yatta, ?o"be, ‘41 uukonl/l(imangau (dr'y) m 1937 and)ncne in 191&2 and %
! it

1949, (‘roup 5 is Zonbani Mulango, C‘langvuthya (wet) m 1937 Ikanga, Ikutha,“

utha, Tse:l.kuru, .ndm.,' Katse ' Tharaka (dz’y) in 191&2 Ikutha 1n 19“2 and

ag siiies

Tkutha in 19'49. ’)bviously :lt does not pay much to keep cattle in Ikutha,“

. iagT alis ¢ PIUT A
‘hm araka ‘I’selkuru, Katse Endm, ”utha and Ikanga par'tlcularly when there

+ s
b AT Praa®te Wy

is a’érmught. It 1s m these locatlons that cattle losses in 197u drougl}t

0 afy ref

were es‘hmated as between 60—90

(80 Q2% ioawn aaY in Fe {00 60 aganfut (3. F
Table L. 5. Kitui Ropulaticn, Cattlg and Sheat Densitiesc1937,; .

1942 and 1949 shows the ten most populated locations in 1937 as Changwithya
(203:80) Mulango’ (98.52)  Matinyani (84.51) Mutohgini (55:70). “T8dikuru (39.30)
ui 7(35::09) ‘Migwani 7(38,15) Nzambani '(31.89) Ikangd '(30:365 and Mivikeai
(24.77)}" One .8Hould moté that thésé includeiall '‘the wdt locations BHut
Tseikéra Tkanga and Mitdkoni ‘some of ‘the driest Yocatisns, are alsd dénsely’
nopulated. They are 1gnozed by ALDEV development projects m late 40's though,
The 1east popt\xfa”ted is debe/Voo wh:.ch we have argued e]sewhere had lost RO .
pcpulatlm as a xeéuig xof. locahzed desertlflcatmn duri,ng 1928 and 1931& i

L8085
__droughts. The 1ist of the ten most pgpulated locat:l.ons :|.q 1942 are q:angwitbya

(115.2) Mat:l.nyam. (95, 7) "ulango (78.6) "utonguni_ (57 Z) alkuru 2#8‘7) A
Nzambani (l%2 5) M1gvarxi (38 0) Mui (37 .5) Ikanra (37 O) and Pnd\n. (28 6) i
Endui a dry 1oe:at1&i replaces Miuukom. in the top tei}} s‘luggestj.’ng mgratxcn .‘
out of Mlvukom. whlch is colloborated by the general data on the 19‘&2 famipe =
as having ft.a{ted in Nor'theastem Kitui. ote, also tha; Nun is loosing
populati‘m per-baps movmg back :lnto Endui. !zamhani and Yatta are receiving :
MuIango and Changwithya people as ‘evident in the data and in the "fie1d inter-

views. Kanziko and Zombe pracflcally double their population. Field interview
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data suggests that these were. people from the oentral wet 1ocatims deapfrogging
the intermedlate zones fox‘ 1iyestock keeping reasons. B e i

«.r - In 1949 the most populated locations ‘aré Changwithya (135.32)
Matinyani (109.90) Mulango (98.52) Muténguni-(82.65) Migwani (43.55) Txanga
(40.25) Mui,(36.68) Enduii(31.08) Seuth Yatta (29.41) and Kanziko ¢34.35Y.
We should though note ‘that Kanziko looseés a bit of her population. Hutha
looses nearly “two ‘people ‘per.square -mile, “fui looses one persén per square
mile. Tharaka looses five' persons pér square mile and Miuukoni looses one '
person per square mile. ' Mutha people seem to move back to Zonbe/Voo.‘:"'"ﬁi\";:
‘people seem to move back to Endui and/or Nuu, Mutito Tharaka people seem to

move to Tseikuru -and Mivukoni people ‘may be moving to Endui, 'uu and Ngomeni.
Cattle ‘densities in 1937 are as fo]_lows- “utonguni (96 28)

”atihyani (83.un) Changwithya (51,13) “1gwam. (32. 50) Tharaka (20,56) MuJ. ¢
(19.56) Mulango (17.62) Nuu (14.%0) Mutito (11.58) Mluukoni (10.07) e
In 1942 cattle dens1t1es are’ b‘a‘t:l.nyanl (129.33) Changwithya (105 02) r“l;.xiango
(83.22) Mutonguni (71.31) Mui (60.20) Migwani (52 02) Vlulango (ea 22)
Mutonguni (71.31) Mui (so 20) Migwani (52. 09) Tharaka (45.73) Tselkuru
(40.29) Mutito (31.82) and Vuu (30 217, Iote that Mutongunl looses about
25 cattle” per squaxvemile. ‘ These cattle wene grazing m Yatta 82 and B]. we .
shall“fé¥irm to them later. ‘The dramatic new entrant in the top tenis Tpezkum.

sooe

Again we draw’ attention to the inclusion of the 5 wet locations both years .
and "R ¢HE 1949 ranking which is Changwlthya Matmyanl (1'40 914) Cnangwithya .'
(131,04) Mulango (122.40) Mutonguni (81.45) Mui (58,90) ‘419wanl (52 83)
Tseikuru (:52.457) Mutha (89, 31) Nuu (48. qs) “Endau (46.17).
e : y il L

@ “Adlool: at the. shoat densiti.es j.n 1937 u,z, and Y49 will show Mulango,
Changiithya, Hatmyani Mutonguni, Migwani, Ikanga appearing in the top ‘ten
in the three > years, south Yatta appearing twice in 1937 and 1949, Kanziko .

appearing in 1937 Fndau and Mivukoni in. 1942; Katse .and Nzambani in 1949.°

;\'-l ¥ T

fi0 T 2 0Rgi 17 he looks at per capita cattle :-md shoat holdings m 1937
42, 49} the top’ “ten’ cattle 1locations are ranked in descending or-der as :

Mutonguni, ™igwani, Vaf:mya:u, Naomeni . Nuu, Endau, "funto, "u:., Kanziko, )
.- Mivikeni/Kimangati: Zombe, fgomeni, Mitito, Tharaka, fuu, '1u1, ‘11awan1, “latmyanl,

“utha,: "ivukoni. T e1ku!'u, ’Iﬂomenl, Nuu, ”luflto, Tnaraka, Zombe 'u1,
i)

Mivukoni ; r'ﬂ&tinyam and’ Migwanl. The top ten shoat holdmgs are ranked also
in deséefiding dpddr 48" 'follows Tharaka, Kanz:.ko, "utonguni 1g'.4aru, Ikanga )
Southatta) atingani, Vgomeni, ‘Tut and Endau in 1937. ndau, Tharaka, i ?
Tseikuru;l Mygwrani, Miudkoni, Zombe, Ikanga, Ngomoni IkuLha and ﬁulango in ,
1942 "and’ THaraka, - anbani Tsai!furu, South Yatta,_ ‘(atse, "atlnyani Vluiango,

BEFCIE IR S TP ,-’t- e
SRR WS G

Feeagar ol Joetisfoac rrons
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Endau, “utonguni and Mutha. From the per capita holdings we re-enphasize

the importance of the dry locations in livestock production and reiterate
that their development was ignored by both the crop related agricultural
development of the late 40's and 50's and the grazing control development of
the same period. As, agricultural programs were centered in the wet locations,
the asomi from these locations moved their, cattle into the ‘dry locations.

Per capita arguments are very good for mystifying the actual heldings
per Fhous_ehglds_. Up to now for mest of rural Kenya we do not have exact data
on i)ouse_h‘p_lq sizes, SBut we would like to impute some idea of the distribution
of eattle among households since central to our argument is the idea that
as the wet locations differentiate socially they push the poor people'to the
dry locations and further that g:wen tradit:.onal technology livestock production
is a more’ equ:.table product1on system than crop agriculture. Table L. 4, gives
us’ ii%stock data by locat:.on as. well as the locational populations. It also
gives us” the numbers of stock ouners. If we assume a household of eight .
people and further assume that during the 1949 stock census the respondents
answered’ the question of ownership by starting misyi (households) then we can
compute the households theoretically without cattle. The purpose is only to
show the differences in ownersh:.p in different ecoregiocns and not to arrive
at a conclusive statement at cattle ovwnersmp. These calculations are shown
in Table L.6, Households without Cattle 1949, If our assumptions are correct
then the locations with highest numbers (more than 50%) of non-1livestoek 7o
owning households are Changwithya (63.93%) Matinyani (58.65%) Mutha (58.37)
Kanziko (53.16%). Two of these Changwithya and Matinyani are wet and very
densely populated. Thus the explaination for the uneven distribution of
livestock is. access to land. The other two are dry with intermediate population
density. We should though note that in 1948 they and Ikutha got their stock
nushed from Tsavo with catastrophic deaths. This may be then the explanation,

- S Tharaka is unique in the sense that there are theoretically ].ess
households than- reportéed stock owners. Ve offer the explanation that pez'haps
Tharaka household sizes are less than 8 persons and rejoin that it has
proably all the households with stock. Tndau (1.2%) Katse (3.54%) Zambani
(10.13%) Mulango (17.57%) and Mutonguni (19.84%) have the least households
without livestock also’i. FEndau and Katse are dry. 7ambani is a location
receiving population from the wet locations and the last two are expanding
their Afrontiers into Weu (exporting population) Mulango towards Kavisumni and
Mutonglmi ftowards Yatta. 3

3J:. Thus: a partial conclusion can be reached that households loose cattle
as population densities increase. The alternative for these households has
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been inal(tttﬁ tb‘nigraté’fo ‘the” drier dmt‘ricfs wnere they try “to accumulatel

¥ Frsain. =0
S e Y ¥R L ¥ ooy
livestéek: b RN PSSV W ’

. saeyd P ozew v joloveh wiedd dmat
prvaed R S R T b R IO g ¢

F:Lnally 1t is not poss:.ble to update the qu@&%@;et%ve d“ata,mqﬁj,_.. i

I Jasmaof s Chdmin @

li véstc':»c.( s:l.nce there has uot be\en &0y census.. In I_.>gb§%que’x;t sections we s -
IR INATE % MDA O 8 “ g

dhail mﬁnly be dealmg w:.th qua" r’cauve ddta. = el Sesis Host bmess off

Cae T TEhG

Livestock in Kitui Soc:Lety

GEhion av X ; AP A a9l B &
g ﬁe have m the Chapter on Trade presented the data,‘m agxtiqu,l.turpl
TR ToEXE v AW G
expo;t's. In this sect:.on we dlsjcuss th° rs,latlonshlp between traditignal 1
Faund WA T St ARG 2 W o
lipvestolc product;.on knowledge, ‘accmnuljation by asomi, co,].on}al ipages of.

ANy 2

TR FAY

development and the 1mpaci. of the polic:.es., . ; s § 30 W AT
sl 9% aigynq rong =AF JBug a > . =R
beapie ;. ¥hgyceptrality of gatide in'Kitul productien  can be shom by the

concerns of the, L.M,C. who,asyearly as:1927-had = weady hired a Reconditim:lngA
Officer,whose Wowk Has prewision of water. > The- asont" eabers of ‘the 'INC were
very mugh, eongerned mith provision of permenent water for cattle &nd''it
seerr.?;:,jiggggggg@l;gffgg;,hugxm;.—,life. :+Maher writing'in’ 1937 “further points out
that pepmanent watep.awailability was the controlling settlemént:factor with
pecple not willipg to settle more then 19-20 milés away Frém permanent watert,
For existing water supplies in 1938 and 1250 isee Maps L.10 and:L.16 riespect:[vely.
. s :

e

quniiz :
A* the sanx, tlme tradl Llonql. mc:Ldge see.med to take care sof seme

< T
hvestock product:.cn para,mctefs ‘ahc"’ writes "The mo.lst districts near 4+ .
K:ltuJ. sua °c in pams of Cncmg'utn 2 and h sambani .locations are not. «heavilty-v, )
'
stockad

diseases arc concemed :m the fallupe o*F the st.opk to _thrive but he QOes eaie
W EAGC TIE ;|

.\-«f

- The natlve does. not always zppreciate how fan . e

know they do not do well on 'Lhe u.al.L grass whlcn grows,_around, K:U:pi". RO LS 3
ik
The *nLﬁua(i. Repout 1918-19 had nade, the ame pofnte. . coois Livode W .urisEe
ST ? W SO iy 3 wloode °¥
o IR Als,x far . as,grass knowledge wasiconcerned Maherwasd &ble td'noté’ that

the Kitui Kamba underctood and classified grasses in a manner Hhich a.pproximates
modern:zpeSeateh ol grasses.’ The" g‘rasse“ ‘Tasntified were l. wlg:.andiathe:l.,

2. Tigekar(Cynodon $p. Y, 3: Mbebetid (Mbeetua?) (Eragostls superba) 4, Kithundl

(Digitarta Species/Mactébiepha®a? ¥ 5" Kiemenduwa’ (Penmsetum sp.?) 6. " . :

Kiemavuny"a (Chlomis Hyrio.;éachYa),"ﬂ Un‘yto'= (Amstldg sp ), ; “bwea : Pam.cun
F (T3 1«

Maximumi ' They &lso renkéd 8Vas -V -"Yalue mnd 6 and 7 as Iow value (even
from the:nr»»nanes)“z-Ei itedme” WL B¥e 2R ¢ Hh FORIRRVEL TR
++ dae [ adT bras aacitecn By 0 VR R o

Maher 1s aiso useful in alertmg us tq the cattle di,spens,gl of the
1935/37 pemod. a3 ‘points out tha(t xa..ta, Wutongum. and Matinyani cattle. l};ad
dispersed into Yatta C (later B B,), Migwani Cattle were dispersed into Yatta B,
(Kdloaw Yatta), ‘Har Nowth dattic Had crsssed the Tana' mtd Garlssa and Mer
and Eastern. cattle were dhto Tada River, 7 SRR SSRGS S SIS
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i ‘Vhere ‘artificial water systems had heen created thh we' Hmey
theré was ‘alreéady local deserf!:i.f:lca‘ci.cx'i.8 The most impor'tant of the water 8
systems are: A Springs i.e. 'uu and Mbooni (Changwithya) B. Masonry Daus :
Masiongwa € Mivukoni ‘Ngoméni ‘C. Earth Dams 1. "1gwam., PR 3. Wakavali ¥
(Mutonguni) D. Rock-Hill Storage Dams 1. Ndatani (Ngomeni) E. Bomholes '4
1. Komo (Migwani) unsucddessful and 2. Kitui Town - unsuccessful and 2. Kitu:l. &5
Town = unsticesssful F.'*Sand River Wells - numerous. Maher pointed out that
earthdams were' to'present ‘technical problems of design and loss of water because
of the high evapotranspiration rates. He prefered the sandriver wells 'I;hllsr)
preference: was -ignored: katemby ALDEY .who' concentrated’ on-earth” dams) many
-9f. which washed away;, not to. talk of: their. ineff:.clency from an évapdtras‘piraticn

d ~igdt b

g

point of view. . :. Y Ao > 28y Tuves
i e
“Mahér'whs also 'to state that stock owner-ship was becoming uneven.

He speculateéd that the 34:1% of unmarried men could afford to buy wives
although they ire of age. 52 Since they did not have any access to livestock
But who was accummulating livestodk? " Sténner calls them é powerful
bureaucrdcy. I have called them an asomi clas. These were the Headmen
(chiefs) Nzama Elders Clerks, Chiefs Retainers and other minor functionaries t
of the colonial administration who were in. a position to:dé Ffavours to the
population in return of payment by-cattle. They -used the administrative positions
and the INC to get programs benefitting them more than'the rest of society: "
Maher describes. the.process. . ""hen a man has a‘legal case and'wants support” "
of his chief, he ,g;l.ves mm cattle. - If a man skills another, there will be

no trouble: rﬁé;i;i;er a poor man who owes tax for four butsimay givershs, 57/=17
to,an elder of the local Nzama to swear that he is' toopdor to pay thx; ™ -/
similarly another may give a local elder a goat or 5/- to. avoid having to do "’
road. ye; ."'}?-An:-illpstrative case is Headman Kasina's accummulation of eattla’ '
from 70 to/between 2,000 = 4,000 between 1930;and 1987 is cited’d, Otheér
qualitative. evidence of this large scale cattle owmér is*found in Annual Report’
of 1935 where the DC writes "Inspite of the diminuation in numbers of cattle, "
the export of ghee has nearly doubled itself. T‘us slmply means that the
wealthy’ stock owners have been conpelled to s:.t up and take not:.ce, b‘, no
means a bad' thmg" $ Hf.gWani Dairy which was established by the INC between
November 1936 and June 1937 received 9703’ gallons of m11]<. of these LA
2520 ie? 23‘97‘# efe Headman Kasina's milk. VA o B0 ELE B{ i Wi

ot i sl

DESTOCKING:-.1=o7" . <pe et Lasianemai ) 1A

L W T

“In’ chapter XI t1t1ed "T‘:e End of Location ; Destockmg A A
conditicning and the New Pol:lt1cs" of J F ‘4unro's Colonial Rule and t}\e
Kamba'® ~ the authour discmses the rise of destocking in Machakos and its

‘2160w
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leading to politice of oppsition to destocking and few land reclaimation by
1938/387" "Ihe "atthor is essentially writing about thé Malhakos Branch of the
Karitha ¥ribe s i{ was in ‘ciosed proximity to the colonial Si§tem'both
snatialiy""and"poﬁtically. ‘Kitui Kamba were far reméVéd Epatidlyy ‘and -
politically.  Thus ‘destocking did"ror resulf into” fndw' ‘politics untiithe
late 19508; 'The explainations for this late peakingh&s’t6 do with™thd ™
avaiiéﬂlé”vgra'z"fﬁg" given traditional technology and migpatidn pattérns; the 7
4tuRd 6f ‘Aécimulation’ of ‘cattle and ‘the part1a1 “Hatiinrd "8f the destocking
policy inp\St‘)' av il ! odEE acd s game oy Se. b b

ey

'y Sogers AGIK v ey 3leno
By 1930s the asotn1 had accumulated cattle part:.cularly durmg o>

the 1934 drought at the expense of the poorer relatives. The ‘asomi accmnuiators
had their bases essentially in the wet regions (acquired out of enclssure

of clan 1aid) “Bift they webe pushing ‘their stock into the dry locations of

Tast, South, 'Soithwest ‘and Northiest. It 'is in this contéxt of accumulation -
of 'Gattle by asomi’and the movémeént of cattle out of the wet regions that '’
the 1936 Anfiual Report’tatéd "There is surplus stock in the ‘district T dul
though many of the larger ‘herds - 2ould advantageously disf;o<*e ‘of a nuifbeF e
ofmalestock"v‘ L 480 B8 ;2% i y

=

pren 20 1 & %

As destock:mg momentum gathered in Machakos Llebigs who had been

set m to buy scrub' cattle from Mac‘lakos started movmg into Kitui. The
L ML s hps

purpose zr- the Llehgs monopoly was to offer rock bottom pmces to )

Sop ALl TES

Africans and thereby economically ki ll pastorallsm. Thus the prJ.CPS they
were willing .to pay in K1tu1 were much less than the nternal Erioes

LR

et A

offered by asomi accumulators and the external prlce to Manakani ,mhu,

"em and Kikuyu. The Annqal Report 1937 reports that Llebigs could offer only
shsr 40/~ whereas the general prlce of an ox of about 800 1bs. was shs. 65/-
This role of a mcnopoly depressing 1oca1 prices is 1a1:er continued by Liebigs
1n conjunctlon w1th Meat. Control dumng the Horld War II years and after by s
Kenya Heat Commi.ssion in con]unct:.on m.th Afncan L1vestock Marketmg .

Organization. ¥

& e R R TR 84 Er w & ‘9

The DC Kitul is’@ognizant of ‘opposition to selling to Liebigs ati’
thé low prices and thetéfore lamerts that”theve should be a system of
producing cittle for Liebigs. "Together With ‘the newly posted Livestock efficer
they in 1936 decided that the method should be“double innoculation.and censusi’
This is the beginning of Munanda,The Kitui Kamba therefore learn to associate
any cattle innoculation with compulsory sales. [Up to 1976 any discuss'im =
of stock inndculdtion elicits avguments 'of compulsory sales. To pay for the
compulsofy ‘itmoculations. the officers. "force natives ta all scrub cows. Om ihn o
goats".” ' THe‘other should be that: it is. Liebigs which.byys at next to,pothfg_g_, %
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prices. The campaign significantly starts in Migwani where Kasina, the
Chief is ofie Of the asomi ‘acumulators. 'The $ifmificancs of these forced sales

is reflected 'in the 1937 1938°Fi pites Where’ 11 véstodk | expons practicaliy‘ ¥ 4

double ‘as fshown 'h@ld?. THE mést dramatfe’ Fiip 1541 géats since they' are ‘the

a:_ fiz W ﬂ[ﬂ]’{'[ 7 BIBBSC 2151 }_][\i.v Hae :m-'j,'., s WGS FOnY PRYW Sy
1937 1938 g
naibasy o rat-my 17 - P51 Ivh adt 03 vewe Eovem nasd bsa e¥esse 23
Ca‘ttle 3'465 {30 6984 ; . gl 1
esuitnsapun Leaof uoiasioeb ot sidiesnvosay araw vs . s > 9 TR
Sheep 1139 4415 ¥ ) B P
T fpuiarsh Ep0f o gatvgd gedw meoh oo &9F oy sl Ve 33
Goats 3926 , 13696 A
woa IeT 2olee cmedd 3. temy oy ity nnte

currency ;op,mmg foniveterinary: services.. ¥e should further note that' i+ =
as Liebigs. and the.yveterinany, system: depress,ppices there is a chain effect 7"
where the asqmpi buy goats-at next toinothing prices-and move them out to the+ o
arid apeag, For Migwapi; location this 'be‘gbm&the-opening of* land' towards:
Kithiokp and:Tana,.yThus. the:asomi.establish claim to Yatta. and sef*q) tho

DoliticaJ, issue of Machgkos, and. Kikuyu Migrants rincomimg tqsthesarsas: v o

Aot pgTthé World WEP TI°brédRs’ 317 external sales to Meru, B
and Coast aré’ péstricted.: Increasmgly ‘exterial sales’ ‘are’ to ﬂeat Supply ;
Board. In 1941 Supply Board t3kés 65% of'all ‘éattle sxported. In 1942 it 1
takes: 79%1 > Héeduse BFUtRE" réstrictéd external market and the low prices by )
Meat “SUpPLy “Board (€HE¥le Shs.32/-'in 191" and shs. '%u/—' in 1942 "Goats shs.
6/='in 1942 averdgesi ) thé internal prides’ contmlled by asomi’ accumators drop
Ihey ‘offer shsi730/° (6# Headd cattle’ a.'nd shs. u/- per poat m 19'\&2 oRs By 1043
a1"external exXpOTtE" Sie"ﬁ’f‘ohibited e ‘

" “achakos

By 1942 there is circumstantial evidence to show that the livestock
foresbly ‘sold betweer “1938 and then had led to the poor lossing %o much stock
that they sought to replénish their Stock by ‘traditional techn:lques ; ra:.dina
The D.C. writes "Cértain persons From Mivukoni, ‘Tseikuru and Ngomeni Locatims_
in the north’ ds“ocdasichally travel into the Garba Tula area of the Nor'the!;;
Frontier District for the purpose of stealing Boran Goéts“zu. In f'iéias e
interviews in Ngomeni, Endau and Niiu ‘many of ‘the herders talked about raiding
during ‘the War 6 réplenish "roits eaten by munandd ' copnell” dlso complains
that the 6,892 cattle and 1,698 poats requisitioned through chiefé THEGGgH oA

7 A

up to May ‘and the extra 400" cattle requisitioned for Juné ‘are too much' and

doubts whether the¥y can be met. - iy Touly nequisitmn is for u 800 cattle ‘
and 60,000 g "_:2§,U‘., anr T e “bueofl wlguue o ;
mitizogq s of exr odw wxot=lunusns dmeg. wdF 2i 47 ) R . S

. The progess. of Meat. $upply.Board: mqm.sltiowmg did not! just help wz o
loca,.}il ggggw}atprs(qmm,aq pricing, point: of view. . The-Administwation  ofithe.ss i
requisitioning probably even contributed more to. asomi-accumulation thanithe ' -
price mechanism. Once the D.C. got a quota he divided the quota by locations
and send the amount of cattle, shoats supposed to be contributed by the location
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to the chief. It was the reésponsibility of ‘the'schief to make sure the quota

was f:f.]_.led. Chiefs were the most ¥mportant’ and powerful category in the asomi
class..l‘ 'I'h'evaould thus allocate who was to produce the particular cattle and
there was room for corruption and buying poor beasts to contribute while

their good beasts had been moved away to the drier areas - with understanding
between the chiefs there. They were responsible for 1(ieclaz'i.ng local quarantines i
2 tool they used to free forces down when buying. "‘he 1943 Annual Repox't
states that "there i§ always a danger at these sales that poor pewle will

be victimized and the wealthy cattle ownem[v'fill ‘dVade’ their obligation by~ -
various methods. ---- It is usually ;xeceésary to m‘féct a number of immature
beasts at each sale and to return beasts wluch havé' been ‘taken from people

who canpot afford to part with them" 23 The D. 0., Rskdith in Safari Diary
September 18th 19uu writes on the prob]em of nequfﬁif?fon in Nzambani as follows
"On enquiry it appeared that collecting Livestock “Control ‘cattle was not easy |
as an extra askari ‘was wanted, The Thomé’ eldérs:were reluctant to take stock
from the wealthy who naturally maké: it worth their while.. The wealthy claim
that all should produoe equal afimounts. This reacts hardly on the poor.

Chief Aaron collects ‘ofi a rate of 20% of all herds above 4 of both cattle and
goats. Even this seems somewhat sévere on the poor. It would be prefereble,
if quotas can be met, if only 'herds in excess of 10 were drawn on,, This would
at least leave about one bride price . 20 drawn from a man .owning 100 stock

is not so serious as 1 from an owner of five or‘even-two from th‘g_wp:er_of 20".29

reav 13
L S e g R
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F 'I'hat the Livestdck Supply Board Prices and the method of mquisit:lon—
mg Tad cmtributed to maldistribution of cattle which led to. a rise in internal
Driée ( ﬁfofits of which went to asomi ' dccumulators)is reflected in: the 1945
prices. In the Annual Report 1945 the D.C. writes "Internal prices were ..
Prossly mflated a bullock which would fetch shs. 40/- on the open market I. s
being valued at two and a half times that value (i.e. sh. '100/=). .-Sales to
the Livestock Centrol did nothing to reduce the priee :and perhaps even made
owners resolve to sell their other saleable beasts .at.a price calculated to -
recaup them for their imagined losses on the compulsory- ;salgs. . 134 cattle
and 6456 'shoats' are known to have left but probably three times _these nunbers
were moved illicitly. The Supply Board-Livestock Control purchased 4660
cattle and 28?“5 'shoats' 30 It is the asomi accumulators who are in a pos:.t:lcn
to smuggle. ca;t;l.e gnd to get' llcences for export thereby inflating the internal
prige.. The,poon who waent to buy after bemg forced by the asomi *to cmtribute
tur.loeatimal ‘quotas were thus exploited il s i L5

FETATF S NS AN SAE et ]
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1 1946 waé a drought—famine year probably only rivalled by 1934,
"The natural consequence was a A _grave depletion of the monetary resources of

the reserve, possibly a blessing in disguise, which was indicated by a

vertical drop in internal stock prices and repeated and urgent requests for

the attendance of the Livestock Control Buyer whose presence had hitherto

been anathema to the stock mniné'é:onummity ----------- o The consunpt:lm of

meat too rose to abnormal heishts; aporadic butcheries sprang up especially

in the 'vicinity of roads and it was a common experienoe to observe a dozen

or more cattle awaltmg slaughter in the larger markets. " Nor wem the re-

sources of nature neglected. Emissaries from the southern locations travelled

to Mutito Andei and even remot'erjp.arts in t_he uninhabited Kyulu _are'a of
“Vachakos District to collect the seeds of the Bacbab tree which flourishes

in that loeality - ————— -- Cattle (were) taken into fly area (Tama 3
Valley, Thua and Yatta) : -— Txport of slaughter stock con
exoepq: through the Livestock Control were prohibited for most of the year =

and, though this was the only avenue ooen to them, the Kamba did not respond

since the internal price of stock was grossly inflated and money during the

first nine months was plentiful. “hen eventually money became scarce and the

internal value of stock slumped quantities were offered voluntarily to the

Controlwbuyer but the qpality was so'pyoor‘ 6wing to the lack of fodder that,

he was unable t:)'plir"cﬂ‘a'se. The commandeéring of stock by the control was

most unpopular, o spec1a11y in view of the low pmces and despite explanatlm

and nauseum, ntn‘ely mcomprehenslble to the average natlve, who had resented,

it'bitterly since actual hostilities ceased".

Extens:Lve 1ntemmtat1m of thls lengthy quote is not necessary
All one wishes to pcunt out 'is that the poor lost more stock by death and
slaughter in drought than the mch The poor had to rever't to gatherlng wild
fruits. The asomi hlred labour' to move stock out to fly areas and outs1de :
reserve. The asomi also expor'ted stock. nguflcan'tly leestock Control e
lost the edge m term of nurrbex“s of ]1w.stock exported (1&5% cattle and 45, 5% o
Shoats) but glven that it had monopoly for nine months and other export mar-kets
opened after the quahtv of cattle dt_temorated st111 meant that it was to
dominate the price stmcture. F‘lnallv +he poor r'esor'ted to raldlng Boran
as a method of getting some stock. th,n the range recovemd in 19'47 the
asomi reducdd their selling and given the pressure by the poc;r )t"o aoqu:‘Lre 56m
llvestoc_k the internal price moved up agaln. The Annual Report 19'47 .reports,
"Internal stock pr:.ces remained hlgh throughout the year ‘and tha Meat Marke’cmg
Board Buyer met w1th llttle suceess, des plte advance oub11c1ty for his v:LSJ.ts,
because the pmces he w was able to offer wer\a substantlally below those the .

Kanba was' prepated to accept It is very 11ke1y, however, that if stock could

BT
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be purchased by welght after be.ing weighed on.scales or a balance.in the

presence of the seller,ma very substantlal 1ncmase in stQFJs foemng for 4

2y J - v - . —

sale wuuld r-esult* e

i) iz

10! :
Ll gy 1e¢a" the 'hépé SF A}
T‘ r] i Fis = i & ¢ e -
not tnpr-erved'beeatise"of the™s we1gh‘b“r1dqe 1""talled at- Vbu.ngl. - Pnce; paid
YO, 308 TRl ¢ sy
weze'sﬁgrtiy below the inter'nal prlce

1980 K &
amtmy'wem !ejected. T'*w» MM, B, price had the scale been in cmder, “would
- G2 Al ' X
have beerr ‘nearer shs 6(')-*'3u MOMUBS was taking” only 20% of all cattle exported
bt vy

-and-no goats. Enbu stock traders were dommant and were ‘allowed access at
“wingi -on- Pe'z'lﬂ:H:.a‘_5 Shoats ‘were basically exported to the Mariakani: “Coast) -
mar-ket—fik —1r-19u9 Me‘a'r ‘Marketing B?ard only bought 2,6% of Kitui stock37 y—
It 13 i'npor'tam: to‘note that bihexseas “during the War years ‘livestock was .
collecte'd"by ‘Iocation 3 qum Cup~to 1946) Befieen 1947 there was a‘s‘;}étem '
of regutated"‘atm‘d‘ms“fdr Tivestock Ccntrolfﬂeat Marketing Board: . From.. -
1949- ther'e is—a-dnai system - auctions 4hd open market., Of the 7“17_-ca1:t1e» ™
offered in—1949"53%"were in the open market. 20 P Y these open mazi(ets?hit:h
were respcnsi'ble for tite growth of the Kitui Cattle Trader who was buying -

to move catt]:e"to the auctlon market w'h1 “were the only markets where Embu

and- Kikuyu buyem were allowed. The most important auction market was

*wingis - - Tirus the*l(rtui cattle trader category of the asomi class are signi- -
ftcant-i-rr “the iater‘cms'olidation of the class. As much as 80% of the present
“big traders by teputatidn‘)‘ in the dlstmct learned tradmg as cat'tle traders.

1949/50 was a drough't/famlne year, but 1ts 1rrpact was: not.as bad
as the prev10us years since "Prices for Kitu:L livestock remained high and e
enabled the people to import cereals, spema}ly from Meru and Embu where. -
there had been bunper harvests. Distribution was facilitated by increased - :
transport, and by a real 1nprovemnt in the secondary roads. 3y.a stroke of .,
luck, sisai became so valuable that flbre from sisal hedges was exportable.
"urmg the 1ast half of the year (1950) markets were white with inferier/fibre-
selling at 30 cents a 1b. and.giving its name to.the food shortage .- Nzaa ya
3q‘ AuctJ,ons sold 14430 cattle and 27754 shoats but.'By:samples
taken of pmvate slaughtemng in the locations and butchering for sale .in.the :-
smaller markets it is safe to say that at least 30,000 cattle and.60,000
'shoats' have been removed from the district by export .or slaughter". g

‘iakonge"

it is :ln this sense then that the drought famine is "a blessing in dlsgulse"ul

But we should comoare the 1950 sales with 3951 a good year. In 1951 more cattle
are sold i 2. 15034 bilt less shoats i.,.v21+q32 The point to make is that. ..

<% jevenly ;
goats aze more A spread and will be sold more in a bad year by the poor

especially,whenees \,attle cattle are less evenly spread and the asomi accumulators






