Timeline Interviews, Resource Mapping and Wealth Ranking in Kitwai A Village, Simanjiro District 
A Field Report

by  
C.G. Mung’ong’o
INTRODUCTION

From Sunday, March 8, 2009 to Saturday, March 14, 2009 I accompanied the EACLIPSE Research team from MSU (Dr. Jenny Olson and Prof. David Campbell) and IRA (Prof. P.Z. Yanda) to visit Simanjiro District and Kitwai A village in Arusha for the timeline study, resource mapping and wealth ranking exercises. The aim of this visit was to meet with district and village leaders as well as the community in Kitwai A in order to prepare them for these activities. Hereunder is a summary of what transpired during this visit.

ACTIVITIES

March 8, 2009

Travel to Arusha by road.
March 9, 2009
Travel to Simanjiro

March 10, 2009

Visit Kitwai A village to make arrangements for the timeline study, resource mapping and wealth ranking exercises. The research team met Mr. Simon Esaya, the Village Executive Officer, and Mr. Moses Abraham, the Village Chairman.
March 11, 2009

Paid a courtesy call at Simanjiro District headquarters where we were given one of their Community Development Officers, Mr. Furaha, to accompany us into the field. The research team then moved into Kitwai A village to begin the fieldwork

Dr. Mung’ong’o led discussions. The Chairman opened the meeting with a prayer, after which Dr. Mung’ong’o explained the purpose of the research and asked for consent. The group gave their consent to the meeting, to taping and the taking of photos.

Timeline
This village was registered in 1971.  It then had a windmill to run the pump on the well. 

In general, rainfall variability has increased. Before, the rainy season would begin in November and continue straight through to December or January for the short rains. February would be dry. Then the long rains would run from March to May. Now the rains often stop and they get a dry stretch in the middle of the rainy season. Since 1997 there is no short rainy season. Rain does not start until March. 

The only drought they have had was in 2005 – 2006. It killed many cattle. They received government relief. The drought was nicknamed Olodondolit (red marrow) because when the cattle died, their marrow turned red. 
Their response to the drought was to move cattle to a different place.

The impacts of the reduced rainfall include:
1. having fewer animals. This has led to less milk and less food production. 

2. the animals do not fetch the same price as before since they are sick. The price has declined from Tsh. 80,000 – Tsh. 100,000 to the current Tsh. 50,000, not considering inflation.
3. there has been a loss of grass. In response they are moving their animals to Handeni in Tanga Region and Kiteto District.  

During droughts, people from elsewhere bring their animals to this village because of the availability of water. The village elders and leaders have developed a system of water distribution. 
There is no organized sharing of resources in hard times. People can give a milking cow to feed someone’s children, or can give 2-3 cattle to re-start a herd. This sharing is only between relatives.

Goats and sheep survive better than cattle with this reduced rainfall and loss of grass, so herds are tending to have a higher ratio of small stock to cattle. However, they still keep cattle. Cattle are more highly valued. You need them for getting wives (dowry), the wives need milking cows, and the price of cattle is higher. You need several small stocks to get the price of one cattle. 

Vegetation change is manifesting itself via increasing shrubs and lessening grass biomass. Some plants are no longer fruiting. For example, the baobab and a species of acacia flower but do not produce fruit. This change is all due to the altered rainfall. 

Use of fire for rangeland management has declined because before they used to burn the old grass (brown biomass) to let the new grass grow. Now there is no old grass left to burn so the use of fire is irrelevant.

They expect no big change for the better in future in terms of rainfall, vegetation, etc.

Community Mapping.
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Any change since this 2003 map?  No. There has been no expansion of cultivation because they still use a hand hoe. If someone brought a tractor or an ox plow cultivation would expand. 

The grazing landscape has gradually changed. In 1997 there was an abrupt change in the rains with the end of the short rainy season. There is no seasonal grazing pattern in this village. People just go to where the rains have fallen and there is good grass. On the right side of the map, there are more chaco dams so they usually went there in the rainy season. When the dams dried up, they went closer to the bore holes in the centre of the village. 
The right side of the map was always bushy and now it is even more so, with no more undergrowth. So it is of no more use for grazing.

The left side of the map had been mostly grassland that was used for grazing by villagers and even by others coming into the village from elsewhere. Now the bush is starting to come in there as well.

Six livestock diseases were mentioned as menacing the villagers of Kitwai A. These were:
1. lung disease (for goats, 1995 outbreak)
2. sotoka (rinderpest) in goats begun in 2008

3. lump skin disease in goats and sheep begun in 2006

4. Ndorobo (trypanomysis, tsetse) in cattle has been a constant problem that has impacted the village. It was always in the upper left of the map, but now is spreading with the expansion of bushland.

5. East Coast Fever is in the upper right of the map

6. Foot & Mouth disease at the end of the wet season.

March 12, 2009
Wealth Ranking
Before the wealth ranking exercise began in the village, the participants were explained the purpose of the activity, and were again asked for their consent to participate in the exercise. They unanimously agreed to participate.

Defining the assets

The ranking was performed by a team of selected villagers from each sub-village categorized by age. Lists of assets that were perceived as “wealth” in the village were first compiled.  In Kitwai A these included livestock, especially cattle, goats, sheep and donkeys, number of wives and children (with emphasis on male children), a sizeable food reserve to feed the boma, involvement in business, especially buying and selling of livestock, employment that allowed you to hire labourers and to send children to school, owning a shop, owning a milling machine, and owning a number of beehives.  The importance of each of these assets as a criteria for assessing wealth or social status of villagers was then determined. 
It was interesting to note that ownership of land did not feature as an important criterion for assessing the social status of pastoralists. Land by itself was not an issue as was the ability to cultivate a large track of land. Land is there, the amount used or access to land does not differentiate between wealth groups since people can use as much as they can cultivate by the hand hoe or graze. The issue was the ability to cultivate a large track of land.

The ownership of modern assets such as a good house, a motor bike, a mobile phone, et cetera, was not also an issue in Kitwai A as a majority of the people did not own these items. 
Defining the wealth groups

After a protracted discussion on the ranking criteria, a total of four wealth groups were identified as follows:
1. The Arkasis 
These were the most well-off people in the village. They had between 400-500 herds of cattle, between 150-200 shoats, and around 10 donkeys as beasts of burden. People in this group also had between 6-10 wives, as well as between 20-30 children in their bomas. They also had the ability to cultivate between 10-20 acres of maize grain to supplement food products from livestock. 

2. The Arkasis kinyi
These were the less well-off people in the village. They were people just below the Arkasis, having between 100-300 herds of cattle, between 50-100 shoats, and about 5 donkeys as beasts of burden.  They normally had between 3-5 wives with 10-18 children in their bomas. This category of people was able to cultivate between 3-5 acres of maize grain. 

3. Arkasis aikah

These were the average well-off people in the village. They were people below the Arkasis kinyi, having between 30-100 herds of cattle, 20-30 shoats, and around 2-3 donkeys. They had 1-2 wives, with 5-9 children. They were able to cultivate 1-2 acres of land. They were also involved in the business of buying and selling of livestock, and owned milling machines within the village. These people had enough food reserves to last the year but without a surplus, as they were dependent on family labour. Often the wives indulged in local beer brewing.

4. The Orkunjai

This is a group of employed servants within the village that includes the school teacher, medical attendants and employees of the tourist tented camp and other itinerant petty business people. This group also included traditional beekeepers, mainly comprising of the Arkiek Ndorobo. 

5. The Menat

 These were the bomas that had none of the assets listed above. They could have a wife, but they depended on kibarua in other people's shambas or on sale of firewood and charcoal to the rural towns like Orkesumet. They could not do any business as they had nothing to sell.  They cultivated less than half of an acre of maize farm for subsistence, with a hand hoe. Always late in planting; maize is harvested when still green; cannot pay taxes or sent children to school; cannot pay for medicare; with dilapidated houses, very poor clothing and no hope in life. In this group were also included many of the youths, the aged and the disabled.

The names of heads of bomas from the 6 sub-villages (vitongoji) registers developed by the Village Executive Officer were finally read out and ranked according to the ownership of these assets as described above. The wealth status of each name of the head of a boma was discussed in detail before ranking them. Placing a particular name in a specific group category was based on a consensus of all the participants in the ranking exercise. The results of the wealth ranking exercise are presented in Table 1 below.  

Table 1: Social Groups and Wealth Characteristics by Bomas in Kitwai A Village, 2009 (%)

	Wealth Groups
	Sub-Villages
	Total

(N=190)

	
	Indepes

(n=15)
	Terere

(n=41)
	Napushi

(n=50)
	Irkiriko

(n=33)
	Lolokumash (n=25)
	Maduka

ni (n=26)
	

	Arkasis 
	 0
	  1.6 
	  1.6 
	  1.6 
	  0.5 
	   0
	    5.3 

	Arkasis kinyi
	1.1 
	  0.5 
	  2.6 
	  3.2 
	  2.1 
	   0
	    9.5 

	Arkasis aikah
	3.2 
	  1.6 
	  2.1 
	  0.5 
	  3.7 
	  3.2 
	  14.2 

	Orkunjai
	3.2 
	  7.4 
	  7.9 
	  5.8 
	  5.3 
	   0
	  29.5 

	 Menat
	0.5 
	10.5 
	12.1 
	  6.3 
	  1.6 
	10.5 
	  41.6 

	Total
	7.9 
	21.6 
	26.3 
	17.4 
	13.2 
	13.7 
	100.0 


Source:  Fieldwork data, March 2009.

Impact of drought on groups?

The Chairman said that drought impacts especially those with many animals since it is hard to move large herds and others cannot help since they have their own herds to care for. So the rich group is diversifying into business, especially selling livestock. They sell a few bulls to have money to hire someone to care for their animals. 

Note that the discussion on this topic was short because of the onset of a huge deluge of rain. Hence we did not hear about the impacts on other groups.
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