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ABSTRACT

This study sets out to probe into the
question of why people migrate from one rural area
to another in Machakos District., It also deals with

the question of who migrates and how he migrates.

The findings of the study were that rural
migrants are landless or near landless, they produce
very little or no subsistence crops before migrating.
They are under 50 years of age and have very little
or no education./ The migrants usually migrate with
their families to the areas of destination for the
majority of them are married. éThey also prefer
migrating out to the areas where their kinsmen have

gone to settle at. >

Another factor that influences migration
is the environmental one. Hence drought, famine
and soil unproductivity (infertility) do in some
cases cause people to migrate for the environmental

problems - calamities - reduce the capacity of a given

piece of land to produce enough subsistence for the o

family.

The migrants therefore decide to migrate to
" areas where they can get land or larger pieces of

land. They are interested primarily with self-

>
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employment in agriculture at subsistence level.,

But later on they begin to establish business en

ct+

cr—-

prises.

Several implications arise from those
research findings and are discussed in Chapter 7 where
possible solutions to the problems of rural to rural

migration are suggested.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

THE PROBLEM:

This thesis - Study - addrecses itself to
several aspects of rural to rural migration and

employment in Machakos District. The first acpect

deals with the question of who is the rural to rural
migrant., And because the question of who migrates
cannot be separated from the reasons why these people

migrate the second aspect of this thesis deals with

why the rural migrant decides to migrate. These
two aspects of migration are therefore concerned

with the selective nature of migration.

- /”The third aspect of this migration attempts to
identify the 'patternt! it takes. Several variables
of this pattern which are isolated here include

geographical distance and social relationships.

The central emphasis of this thesis is mainly
the second aspect of migration. And here several
variables comprising the land, the cconomic (brought
about by land hunger) the social and physical environ-

mental problems are discussed. And hence part of the

1 Rempel, H.: "An Analysis of the Information of
Inter-~District Migration in the 1969 Kenya Census."
I.D.S. Working Paper No. 142, 1974, p. 3.
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purpose of this study is to show\ggj thece variables
interact to influence an individual to nmigrate.

Thus in this study an attempt has been made to bear
out what Cohen1 and Isajiw2 noted that phencmena have
bearing upon one another and that these phenomena

together influence the course of action.

Rural to rural migration has been studied
because, first, students of migration tend to concentrate
on rural to urban migration (Rempel 1970, Ominde 1968,
Blkan 1967, Mitchell 1961, Todaro 1973, Caldwell 1969
etc.). Therefore very little in comparison has been
done in rural migration. Rural migration, however,
cannot be ignored because the volume of this migration
5

is almost the same as that of the Urbanward flow” if

4, says that rural to rural migration

not more. Caldwell
"is still the dominant form of migration in Tropical
Africa, In Kenya, for example, the population move-

ment in rural areas has gained great significance since

1963 (Independence time).

1 Cohen, S.P. : Modern Social Theory - Chanter 4.
"The Action Approach" London, 1968, pp. 69-94.

2 Isajiw, W.W, : Causation and Functionalism in
Sociology, Routledge and Kegan Paul, London, 1968, p. 26.

> Rempel, H. : An Analysis of the Information of
Inter-District Migration in the 1969 Kenya Census",
IDS Working Paper No. 142, 1974, p. 31.

4 Caldwell, J.C. : "Introduction %o Part I", In
Caldwell and Okonjo (Eds.), The Population of Tropical
Africa, Columbia University Press, New York, 1968, p. 3.
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In the 1962 Population Cecncus onlyiz% of the
population enumerated were not living in their dictricts
of birth.t But in 1969 12,8% of the pecople cnumerated
in the districts were born elsewhere in Kenya.2 Also
since independence, another uncontrolled migration flow
into the former Crown Land areas has occurrcd. In sSome
districts this migration has drawn out a lot of pcople.
For example, Rempel3 in assessing this out migration
from Machakos District according to the population
movement data in 1969 shows that 46% of the people
from the district was enumerated as living outside
while only 7.7% moved into the district. For Machakos
this out—-flow was directed to Kwale District, Kajiado,
Nakuru, Kiambu, Nyeri and Murang'a. However, although
the movement from Machakos District is quite high,
this study aims at focusing on the internal movementos

only.

1 Hance, W.A., : Population, Migration and
Urbanization in Africa, Columbia University Press,
New York, 1970, p. 155.

2 Mbithi, P.M. : "A Developmental Approach to
Drought and Famine in Kenya" University of Nairobi,
1974.

P

Rempel, H. : Op.cit.pp. 29-31l.



The other acpect of rural migration in Kenya
is concerned with the squasters. These were formerly
living on European farms. Many of these farms have
been bought by Africans either individually or in
cooperatives. The problem which then arises ic
where these squatiers are to be moved out to, since
many of them do not have land elsewhere. This point

is discussed in detail in Chapter 3.

The second reason for focusing on rural to
rural migration was to try and secec whether the
land potential of a given area has any influence on

migration.

The third and general reason for studying rural
migration arose from the fact that since 90% of Kenya's
population lives in the rural areas, som contribution
however slight, to the knowledge of the problems of
this population would be of definite assigtance to the
planners of social change. Hence if {the planners

know the "whos" and "whys" of rural migrg}iéh, it

is believed, they would try to alleviate the problems O

leading to out migration. Or they would plan to cope
with the problems that increased numbers in areas of
destination create. There is therefore a need to
understand migration and forecast it accurately in
formulating social policy. For as Ralph B. Ginsberg

(1971) has observed. Migration influences both the

¢
Y
¢



"size" and "composition" of the population.1

Finally migration in rural arcas of Kenya
is an Important political issue. And hence knowledge
of the nature of this migration may help to tone down
both political and tribal feelings. At present the
migrants to the Coast Province form 60% of the
total population in Kilifi and Malindi coastal strip.2
Of course the tribes of the Coast Province (Miji Kenda)
feel that they are being deprived of their land by

the migrants, Ip_fhe Rift Valley Province, the

Kalenjings have felt that other tribes are !stcaling!

their land, and the magnitue of this problem can be

grasped even better by realising that the Machakos
—a T T N—— e T T L .

and Kitui Akamba have had tribal clashes at the Machakos-

Kitui District border. The people of the same. tribe

have_accused one another of acquiring land illegally.

T e—— -

The Kituil_people feel that-the Machakos_pcople are

alienating their land, . Hence-at the
Lo Mo el S

research (December 1973) the. Provincial Commissioner

time of field

and District Officers of the area involved had authorised

removal of the Machakos people from the Kitui border.

1 Ginsberg, R.B. : Two papers on the Use and
Interpretation of Probabilistic Modelg: with appli-
cation to the Analysis of Migration. Centre for
Environmental Studies. Working Papers. CES WP73,
London 1971, p. 12.

2 Mbithi & Barnes: "The Spontaneous Settlement
Problem in the Context of Rural Development in Kenya".
IDS 1972, p. 20.




Migration then may cause serious conflicts unless
neasures are taken to alleviate the gsituation - hence

- - . / »
even where therec is much unused land tribal jealpusies
\____’ -\‘—-_...——-/

and restrictions crecate difficultics of recettlemens.

According to J.C. de Wilde *his has come about largely,

"because of past population movements,
which meant that tribes and even clans
and lineage groups within tribes have
been able to establish paramount claims
to land, and this tends to perpetuate
large dloparltles in the amount and
quality of land available." (1)

Theoretical Dimensions of the Problem:

Various authors in the study of migration have
found it difficult to formulate a thcoory of migration
or appropriate migration models. However, attempts
have been made to this effect which still leave the
reader with the feeling that migration is a compleX
issue, whose causes are many. For as Clifford Jansen
has pointed out migration is a demographic, egonomic,
political, psychological and sociological prebien.”
These aspects of migration may be present in one single

movement of people or one of the aspects may predominate.

1 John C. de Wilde, "The Man Power and Employment
Aspects of Selected Experiences of Agricultural Development
in Tropical Africa". In I.L.0O., Employment in Africa :

Some Critical Issues, Geneva, 1972, p. 75.

2 Jangen, C. ¢ "Some 8001o%oglca1 Aspects of
Migration" in Jackson, J.A. (Ed.) Migration, London
Cambrldge University Press, 1969, p. 60.




Hence, by and large, no single factor can cxplain the

reason for migration.

Students of migration have also attempted to
make typologies of population movements. Prothero

for example, lists three types. Thesce are:

a. Movgmanis“jhgg‘jggg_place in the

past but which have now ceased to exist.
These may be characterised by the slave
trade traffic.

\\______.__,__.—-‘
b. Movements that have continued from

the past into the_present. Here the

pastoralisis—are—good—txanples.

C. Movements that have developed in
recent times, These include pilgrimages and
downhill movements of people from remote
and inaccessible highland area. The down
hill movements
"have rcgulted in important local
redistributions of population and
have often initiated the development

of various social and economic
problems". (1)

1 Prothero, R.M. : Migration in Tropical Africa'.
In Barbour K.M. and R.M. Prothero (Ed.) Essays on
African Population. Routledge and Kegan Paul, .

London, 1961, pp. 250-253. See also Prothero "Migration
in Tropical Africa" in Caldwell and Okonjo, 1965,

pp. 250-262, _ J



This typology identifies historical movements.

And M.B. Gleave has followed this typology in his ctudy,
"Hill Settlements and their Abandonment in Tropical
Africa".l Gleave traces the historical rcasons for

the settlement and shows how population increcase

has contributed to 1§§E~§§9£jagc and environmental
calamities hence leading to downhill population move-
ments. This study however does not emphasize the
historical aspect of migration for it aims at studying

current migration.

Prothero also secems to be taking a very 'loose!
meaning of migration. For to him pilgrimages are
classified as migrations. Pilgrimages are however
religious trips and are of such short duration that they

Jcannot in any strict sense be migrations. ZPilgrims
Qﬁ?7lare therefore, in my view, not migrants.

Two other typologists, Hance2 and Southall3
identify three historical movements in Africa and East

Africa,

1 Gleave, ibid. pp. 39-49. In Transactions
No. 40, December 1966, Institute of British Geographeru,
London. . o

2

Lance, W.A. op.cit. pp. 129-138.

3 Southall, A.W. "Population Movementis in.-E
Africa" in Prothero and Barbour, op.cit. pp. 16//}

( AN
-



1. Pre-colonial migration - which include tribal
movements from the dispercal centre at Shungwaya on

Somali coast in the 16th century.

2. Migration in the colonial period, these being

economically motivated and in some arcas forced,

3. Poot colonial migration which for Hance are
characterised by the "exodus of European cettlers®

and an increase in the number of refugees. Therefore,
Hance sees these migrations as both pol{iiggl;y and
economically motivated, He chooses however to emphasize
the "exoddgﬁjg;’ngew thousands of Europeans and ignores
to mention the many Africans who moved and arec moving
into the areas where the settlers had moved from,

for basically the same reasons. Southall, however,

gsees these migrations in the context of the economy

of the home area basically. He divides them into

four groups, hence:

Qs Areas of lowemigration and primitive

subcistence economy.

b. Arcas of heavy emigration which lack

cash crops or in which there is land shortage,



C. Arcas of low emigration and highly

developed cach cropping.

d. Arcas of high economic and cducational
advancement with emigration at the professional

level.l

Although we do not emphasize the historical
aspects of migration in this research, we however take
note of Southall's classification of post colonial
migrations here. And following this classification,
an attempt is made here to show how migration is related
to cash cropping and land shortage. Since rural Kenya
is not literate, the case of academically and profession-
ally geared migration from one rural area to another

does not arise here.

Another author, Ominde,2 however limits these
classifications of migration by source and destination

areag to two main classes -

1. The International and the

2. The Interﬁal movements for Kenya.

L Southall, A.W. : Op.cit pp. 170-173.

2 Ominde, S.H. : Land and Population Movements
in Kenya, Heinman, New York, 1968, pp. 109-18>.
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Ominde chooses to emphasize the intcernal one for Kenya

and identifies its two important acpecto, that ic

Rural to Urban and Rural to Rural migrations. For

him the egggggig_gigggzijx_hﬁjwccn_geographical_Qrpas

led to these migrations egspecially ?S_Eigﬁjgggggg.
Therefore one can see that migrations can

be classified in different ways to chow different caouses

or motivations. But as Mitchelll says single factor

explanations of migration (e.g. historical) are

totally inadequate and that the listing of all possible

motivations (e.g. economic) is not also very helpful.

For the centrifugal (push) and centripetal (pull)

factors or causes must be linked together in a logical

framework. Thus Mitchell here supports what Cohen

and Isajiw have pointed out already that phenomena

have influence on each other. We shall therefore in

the following pages isolate the migration medels,

some of which will be related later to the study at

hand.

1, Migration Theory and Employment Model
Migration due to economic disparity has been

1

Mitchell, J. Clyde : "The Causes of Labour
Migration", pp. 259-280 ~ In_the Sixth Inter-African
Labour Conference, Migrant Labour in Africa South
of the sanara, Abidjan 1961, p. 263.




exhaustively studied. Beijerl has observed that econcmic
disaster in Ireland in the 1840's after the failure

of the potato crop led to mass out migration to the
United States of America (U.S.A.). Studying migrantso

in Europe, Rose2 found out that the economic factor

was the most important stimulator inducing nmigration

and that other reasons were aCCQQEQEX‘EEEEEEE_fP it.
Alsc that the mass migration movements from the )
countries of northern and western Europc to America

and other parts of the world in the late 18th and 19th
centuries were predominantly economically based, cspe-
cially as there was a labour surplus in these countries.
I,L.0., studies have also stressed the eccnomic
motivation. In 1953 the Report stated that, "an
improvement of living conditions .... or employment
would probably slow down and limit migration".3 Another
Report in 1960 stressed that "economic pressures in
agriculture give rise to outward migration".4 Inter-
nationally then migrants in search of economic opportu~

nities in Jjobs cr farming have been identified. However,

. Beijer, G. : "Modern Patterns of International
Migratory Movements", in Jackson, op.cit. p. 14

2 Rose Arnold : Migrants in Europe; Problems of
Acceptance and Adjustment, Minneapolis 1969, pp. 7-9.

> I.L.0. Report V(1) Migrant Workers in Under-
developed Countries, Geneva 1953, p. 6.

4 I.L.0. Why Labour Leaves the Land : A Compara-
tive Study of the Movement of Labour out oif Agriculture,
Geneva, 1960, p. 134.
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in industrialiced countries the econonmic goals

are directed to wage employment in factories and offices.

Here, in Africa, thc economic factor has gene-
rally been identified with colonigation. The argunent
here being that new needs and wantc were crcated for
which cash was required. Hence the target workcrsl,
who in the past went to towns to earn money for taxes
only. However the single most important pattern of
this mass movement has been associated with labour

migration to thepirantetiens-and-mines. In Kenya

both Ominde? and_Rem_pel3

identify the three most

important migration directions. These are the Rif?

Valley migration stream, Nairobi Extra Provincial

District ﬁtream'and ﬁhergﬁéét Piovince Streamn,

Migran%é were attracted to these areas because of the
p1%yjaiionvesiatesﬁaﬁ_gQgiggiggg_gﬁggy Crops. Gulliver4
argues too that the Ngoni and Ndendeuli of Southern

Tanganyika went to the sisal plantations to earn

1 EcKan W, : "Circular Migration and the Growth
of Towns in East Africa pp. 581-589 - In International
TLabour Review, Vol. 96, July-December 1967, Geneva

pP. 9585.

2
3

Ominde, S.H. : op.cit, pp. 122-135

Rempel, H. : op.cit. p. 7

4 Gulliver, P.H. : Labour Migration in a Rural
Economy: A Study of the Ngoni and Ndendeuli of Southern
Tanganyika. East African Institute of Social ReSecarch,
Kampala, 1955, p. l6.
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money. For as he cays "without question the over-
whelming reason why Ngoni leave their homes and their

country to seek work abroad is economic".l

The economic factors in labour migration to
the mines of Southern Africa and Zambia have been

3

pointed out by Mitchell,2 Philip Mayer,” and

Van Velsen.4

These people migrate from Malawi,
Rhodesia, Zambia and other countries around the
Republic of South Africa, sometimes covering long
journeys. And therefore, this short summary of

labour migration seems to bear out guite clearly too

what Gugler has observed that,

"The predominant cause of labour
migration in sub-saharan Africa has
been economic". (5)

Gugler here summarises what others have said as we

have seen already.

1 Gulliver, P.H. : Labour Migration in a Rural
Economy. A Study of the Ngoni and Ndendeuli of
Southern Tanganyika. East African Institute of Social
Research, Kampala, 1955, p. 16.

2 Mitchell : op.cit. p. 264.

E Philip Mayer: "Migrancy and the Study of Africans
in Towns" in Van Den Berghe (Ed) Africa: Social Problems
of Change and Conflict, pp. 305-324

4 J.Van Velsen: "Labour Migration in Tonga Tribal
Society" In Southall (Ed) Social Change in Modern Africa.

2 Gugler, J. : "The Theory of Labour Migration™
p. 4. Makerere Institute of Social Research Conference

Papers, 1968.




In this study the economic motivation in
migration has been clearly identified and Chapter 4
shows what economic needs the migrants had. The
econonic motivation has however not been the only one
although it predominates. Therefore the study has
tried to use a combination of migration models in
order to widen the sccpe of understanding the factors
that lead to rural migration. The employment in
this context is slightly different for the migrant
here is self-employed as opposed to those who go

to plantations or mines.

Cash cropping has been given as a major pull
factor in migration (e.g. Southall op.cit. p. 170).
Therefore where there is cash cropping out migration
is low. This has in this reseaich been confirmed
for Kangundo where respondents with coffee farms do

not want to migrate.

2. Migration Theory and the Land Model

This model seeks to isolate the factor of

demographic pressure on the land and the environmental

endovments of the land (i.e. soils, etc.) that lead

. to migration. The demographic pressure and
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: 1 o .
environntental problems come under Leets™ classcifieation
of factors associated with the area of origin that he
feels must be considered in any theory or study of
migrat@on. Two sub-sections discussing each model follow

~y
here,.

(a) The Demographic Pressure and Migration:

Hance has said that -

"among settled farmers increasing
pressure on the land may lead to the
gradual expansion of tilled areas

to a hiving off of communities to
settle elscewhere". (2)

3 affirms this in hill settlement in West Africa

Gleave
and in the I.L.0. Report of 1972 it was recported that in

Kenya a problem has been created by:

"migrant families forced out by
demographic pressures on the land
into areas exposed to a permanent
risk of drought and of crop
failure". (4)

Mbithi and Wisner sheow that the population growth
of some parts of Machakos (highland) is morc than 5% per

annum - which is above that of the national
{

1 - Bverett S. Lee: "A Theory of Migration" in
Jackson (Ed) op.cit, p. 285.
2

Hance, W.A. : op.cit, p. 172

3 Gleave, M.B. : DPopulation and Settlement in
Tropical Africa, Hicks Snuta and Sons Ltd.,
Wellington 1971, p. 22.

4 I.L.0.: Employment, Incomes and Incguality, 1972
Geneva, p. T1.
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average of 3.3%.1 This high population ic undergoing
a downhill movément to lowland parts of Machakoo,

And in this resecarch the major cauce of the ecpnomic
problem and land shortage has been traced to the
demographic pressure (a factor of population growtid).
This pressure has led to the uncconomic fragmentation
of land and to landlessness for some people. Hence
oﬂY migration has resulted., This confirms Gugler's
ogéervation that in a few areas the shortage in v
such that the size of holdings sub-divided in inheri-
tance becomes insignificant and with growing prescure

on the land some members are made2 landless.

Another author, Henry Rempel (1970) in his
study of rural to urban migration found out that land-
less@gss caused by either demographic pressure or
alienation of land was one of the major causes of
nigration., Hence out of 1097 interviews, only one
third of the men had land to farm on as the following

quotation shows:

L Mbithi & Wisner: Drought and Famine in Kenya
Magnitude and Attempted Solutions, IDS Discussion
Paper No. 144, p. 10 (revised paper).

2 Gugler, J. : op.cit. p. 13.

ket



"Therefore the majority of the
migrants are landlecs and almoct

one half of the men without land have
no prospects of obtaining land unlecs
they can carn sufficient money to
purchase it," (1)

Land Alienation:

Land shortage in Kenya is always traced back
to the early colonial era. Sorrenson writing about
land reform points out that "as early as 1902,

Sir Charles Fliot began plans to establich the white
highlands and thereafter land was appropriated and
alienated from the Xikuyu and later other tribos".2
The results of this alienation of land were disastrous
especially in areas where over population resulted.

In Machakos district some areas were alienated - the
good geographical land in Mua, Kiu and Doinyoc Sabuk
highlands, Other parts for example Yatta were declared
speciall§§gg§. Only a few migrants in this research
however reported that they were rendered landless
through this act. Majority of them scemed to have
come to accept the situation., And reasoned that since

"father had many children" they were bound to have

little or no land.

1 Rempel, H. : Labour Migration into Urban Ccntres
and Urban Unemployment in Kenya, U.S.A. 1970, p. 29.

2 AbSdfrenSdn; M.P.K. : Land Reform in Kikuyu
Country: A Study in Government Policy, OUP, Nairobi
1967, pp. 15-16.
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In their category of reasons for nigration
MbitiYl and Barnesl also identify the chortage of land
both for cultivation and grazing as one najor recacon.
This research has confirmed that this is "the recason”
for migrating to the arecas where more land can be

acquired for these farming opportunities.

Demographic pressure on the land has also been
said to cause tensions -~ family quarrels2 and necigh-
bourhood tensions3 which may, as the last straw factors,4
lead to out migration. Cases of out migration
stemming from these last straw factors were identified

in this research.

TLand Consolidation:

Landlessness in Kenya has also been traced to
the land tenure system which has created, recently,
individual ownership, Traditionally land was communally
owned and as such every member of the community had

some rights of land use.5 Therefore every one was

L Mbithi & Barncs, "The Spontaneous Settlement
Problem in the Context of Rural Development in Kenya',
IDS, p. 90.

2 Mbithi & Barnes: op.cit. p. 90.

3 Baum Eckhard, "Land Use and Labour Productivity
under Growing Land Shortage".

4 Gulliver, P.h. : Op.cit, pp. 28-29.

5

See Mbithi & Barnes: op.cit, pp. 20-22.
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ascured of security of tcnure.l But now the land
consolidation and adjudication policy has created 2
landless class of people. According to Sorrcnson,

the policy followed by the colonial government in
consolidating land in Kikuyu areas, quite clearly reveals

this for he says:

"Land consolidation was to complete

the work of the emergency; to stabilize

a conservative middle c¢lass based on

the loyalists, and as confiscated land

was to be thrown into the common land

pool during consolidation, it was to
confirm the landlessness of the rebels",(2)

The same system of reward and punishment in consclidating
land was affirmed by Swynnerton who stated that:

"In future...able, energetic or

rich Africans will be able to acquire

more land and bad or poor farmers less,
creating a landed and a landless class", (3)

Thus a landless class was officially created, And although
emphasis at present is different the acceptance of

individual land ownership due to an open econcmic

1 Gershenberg, I. :"Customary Land Tenure as a
Constraint on Agricultural Development : A Re-Evaluation".
Fast African Journal of Rural Development, Vol. 4, No. 1

1971, p. 54..

2 Sorrenson, M.P.K. : op.cit, p. 18.
5 Swynnerton, R.J.M. : A Plan to Itensify the

Development of African Agriculturec in Kenyva: Government
Printer 1955, p. 10.




cystem and population pressure has led to situations, whrnre

through land litigation, pcople have lost land.l

In
this research it was found out that land adjudication

has cauced some landlessness and hence out migration,

This land and migration model is cspecially
applied in Chapter 3 where the land factor is

discugcsed.,

(b) Migration and the Environmental Conditions
Model

Hance has in a general way summed up the type
of migration likely to be found in Africa in the

following quotation:

"Man in Africa often remains in very
close symbiosis with his physical
environment therefore many migrations
are caused or motivated by needs to
adjust to this environment". (2)

This quotation refers particularly to rural migration
because as we have seen labour migration to towns and
plantation areas has been quite popular, The needs

that lead to this migration have been given as -

L Church, H.R.J. : Environment and Policies in
West Africa; D. Van Nostrand Company, Inc.,
Princeton 1963, pp. 103-104.

2

Hance, W.A. : op.cit, p. 166
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(1) The search for adequate grazing
(2) Soil exhaustion and erosion
(3) Drought or flooding1

Hance lists these types of environmental problems and
argues that they cause migration because he bases

his argument on the undependability of rainfall in
Tropical Africa, infertility of the soils herc and

the soil erosion which he observes has reached immense
proportions in many regions".2 Southallj, has
affirmed too that among the Karamojong the metheds of
exploiting the environment are usually such that
deterioration of goil and vegetation is so serious

that it causes population movements,

Another study in Machakos District has come

to the conelusion that -

"The failure to meet adequately the
basic land requirements partly as a
result of uneconomic land/man ratio,
and partly as a result of unstable
environmental conditions, has led to
recurrent movement of population both
internally and externally". (4)

+ Hance, W.A. : gp.cit. pp. 166-170

2 Hance, W.A., : African Economic Dcvelopment;
Frederick A. Praeger, New York, 1967, pp. 8-1l.

E Southall, : op.cit, p. 170

4 Owako, F.N. . The Machakos Problem: A Study

of Some Aspects of the Agrarian Problems of Machakos
District of Kenya. (Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis)
1969, p. 158.



These unstable environmental conditions were identified
as basically drought due to inadequate or no mainfall,
The failure of rainfall means that crops do not yield
as much as they would or fail all togethcr., This

then creates famine or starvation problems, Hence,
Mbithi and Wisner arguc that - this drought is quite

regular, for,

"the local drought probably occurs every
year scmewhere in Kenya, especially in
the marginal agricultural zones of the
eastern plateau foreland (Machakog, 1
Lower Embu, Lower Meru, Kitui, etc.)"

And that this drought frequency (and other factors
e.g. land) have led to migration from thesc arcas

to especlally Kwale District.2

——
For this research migration due to famine
and drought and other environmental calamities has
been shown to occur in Machakos District, In fact
famine here seems to be recurring every yecar &3
this table giving the regularity of famines since

1943, in Machakos District shows,

This model is uged particularly in Chapter 5.

Mbithi and Wisner : op.cit, p. 9
Mbithi and Wisner : op.cit, p. 10
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Table 13 Reonlarity of Famines - 1943-1965

Year Ko. of Barg Imrorted Rerarks

1643 62,464 maize In additiorn to these
20,949 cassava flour given as famine relief

there were larse
importe of food.

1944 234,739 Famine Relief
1945 188,000 Famine Relief
1946 247,983 Famine Relief
1947 31,558 (Jan.-March) Large anounts of maize
exported after March
1947.
1948 Small exyport.
1949 81,823 maize Both raing failed-
10,000 cereals & other famine relief
1650 226,793 maize Severe drought
9,800 wheat Famine relief

5,111 beans

19°%] 74,457 Famire relief till
August 1951. Thereafter
good harvest

1952 Rains failed but good
harveet of 1951 saved
the situation

1953 118,728 Famine Conditions

1954 103,000 Famire conditions

1955 79,893 Famine conditions

1956 55,485 maize Famine condition for
1,230 maize meal part of the year, later

between A2430-20,000
bags were exported.

1957 13,469 maize Good wvear, 69,371 bars
3,070 maize meal exported

/continued
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Yeur No. of Bage imrorted Herarks

1658 11,314 maize meal Good year

1959 53,793 maize and. Famine nrrditions

maize meal from Sentembrr 1959

1960 Famine conditions

1961 376,930 Famine relief
(147,292 bars)

1962 Famine stopped in
Februazry 1962, Good year
from February onwardse

1963 Good year

1964 Famine conditions

1965 Data unreliable Famire relief

Source: District Aericultural Gazetteer 1958 and Anrunal

Reports Reproduced from Owako, G.N., op.cit, page 23l.

A
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% Migration and Distance lModel

Sociological theorics by Jansenl, Beijcrz,

and Lee3

point out that distarce isc a variable in
migration., And in a study toé“Ghara's towno, Caldwell

came out with the result that -

"as distance rises, the number of
long term absentees fall stecply™.(4)

These absentees are people away from home. The
number falls hecause unless transport is paid for,

travelling gets very expensive.

However, in general this does not seem to
be a very important variable here in Kenya, the mig-
rants have been known to travel from western Kenya

5

to the Cepast Province in search of work.

For this study, though, a brecakdown of
migrants home areas and where they chose to migrate
to shows that distance influences no matter how

slightly or unconsciously one's choice of destination.
1

Jansen, C. : op.cit, p. 60

2 Beijer : op.cit, p. 12
3 Lee : op.cit, p. 287
4 Caldwell, J.C. : African Rural-Urban Migration

The Movement to Ghana's Towns, Canberra 1969, p. 57
5

Ominde, S.H. ¢ op.cit, p. 127
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A, The Differential Migsration Model

This model tries to discover what distinguiches

a percon wno migrates from one who does not.l

It
egpecially tries to identify the personal factors

or characteristics of migrants. Under this nmodel
onels mariIE}_EfE“EESESTfE,EEEEEEJ“9g9v§nd cex, and
the educationaL_lgEg£_£E339§gﬁarchshown. Aﬁ&~every
study of migration has to include it because even

if the emphasic is directed to just one variable, the
author has to schow how that variable distinguishes .

the migrant from the non-migrant. Hence this model

tries to point out what Byerlee2 (1972) says that,

Migration is a selective process

in the sense that migrants generally
have demographic, educational and
economic characteristics whiodr
distinguish them from their population

gl

of origin., (2)

This model calls therefore for a control group.

L Jansen, C. : op.cit, p. 63

2 Byerlee, D. : "Research on Migration in Africa:
Past, Present and Future" African Rural Employment
Study : Rural Employment Paper No. 2, Michigan,

p. 5.
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Migration and the Political, Cultural, and Relirious
IModels

Othwonh Dak, says that:

"Migration temporary or permancnt

has been, and still remains one of
the most effective means of solving a
pelitical, economie, social,
religious, cultural problems". (1)

We have already discussed the economic and social
aspects of migration. So we now turn to the political,

cultural and religious aspectis.

Political Explanation

Dak, here was specifically talking of the
Sudanese who had fled their homes to Uganda for
political reasons. Some refugees are political
migrants and every country has some of these., Poli-
tical ideologies like the ones of East and West
Germany can be responsible for migraticn.

Arnold RQ&EE—GhOWS that East Germany lost about
3,095,600 people to West Germany between 1950-1961

before it built the wall in 1961. Also political

1 Dak, 0. A Geographical Analysis of the
Distribution of Migrants in Uganda. (An unpublished
Pnh.D, Thesis) 1968, p. 22.

2

Rose, Arnold, op.cit, p. 7
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boundaries may mean thai some people have to move from
one part of territory to another, as it happened in the
"Scramble for Africae" hictorically. Political
differences may lead to war and hence to mipration of

people.

b. Cultural Explanation

Wilber Zelinsky® has postulated too, that
the cuI%ural background is largely recponsible for
the general migration propensities of a group, for
exemple, the nomads; even though the volume and
destination of this migration may be shaped by
immediate economic factors. Prother02 agrees too
that pastoralists are the main group which form the
continuing migration movements. Culturally, the
ﬁastoralists and nomads may be termed migrants.

But I do not agree that there may be any other group
of people who are migrants by culture; inspite of

5 which isolates migration as part of

the literature
an initiation rite. For the economic factor underlies

all this.

1 Zelinsky, W. A Prologue to Population Geography.
Prentice-Hall International Inc, London. 1970. p. 45.

2 Prothero "Migration in Tropical Africa". 1In
Caldwell and Okonjo %Eds) The Population of Tropical
Africa, Longmans. London. 1968. p. 251.

P

See for example Mitchell op.cit. p. 259-280.
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Co Religious Explanation

Where the ideological values of a country do not
favour a certain religion - for example Chrisctianity,
religious refugees flec the country. Dak quoted
the religious conflict in Southern Sudan to chow
this., Currently Christians are fleeing Chadl where
persecution of Christians is evident., The pilgrims
to Mecca or Jerusalem, every year are cateporiced ac
migrants by Prother02 too. Also the Puritans who
migrated to America were in scme cases religiously

motivated to go.

This research, however, does not include the
political, cultural and religious causes of migration
in its study. For these aspects of migration do not
seem to have relevance to the rural to rural migration
ir Machakos District. Also this study ignores disease

p

given, for example, by Hance” as a cause of migration
because no cases of river blindness or sleeping sick-
ness in the areas of out migration have been known

to exisfr%here. Out of the various models of migration

discussed here, the author had to formulate an appro-

priate approach to the study of migration in this

1 Information received through Christians who
have been to Chad.

2 Prothero. op.cit. p. 251

5 Hance, W.A. op.cit. pp. 166-174.



regsearch. The push and pull comparative approach

was preferred to any other.

The Push and Pull Approach

* The push and pull approach suggestc that
migration is due to socio-economic imbalances betwecen
regions.l Certain factors hence push persens away
from the area of origin and others pull them to the
area of degstination. It shows too how these factors
bear upon one another to influence migration. And
although this approach to the study of migration creates
the particular problem of distincticn between push
and pull factors,2 it however combines the purely
mono-migration models of economic, demographic,
lendlessness, environmental, distance and differential

characteristics together,

The differential model (combined in the push
and pull approach) helps to show the differcnccs bet-
ween the personal characteristics of the control group

(non-migrant) and the migrants., The research had hoped

to clearly illustrate these differences. However,

1 Jansen, C. : op.cit. p. 65

2 Taylor, R.C. : "Migration and Motivation: A
Study of Determinants and Types". In Jackcon,

op.cit. p. 99.



since the research was confined to rural migration,
some of the personal rmigrant characterictics for
example, educational level attained, wore not found to

differ from those of non-migrants.

Through the use of the push and pull approach
both the environmental and population conditions that lcad
to migration in Machakos district are hence ceffectively
studied. And this approach is the appropriate one for
this type of migraticon whose analysis must take intc account
factors in the areas of origin and destination. Although
a clear distinction of the push and pull factors is
impossible, an attempt at distinguishing them has been

made here,

The Push Factors here are:

1. Demographic Préssure

2. Little Land

3. No Land

4. Envircnmental factors (drought, famine

soil exhaustion and soil erosion).

5. Social factors (family and necighbourhood
tensions).

The Pull Factors are:

1. Abundant land - for cultivation and
grazing

2. Environmental endowments



3. Distance

4. Availability of relatives and friendc
at the place of dectination

. Business and wage employment
opportunities
6. Self employment (depcndent on

land size)

A Summary of the Major Explanations of Migration i

The major explanations of migration discucced
here are first the economie factor, which for -
this research 1s slightly different from that of
urban ward migrations or industrialised countries v

because it is dependent on self-cemployment,

The second explanation centres on land and
connected to this the demographic pressure on the
land (social aspects) and the environmental endow-

ments of it have been discussed .

The third explanation deals with distance
travelled and kinship ties. While the fourth expla-
nation is "loosely" covered by the migrant differential

characteristics approach.

The other explanations of migration are
lumped together here as political, religious and
cultural. But these aspects of migration are not

studied in this research.



THE HYPOTH
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Following the push and pull model four hypotheoes

were formulated. Theoe are:

1. That at the individual level rural %o rural
migration is related to landlessness. The independent

variable here is landlescness,

2. That rural to rural migration is related to the
perceived and actual subsistence and other income carning

opportunities in the area of destination.

This hypothesis sceks to show that migrants cco
actual or perceived opportunities at the areas of dcstination
which are not availlable or plenteous at the arcas of
origin. The economic variable in migration dominates here

and it is the independent variable.

3. That within a given rural community pcople will
tend to migrate because of environmmental and social factors
which reduce the capacity to generate satisfactory suboio-

tence for the families.

Thus, here the physical terrain (hilly land, etc.)
and the natural endowments (rainfall, soils, cte.)

of a given geographical area are isolated as
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factors in migration. The variables tnat ar: isr
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o
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here are: drought, famine and coil infertility,

The social factors isolated in thigs hypothecis
are a recoult of demographic increaces on the phycical
environment, These social factors in turn reduce the
capacity of a given family to producec satisfactory
subsistence, The independent variables here arc: large

families, family tensions and neighbourhood tensions.

4. That rural to rural migration at the individual
level is related to distance, kinship ties, and othcr\J//
migrant's differential factors. This hypothesis will

not be taken in this research,

This hypothesis seeks to identify the importance
of distance in migraticn and also the importance of kinchip
ties especially in conncction with where onc settles.
The differential factors of age, set and education are
considered too. Hence, the independent variables are

distance, kinship ties, and the differential factors.

»,

Operational Definitions Y\rv//

1. Migration: by definition migration is the

movement from one place, the origin, to another place,

the destination. It is generally a movement of a person



or persons, These movements can be of a seaszonal,
gemi-pernmanent and permoanent nature. And in conme
cases the process of migration can involve step-
migration, where a person going to the "dectination®

at point C from A, will for a time stop at point B.

The movements can originate from the rural
areas, and end in urban areas - hence being clacsi-
fied as Rural to Urban migratian. But if they
originate from rural areas and end in another rural
area, they are classified as rural to rural. Either
rural to urban cr rural to rural migration can be

of an inter and an intra territorial naturc.

The kind of migration studied here is Rural
to Rural, and for this migration the intervening
activities such as step-migration have been ignored.
This is because the author believes that for a rural
migrant who has a family to cater for, hic degire is
to move and settle permanently in the arca of his
choice unless unforeseen calamities such as land

alienation by the authorities of State happen.

Rural: Malinowski's warning in The Dynamics of

Culture Change (1934) and Redficld's faultc in

presenting the Folk Society (1947) would put caution

on the conceptual use of "rural areas". But the



concept - *rural'! in this study will mean placec in
Machakos District which are not urban in nature. And
they are differentiated from the rural market centres,
The rural areas to be included herc arc Yatta, Makueni,

Mwala, Masii and Kangundo.

Rural Market Centres: These are centres of less

than 2,000 people and therefore not clacsified ac

towns according to the Kenya Population Censgus, 1969.

Rural Employment: Will be defined to mean any

gainful activity. That is both wage and non-wage
employment in rural areas. ZEmployment here will be

largely agricultural.

Landlessness: This will be taken to mean the state

of having no land. Or the state of having such little
Yand that one can only build a house on it. And
therefore having no land to farm on for subgcistence

food supply.

Drought: Thigs will mean the agricultural drought
which is the lack of rainfall and crop production
failure, for either one or two seasons. Drought

can be caused by "increased run-off due to over
grazing and bad vegetation cover, decrcased cloud
cover, dry hot winds which accompany reduced precipi-
tation, lowered water table and increaced salinity".l

1 Mbithi & Barnes, Op.cit. p. 114



Famine: This is a byproduct of drought or landlescneco
and will mean the state of having no food to cat ecither
tecause of diminished reccerves or lack of financecs

to buy it. Famine here will be secen also ac an evaluation

of a given geographical enviranment.

Kinship Ties: These will include relatives and such

clogse kin as mother, father, brother or sister.

RESEARCH DESIGN

Units of Study

a. Migrants: Thesc are individuals in the
communities of migration destination who migrated in

the last 10 years (1963 - 1973). They are adults of 20
years and over who are heads of families or living on their
own. Migrants are adults of either sex, Children

of migrants have becen excluded from this research design
because they follow their parents and have no choice in
the matter of deciding to migrate. Adults it is
believed are able to give reasonable angwers concerning
their decision to migrate., The time limit of 10

years is used to control for the influence of history.
Factors that made people move in the preindependence

(up to 1963) period may be different from the ones

that caused migration after 1963. The author hopes too

that the period of 10 years ago iS
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still within the migrantc memorable pact, and that thic
time limit will eliminate many acpects of conjecturc,
Intra-locational migrants are¢ not included herc

because migrants here are meant to be people who have
moved for comparatively long distances for example
from Kangundo to Makueni (that is approximately 1CO
miles). And also because the aim of this research

was to study Inter-locational migration.

b. Non-Migrants: These are people from the

arcas of out migration; who are the control group.

Areas of Study:

These are rural communities in Machakos
District. Machakos Distric¢ct was selccted because as
it has already been peinted out, rural to rural
migration is prevalent there. Alsc the push-pull
model of migration would be fully tested here because
of the variety of environmental endowments which
has led to unfair distribution of both natural

resources and population densities.

Machakog district was also scelceted to minimize
the language difficulties in interviewing as the
interviewer could communicate clearly in the Kikamba

language.,



Arcas of Destination (in-mirration):

These are Yatta and HMakueni, Both Malueni
and Yatta areas are rcecently opened up landc in
‘Machakos District because these were designated ac
Crown lands and some parts of Yatta were under white
settlement, After the Sccond World War the Colonial
Government began to interest pcople to go to Makucni.
Some of the African soldiers were to be given land
here as a reward. However many of the Akamba fearcd
going there for various reasons. And it was not until
the very late 1950's and early 1960's that great
numbers of people migrated out there. As cuch
these areas of in-migration are relatively fertile
lands and in some places the virgin forests have not

been cut down.

Areas of Out-Migration:

Migrants in this study were from various
locations of Machakos District. And because this
research was interested in finding out why people from
different land potential areas migrate, it is fitting
to show here the locations from which these people
migrated. These locations were classified elther as
high, medium or low potcntial aread. Potentiality
here is measured by the amount of rainfall 'expected!
although (as it is explained later in the discussion

on rainfall) +this may vary from year to year.



Table 2

Total HNumber of OQut-Mirration Locations

High Potential ledium Potential Low Potential
Kangundo Macii Mwala
Matungulu Kiteta Mbiuni
Mitaboni Kisau Wamldyu
Mua Mbitini Muthetheni
Iveti Ukia Kibauni
Mbooni Kalama Muputi
Mukaa
Kilungu

8 6 6 = 20

* For actual totals of migrants from each location
see Table 30. To locate each location see man on
Machakos District : Administrative Units.

There were however 59 migrants from high
potential areas, 22 from medium potential areas and
39 migrants came from low potential arcas. However,
because of the impractability of covering all thesge
locations in a research of this small scale, only
three‘out migration locations were chosen. These study
areas Mwala, Masii and Kangundo are stratified for
comparison purposes on potential leveis. Mwala is a
low potential area while Masii is medium and Kangundo

is a very high potential areas., The idea behind this
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type of decign is that there chould be 2 difference
between the reasons migrants give for migrating from
dry areas as opposed to those who come from wetter and
cooler areas (Kangundo)}. The threce ctudy areas here
are taken as a representative cample for the type

of locaticns the migrants came fron.

Sample Survey

A purposive sample survey of the arcas of
study was carried out, becauce first the geographical
potential of the areas of out migration had to be
considered. Secondly, the internal migration in
rural Machakos is channelled to either Makueni or
Yatta. Thirdly for the purpose of employment
opportunities (other than purely farming ones) the
rural market centres in the areas of in-migration

had to be included.

The Sample Size

A sample of 240 people, of whom 120 were the
non-migrants and 120 were migrants, was taken. The
non-migrants were the control group necessary in
measuring the reliability and validity of reasons
given by migrants for influencing their decision to
move. This control group was useful too in agssessing
the magnitude of migration outflow. However, thics

control group only fulfils the requirements of a
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quasi-experimental descign and chould only be ascecced

as such,

METHODOLOGY

A Random Sample: From the communities identified

above, (purposively sampled) a random sample was drawn.
The procedure deseribed here was by and large the

same in all arcas. A sampling frame was first drawn with
the help of the assistant chief for the particular
sub-location (e.g. Mavindini in Makueni) or in
consultation with one of the wvillagers - usually the

head of the village (Mutumia wa Utui). Then out of the

sampling frames, random samples were drawn.

Fgr the in-migration areas, out of 300 names,
every tenth name was chosen because 60 respondents
were interviewed in 2 places in each area - that is
at Makueni 30 respondents were interviewed near and
around Wote while the other 30 were interviewed at
Mavindini (which is in Lower Makueni). For Yatta 30
respondents were interviewed near and arcund Kithimani

and 390 from Kauthulini.

The reason for chcosing to interview migranis

in the two different places of each in migration area,



was simply so I could get migrants who were cpread over

LN
the 10|period I had delimited. This I found was necesuary
because migrants who moved in together ucually cluster

in one area,

At cach arca of ocut migration 40 rcspondents were
interviewed. So from a sampling frame of 300 names cvery
seventh name was chosen, because one could not choose

every 7.25 name!

A random sample was preferred herc becausc it gives

an equal chance of selection for every unit (migrant).

Data Collection: This was done by mcans of structured

interview schedules, The interview schedules were stiructured
so a8 to e¢liminate as far as possible the interviewer bias.
Some of the questions were precoded although the majority

of them were open ended. The interview schedules were

translated from English into Kikamba.

Secondary sources of data collection {(mainly files
on land sizes and books on migration in Machakos) were
used, largely as check points on some of the information
thé respondents gave. Some useful information, too, was
obtained through the author's interaction with some
respondents. The author participated in some communal

activities for example, cultivating with women.
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Data Processing and Analvcis: After 2% monthc of

field work, the 240 interview cchedules had 4o be
coded. Coding was done manually by the author through
the use of rclevant categories. But the data was
processed by the use of deck calculators. Sinmple
statistical computations including the mean, the
median, the mode, the standard deviation, the mu

and the Chi Square werc dorne. The percentage scales

for tables were also computeds,

The Analysis: The method of analysis followed in

this research study is mainly what Ta.ylor:L suggestso.
Therefore a thrce level analysis approach has been

attempted.

1. An Objective Level: here a description of

the characteristics of the places of origin and
destination is given. Therefore Chapters 2, 3, 4
and 6 largely fulfill this criterion, Of course
this objective level of analysis is evident in other
chapters too. The use of statistics and tables in
the research study also helps to make the analysis

objective,

L Taylor, R.C. : "Migration and Motivation"
A Study of Determinants and Types". In Jackson:
Migration, Cambridge University Press, London, 1969
p. 100.



2. A Normative Level of Annlyvsis: On thic level

a description of the way in which the comaunity
(both migrant and non-migrant) perceived and evaluated
migration as an alternative is given - Chapter 5

especially shows this.

3. Psycho-Social Level of Analyois: Migration

decisicn is never completely rational1 and therefore
in every decision to migrate’ccrtain psycho-gocial
determinants influence the propensity to migrate.
This level of analysis is especially applied in

Chapters 5 and 6.

Lastly various inferenceg are drawn from

the data analysed.

1 Lee, E. : op.cit, p. 280.
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CHAPTER 2

THE BACKXGROUIND Ol MACHAKQS DISTRICT

Position

Machakos District lies within the forecland
plateau between the Eastern Rift Highlands and
the Nyika Plateau of Kenya. The country runs fron
the Athi Plains in the North West to the Tsavo-Athi
rivers confluence in the south east (see map 1). It
is in the Eastern Province and ic bordered by two
other Fastern Province districts of Embu and Kitui,
also by Thika, Nairobi, Kajiado and Taita districts.
It covers an area of 14156 square kilometres.l
Machakos and Kitui Districts together constitute the

Ukambani. area.

Population

The population of this district is 707,214.°
The population density as a whole is 50 persons per
square kilometre,., But the density in the northern
highlands of Machakos is 500-700 persons per square

kilometre - in some parts it is 800 persons (Mutituni)~”.

1 Kenya Population Census of 1969: Vol.III, p. 20

2 Tbid  p. 20

3 Kenya Population Census 1969, Vol.I, p. 33
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The population density map drawn according to 1969 Cencus
gives thic information., DPopulation distribution is alco
an important aspect of this study and will be referred

to later,

The Phvsical Features and Environnment

Because of a lot of discussion in this study
will be centred on the environmental endowment of the
district, a ‘csomewhat detailed description of the physical
features will be given here.

According to Owako®, the relief of Machakos
district may be described under eight major physio-

graphic units. As shown on the map these are:

1. The South-Eastern Plains (Kikumbulyu Plains)
2. The Eastern Plains - including Makueni to
Masii Areas
3. North Yatta Plains
4, Ithanga Hills
5. The Central Hill Masges -
a. Kangundo-Kanzalu Range
b. Iveti~-Mua Hills
C. Kalama~Muumandu Hills
d. Mbooni-Kisau-Kaumoni Hills
€. Kilungu-Mukaa-Mbitini Hills
f. Nzaui Hill
- Owako, F.N. The Machakos Problem: A Study of Some

Aspects of the Agrarian Problems of Machakos Digtrict of
Kenya: Ph.D. Thesis (Unpublished} May 1969, pp. ll-16
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The South-Fastern Plains (Kiuumbulyu aren)

These extend from the Athi-Thwake Rivers
confluence to the Athi-Tcavo rivers confluence in the
South East. This is an arca of low relief, semi-arid
conditions and buch vegetation, mainly the acacia

type. Inselberges break the monotony of thic area.

The soils here are reddich brown and candy.
The soils here are hence a problem to agriculture
because they are first drained by the geasonal Athi
River trivutaries and secondly they have a low
capacity to retain moisture.l However decpite its
aridity this area is important for relieving population
pressure from hill-land Machakos for it is alsoe thinly

populated.

The Eastern Plains: These stretch from Nzaui and

Makueni in the south to Masii-Mbiuni-Mwala locations
in the north. For purposes of this study we shall

divide this area intc two regions.

1 Owako, op.cit, p. 16 (see also R.M. Scott
"The Soils of East Africa" in E.W. Russel The Natural
Resources of Bast Africa, pp. 67-71.
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a. Hzaui-lalueni Plains: These lie betwoon “000 £+,

in the east to about 2200 ft. in the weot. A nuzmber of
Seasonal streams discect these plainc bringing their
waters to the Kikumini, Thwake and Athi Rivers., Therc

are a number of inselberges here. Soils are cinmilar to
those of the South-Factern Plains (red, candy loams). The
area here is very sparscly populated compared to the
highlands and has been a major source of population
distribution, especially Makueni, for the purposes of

this study.

b. Muputi-Magii-Mwala Plains: This area differs

from (a) above in altitude. Much of the land here rises
from 4000 feet to 4600 feet above sea level. This
region forms a basin between Iveti hills in the west,
Mbooni hills in the south and Kangundo-Kanzalu in the

north.

Numerous secasonal streams and rivers dissccet
the plains. The most important river herc being Thwake
and its tributaries. This part of the Fastern Plainc has
been a major supply of migrants to Makueni and Yatta
areas because of land and other cconomic and general
environmental factors. These shall be discussed in

Chapters Three - Five.
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orth Yatta Plaing: Theoe are separated fron

the Eastern Plains by the Yatta Plateau. But they form
2 lowland comparable to the Nzaui-Makucni Plains. To
the north the plains are drained by the Tana River
tributaries., Again population pressure in other

areas has caused people to migrate to these Yatta Plains.

Ithanga Hills (5702 feet):2  These were

formerly not part of Yatta. But now out migration to
these parts is in progress although the farms here have
been bought by Co-operatives. The climate here is
much more favourable than on the plains or the Yatta
Plateau.

p

The Yatta Plateau: This area gtretches for

180 miles from Ol Doinyo Sabuk to Galana Valley near

the Athi-Tsavo confluence. It raises from 2000 feet

in the south east to about 4200 feet above sea level

in the northern part. The average width is 2 miles.
There are seasonal streams flowing from the eastern

scarp to Mwita Syana River. However, because of the
relatively low rainfall, there is a lot of aridity here.
However the water limitation has not stopped in-migration
both to the plateaun region and to the north Yatta

plainsg and for the purposes of this study, Kithimani

1 Owako, F.N. : op.cit. p. 19

2 Ibid, p. 20

E Tbid, p. 26



area.

The Central Hill Masses:>

above 6000 feet. There arec steep sided eccarpmentc
(e.g. Kiima Kimwe and Kanzalu range) which Morgan
(1972)° has attributed to diffcrential crosion. Tho

hills have contributed to population and econonmic

These hills rice to

problems in Machakos District, because the availability

of water and good red loam soils have encouraged over-

crowdedness here, therefore leading to land shortage
and landlessness., Because of their geographical,
social and economic importance we shall discuss them

under sub-units.

a. Kangundo-Kanzalu Range: This area lies to the

north of the central hill masses and rises to 6115
feet above sea level, On the western side of this
range there are gentle slopes which arc very hecavily
populated and extensively cultivated (Kangundo).
This is one of the most important agricultural arcas
in the district and also one of the major sources of
out migration. Reasons for this will be elaborated

later.

L Owako, F.N. : op.cit. pp. 20-24

Morgan, W.T.W. : Nairobi City and Regions,
p' 14-
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b. Iveti-lMua Hills: These are separated from

(a) above by River Thwake and its tributarics. These
hills rise abruptly from the surrounding plains and
are the highesct of the Central hill masses., HMua

6800 feet and Iveti 6970 feet. There iz a dense
propulation on the western side of Iveti hills
(Ngelani Slopes) where comparatively soil crosion
has not occured as much as on the eastern (Kaseve)
side. This denge population is redistributing itself

on the drier plain areas.,

c. Mua Hills and Ngelani Slopes: Theoce were

formerly under Eurcpean cultivation but this area is
now under settlement schemes to which some of these

over-crowded hill populations have gone,.

d. Kalama-Muumandu-Mbooni, Kisau-Kilungu
Mukaa-Mbitini Hills: - These hills are highly

dissected by the drainage system which isclates one
hill group from the other. Of the streame and rivers
that have cut deep and broad wvalleys on these hills
Kaiti is the most important river. These hillg are
very rugged and much eroded hence causing agricultural
problems. Soil exhaustion is alsc an important aspect

here,



The Athi-Kapiti Plaingc: These plains run fromn

gouth of Ol Doinyo Sabuk (Kyanzavi or Kilimambogo) to
around Konza. The undulating plains lic between 4800
feet in the north to 5200-5400 feet in the south.
There are several hills here such as Koma Rock (5261
feet) and Lukenya (6028 feet). To the north much of
the plains are drained by the Athi River. But cast of
Konza the Lomungush River drains them southwards. The

soils here are mainly the black cotten soils.

In this area Furopean cattle ranching farms
have dominated. But many of these farms have now heen
bought by Wananchi. These farmers {Europeans and now
Africans) have pushed people away from their "homelands",
Many of these people turned to squatting on the land
or migrated to other parts of rural Machakos (Makueni

and Yatta) or to the Coastal Province.

The Kyulu-Simba Sultan Hamud Volcanics:l The

Kyulu range (6827 feet) is built of volcanic eruptions
and this highland extends for 50 miles. The area is
dry although foothill springs come out in various areags.
Because of its aridity the area has a low population
density and a lso it has been until recently under

Tsavo national game reserve, Tsetse fly infestation

L Owako, op.cit. p. 28



also has helped to keep people and domestic animals

away from the area.

Rainfall:~ (see map): The most important environmental
factor in agriculture apart from perhapc land formation
or physical features is rainfall. And so we centre

our discussion here on rainfall distribution in the
district. From the map it can be seen that much of
Machakos (2/3) is arid because it receives about

20-30 inches a year. And because, too, altitude and
other topographical factors influence rainfall
distribution in.the district, four main rainfall

belts can be identified here., These follow closely

the physical relief divisions and are:

1. The South-Fastern Plains and the Eastern Plains

including the Yatta Plateau: The range herc is from

below 20 inches to less than 30 inches over much of
the Fastern Plains. PBut towards the central hill

masses the rainfall increases.

2. The Athi-Kapiti Plains: The rainfall here

varies from 28 inches near Mua Hills at Kamuthanga, in
the northern area, to 18 inches at Konza in the sgouthern
part. The best form of farming here is ranching

although maize is also grown.

Owako, F.N. : op.cit. p. 30



\

\
\-
\
\
\

\
r
f::ra\»*'_:)y

¢
BoRoN

cbg

¥
1 Hatoyam of meoa monihly roimfoll
'
4

<
. |

MACHAKOS DISTRICT
F
i

MEAN ANMUAL RAINFALL & REGIME

—

E3R il

ACT" -
W MAMLIA L 2D

¥
v

|

XY
[ ¥ =]

Tty

”
N

MAP TIII




R The Central Hill Macsoes: Thic roceives

rainfall ranging from 30 to about %4 inchec yearly.
However variations on the stations here occur cven
within short distances. 1Iveti Forest Station (6200 feet)
receives 52,64 inches on average, while Machakos townchip
(5400 feet) receives %5.96 inches and it is within a

walking distance from Iveti Forest Station.

4. Kyulu Hills: It is estimated that at the

top of these hills about 55 inches a year are possible,

(no accurate data exists for this area).

In general then this is the rainfall regime of
Machakos District. But these rainfall averages are
deceptive because extreme variations occur. And as

Dr. Owalo observes:

"For instance, Makindu with a mean annual
rainfall of 24.29 inches (61 years) in

the South Eastern Plains has experienced
variations from 2,65 to 77 inches, while
Syathani (in Mwala) and Matiliku on the
Eastern Plains, have experienced variations
from 16 to 52 inches (20 years) respectively.
Nunguni (Kilungu)} on the Central Hill
Masses on the other hand has experienced
variations from 19 to 80 inches in a period
of 18 years. While Machakos Township has
had variations from 15 to 62 inches in 57
years". (1)

Owako, F.N. : op.cit, p. 36



Hence the rainfall variation cauces crop failuwe anud
often drought results especially in the more marginal
rainfall arcas on the lowland. The cffects of drought
and crop failure (famine) on out migration will be

discussed later in this study.

The rainfall regime of Machaxos district follows
a two rainfall season pattern. The long rains begin
in March and end in June and the chort rains begin
in October and last through December. January and
February being hot months. The agricultural activities
of the Akamba people therefore follow these seasonal

rainfall patterns.

Agriculture

The chief form of agriculture in Machakos District
is cultivation of crops. The food crops that are grown
are maize, beans, grains, peas (cow, pigeon and green
peas), milletp, bulrush, potatoes and pumpkins and

cassava.

Cash_Crops

A variety of cash crops can be grown. Those that
are grown on highland Machakos are coffee, Macadamia nuts
and wattle trees. Kangundo and Mbooni areas are the chief

coffee growers in the district. Tomatoes are economically
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grovm in Mbooni where piped water irrifation has
meant that the farmers here can grow tomatoos when

no other location can grow them (after the rain-grown
ones are finished) therefore sclling them at a high
price. Other vegetables that are grown for cash are
cabbages mainly on Iveti hills where Machakos Township
provides a ready markct. Wattle trees are grown on
the higher altitudes not suited to coffce and(ﬁukaa)
Kilungu and Mitaboni locations are the main growers.

However as a cash crop these have not dcne very well.,

Lowland Machakos could grow such cash crops as
sisal, cotton, castor oil plants, robusta coffeec and such
fruits as pawpaws and maigeces. But cash cropping

here is very poorly developed as we shall sce later.

Fruits

Because of the Kenya Orchards Limited (XOL) factory
at Mua Hills in Machakos District, where fruit tinning and
jam, marmalade and jellies arec made, fruit growing
has been encouraged on the hills. But because they are
dependent on the rains the economic value is not very
high. Moreover, they all ripen at the same timc hence
leading to low prices. The fruits that are grown in
highland Machakos and sold to (KOL) or to other markets are

passion fruit - sold at Thika and Nairobi, citrus fruits, .



guavas, bananas, apples (Iveti hills), straw berriesn,

goose berries, plums and nanzoed.

On lowland Machalos only pawpaws and manfeces
and miserable looking lemon and orange trees can

survive.

Livestock

Cattle, goats, and sheep are more inportant
mainly on the lowlands but each family strives to keep
some. Poultry is kept almost by all. The ecconomic
and sociological importance of livestock is discussed

at a later stage.

How Farming is Done

Farming has little progress beyond the hoe and
panga. But a few progressive farmers for example in
Kangundo are attempting to grow different crops separately.
Also the knowledge of manuring is quite high in the district
as a whole for the people strive to get the best from
the land, much of which as we have seen, has poorly

leached and exhausted soils.

Harvesting

Yields are carried by the family to the graneries
(barns) except where hand or oxen drawn carts can be

available.



Communications

Iost parts of Machakos District are acceosible
by road except the newly scttled arcas where busegs
cannot yet go. Some of the roads are tarmaced
(Kangundo to Nairobi, Machakos to lNairobi, Machakos
to Nunguni and part of the Machakos to Kangundo road)
but others are occasionally maintained by the Machakos
County Council, while in some areas the villagers
band together to dig a road or maintain it. The roads
under the maintenance of the County Council have been

covered and levelled with murram to help in rainy seasons.

Machakos Township (Population 6312);

This 1s the District headquarters and has all
the administrative and c¢ivil service activities there.

The Provincial General Hospital is also there.

The township is rapidly growing because of the
in migration activities. And according to Rcmpe12
the migrants to this town have also come from as far as
the Central Province especially the Districts of

Murang'a and Kiambu. The local people have also moved

1 Kenya Population 1969 Census, Vol. III, p. 20

2 Rempel, H. : "An Analysis of the Information on
Inter-District Migration Provided in the 1969 Kenya
Census". IDS Working Paper No. 142, March 1974, p. 32.
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into the townchip as traders and schopkxeepers. Formerly
much of the trading and shopkeeping has been managad

by Asians. This is no longer the case.

Machakos township, being the only town of note
(followed by may be Athi River township) is connected
to the other parts of Machakos District by bus and lorry
routes. These routes lead to urban centres in the

villages and locations.

Kangundo, Masii and Mwala Locations

Although in the general physical features descrip-
tion of Machakos District, these locations were included
for the purposes of this Study, and because these are
the selected areas of out migration, we shall describe
.and discuss them in more detail here. Reference
to the administrative map of Machakos District suffices

to indicate their location.

Kangundo Location

Kangundo location is bordered by Mitaboni,
Matungulu, Mbiuni and Mwala locations (see Administrative maj
It is in the centralyﬁill masses and hence some of
its highest hills Muisuni and Misyani plus Matetani
are above 6000 feet high. Because these hills have
gentle slopes, they are all cultivated to the forest

reserve demarcation line. It has an area of 148 sq.
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kilometres and a population of %9,998 people with a
density of 374 persons per sa. kilometre,t

Rainfall

The annual rainfall of the location is 20 inches
and above. And its red loam and clay soils, enriched by
the good rainfall offer reasonable agricultural

returns.

Acricul ture

Kangundo is a very good coffee growing arca.
It also grows sugar cane, vegetables and fruits. Food
crops include maize, beans, cow and pigeon peas, grains,

potatoes, millets, cassava and arrow roots.

The Cash Crops

The most important cash crop for Kangundo is coffce.
Coffee goins for some farmers can be as much as 39,000/~
per season.2 The fruits, Macadamia nuts and some of
the vegetables are also sold as cash crops. Because of

the returns from these cash crops, the people of Kangundo

L Kenya Population 1969 Census, Vol. 1, p. 32

2 F.M. Mburu, "Geographical Facilitation and
Incapacitation: A Stimulus for Rural Inter-Regicnal Social
Stratification", E.A. University Social Science Council
December 1972, Nairobi, p. 1lZ2.
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boast of their progress and ucually look down on ncople
from poorer areas., Progress here is meacured Ly bousing

standards and good farming.

Communication

Kangundo Urban Centre with a population of
1540 persons (1969 cersus) is very centrally situated
as far as communication with other arcas goes. A newly
opened govermment built road runs from Kangundo to Hairobi.
Another half-way tarmaced and all weather road links
it to Machakos township, Mwala and Masii. Travelling
to Kangundo Urban Centre is therefore easy. Buses and
taxis run all day on these recads. Thika is linked to
Xangundo too by an all weather road passing through
01 Doinyo Sabuk area. ©Since travelling is casy the
agricultural produce 1s marketed without much delay and
can be sold at Thika (passion fruit), Machakos, and

Nairobi {(coffee and fruits plus vegetables).

Facilities

Kangundo is on the main electric line as a result
of which a bakery has been opencd. There is a telephone
exchange and a good post office. It has a large government
hospital which serves the needs of the neighbouring locations
as well, At the Urban Centre there is a bank. All these
facilities plus a number of primary and secondary schools,

(Kangundo Boys School being the most important) serve



to enhance the superiority eclement of tue location

when it compares itself with others.

Qut Migration

In spite of all this that Kangundo boacts of -
there are people in this well cndowed location who
choose to migrate to locations where the climatical
conditions are incomparable to that ¢f Kangundo. The
40 respondents interviewed in Kangundo cnumerated 317
people (friends and neighbours) known to them who had
migrated from here since 1963. And all in all there
were 20 migrants who had migrated from here. Kangundo
has hence the highest number of migrants from any one

location in our study (see Table 22).

The reasons for this migration from Kangundo were
basically cocial and economic ones. We shall discuss
them at length later. However migrants from hcre felt
that there was famine (lack of food) in Kangundo
becauge much of the good subsistence crop land had becn
planted with coffee. Again that land pressure due to
a highApopulation density has caused out-migration.
Other social problems like family and neighbourhood

tensions were also traced to land pressurc.



Mwala Liocation

Next to Kangunde location is Iwala location., It
has a population of 17,533, a density of 99 and an areca

of 177 8q. kilomctres.l

Rainfall

The rainfall is low here about 20 inches a year
(see map ) and because of its uncertainty, localised
droughts occur. Much of the year, (except in the rainy
seasons) the dry river beds are choked with cand and
drinking water is scooped from numerous holes dug in the
beds., This water is hard and very salty. However at
these dry periods water selling becomes a profitable
business because there are people who live far from
these river beds and obtain water from the sellers who

draw it by means of donkeys.

Agriculture

Because of the poor rainfall and poor sandy
soils tinged here and there with reddish clay loams,
there is very little subsistence crop surplus unlegss
the year has been exceptionally good. The people here
therefore eke out a livelihood from the land, crop
failures occur roughly once in every four ycars. Thiso

. 2
area is hence marginal for agriculture as Judith Heyer
1

Kenya Population Census 1969 Vol. 1, p. 32

2 J. Heyer, "Alternative Development Strategies for
Lowland Machakos Farms" Univ. of E.A. Social Science
Conference, 1966, p. l.




has observed ac well,

The crops that are grown herc are maize,
beans, cow and pigeon peas, sweet potatoes, cascava,

pumpking and millets,

Cash Crovs

A few people have attempted to grow cotton
but have had such difficulties (discussed later)
that they have stopped growing it. Some fruits
are grown and sold locally or transported to Nairobi
and Machakos. The most important of them being

the mangoes and pawpawvs.

Livestock

Ideally this location should be a grazing
area but crop farming is very important and the land
is not sufficient for the people to effectively do cattle
ranching. However cows, goats and sheep that used
to be let loose to wander around in the dry periods
are kept. But the wandering practice has now stopped
because all the land is adjudicated, hence individuals

do not entertain having stray animals on their land.



Cormunications

Buses leave Mwala early in the merfing and
return in the late afterncons. Thesce travel on the
dusty-dry weather roads to Macii arnd hence to Machakos
and Hairobi; also through Kangundo to Nairobi or Thika.
A bus route joins Mwala to Yatta (Kithimani)., Indivi-
dually owned taxis supplement the buses and supply

the needed services after the buses depart.

Facilities

There are a few facilities at Syathani Urban
Centre, where the chief's camp is. Here a dispensary
serves the location. An Harambee Secondary School
is run and maintained by a local school committee

and the teachers.

Shops

A number of shops at this Urban Centre are
well stocked but a majority of the shops are either
closed or have very few goods displayed on the shelves-
most of these being consumer gocds. On the verandahs of
these shops women cell maize porridge from gourds.
Only on Wednesdays - the big market day -~ are there many
people in this urban centre. 48%1 of the commodities

1 R.M. Ngumuta, et.al, "Inter-Locational Trade"
Economics Internchip Programme: University of Nairobi,
1973, p. 3.
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Sold at this centre on market days come from highland

Machakos with Kangundo producing 42% alone.

Out-Migration

In Mwala the respondents there enumerated 444
migrants from their village who had migrated cither to
Yatta or Makueni. In Yatta there were 14 migrants
out of the 60 interviewed here who had migrated from
Mwala. The environmental calamities isolated as influ-
ential factors in this out-migration were drought, famine,
soil erosion and poor soils. These calamities obviously
then reduce the capacity to generate satisfactory
subsistence for the families living on such land.

Land pressure on such a poorly geographically endowed
ares leads to itensions both in the families and
neighbourhcod. However discussion on the reasons

for this out-migration will follow later.

Magii Location

Masii location is bordered to the west by Mwala
and to the east by Wamunyu locations. It is on the
lowlands parts of Machakos (see physical features map

). In comparison with Mwala it is quite raisced

land. The population of Masii according to 1969l cengus

1 Kenya Population Census 1969 Vol. 1, p. 32
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is 18,369 with a density of 112 persons per cquare
kilometre., The area of Masii location is 163 sa.

kilometres,

Rainfall

The location is in the medium rainfall zone
and receives an annual rainfall of at lecast 25-28
inches a year. But since (as already indicated clce-
where) this rainfall is not reliable - there are quite
serious famines when it is low.

Judith Heyerl postulates that this happens once
every five years. Also rivers here are scasonal
althouzh some hardly ever dry up completely due to
marshes on the river beds that help to trap much of the
water. River Thwake is the only one of relative

importance here.

Vegetation

Similar to that of Mwala although the acacias and
thorn trees are taller here due to the slight improvement
on the rainfall. Grass prows during the rainy seasons
but since much of the land is cleared for arable farming,

only the unusable areas are left for grazing purposes,

J. Heyer, op.cit, p. 1
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On cuch terrain sheet and pully erocions are common

features. The soils here are sandy clay loams.

Aericul ture

Arable farming is the most important, and the
staple food crops grown are the same as thoce grown
in Mwala. And although in 1966, Heyerl observed
that cotton was being grown after it had been
reintroduced there; no one was growing cotton there
in 1973. There seems to have been plenty of cotton
growing in Masii at the time of her research because

she says that:

"Cotton was grown in Masii in
1962, for the first time since
the war, and there has been a
rapid extension of cotton growing
in Masii since".  (2)

Clearly then something has happened to stop this

"rapid extension™.

Livestock farming is difficult in such an area
where available land is kept for arable farming. But on
an average every home has some type of livestock and

there ig a lot of struggle to feed them and look after

1 J. Heyer, op.cit. p. 1

2 Ibid, "The Economics of Small-Scale Farming in
Lowland Machakos", IDS Occasional Paper No. 1, 1967,

P. 3.
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them so that they do not go to the other peoplets laud.
Maize stalks and pigeon peas leaves (after the peas

are harvested) are fed to the animals. (This is also done
in the other iwo arcas deceribed here already). Sur-
prisingly (because of poor grass) the animals, cxcept

during serious drought spells, are healthy and strong.

Communications

Masii is served by dry weather roads to Machakos
town - which is 18 miles west of Masii. (This road
is currently under construction and will be an all
weather road all the way to Kitui District via Mapsii,
Wamunyu, etc.), Another dry weather road joins Masii
to Makueni through Kiteta, Kisau and Ukia locations.
Buses and lorries are the chief means of transport on
these roads although the individually owned taxis ferry
people to Machakos long after the morning buses have

left.

Facilities

At the Urban Centre of Masil there is a big dis-
pensary where a maternity ward has been built. The
town has an electric generator which supplies power to
the dispensary and the welfare centre operates a tele-

vision set for the people.
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A few yards from the chief's camp there is
Masii Secondary School, a well built government day
cchool. Accommodatien for the boys is provided by the
Shopkeepers who have built many small rooms at the

back of their shops for this market.

Shops

Masii Urban Centre is well supplied with shops
scme of which are very well stocked (general distri-
butors, etc.). But others sell only a few concumer goods,
The Urban Centre is usually a busy place especlally
in the afternoons when housewives and others come to
buy from the shops. On market days the Centre is
overcrowded and people from the hills (Iveti and
Mitaboni) bring vegetables and arrow roots to sell.

In a research, on Inter-Locational trade, Ngumuta,l
found that 36% of the commodities sold here during

market days comes from these Iveti and Mitaboni locations,

areas of highland Machakos.

Out-migration

The re3pondents at Masii enumerated 538 migrants
whom they had known who had left the area for either

Makueni or Yatta. In the overall sample only 7 migrants

1 R.M. Ngumuta, et.al: "Inter-Locational Trade"
Economics Internship Programme, University of Nairobi,
1975, p. 1O,
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had come from Masii (the cmall number does not reflect

on low cut-nigraticn figure but is rather the recult of the
particular areas in Makueni or Yatta where the recearch
Was conducted. In these particular arecas only a few
people from Masii were interviewed. Envirconmental
influences on out-migration from Masii were given as

hilly land, poor soils, drought, ete. Thege arc discusced
elsewhere. However therc were obvious indicators of
dissatisfaction with the cconomic or subsistence

production of such land.

Hence with this background on the general
aspects of Machakos District and especially to the
three selected areas of out-migration, we shall now
turn to the analysis of data concerning the
environment, economic and social problems that

lead to out-migration.
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CHAPTER 3%

THE LAID FACTOR I! MIGRATION

Land the landlessness have been mentioned already
in this discussion. But in this chapter we shall
attempt to isolate them as far as they relate to
migration in Machalos District. The question of land
availability will also in this chapter, be closely
linked to the density problem as far as population
density is a factor in landlessnegss. Thus we shall
discuss hypothesis one which states that at the
individual level rural to rural migration is reclated to
landlessness. This hypothesis will be tested in

Chapter 7.

The Population Density

Land shortage in Kenya has been associated

with increased population. As early as 1964 P-’Ieek1

observed:-

.....There are clear signs that
population under the influence
of new cconocmic conditions is
fast out-growing available land.

1 Meck, C.K. 1946, Land Law and Custom in the
Colonies, ©p. 76.
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This population inerecace has continued sinee then

to 3.3% a year,in 1969. The population inercase iscue
has even got government support. Hence the Kenya
Family Planning Association. To some extent too,

the population increase issue, has led to the
settlement schemes ﬁolicy current in Kenya. The
settlement schemes policy has however been called a
temporary check by Wilsonl. And, also Caldwoll2
(1968) in commenting about these schemes had this to

say:-

.+.1f the population of these
countries continue to grow at the
ratecs they have been for the pact
decade therec will not be time for
these adjustments and redistributions.

The reason Caldwell felt this way is that if population
is unchecked and if the land is limited there will be

a time when the extra population will have no land to
be settled on. This then would bring the dilemma

of what happens when population outgrows the usable

land.

1 IDS Staff Paper No. 91, February 1971, "The
Economic Implications of Land Registration in Kenya's
Smallholder Areas".

2 Caldwell, J.C. & Okonjo, C. (eds) 1968, "The
Population of Tropical Africa", Heinman, London,
1968, p. 3.




These exanples indicate and cuggest the necd
for a controlled population growth. As such thean,
this topic is outside the ccope of ithis rescarch.
However, no discussion on land and landlessness
in Kenya can ignore the population density aspect.
Because the density causes what Omindelcalls

"environmental pregsures" which in turn cause migration.

Population Dengsity in Machakos

According to the Kenya Population 1969 Census
the overall density for Kenya was 19 persons per
sq. kilometre, but that of Machakos District was
50 persons per s8q. kilometre. However, according
to the same census the density of highland Machakos
was 500-700 persons per kilometrg. The resources
available then bhecome too meagre to support such a
population density. Because of this density, a state
of 'little or no land' for the people has occurred.
And as already pointed out in Chapter 1, this

demographic pressure on the land has led to migration.

Ominde, S.H., op.cit, p. 134

I.L.0. 1972, op.cit, p. 71
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Little Land and liirration

For this little land iscue a crocs comparison
of tables 3, 4, and 5 and 6 will be useful here in
showing what non-migrants have in their hom: locationc

and what they gain when they mipgrate out,

In Table 3, the land sizes for non-migrantc
in Kangundo are smaller than those of cither Masii
or Mwala non-migrants. The modual land size in
Kangundo is 0.5 acres as the clacs 0.10-0.9 acres
had 22 cases out of 40 cases. We can then cce that
some people in this location have just enough land
to build their houses and may be have a patch of
it left to plant some crop when it rains. The
situation is even more aggravated herc by the fact
that Kangundo being a very well geographically
endowed area on the Central Hill Masses has very high
density. In this location also more than half of

the respondents had less than 0.10 acres of land.

At Mwala the modal land size is 2.95 acres since
the class 2-3.9 acres had 12 cases. Now thigc amount
of land, in & poorly geographically endowcd arca
as Mwala, on the dry plains, is very little. Thic is

because for a family to be able to exist 'comfortably!
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here according to land potential calculztions £0

1
hectares™ of land arc nececczary.

Masii location emerges as the only cone among
the three with more land per percon. The mod®l land
gize here is 10.95% acres since the class 10-11.9
had 7 cases. This amount of land in an arca like
Kangundo would be ample for a family, but at Masii
where again the geographical cndowment is poor (though
Masii is classified in the medium land potential
zone) the basic acreage nccessary for subsistence

farming is 15 hectaros.2

In comparison with what megrants get when they
leave either Kangundo, Masii or Mwala the land

acreages shown on table 1 are very small.

Tables 4.1 and 4.2 show the land distribution
for migrants in Makueni and Yatta after migrating.
Notice that in Makueni 47 persons had land holdings
of 25 acres and abeve and in Yatta 34 persons had

land holdings of 20 acres and above.

. Mbithi and Barnes, op.cit, p. 46 - 1 hectare =
2.5 acres

2 Tbid, p. 46



Table 3:

f{verage Distribution of Land in Out-lizration Locations

Acres of Land Kangzundo Masii ltiala
(40) (40) (40)
H.P, 1.P. L.P.
0.10 - 0.9 22 0 2
1 - 1.9 6 1 4
2 - 3.9 & 1 12
4 - 5.9 2 5 4
6 - 7.9 2 4 6
8 - 9.9 2 3 1
10 -11.9 1 7 &4
12 -13.9 0 3 3
14 -15.9 0 3 0
16 -17.9 0 1 1
18 -19.9 0 1 2
20 -21.9 1 3 0
22 -23.9 0 0
24 -25.9 2 1
26 -27.9 0 0
28 ~29.9 1 0
30 -31.9 1 0
32 -33.9 2 0
34 -35.9 Z 0
No. of cases
lHodal land size 40 40 40 = 120
0.5 10.95 2.95

High Potential
Medium Potential
Low Potential

||
ooy
nouon
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Table 4.1:
Land Acreages for Licrants in Liakueni
Acres f %
5 - 14 3 5
15 - 24 10 16.666
25 - 34 26 43.333
35 - 44 8 13.33
45 - 54 8 13.33
55 - 64 2 3.333
65 - 74 0 0
75 - B4 1 1.666
85 - 9% 0 0
95 - 104 2 3.333
N 60 100
X 33.0166
5 21.2

Modal land size

29.5 acres




Table 4.2:

Land Acreages for Misrants in Yatta

Acres f v
0o - 9 26% 43,333
10 - 19 0 Q
20 - 29 20 33.333
30 - 39 8 13.333
40 - 49 0 0
50 - 49 4 6.0666
60 - 69 0 0
70 -~ 79 1 1.666
80 - 89 0 0
9 -100 1 1.666
N 60 100
; 21.175
S 18.97
Modal land size 24,5 acres
* Since there were 9 people who said they did not have land

in Yatta, the class 0-9 had 17 people who owned land ranging from
5-7 acres. Migrants to this area get smaller plots of land than
those who go to Makueni. The reason for this can be due to the

fact that Yatta's land is all taken up now while in lMakueni there are
still patches of land where one could get land.



(However the need for land in Makueni ic ricing ard Zoon
there will not be any 1lc¢ft). The cconronic productivity
of plotc of land in Yatta iz alco very quectionable
when migrants get emaller plots in an arca wherce
extensive agriculturce is better suited to it. Thico

is becauce climatically Yatta ic a drier arca than
Makueni and idealy it should be a low dencity cettle-
ment scheme, and according to Mbithi and Barncsl

it is in the category of:

"Medium quality soils with 20"-25"
rainfall per annum: (and) unless
irrigated, this zone is strictly
for gocd quality ranching. Sub
sistence....may be gained from

50 hectares, under good managesment".

From tables 4.1 and 4.2 we see then that Makueni
migrants have a mean average of 33.0166 acres of land
a modal land size of 29.5 acres. Yatta migrants

have a mean average of 21.175 acres of land and a
modal land size of 24.5. It is obvious then that
these figures are extremely high compared to the

figures computed from the land the non~migrants had.

The land holdings for migrants at their original
home areas were also very much smaller than their new

piecces of land. According to Table 5,109 (90%) migrants

1 Mbithi & Barnes: The Spontaneous Scttlement
Problem in the Context of Rural Deveiopment in Kenya:
1975, 1DS, p. 46.
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had 0-5 acres of land and had therefore cxipericenced

a case of "little or no land",

Table 5: Land Distribution for Migrants

Before Mipratine

Land T %
0 63 52.5
0.5 - 1 33 27.5
2 -3 9 7.5
4 =5 4 3.53
6 -7 1 0.833
8 -9 0 0
100 - 11 1 0.833%
12 - 1% 1 0.833%
14 - 15 1 0.833
16 - 17 0 0
18 - 19 1 0.833
25 - 26 2 1.666
40 -~ 50 4 3.333
N 120 100
X 3.425
S 7.385

Although it was difficult to assess accurately the
amount of land these migrants had at home, becausc land
had not been adjudicated in some arcas, when the
migrants left home, the above figures do indicate a
fair distribution. The figures comparc favourably to

those of non-migrants on Table 3. Only 10 migrants had



land holdings of more than 10 acrec. And thooe
with land ranging from 25-50 acres (6 in 2ll) had
nmigrated for other reasonc and not landlescness or
shortage of land. Thesce were egpecially een on
/business expansion. The migrants said that these
little piesces of land they had they left them to
their relatives who are still on the original
family land. However in some caces the land sSo left
is held as security by the migrant. At least onc
migrant admitted that he might go back home and
hence he gshould keep the land. Others hold the
land for their children who may go back there

some day.

From this information above, we can infer
here, then that people who sce that their land is
small migrate to get bigger picces of land where
such land is available. The figures on Table 6
back up this inference as well as the comparison
of tables 4 and 5 dees. From Table 6 then we notice
that 36 of the non-migrants aspired to migratc whilc

84 non-migrants did not wish to do so.

The agpiring migrants on thic table are
people with the least amount of land in cach location
(according to the land sizec of the location), Thus the
9 aspiring migrants from Kangundo have land size of

0-1.9 acres. Absolute holdings for thesc aspiring



Table 6;

Average Distribution of Land in Cut-)icration Locations

for Non-miarants and Aspirinc Migrants

Non-Migrants In

Aspiring Migrants In

Acres of Kangundo liasii Mwala Kangundo lasii lL.wala
Land H.P, i, P, L.P.

0 -1.9 19 0 0 g 1 6

2 -4.9 6 0 4 0 3 9

5 -17.9 2 1 8 0 6 1

8 -10.9 2 6 3 0 1 0

11 -13.9 1 6 5 0 0 0

14 -16.9 0 4 1 0 0 0

17 -19.9 Q 1 2 0 0 0

20 -22.9 1 3 0 0 0 0

23 -25.9 0 2 1 0 0 0
~26 ~28.9 0 1 0 0 0 0

29 -31.9 0 1 0 0 0 0

32 -34.9 0 4 0 0 0 0

35 -37.9 0 0 0 0 0 0
No. of

cases 31 29 24 9 11 16=120
Modal land o
size 0.85 9.45 6.45 0.85 6.45 3.45

High Potential

Medium Potential

Low Potential
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migrants range from 0.10-0.08 acres, with a median
of 0.16 acres. Obvioucly then for thece 9 aspiring
migrants land schortage ic clearly a factor in their

wish to migrate.

For Masii the 11 aspiring migrants have lesso
land than those who do not wich to migrate at any
time. And for Mwala the 16 aspiring migrants were

people with less than 5 acres of land.

To stress still further the importance of land
shortage in migration tablc 6b, showing the theorctical
land carrying capacity for Machakos Dictrict has been
compiled from the Statistical Abstract, 1972, Notice
that the areas of high potential correspond to
Kangundo location, medium potential to Masii and low
potential correspond to Mwala. The acreages of land
in high potential areas, necessary for an incocme of
£100 plus subsistence for a family of six are 10 acres.
For medium potential 17.5 acres and for low potential
areas 62.5 acres. Therefore it is clecarly seen that
in comparison with tables 3 and 6 the theorctical
land sizes in this table are well above those held
by non-migrants. And this then highlights further
the real existence of land shortage. The situatiocn
in Machakos is worsened by the fact that some of the

high and medium potential areas are under large mixecd



Table 6b:

Theoretical and Actual Carrying Capacitiy

Hachalos District

Zone Land Hectarcc* Maximuwn Total
Sq.kmi. needed Farming Far:ing
for income popu- Popu-
of £100 p.a. lation lation
plus ocub- on this
cistence acreage 1969
(assumed
current
techno-
logy
High 125,000 (10 acres) 187,500 66,996
Poten-
tial
Medium
Poten- 771,000 (17.5 acres) 660,857 401,976
tial
Low
Poten- 454,000 (62.5 acres) 108,960 238,208
tial
TOTAL 1,350,000 - 957,317 692,409
¥ 1 hectare = 2.5 acres
Source:

Land Potential - Statistical Abstract 1972,
Table 73, Farming Population 1969 - calculated
from Population Census 1969, Vol. 1
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or large scale farms, formerly cwned by Fur peanc
Hence a large portion of pecople cluster on the low

potential lands.l

As alrecady pointcd out carlier on table 2,
there were migrants who came from other locations apart
from Kangundo (high potential), Masii (low potential)
and Mwala (low potential) locations. And therefore
for further clarification on land shortage and migration
tables 7 to 9 were compiled. Thege tables stress the
land need in each of the high, medium and low potential
areas. However, because several locations were
grouped together under each particular potential Ilcvel
area (see table 2), the mean average acres of land
held by migrants before migrating (tables 7 - 9) is
slightly higher than that shown on table 6 for
aspiring migrants. These averages all however very
much below the theoretical land sizes shown on table
6b. Notice that the land shortage is most acute

in high potential areas.

Table 7, below, shows that the mean average
number of acres of land a migrant could possibly have

was 4.5 acres before migrating. (40 of the 59

1 Mbithi, P.M. : "A Deveclopmental Approach to
Drought and Famine in Kenya", May 1974, p. 1ll.



migrants from these hipgh potential arezs had no land
before). On the same table however, the averare
number of acres for migrants from high potential arecas
was 28.567 acres. This is more than 5 timeos the amount

of land a migrant had before migrating.

Table 7:

Land Size for Migrants from High Potential

Areas
Before Migrating After Migrating

Land F % Land F %
O - O*% 59 100 6 - 9 4 6.8
10 - 19 0 10 -~ 19 5 8.5
20 - 29 0 20 - 29 27 45.9
30 - 39 0 30 -39 14 23.8
40 - 49 0 40 - 49 6 10.2
50 - 59 0] 50 - 59 1 1.69
60 - 69 0 60 - 69 2 3.4
70 - 19 0 70 - T9 0 0
80 - 89 0 80 - 89 0 0
90 - 99 0 90 ~99 O 0
100-109 0 100 =109 0 0

N 59 100 N 59 100

X 4.50 X 28,567

S 0 S 12,37
* The largest size of land here was 2 acres and

40 of the 59 migrants from high potential areas had
no land. 19 migrants had a range of 0.5 - 2 acres
of land.
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On table 8 the 22 migrants from mediun potential
areas had an average land size of 7.227 acres cach
before migrating. The average land size after migrating
was 39.5 acres. This is again more than 5 times the
amount of land a given migrant from the medium potential

areas had before he migrated.

Table 8:

Land Size for Migrants from Medium
Potential Areas

Before Migrating After Migrating
Land Size F % Land Size F %
0O - 9 19 86.40 0 - ¢ 2 .10
10 - 19 0 0 10 - 19 1 4.55
20 - 29 3 13.60 20 - 29 i 31.85
50 - 39 0 0 30 - 39 3 13.6
40 -~ 49 0] 0 40 - 49 3 13.6
50 - 59 0 0 50 ~ 59 2 9.10
60 - 69 0 0 60 - 69 1 4.55
770 - 79 0 0 70 =179 1 4.55
80 - 89 0 0] 80 - 89 0 0
90 -~ 99 0 0 90 - 99 2 9.10
100 - 109 0 0 100 =109 0] 0
N 22 100 N 22 100
X 7.227 X 39.5
S 6.863 3 45.65
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And the information on table 9 shows that

wiile

the average size of land per migrant was 8.7%2%5 acros before

migrating the average after migrating was 25.0128

acres, which is 3 timeg the cize of land a migrant

had before migrating. Sce table 9.

Table 9:

Land Size for Migrants from Low Potential

Arecas

Before Migrating

After Migrating

Land F % Land F %
O - 9 32 82.048 0O - 9 20 51.280
10 - 19 4 10.256 10 - 19 1 2.564
20 - 29 1 2.564 20 - 29 3 7.692
20 - 39 0 0 30 - 39 5 12.820
40 = 49 1 2.564 40 = 49 2 5.128
50 -~ 59 1 2.564 50 - 59 4 10.256
60 - 69 0 0 60 - 69 1 2.564
70 = 79 0 0 70 - 79 2 5.128
80 - 89 0 0 80 - 89 0 0
S0 - 99 o 0 90 - 99 0 0
100-109 0] 0 100 =109 1 2.564
N 39 100 N 39 100
X 8.33% ¥ 25,0128
S 10.54 S 32.99

However, although migrants have becen shown

to have had 1little or no land before migrating, wec can

see from table 6 that there werec pecople among the

non-migrant group who had the same acrcs of land as the
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aspiring migrants or the nmigrants ( cec table 7-9).

But these people would not wish to migrate. Some? had
family responsibilities, for example, having children

in school. Others were too old to migrate, The other
reasons preventing their decision to migratc out had

to do with their evaluation of the geographical cndovwmentso
of the areas. And so although a non-migrant would

wish to go and get a large piece of land, the benefits

of a good rainfall and having water on or ncar his land

do in some cases deter out migration. But from table 10
we note still that the land size issue is very significant
as to whether or not one wishes to migrate, for many
non-migrants felt that the primary reason why they hadat
migrated was because "we have enough land". Enough

‘and here should be seen purecly on the quantitative rather
than on the qualitative evaluation. The reasons given
were computed from the responses of the 84 non-migrants

who indicated that they would not migrate.



Tabhle 10:

Why Dontt you Wont to Mirrate?

Responses Total 5
I have enough land 60 1.4
I am too old to go 12 14.7%
I have water on nmy land¥® 9 10.7
My children are in cchool 6 7.41
There is good rainfall herc* 4 4.7
There is a lot of progress here 2 249
No. of Responses 94 111.7
| 84
* The aspects of environmental cndowrents in out-

migration are discusced in detail in Chapter 5. Suffice
it to point out here that the availability of thece ic of
vital importance in both areas of in or out-nigration.
From this table 60 responces out of 94 indicate that
people who have "enough land" do not decire to migrate.
Therefore only those who have genuine cases of little land
and who have no family respensibilities hindering then

in this case migrate.

The 1little land situation in parts of Machakos distr
has been caused by the land adjudication policy already
discussed in Chapter One., This is beccausce adjudicating
land in reality means that in a given family an individual
male can hold only so many pieces of land becaugse everyone
has to have equal ghares. Therefore those who traditional.
had farmed large areas before, have to cut dewn o as to
come to the same level as their kingmen - their siblings
in most cases. Reduction of family land holdings have
also been cited as causcg of urban-ward nigration, in
India, Pakisctan and Venezuela.l In rural Machakes, the

reduction has led to out-migration where fathers want

to seccure land for themselves and their children,

1 110, op.cit. (1960) pp. 124, 134 and 157.



The situation of having little land is very
closely linked to landlessness as far as migration
goes. Therefore we shall now turn our discussion on

landlessness as a cause of out-nigration.

Landlessness as a Factor in Migration

Data collected on the issue of landleccness
in this research show that 63 (52.5%) persons had
migrated because they had no land. The landless claimed
that relatives took away their land, as was the case
of these 9 migrants who said "my uncle chased me away
from the land". Another 24 migrants said "my father
was given rights of use of land but the land was not
his" (i.e., father was Mutuw'a - adopted son). TFor
another 7 they were landless "because father sold all
the land" and 8 said that they had no land "because
all the land was father's". And there were gix women
who had been divorced and therefore landless. Thege
women were landless because a woman holds rights
of land use only through marriage. And hence she
is virtually landless if divorced. These reagsons

are tabled here below in Table 11l.

The reasons given herec are basically social onegs
and except the last one, they are oriented to the problems
of land adjudication. Land adjudication leads to

individual ownership and since this aspect is discussed



Table 11:

Reasons Given for Landlecsnecs by Migranto#

Reasons Total “
Father was Mutuw'a 24 38.10
Land was taken by relatives 9 14.29
Father sold the land 9 14.29
The land was fathertc 8 12.90
Land taken away through

court 7 11.11

I divorced 6 9,52
No. of Landless 63 100

* These reasons were given only by people who

migrated because of landlessness. Hence the total
is 63 and not 120.

elsewhere in this Chapter we shall ignore it here.
Suffice it to point out here, however that the reasons
indicate a serious breakdown of traditional attitude
on land. Where an adopted son (Mutuw'a) had rights

of land use, individualization of land had meant

that he has to relinquish them. The land in this

case reverting to the rightful owner.

Squatting
The other factor that contributed to landless-

ness and hence to migration in Machakos diswurict is
squatting. The squatters had left their home arcas
in the early 1940's or before then. And thercfore

when they went back home either by choice or because



they were 'chased! from the faras they were sguatting

on, they found themselves landlesc.

The landlessness among the former squatters
here was due first to the alienation of land in Machakos
District to Buropean settlers and alco land for forcot
reserves and other governmental services cuch ag
veterinary services, schools and hospitals. Sccondly,
the former squatters were rendered landleos through
their own families./ The situation here (sec Table 11)
is a little complex because all sorts of reasons were
given by the family members as to why the returned
squatters should have no land. The arguments were
both social and economic. But the economic emerged
as the most important. The relatives argued that they
had been taking care of the land and cspecially where
Court and Clan based land cases were involved. They
therefore indicated that the 'squatter' has lost his
share of land because if they (relatives) had not
defended their land cases in court and paid substantial
amounts of money for this they would have loct the
land. In some cases the squatters were acked to return
part of the money spent and those able to do so were
then given some land but others who either could not

repay this money or who were not given the opportunity

to do it had to migrate.
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The other cocial element in thic Sauatter
and landlessness problen was connected with the
duration of the squatters stay away from home. For
some they had becn born and had grown up on the farmo
and therefore did not even know their relatives or
where they came from. And co when they stopped
being squatters the alternative open to them was to
migrate to the uninhabited or sparsely inhabited

parts of Machakos.

As we have discussed already, the availability
of land for the migrants in arcas of in-migration was
an important pull factor. And to measure this importance
and obvious attachment to land, the migrants were
asked %o state the hazards that confronted them
initially at their new home arecas. The results showed
that land to these migrants was so important that
at the initial stages of settling down, they endured
great risks to their personal health and the welfare
of the family so as to keep the land. These pcople
must have had a real land necd in their decision to
migrate to have endured the conditions they faced.
Indeed many initial migrants returned home to their
t1ittle land' or went to other places due to the hard-
ships that were there. For some migrants it was a cacc
of losing all the children - in one family at Yatta
all 5 children died - yet mother and father remained

on this land. For others the malaria and pneumonia were
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hazards so greatly strecced againct nigrating to theoe
arcas that divoree occurecd for cSome husbunds who foreed
their wives to migrate with them. Tho rumour too, that
"women would become a barren" if they migrated cspecially
to Makueni was very diccouraging to would be migrantc.
But in spite of all this people determined to go and

get land to settle on. Some of the hazards that migrantoc

faced and which caused some of them to return are given

here in Table 12.

Table 12:

Hazards that Confronted the Migrants Initially
at their "New Home Areas"

Responses Total %
Famine* 49 40.8
No water near 43 35.8
Dangerocus wild animals 35 29.6
Illness of (malaria,

pneumonia, dysentry, ctc.) 32 26.6
Financial 24 20.0
Drought 10 8.3

No. of Responses 193 161.3

N 120

* This was as a result of not having farmed there

before migrating and also because of the drought that
followed for some migrants as it appeared came during
the bad years. Water in Yatta and Makueni continues to
be a problem but it was more acute at the initial stages
before water tanks and dams could be built. Migrants
gave the answers in this combination but famine, lack
of water and illness were the most frequently given
combination of answers.
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There was a problem of finance becauce miprants
had nothing to c£21l1 asc yet. For it is not until the
first crop after migrating is harvested that onc can
have cnough food both to eat and cell. The moncy
the migrants had initially was spent on food and
other necessities till as they said they had none
left. The wild animals were both a menace to the
crops and to the people., They killed pcoplec and villa-
gers had to move in groups even when going to fetch
water during the day for fear of them, The wild
animals were many due to the bush conditions (forest)
of the land and it was not until much .nore land was
cleared that these could be effectively chased off
or killed. Some like monkeys and the anteclopes still

remain a menace to crops.

Tand Ownership

As well as the push factors of 'no land',
and 'little land!, migrants had the intrinsic desire
to own land., This is a complete reverse of the tra-
ditional land ownership system where individuals were
not absolute owners but stewards for the land wag owned

by the community. Maini,l Land Law in East Africa, 1967

adds that although every tribe had a different customary

land law, at least it was understood that the elders

had ultimate control.

1
p. 10.

Maini, Land Law in East Africa, OUP, Nairobi
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The individuals who migrated to “own land"
gave the reason that land belonged to many people and
one could never say it was his. They felt that cven
father's land was not theirs although traditionally
each son would inherit part of his mother's land
given to her through marriage. These pcople said that
if they migrated they would get land title decds and
no one would guestion their ownership since no menmber
of the extended family would be involved., At least
37 people out of 120 gave this as a reaodon for
migrating. These then confirmed what Maini (1967):L

said concerning land registration that:

It declares simply and unequivocably
that it is the register which proves
title. The register entitles a
person to exclusive occupation of
land.

That the "exclusive occupation of land" should be a
factor in migration is not difficult to grasp in the
light of the evidence brought out in this thesis.
Tensions and quarrels in families and neighbourhoods
rony a time stem from collective ownership of land and

population pressure on it. Writing on Land Use and

Labour Productivity under Growing Land Shortage,

Maini, op.cit, p. 10
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Echard Bauml points out too that:

"Increasing land chortage which is
almost inevitably linked with a
growing population is a conctant
cause of strainc®.

Personal ownership of land enables a percon to cocape
these 'pressures! and 'strains' and is thercfore an
important factor for the migrant to consider in

migration.

Individual ownership of land has been used
in the past to argue the case for development in
cash crops growing and in general better methods of
farming. It was especially stressed in the Swynnerton
Report of 1955.2 But in this research no respondent
stated that the individual ownership of land was going
to be heneficial to him in this sense. The rcasons
given were more social than economic. The respondents
tended to stresg that owning land was a status gymbol.
Certainly a man would have more say on land that was
personally his than he would have in the case where
brothers and father and possibly uncles claimed an

equal say in it as himseclf.

* IDS Paper "Land Use and Labour Productivity Under
Growing Land Shortage'.

2 A Plan to Intensify the Development of African
Agriculture in Kenya by Swynerton 1955 - Government
Printer.
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It did not appear to me too that the miprants
who had acquired individual plotc of land farmed any
better than their counterparts in other arcas where
land adjudication has not taken place. They used the
same o0ld methods of ploughing (because tractors are fow
and cost much to hire) and planted crops mixed together.
The results being that "a riot of vegetation - gracces,
cagsava, and maize shoot up together and pumpkin vines

1 These migrants

trail across the path" to quote Hunter.
too were not using as much manure if any at all as the
other respondents used. Therefore they were and are in

the process of causing soil exhaustion.

Hence the only purpose that individual land
ownership seems to have accomplished for the migrants
is non-fragmentation of plots. This purpcse however
is already being threatened for grown up and married
sons are being alloted plots on fathers' land. Thig will
then bring a similar case of fragmentation ac at the
home areas unless this partible inheritance system
changes to impartible inheritance.2 The hopes of this
change however are very dim at present when the land is
seen as an asset because it gives "the peasant a ocense

of security and stability".3

1 Guy Hunter: The Societies of Tropical Africa,
A Selective Study, 1962, p. 97.

2 E.R. Wolf: Peasants, Prentice Hall, Inc.
New Jersey, 1966, p. 5.

g I10: Why Labour Leaves the Tand: A Comparative
Study of Movemeni of Labour out of Agriculture, Gencva,

1960, p. 157.
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oo L
From the foregoing diccucsion a fow points cmerpa,
The first is that since little land and landleconecs
contribute to low subcistence food production per frmily, ]
follows that land is seen as an investzent againct food
shortages. As long as there ic available land in Machakos,
then migration directed to this cauce will continue.
But the future prospects of migration as an obvious
bridge over landlescness and land shortage are very
questionable. What is to happen to rural Machakos when
no more new lands can be available for regsettlement. This
dilemma 1s already setting in because at present unlecs
one has a lot of money one cannot get land in some arcas
of Makueni wherc a piece of 25 acres of land is currently
selling for 18,000/~ (information obtained verbatum). It
used to be that a migrant just "acquired" as much land
as possible when he arrived at his destination. Out of
120 migrants 102 (85.9%) "just acquired land®™, 9 (7.49%)
were without land aznd 8 (6.666%) bought it. Those who
"acquired" got for themselves lands up to 100 acres
which they have now either decided to reduce by selling
some off or are keeping them in custody for their sons.
(To acquire land an individual consulted the carlier

migrants who only showed him the boundary of the claimed

land).

Secondly, there is almost no land now to migrate
out to, in rural Machakos. Hence the other alternative ope

for the people there is to migrate in future to other



districts. Already some Machakos Akmaba are buying land
in Mwingi, Kitui District. The worry here ic whether or nol
the same troubles that have occurred at the borderc of

the two disiricts will reccur. At the time of thic

field research (November 1973) there were canmps at lidalani
(Yatta) of Machakos Akamba migrants, who had been evicted
forcefully from the supposedly Kitui District areca. The
Akamba from Machakos have gone and are going to other
districts even when they feel that troubles may arice
because these districts are not part of the Akamba tribal
Jand. From the 1969 Kenya Census data, Rempell has

compiled information on Inter-district migration. And

data on out-migration in Machakos District indicate that:

"From Machakos District the majority
moved to Kwale Dictrict with almost
an equal number of males and females".(2)

He notes too that:

"there is some movement from Machakos
to Kajiado and Nakuru Districts". (3)

Also that of the out-migration from Eastern Province

to Central Province:

. Rempel, H.: I.D.S. Working Paper No. 142, March
1974, pp. 27=-32
Ipvid, p. 29

5 Ibid, p. 31
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,
"the largect numberc come from Machakoo",”

All this analysis points out to the acute lanrd
hunger in Machakos District. IMigrants then are being
pushed away from their home areas and pulled to other
areas where they can acquire land. Land shortage ic
prevalent in all ocut-migration arcas whether they are on
the high, medium or low potential zones. However, the
shortage is more acute on the high and low potential

areas as tables 3, 7, 8 and 9 show.

When migrants were asked to state why they
wanted this land, the most important factor given was
"sp as to make a living". Therefore in the next chapter
we shall isolate and discuss the occupational opportunitics
at the areas of destination. These opportunities can

be both actual and perceived.

Rempel, H. : ibid, p. 31



CHAPTER 4

THE ECONQMIC FPACTOR

In this chapter, we hope to isolate the occu-
pational opportunities in the arca of destination that
act as economic pull factors. For hypothesis two,
which will be tested in Chapter 7, states that "rural
to rural migration is related to actual and percecived
subsistence and income earning opportunities in the
areas of destination". These occupational opportunities
will be compared to those in the original home arcas.
In doing this therefore we hope that the "cconomic
characteristics" of migrants, will be highlighted. It
should be noted here too that according to the
operational definitions of this research - the
economic characteristics of the migrants will be
understood to denote self-employment, mainly, although
wage employment is also considered. Self-employment
is an important aspect of this chapter because in the
rural areas of Machakos where research was done, there
ig very little employment in what Mbithi and Barnes

1 (The formal

term the "formal sector in rural arcas".
sector includes employment on large scale farms in
various forms of industry, commerce and serviceos.

It also inecludes employment in government and parastatal

1 Mbithi & Barnes: The Sguatter Problem in the
Context of Rural Development in Kenya.
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organisations). Self-employment however in the rural
context is almost exclusively related to farning and
therefore to land, This is cupported by the fact that
out ¢f ihe 51,000 rural non-farm cmall ccale bucinesseoo,

75% were owned on pari-time basis by farmers.t

Focus on the economic value of land will be
important in this chapter beccause as we have already
noted occupational opportunities at the areas of
rural in-migration - destination - have land as their
economic base. Non-farm activities also use farming as an
economic base. BEven the persons involved in thesoce
non-farm activities are celdomly "fully engaged in rural
non-agricultural activities as their sole occupation.”

And because self-employment and occupational opportunitics
in the areas of in-migration are very closely connected

to farming the largest proportion of people thus employed
are farmers.3 This is so because farming in Machakos

is still seen as a means of subsistence livelihood

for as yet "much of Africa's labour is sclf-employcd

in subsistence production” to quote Migot Adholla.t

L Mbithi & Chege: "Linkages between Agriculture
and Rural Small-Scale Enterprises'™, IDS Conference on
Small Scale Enterprises, Masai Lodge, 1972, Occasional
Paper No. 6, pp. 36-37.

2 Mbithi & Barnes: op.cit, p. 63
2 Ibid, p. 64
4 Migot Adholla, "Rural to Rural Migration:

Relationships to Employment", November 1973, p. 2, IDS.
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Wage Employment

In this research wage employment in rural areas
was very insignificant among the migrants. Therc
were even very few teachers intervicwed because in
these in-migration areas there were very few primary
scheools compared to the number of scheols found in
out-migration areas. In Mbaani sub-location of Macii,
for example, there were four primary schools within a
radius of 5 miles or less from the Masii Urban Centre,
While in the Kithimani sub-location only one primary
school was located to serve the area. It had however
been expected that many teachers would be found among the
migrants, as teaching is an important aspect of rural
wage employment., Out of 120 migrants the numbers

shown on table 13 were in wage employment.

Table 13:
Migrants in Regular Wage Employment

Total %

Teachers 3 30
Enrolled Nurse 2 20
Assigtant Chiefs 3 30
Administrative Police 1 10
Market Master 1 10
N 10 100

Only 10 migrants (8% of 120) were in regular
wage employment. And . all of these people were engaged
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in farming either by doing most of the work on weelends,
off-duty hours or through their spouses and/or hired
labour. Those who employed or hired labour had

larger land holdings and other means of income outcide
agriculture as indicated in table 13, (For land

holdings see tables 4:1 and 4:2, this includes those

with 50 acres and above).

From this table it can be seen that formal or
regular wage employment in rural in-migration arcac of
Machakos District is not as significant as self-cmployment
will be shown to be here. One reason for this lack
of formal employment here is concerned with agricultfural
staff. The migrants reporting on why there is evident
soil erosion in some parts of Makueni Location (Mavindini)

said:

"we have very few agricultural assistants
who can come and survey (kuthima) the
land so that we can dig trenches to
arrest the water. And the few that

there are are so rude that they cxpect
you to go for them several times

before they come",

Leaving out the inefficient aspects of these agricultural
assistants, we see here that therec is a need for more
staff in this field. (There were 5 agricultural

assistants to serve a population of 54,595l most of

1 Kenya Population Census, op.cit, p. 31
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.....

which is farming), And as well as izproving the
agricultural activities of the area (through z2dvice and
practical assistance like surveying the land so the
pcople can dig the trenches), increasing the agri-
cultural assistant staff, would also increcagse the

number of those in wage cmployment in rural HMachakoo.

There were only 2 enrolled nurses interviewed
as migrants in these areas. This in a small way reflects
on the poor distribution of hospital or health services
in these areas. In Yatta, Kithimani is the only health
centre for the whole area of 2748 sq. kilometrcs and
a total population of 76,348. And in Makueni an area
of 1%00 sqg. kilometres with a total population of
54,5951 people tgg;g'fis the only one, although there
are small clinics which operate here and there. And

so the migrants referring to this need said:

"we are in a very big need for more
hospitals here and especially herc
in Yatta, where if you have to be
admitted into hospital you have to
go all the way to Thika".

In these areas, then, there is a need for increased
health services, and increased services would lead to

employment of more staff. In suggesting this possible

1 Kenya Population Census 1969, op.cit, pp. 30-3l.
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action we do not minimize the competition from other
sectors of economy which militate against such factor:.

For as Veltch has oboerved:

"in a country where national income per
capita 1s low and resources limited, there
will be pressures against increasing
expenditure on health. This is parti-
cularly in countries.....which are
experiencing rapid population growth

and in which a stated aim of the

Government is to raise national income

per capita by means of econocmic planning".(1)

But even with all this "pressure", there should be

positive action taken o alleviate this need.

In rural Machakos, now, there are not{ many
large scale farms which would supply employment on the
formal sector. There were none in the Yatta and Makueni
areas, Kangundo, Mwala and Masii locations. This lack
of employment on large scale farms would also explain
why there was such a small group of wage cmployed
migrants. And the general conclusion here is that wage
employment is not a pull factor in rural to rural

migration in Machakos District.

This conclusion is supported again by the fact

that the migrants in wage employment, indicated that

1 M.D. Veitch: "Population Growth and the Health
Services", pp. 309-310 in Ominde & Ejiogu: Population
Growth and Economic Development in Africa", New York
1972, pp. 304-312.
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(apart from the two enrolled nurces) they hod cone

in mind. So these were not the jobc they had hoped to
come and do. This state of affairs lealds us to uoree

basically with Migot-Adholla who obcerves:

"Apart from migration to other rural

arcas for wage employment, there is

a long tradition of relatively permancnt
settlement for purposes of agricultural
cultivation....Migrants in thisc category

may be attracted by the "pull" of land
availability in the place of destination".(1)

Therefore we shall concentrate on land and agriculture
in discussing the self-employment occupational activities

in the areas of in-migration.

Self-Employment

The agricultural activities that were important
aspects of self-employment among the migrants included
herding of livestock and cultivation of crops. The

information on the table below illustrates this.

Cultivation

The Akamba people as it has already been referred
to in Chapter 2, are basically agriculturalists and the
opportunity to practise food crop farming in the arcas of
in-migration, given the availability of land was a strong

pull factor to these areas. Notice that 107 (89%)

1 Migot-Adholla, op.cit. p. 5
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Table 14:

Occupational Opportunities Given
by Migrants for Migratine to

Occupational Choice of Placec
Opportunity Makueni Yatta Total %
Cultivation ), 56 51 107 83.1
Herding ) 55 26 81 67.9
Business 2 5 5 4.1

Government
Services 2 1 3 2.5
No. of Responses - - 196 163.2
N 120
* These number more than 120 (no. of migrants)

because there were migrants who came to do cultivation
and grazing while a few had come %o do cultivation
only. For purposes of analysis we shall discuss cach
of these occupational opportunities separately.
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migrants had come to cultivate crops.

Food crop farming is especially oriented to
subsistence production of maize, beans and various types
of millet#. But maize is considered a "supcrior"
crop because even if a Mukamba peasant farmer produced
a lot of beans or millet he still considers himoelf
badly off if he has no or very little maize. Therefore
this crop has been used here to evaluate the agricultural
output of the migrants. The basic idea being here that
migrants would desire to migrate to an area where they
could do better agriculturally than they had done at
the original home. A comparison of maize crops for
migrants before and after migrating indicated that they
had higher harvests of maize after migrating. This

information is shown in Table 15.1.



Table 15.1

Average Bags of Maize Harvested by
Migrants in Makueni before and after

Miprating
Before Migrating After Migrating
Bags F % Bags F «
0] 34 56.66 4 1 1.666
1 4 6.666 5 3 5
2 5 8.333 6 1 1.666
5 4 6.666 8 1 1.666
4 3 5 10 6 10
5 3 5 15 1 1.666
6 1 1.666 16 1 1.666
8 1 1.666 18 1 1.666
12 2 3.333 20 15 25.00
20 1 1.666 24 2 3.353
40 1 1.666 25 1 1.666
60 1 1.666 26 1 1.666
30 15 25.00
40 4 6.666
50 2 5.333
55 1 1.666
60 1 1.666
83 1 1.666
a0 1 1.666
240 1 1.666
N 60 - 100 N 60 100
i 3.561 X 31.316
S 9.51 S 30.64
Median 5.5 Median  24.5
Mode 0 Mode 20.350
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Table 15.2:

4verage Bags of Maize Harvested by Migronts
in Yatta Before and After Mirratines

Before Migrating Afver Fipratonis
Bags F % Bags b T
0 34 56.66 0 9* 15
1 5 8.333 1 1 1.646
2 4 6.666 2 > 5
3 4 6.666 i 6 4 6.666
4 2 3.333 8 > P,
5 3 5 10 11 18.2%3
6 1 1.666 12 2 5.553
7 2 3.333 13 2 3.555
8 1 1.666 14 5 g,
10 2 3.533 15 5 8.337
15 1 1.666 16 1 1.666
20 1 1.666 18 2 5.233
20 6 10
25 3 5
30 2 53.335
35 1 1.666
70 1 1.666
100 1 1,666
N 60 100 N 60 100
X 2.183%3 X 16.549
3 3.873 3 10.06
Median 5.5 Median 14
Mode 0 Mode 10
* These 9 had just come and had had no land co they

could not have produced any maize. These are not included
in the average. Looking at the two ‘tables 15.1 and
15.2 we note that the production level of maize bags
per season has greatly improved because in Yatta before
migrating the highest yields were 20 bags but after
migrating the highest yields are 100 bags. As a whole
the mean average has increased to 16.549 from 2.1833,
before migrating the median rose from 5.5 to 14 bags.
In Yatta also there were 34 people who had . produced

no maize per seascn before migrating. But only

9 people who had just come to Yatta and who had no land
then reported zero harvests of maize.
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In Hakueni the highest bags of maize harvested
per season before migrating was 60 bags. (This
particular person had migrated primarily to go and
graze his herds on better grass). But after migrating
yields of 240 bags of maize have been realized. llotice
too that while 34 people had not harvested any maize before

migrating, none reported zero harvestis after migrating.

From these tables too we notice that the migrants
in Makueni have done better farming-wise than those in
Yatta. The physical geography of Yatta explains this
difference., Yatta as it has already been pointed out
is a drier place than Makueni and this should contribute
a lot to what yields are possible. Also plots of
land in Yatta are smaller than those in iakueni and
according to land potentiality data Yatta which has
a rainfall of 20" per annum should strictly be a ranching
area.l This low productivity of maize in Yatta ic a
very serious economic drawback because malze continues to
be the chief source of income, for many families there.
This is because there are no cash crops grown here;
although 12 migrants in Yatta werc growing vegetables for
sale, locally. (These happened to have been allocated
'plots of land on the irrigation scheme area along the

Mutau-Yatta Furrow). Therefore although the maize
1

Mbithi & Barnes, op.cit, p. 46
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yields for migrants have gone up here there ic still
a potential famine situation. And this echoes very
closely the warning of I.L.O. 19721 that the movenent
of population from good land due to land shortage,
"to the marginal farming areas of Kenya is crecating a

rotentially serious famine situation".

For Yatta area then, the implication here ico
that irrigation schemes are necessary if the migrants
are going 1o farm econcmically and even producc cnough
crops for subsistence needs. The migrants with the
plots of land on the experimental irrigation scheme
have already shown that vegetables (tomatoes, cabbages,
onions and carrots) and maize and beans can be produced

in guantities all the year through irrigation.

Again, information diffused from tables 15.1
and 15.2 lead us to infer that migrants were people
who on the average produced very little or no maize
and therefore migrated to go and do better farming.
This inference is closely supported by the fact that on
average non-migrants produced per geason more bags of
maize than the migrants had done before migrating. 1In
Mwala nobody reported zero harvests although in Kangundo
and Masii 5 non-migrants had reported no maize. Signi-

ficantly, these were among the 36 non-migrants who indicated

L IL0: Employment, Incomes and Equality: A Strategy
for Increasing Productive Employment in Kenya, 1972, bp. 163
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that they might migrate later (see table 6), Tableo
16.1 to 16.3 have been compiled to show the amcunt of
maize non-migrants harvested. The maize these people
harvested is more than the migrants had before nmigrating

(see tables 15.1 and 15.2; 16.1 to 16.3),

Later on in this chapter, tables 16.1 to 16.3
will be discussed further in comparison with maize
yields realised by migrants from each of the high

medium and low potential areas.

Table 16.1

Maize Yields in Kangundo (Baes)

Bags F %
-4 10 25
5-9 10 25
10 - 14 10 25
15 - 19 2 5
20 - 24 5 12.5
25 - 29 0 0
30 - 34 3 7.5
N 40 100
X 10.30
S 8.125

Range 0 - 30




- 119 -

Table 16.2:

Maize Yields in Masii (Baso)

Bags f i
1 - 9 11 27.5
10 - 19 15 37.5
20 - 29 6 15
30 - 39 5 12.5
40 - 49 0
50 = 59 1l 2.5
60 - 69 2 5
70 - 79 0 0
80 - 89 0 0

N 40 100

X 17.425

S 14.11

Range 0 - 60
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Table 16.3

Maize Yields in Mwala (Bagc)

Bags f %
1 -9 13 32.5
10 - 19 12 30
20 -~ 29 ) 17.5
30 - 39 5 12.5
40 - 49 1 2.5
50 - 59 0 0
60 - 69 1 2.5
70 = 79 0 0
80 - 89 1 2.5
N 40 100
X 16
S 15.81
Range 3.80
* The figures are high here (i.c. E) because

of the classes 60-69 and 80-839. It was basically
assumed that Mwala which is drier than Masii would
have lower yields.
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Looking at tables 16.1 to 16.3 we note
that the non-migrants in Kangundo on an average produced
10:30 bags of maize. Table 17 below shows that migrants
from high potential areas (including those from Kangundo)
before migrating produced only 4.669 bags of maize on
average. This is obviously below the estimated average
per season in Kangundo and therefore we can sece here
that people who produced this little maize would be
pulled to migrate to an area where the average production
of maize per Season is 26.703 bags of maize for the

migrants from high potential areas.
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Table 17:

Maize Yields for Migrants fron
High Potential Arecas

Before Migrating After Migrating
Bags F % Bars F <
0-9 58 98.3 0-9 4 6.8
10 -19 1 1.69 10 -19 19 22.7
20 -29 0 20 =29 20 24
30 -39 0 30 -39 9 15.5
40 -49 0 40 -49 3 5
50 =59 0 50 ~-59 0 0
60 -69 0 60 -69 1 1.69
70 =79 0 70 =79 0 0
80 -89 0 80 -89 1 1.69
90 -99 0 90 -99 1 1.69
100-109 0 100-109 1 1.69
N 59 100 N 59 100
X 4.669 X 26.703
S 1.296 S 19.24
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Looking at table 16.2 we note that the narvest
in Masii per season was 17.425 bags of nmaize, Rut
the migrants from medium potential areas of which
Masii is one, produced 9.0454 bags of maize per ceaton
before migrating (see table 18). This is aboutl
half of the maize non-migrants at Masii produced. And
therefore a migrant who had such little maize would
be encouraged to migrate to an area where he would
harvest an average of 25.8636 bags per season. The
non-migrant here would alsc be pulled to guch an arca
where bhetter yields are possible especially because
maize in the medium potential areas (Masii for example)
is used both for consumption and financial neceds.
Table 18 below gives the information on how much maize
migrants from medium potential areas produced before

and after migrating.
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Table 18:

Maize Yields for Migrantcs
Potential Areas

from Mediun

Before Migrating

After Migrating

Bags F % Bags F %
0-29 18 81.81 0 -9 5 12.67
10 =19 2 9.09 10 =19 ) 31.85
20 =29 0 0] 20 =29 7 31.85
30 -39 1 4.55 30 -39 5 13.65
40 -49 0 0 40 -4S 0 0
50 -59 1 4,55 50 =59 1 4.55
60 -69 0 0 60 -69 0 0
70 =79 0 0 70 -79 0 0
80 -89 0 0 80 -89 0 0
90 =99 o 0 90 =99 0 0
100 -109 0 0 100 -109 0 0
110 -119 0 0 109 -119 O 0
120 -129 0] 0 120 -129+ 1 4.55
N 22 100 22 1C0
X 9.0454 b'¢ 25.8636
S 11.96 S 24.%6
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Table 16.3 shows that on an average poople
in Mwala produced 18 bags of maizc per ceacon. Wrile
table 19 below shows that migrants from low potcntial
areas including Mwala, producecd 6.0384 bags of maine,
on an average before migrating. Therefore migrantc
from low potential areas produced only, ore third of
what non-migrants in Mwala produced., However, at
their new areas the same migrants produced 17,064 bago
of maize., Thus approximately almoSt what their counterpartc
at the home areas produced. And although thesc migrants
from low potential areas do not seem to producce nore
maize than their counterparts at their original home,
they nevertheless have improved their perconal maize
production almost three times. Hence the fact that
the situation of the migrants improved for the better
(subsistence wise) indicates that other people in the

same category would be encouraged to migrate.
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Table 19:

Maize Yields for Migrants from Low
Potential Areac

Before HMigrating After Higrating
Bags F % Bags F “
0-9 35 89.74 0 -9 19 48.716

10 =19 2 5.128 10 =19 9 25,076
20 =29 2 5.128 20 -29 2 5.128
30 =39 0 0 30 -39 5 12.820
40 -49 0 0 40 -49 1 2.564
50 -59 0 0 50 =59 2 5.128
60 -69 0 0 60 -69 0 0
70 =79 0 0 70 =79 1 2.564
80 -89 0 0 80 -89 0 0
90 -99 0 0 90 -99 0 0
100 =109 0 0 100 =109 0 0
N 39 100 N 39 100
i 6.0384 X 17.0641
S 1.389 S 17.21
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Cash Crops

Although cultivation of food crops in the areas
of in-migration is a very important aspect of land
and farming opportunities the lack of cash crops in
these areas, acts as a deterant for some people, who

would.have otherwise migrated out there,.

In Yatta there was no cash crop farming at all.
In Makueni only 19 people had grown cotton prior to 1973,
but they had given it up due to the amount of farm labour
cotton requires and also because transporting it to

Machakos was an expensive affair.

Cash crops have a definite pull factor effect,
as Owakol found out in Machakos. And hence non-migrants
in Kangundo who from the data on land holdings had very
little land indicated that they would not migrate from
their farms because they had cash crops. Of the 40
non-migrants in Kangundo only 7 did not grow coffee
as a cash crop. 18 respondents here also grew fruits
which they sold as a cash crop (for example passion
fruits, oranges and lemons). The macadamia nuts
were also grown as a cash crop. For these non-migrants
the self-employment returns they get from coffee are
far more than the maize. Yield returns in the areas of

in-migration. Coffee returns for some respondents per

1 Owako, op.cit, pp. 240-271, 1969.



- 128 -

season were reported as 7,000/-, 5,000/~ and the least
reported amount was 2,000/-. Returns from rmaize sales

are not so high because at the time of thic reccareh tie
highest price for a bag of maize was 30/- (K.F.A.) and a
migrant cannot sell all the maize because it ig also the
food for his family.

This then leads us to conclude that migrants are
people who have a low inceme in their areas of origin,
especially where there is a lack of cash crops. This ticc in
with what Caldwell found out in Ghana's rural arcas with
cash farming. BHe reports that, villagers stayed back:

"Because they have jobs there and
farms from which they get substantial
income which is able to maintain them", (1)

Certainly for Kangundo this statement is true because
even though maize harvests were low -~ 10.30 bags of
maize — and also the land acreages - almost half of the
people interviewed here had less than 1 acre of land, the
respondents refused to migrate because of their coffeec.
The implications for more research into the type and
marketing of cash crops that can be grown in these arcas
of in and out migration are obvious. The need is even
greater when we note that there is a dire need for
creating alternative ways of raising an income

in these areas other than through maize sales for the

majority of the migrants.

. J.C. Caldwell: African Rural-Urban Migration:
The Movement to Ghana's Towns, canberra, 1969, p. 92.
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Owakol has made a few observations in Machakon
District concerning cash crops which cre valuable.
On lowland Machakos cash crops that could be grown
there include cotton, sisal, tobacco and castor cseced.
Sisal 1is a baslcally plantation crop and its farming
can only be encouraged on commercial lines., However
cotton growing can be improved. And although it
competes with maize in terms of time for planting,
labour and immediate cash value, if the price of cotton
is raised farmers can be given an incentive to grow it.
A farmer will not go into all the labour cotton cntails

if the highest he can get for it is 50 cents per pound.

There has never been encouragement to grow
tobacco in Makueni even though 1t is geographically
well suited to it. And even though the B.A.T. company
is not many miles away from this area. Snuff taking ic
also a very popular habit in Machakos and people would

find a ready market for their tobacco.

Castor seed growing would be highly suited to
the dry conditions on the lowlands but peasanis have
never taken it seriously. However, given encouragement

they might do so.

1 Owako: op.cit, pp. 264-265.
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Livestock Farming

Livestock is and has always been an important
aspect of Akamba culture. It was the only means of
accumulating wealth in the past and hence one's social
and economic status was closely linked to how much
wealth, in livestock, he had. With a lot of livestock
one could "buy" oneself several wives because he could
afford the bride price payments., Livestock too, has had
a high religious value for it was the chief means of
transacting all religious rituals. Again cattle are
and have been a means of subsistence capital investment
especially against bad years and other unexpected

tragedies.

This brief summary agrees to a very great

extent with what Peter Rigby has observed among East

African societies. He says:

"I+t would be broadly true to say,
despite a few exceptions that in East
African societies livestock provided

the main units of value and the only way in
which wealth could be accumulated. They
thus constituted the most important
heritable property apart from land, and
land was not considered heritable pro-
perty in large parts of East Africa.
Livestock not only represented wealth,
it also had symbolic value". (1)

. Peter Rigby: "Pastoralism and Prejudice: Ideology
and Rural Development in East Africa" 1968, p. 5. A paper
given at the Sociology and Development Workshop, Kampaia.
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The Akamba have kept large herds and doonit.
campaigns by the colonial government to destoc)
because of soil conservation and other agricul tural

issues Joy Adamson, writing in 1967, commented that:

"The Akamba are agriculturalists
but alsc keep large herds which
erode the country very badly". (1)

It is therefore against this background of
emotions, values and symbels attached to livesiock
that the occupational opportunity of grazing as a
pull factor for the Akamba migrants to Yatta and also
to Makueni is to be understood. Yatta as it has been
already pointed out is a low rainfall arca and the Akamba
have for years associated it with grazing of livestock,
and before it was declared a Crown Land the Akamba had
been herding cattle thure in keeping with the pastoralists
grazing habits of moving herds from place to placc in

search of pasture.

And although the biggest economic asset for the
migrants was land to cultivate on, there werc 81 migrants
who had acgquired the land for grazing purposes as well
(see table 14). However, something very unusual seems to

have occurred concerning the herd size or the perceived

1 Joy Adamson: The Peoples of Kenya, London, 1967
p. 237
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opportunity to graze. There is a marked differcnce
petween the mean averages of herds the migrants had
before and after migrating. See the table below which

compares the mean average number of herdc for ‘he migranic.

Table 20:

A Comparison of the lMean Average lunmber
of Herds of the Migrants Before and
After Migrating

Typedof Makueni Migrants Yatta Migrants

Her Before After Before After
Cows 13.06 11.4 10.433 2.983
Sheep 9.66 6.15 5.483 4.266
Goats 12.45 15.433 7.50 7.10

In all these figures except for goats in Makueni
where an increase of 3 above the original mean is noted,
the mean averages have a marked drop. The reasons for
this are worth studying further. But the migrants argued
that their herds were lost during the long trek to these
areas (some people had travelled all the way from Kangundo
or Mwala to Makueni) and because there were tgeise flies
in some of the areas the migrants settled on, they argued
that these attacked the herds on arrival and hence reduced
them. Again for those migrants from highland Machakos the
climatical change affected the herds. With this loss of
herds, then it is easy to understand why many migrants

who had set out to do grazing and cultivation have ended

up doing cultivation only.
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The Akamba traditional farming balance Yetween
crops and livestock has therefore faced a serious et baek
in these areas. This is especially So because local
seasonal droughts at times occur in these arcas of
in-migration. In fact Mbithi and Wioner+ point out
they probably occur every year on the marginal lands
(Yatta included). When these droughts occur, crop
failure also occurs. Therefore if a family has depended
only cn crops the situation can be very serious for it.
This is reflected by the answers of these 57 respondentc

concerning why they liked mixed farming when they caid:

"T can sell animals to buy food from
others when the rains fall™.

Others felt that herds were "an important aspect of
Akamba culture". And even that the herds had more

value than the foed crops, for example, maize, "Because 1
cow = 3 bags of maize"., Herds then are significant
economic assets and to the Akamba complimentary to crop
farming. Livestock manure is also used tor agriculture
and the farmer who lacks livestock and the money to buy

artificial fertilizers cannot hcpe for very big yields.

The other economic value of livestock is connected

with milk and the fat (ghee) that are sold for money or

Mbithi & Wisner: Famine and Drought, 1972
p. 9, IDS Discussion paper No. 142
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are exchanged for food. Migrants with mich cows

quoted the sales from both fresh and sour millk +o

point out the importance of keepirg cows. Sone mipranto
supplied milk to the local hotels (where tea is sold)
and even at the price of 70 cents per bottle, come

got 50/- a month from the milk. Sour milk is sold

at the market places and in many cases it is used ac

a supplement to vegetable or meat stews. In thece arcag
where vegetables are hard to come by (dry conditions)
milk then gets a high value - both for the selling

family and those who buy it.

Because herds have such high values attached to
them, the non-migrants whose land was not as big as that
of the migrants also kept herds. Out of 120 nan-migrants
only 10 (8%) did not keep cows and 24 (20%) did not
keep goats. Sheep are not very commonly kept in Mwala,
Kangundo and Masii because 67 non-migrants out of 120
did not have any. The table below illustrates how many

herds on the average each non-migrant had.
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Table 21:

Number and Mean Average of Herds
xept by Non-nmigrants - 120

Type of Place of Out-ligration
Herds Kangundo Masii wala
Cows No. 236 543 260
Mean 3.9 8.67 9.0
Goats No. 233 294 557
Mean 2.8 7.4 13.0
Sheep No. 81 169 67
Mean 2.0 4.2 1.7

This table needs very little explanation. But it

stregses again the value accorded to livestock and the

fact
This
land
cows
also

than

lives

that they are "an important aspect of Akamba culture™.
is stated here because even where there is an acute
shortage (Kangundo) people still raise up one to 5
which are tethered toc a tree or stall fed. The table
shows that Mwala location has more cows and goatc

either Magii and Kangundo. And that Macil has more

tock than Kangundo. This leads us to observe the

statement made eariier that animals were/are kept as an

invegtment. Masii and Mwala are drier than Kangundo ic
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and have no cash crops. Therefore it ic cven more
important for people here to keep more animals to cupple-
ment their financial needs either in drought and famine
conditions or at peak financial crisis pericds for
example at school fees paying times. (There are people

who specialize in animal selling and buying bucinesc and

who at such peak financial periods make a lot of profit.

Looking at table 14, we see that herding in Yatta
was given as an occupational oppgrtunity by only 26 of
the 81 migrants who had intended to go and graze. Alsco
that in tables 20 and 21 the non-migrants in either
Kangundo, Masii and Mwala kept more cows than thoose
migrants in Yatta. This then is an anomally which ic
hard to account for csince Yatta is more suited to grazing
than any other area in this study. Therefore, this
leads us to see that there is an obvious lack of
knowledge of the economic potential at Yatta and hence
more ‘education' on this aspect is needed if the

migrants here are to benefit at all.

On the other hand, because livestock is also kept
as a security for bad years and maizc harvests are
low here (16.549 bags per seascn -~ sec table 15.2) -
it may be that migrants have gold many of their
livestock - and not having had a large maize gurplus to

sell in order to buy livestock, they have not added on

to their dwindling herds.
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Businesses

According to table 14 only 5 migrantc indicnted
that they had migrated to either Yatta or Makueni ‘o
start business. But there must have been opportuniticc
for doing business there because 46 rccpondents were
engaged in some type of business in Makueni and Yatta.
Most of this business was conducted in the urban centres
of Wote, Mavindini and Kithimani. Women werec mostly
engaged in the business of selling food stuff (maize,
beang, bananas, millet and vegetables), while the men
were shopkeeping, tailoring, brewing and selling of
native beer, animal selling and others, included charcoal

burning and bicycle repair. This information is tabled

below:

Table 223
A Breakdown of Business Held by the Migrants
Type of Business Total %
Shopkeeping 12 26.1
Foodstuff selling (by women) 12 26.1
Native Beer Brewing & Selling 8 17.4
Animal Selling 5 10.9
Charcoal Burning 4 8.7
Tailoring 3 6.5
Bicycle Repair 1 2.2
1 2.2

Spray Painting

No. of Cases 46 100
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Except for charcoal burning, all “heze oiler
business categories arc urban centred. The fact +hat
these business opportunities exist there mcans that
people will be attratted to these areac to establioch
enterprises. Also that 46 migrants had non-agricul tural
activities indicates that migrants had comewhat improved
in their economic status., The implication here is that
other non-migrants seeing or hearing of the procperity
of their otherwise counterparts would want to migrate.
This situation is generally supported by Glcavc,l who
writing on hill settlement in West Africa observes that
the migrants wers led to leave the hills for the plaing
among other reasons because they desired to earn money.
Gulliver2 too, although dealing with labour migration

isolated the economic factor as the overwhcelming recacon

in migration.

The discussion points us to the conclucgion
that rural to rural migration in Machekos District is reclated
to the agricultural occupational opportunities in the
areas of in-migration. These opportunities available
have been isolated as mainly self-employment in farming
and in businesses which are closely linked to farming
activities. Hence the economic motivation in migration

has been shown to be an essential factor to conosider.

1 M.B. Gleave: "Hill Settlements and their Abandment
in Tropical Africa", pp.39-49, Inst.of Br. Geog. Transactions
No. 40, December 1966, London.

2 P.H. Gulliver: Labour Migration in a Rural Economy:
A Study of the Ngoni and Ndendeuli of Southern Tanganyiia,

1955, p. 16..
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It has also been shown that the peonle from
high potential areas who have cash cropc do rnot

aspire to migrate,

The opportunities in the destination areas
are in a way a reflection of what home coenditions have
been for the migrants., And we shall in Chapter 5 focus
our discussion on the environmental and social calamitics
(problems - crises) at the areas of origin that have
led to out migration. These calamities are clocely linked

to the economic factor in migration.
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CHAPTER 5

ENVIRONMENTAL AND SQCIAL FACTORS
IN MIGRATION

The third hypothesis in this study which will
be tested in Chapter 7), states that within a piven
rural community people will tend to migrate because
of drought or cther environmental and social factors.
These factors reduce the capacity to generate satic-
factory subsistence for the families. This hypothecis
is therefore seeking to isclate cases of migrants
who moved because of these factors. From previous
discussion it has been established that Machakos
District has a long history of these environmental
factors (see table 2 on the regularity of famine).

The factors include famine, caused either by drought

in lowland Machakos, or by uneconomically small areas
of land. Soil erosion and soil exhaustion are not
uncommon there and in fact they have a long history for
the destocking campaign of 1938 was to try and combat

them,

Environmental Factors

In the three locations of out migration oStudied
that is Kangundo, Masii and Mwala, the most cutstanding
aspects of environmental factors (crisic) cnumerated
were drought, famine, poor soils and soil erosion. A

table of these factors is given on the next page,
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and is to be discussed along with the inforoation on

table 24,

Table 23:

Perception of Environmental Factors
Influencing Migration by Non-Mirrants

Indices of

Crisis or Kangundo Masii Mwala Total ﬁ
Potential (40) (40) (40) (120) 100
Crisis H.P. M.P. L.P.
Drought 0 35 21 56 26.6
Poor Soils* 15 4 25 44 6.6
Famine 13 ' 22 42 55.0
Soil Erosion 4 7 17 28 23,3
No. of
Responses 32 53 85 170  141.5
N 120
H.P, = High Potential
M.P. = Medium Potential
L.P. = Low Potentizl
* Poor soils in Kangundo was given to mean hilly

and stony. Perhaps thig is also a good point at which
to state that much of the data in this chapter is
subjective and analysis will be closely restricted

to how the community perceived and evaluated migration
as an alternaitve. Wherever possible the objective
information presented on the background chapter will
be used to affirm or negate the data.
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Table 24:

*Environmental Factors Influencing
Migration Given by Migrants at

Factor at Makueni Yatta Total v,
Home Area

Pamine 54 9 63 2.5
Drought 14 2 16 15,5
Poor Soils 9 4 13 10.8
Soil Erosion 0 1 1 0.8
No. of Responses 77 16 93 4.4
N 120
* Not all gave environmental factorgc but rather

social factors influencing nigration. Seec Table 25,
page 148,

Drought

As it can be clearly seen from table 23, drought is
a very important environmental calamity in the drier parts
of Machakos. Here there were 56 (46%) out of 170 responseg,
given by 120 respondents, which indicated that drought is
a factor in out migration. Kangundo which is a wetter arca
had no response for this calamity. When a drought occurs
there are either crop failures or very poor harvests. And
ag these droughts increase (see table 2 showing the frequenc
of drought and famine) people are tempted to migrate out

especially when the droughts combinec with other cnvironmenta.

factors.

Masii which is a geographically medium potential

area had more (35) responses given for drought influencing



- 143 -

migration there than Mwala (21) which i a low modrn4ind
arca, The only explanation which we can offer iere is
that since Masil people are used to having bLetter rainfall
than Mwala people (Masii rainfall igc 25-28" annually while
that of Mwala is 20 inches) they are more sensitive to

its shortage and failure more than the people in Mwala.
Hence what looks a normal year at Mwala would bz a bad
year at Masii. There was a drought (October 1973%)

when field work was carried out at Masii and Mwala and
this could have influenced the perception of Macii reccpon-

dents on drought and migration.

However, on table 24, there werc 16 (13.%%) migrants
who indicated that drought conditions at home had influcnced
their decision to migrate. The large group 52.5% of thoce
who migrated due to famines, by inference, indicate also
that drought conditions so much prevalent in two areac of
out-migration (Mwala and Masii - low and medium potential

areas), could have led to these famines and hence migration.

Pocr Soils

In total poor soils received 44 (36) of the responses
shown on table 23. In Kangunde therec were 15 recpongses
indicating that poor soils influence migration., Poor
s0ils h€re include hilly and stony piececs of land.

It was rather unexpected that Kangundo pcople would think
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of poor soils more than thoce of Macii where cnly 4
respenses were recorded. The explanation which crn e
attempted here is that due to the mall cizeo of lund in
this area the sensitivity to soil conditionz would Lo hiph
because a given family would be keen to utilize the land
to the limit. Hence any slight dicadvantage like the
terrain of the land would be noted, while at Masii people
have more land in comparison and thercfore only those

who have land with really poor soil would cee it ac

a cause for migration. The other alternative is that
since Masii has poor soils anyway, pecple are not so
sensitive to them. However this last altcrnative is a
very weak one because Mwala with still poorecr soils than
Masii gave 25 responses out of the 44 given for influencing
migration. Therefore one can only conclude that Masii
people are probably not aware that tkey have poor coils which
reduce the fertility of the land and as sSuch migration
from this location is influenced by other environmental
factors and not poor scils. The results in this table
indicate +that people in Mwala are very sensitive to their
s0il condition and that 62.5% (of 40) people here felt

that poor soils influence migration.

Among the migrants (table 24), 13 (10.8%) of
them had been influenced by poor soclls in their decision to
migrate. In areas of destination the soils are relatively

fertile since the lands have been uninhabited for a long

time.
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Famine

Famine was given 13 responses at Kangundo 2z an
influential factor in out nmigration. In this arca
however famine is more acute than the responses here
indicate. The rainfall (30") and soils here are cuite
gocd and one would expect a lot of food to be grown
here. But there is such a high population density and
nence such small pieces of land that subsistence food
production would be inadeguate. - The other problem
here at Kangundo is that much of %he land that would
have been good for crop farming is under cash crop
farming therefore leaving little or no land to do sub-
sistence farming.  Therefore maize (the staple food
crop in Machakos District) is not produced in sufficient
quantities here. The average number of bags produced
here as already mentioned in chapter four is 10 bags
per season. The migrants from Kangundo always qualificd
that "we migrated from Kangundo because it is a famine

area and so we came here to get rid of famine too".

Mwala with its poor rainfall and goils and
high freguency of drought reported 22 cases of famine
influencing out migration. Although it has been shown
alréady (in Chapter 4) that Mwala respondents harvested
18 bags of maize per season, this maize 1is not cnough
when lack of cash crops leads to the sale of this

maize for family needs. All in all famine received
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35% (42) of the total responses given ac environmore

factors in out-migration.

Famine has been shown to be present in Mzchakoo
district, and according to table 24 it got 6% (52.5) of
the 95 responses given by migrants concerning cenvironzental
factors influencing migration. It shows therefore that
more than half of the migrants had experienced famine and
famine conditions at home before migrating. The rcasons
for this famine are closely related to the delicate
balance between man and his environment - cauced by low
rainfall (drought), land and population density, coil
erosion activities also add to the low productivitiy cof

the land and hence famine resulis.

Soil Erosion

Soil erosion has been shown to be a menace to
agriculture in both high and lowland arcas of Machakos.
And although the rainfall is low over much of this district,
as Scott1 observes "in low drier areas where there is
poor vegetative cover" soil erosion occurs., Soil erosion
as an influence on migration received 28 (23) rccponses
from non-migrants. Notice that Mwala and Masii with

drier, poorer soils and almost no vegetation left

. R.M. Scott, "The Soils of East Africa", p. 68
in BE.W. Russell, The Natural Resources of East Afrlcg,
East African Literature Bureau, Nairobi, 1972, pp. 67=71l.




- 147 -

(originally acacia type) have more caces of £oil erocic:n
reported than in Kangundo. Howsver anong the nifFrantc
soil erosion does not have significant responces as an
influence on migration. Only 1 (1.08%) migrant indicatcd

that he had problems with Soil erosion at the home arca.

From the foregoing then we note that the nmocst
serious environmental problems in areas of out migration
are related to the unproductivity of the land and land
size esgspecially in Kangundo, and that these environmental
problems combined (an aggregate) have a serious effect
on how much one can produce from a given piece of land
in such an environment. Therefore a person who, as 1s the
case in this research, has a little land which is in
turn subjected to these environmental calamities has to
migrate so as to find satisfzctory means of earning a

livelihood.

Again the factor of land unproductivity and migration
has been stressed by Eicherl who observes that "ecological
constraints” reduce land productivity. Also Mbithi and
Barne52 found out that migration among the squatters was
related to their "qualitative evaluation of low land

productivity" and among some of the phrases used by squatters

. Eicher, et.al: Employment Generation in African
Agriculture: Michigan State University, 1970, p. i16.

2 Mbithi & Barnes, op.cit, pp. 89-90.
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to dencte the low land productivity and authors rive
"stony hills, steep hillsides, exhausted Colle, diminiviing

Al
y

rainfall and being cver crowded”,

Being over crowded is a social factor and one
that leads to over taxing of the environment and tensionco
among the population. We shall therefore turn to

the social factors that influenced out migration.

Social Factors

In this study the social factors that influenced
migration were large families, family tensions, (quarrels)
neighbourhood tensions, divorce and witchcraft. These

are shown on table 25.

Table 25:

Social Factors Given by Migrants for
Influencing their Choice tc Migrate to

Factor at Makueni Yatta Total %
Home Area

Land (problems

of) 60 60 120 100.0
Too many in the

family 60 50 110 91.6
Family quarrels 20 15 25 29.1
Neighbourhood

tensions 13 7 20 16.
Divorce 0 6 6 5.0
Witchcraft 0 4 4 3.3
No. of Responses 153 142 295 245.6

N 120
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This informaticn on this table will be diceus:s.d
together with the information non-migrantc gave
concerning social factors, and so a table for thoege

has been compiled (Table 26).

Table 26:

Perception of Social Factors Influencing
Migration by Non-Migrants

Indices of Kangundo Masii Mwala Total %
Potential (40) (40) (40) 120
Factor H.P. M.P. L.P.
Land (problems
of) 35 58 32 105 58.988
Too many in
the family 17 10 21 48 26,966
Problens
leading to
sale of 5 8 8 21 11.797
land
Witcheraft 0 0 4 4 2.247
H.PpP. = High potential
M.P. = Medium Potential
L.P. = Low potential

The land problem has already been discussed in
Chapter 3. So we will not go into details here

but only refer to it. We shall discuss each factor

separately.
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Too many in the Family

Large families caused or influenced mirration
because in table 25, 110 (37.288%) responses were piven
for this social factor. In Machakos district, it has
already been shown that population densities are high,
and hence population redistribution. Large familiecs
are either as a result of fathers marrying too many
wives or lack of birth control. Migrants indicated
that their fathers had had many children and hence large
families. PFertility among the Akamba and for that matter
Kenyans, has been uncontrolled and due to relatively
low mortality (as a result of improved living conditions,
and preventive as well as curative medicine) in the
recent past, many children have survived. Also where a
man has more than one wife the aggregate number of
children for the wives is usually more than that of
one wife, and hence respondents from polygynous families
indicated that they moved because they were too many as
"father had 16 wives" or for "father had 9 wives". The
land in such families is sub-divided till it becomes too
uneconomical to survive on. Non-migrants gave 48
(26.966%) responses on large families influencing

out migration.
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Family Quarrels

This is closely linked to land shortagra, This
is because families live close together and as a
result find much to quarrel about including +tho land.
Among the migrants 35 (11.864%) responses were given ~r

for family quarrels influencing migration.

Many of the family guarrels included such aspects
as wives of brothers quarreling over childrents fights
or co-wives quarreling over lack of favours from the
hushand to each other. And in general this respondent
(migrant) summed up what happens with co-wives when he
said that "wives often quarr¢1 in large families" and
giving it as a reason for migration. There were 21
(out of 35) cases given where the husbands, along with
other factors, had to migrate with one wife so as 1o
separate her from the other one. The other alternative
for such husbands is to migrate with both or more wives

and settle each wife in a different area where she and her

own sons make a household.l

Widows

Another aspect of family quarrels that could lead
and in this case led to out migration is in conncction

with the state of widows. By Akamba custom such women

1 Information received verbally.
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s

were taken care of by their husbands! living brother
or kinsmen. Bul in some cases now, as this fe-ale
migrant reports the following happens; "after Yy
husband died land was taken away from me and I was
told to go away with my small children". In some other
cases it is even the father who directs bitterness at
his son. This woman migrant put it this way - "my
husband (now dead) was an illegitimate child and when
his mother died his step father and bSrothers chased

us away".

That this kind of thing can happen to a Mukamba
family is of significant note of the degree to which
traditional norms have broken. It used to be that women
with children were very much in demand especially if
they had sons because the sons would help to expand

the family. Children were and still are seen as a means

of wealth.

Divorce

There were six women who had migrated because they
were divorced. Some were divorced because they could not
have children. For the Akamba, the traditional role of
the woman was first and foremost to have children., Hence
a woman had/has very little value if she has no children
(large family results!!). All the six divorced women

gave their reasons for migrating as follows:
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"I migrated because I could not go back to =y
father's home". And those with children added that they
came to "look for some means of supporting their children®.
A situation like this arises because a divorced woman haco
no rights of land use, formerly hers through marriage.

It seems now that such a woman i1s no longer able to fall
back on her father's or relatives' support as is the case

of these quoted above.

Although the category of those who migrated beecause
they were divorced is small, literature isolating divorce
as a cause of migration, mostly rural-urban migration,
gives it significance  Papers by Gachuhil and Nici Nelson2

indicate this,

Neighbourhood Tensions

These tensions are closely connected with land
shortage. Neighbours live so very closely together that
as migrants said "you can't even keep hens because the
land is so small, that they may go to yeur neighbourts

land hence causing trauble".

Land court cases also spark off neighbourhcod

tensions. TLand pressure in areas of out migration leads

to a situation where gome neighbours want to deprive

1 J.M. Gachuhi: "Anatomy of Prostitutes and Prostitution
in Kenya". IDS Working Paper No. 113, July 1973, p. 9.

2 Nici Nelson: "Buzaa Brewing in Mathare Valley" 1973
Department of Sociology, Nairobi University, p. 8.
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others off their land. A% least 9 (11%) misranis revartod
- - Vs “J' - N A

that their land was alienated this way’and they rad 4o

migrate. Other sccial problems leading to land alienaticn

were discussed in Chapter 3.

Hence in this chapter the argument leadc uc to
see that population pressure has gparked off family
and other social tensions. The precsure on the cnvironuent
combined with these social pressures have led to out
migration. The out migration has been directed to the goal
of finding better means of livelihood and a satisfactory

production from the environment - land.

There were other social factors that a migrant
had to consider before migrating and hence in Chapter 6

we will focus our discussion on these and other personal

characteristics of migrants.



- 155 -
CHAPTER 6

GENERAL AND OTHER SOCIAL FACTORS
IN MIGRATION

The process of migration decision has so far been
focused on landlessness or near landlessness conditions
and the economic factors. In this chapter attention
will Dbe drawn to the general considerations a migrant
has to meke -~ one of these is the network of social
relationships. Distance to be covered is another one.
And also we shall try to point out here what influence
the dramatizational effects of the migrants have on the
would be migrant in the rural context. We shall
therefore be more concerned here with the 'how' and 'who!
of migration than the 'why'! of it. We gshall here
be discussing the hypothesis that migration at the
individual level is related to distance, kinship
and other migrant's differential factors. Some of the
data presented here is limited by subjectivity and therefore
not rational or objective. However this limitation neceds

not suggest that the data is necessarily unrecliable

for as Jackson observes:

"The rational element in the decision
to migrate is only partial and depends
on the variations of personality,
information, emotion and independence
of the individual". (1)

1 J.A. Jackson: Migration, Cambridge Univercity Press
London, 1969, p. 7.
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We shall begin here by analysing the inforration +hc migrar

had that helped them to decide. The following table gives
the general picture of this information and other releovant

data in this section.

Table 27:

General Factors in Migration Decision

Indices Total %

People talked of large

harvests 57 47.5
It is near home 34 28.3
People talked of much land 53 27.5
My relatives were here 32 26.5
I had been here before 29 24.2
Pecple talked of good herds* 19 15.8

No. of Responses 204 169.8

* This was especially the case where herds did not die

or where the would be migrant did not know exactly what
the actual situation was.

Information

These migrants obtained this information from their
friends who had either migrated or had been to these
destination areas. They hence trusted them and decided
to migrate. The friend-trusting migrants were as we can
see economically influenced even though they had never

been to the areas where these large harvests were

+

v
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(although as we shall see later these in migration

areas are relatively near the areas of out-migration).

Another set of information was available to at leact

29 (24) migrants who had been to the areas and psycholopgically
and rationally been influenced to migrate by what they

saw., Relatives would also give information and effectively
dramatize to their kinsmen the effects of migration.

Therefore it was easy for the migrants to make up their

minds on migration. Non-migrants, too, seemed to have

been very favourably impressed by the well doing of the

migrants they had known at their home areas.

Hence when the non-migrants were asked to rate their
friends who had migrated, as having done better, worse
or same, 85 (70.83%) of 120 respondents indicated that
the migrants had improved in their conditions 20 (16.66%)
were said to have done worse, (4.166%) same, and 10 (8.33%)
did not know. The reasons the 85 reépondents gave for |

rating the non-migrants so are given in the following table.
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Table 28:
Reasons for Rating Migrants as Having
Done Better Hrij
Reason - Total %
They have property
(houses and business) 65 73,163 7¢ 7
Have enough food
(maize, etc.) 40 20.468 47 F
Have big land 39 19.897 Je
Have big herds 22 11.224 26 ?
Have not returned 20 10.204 25
Are healthy 5 2.551 '
Have many children 5 2.551 o T
No. of Responses 196 100

In chapter 4, we discussed the importance

of crop and animal farming to the Akamba.

And also noted

that the crop yields per season for the migrants werc

higher than their counterparts had at home.

Also that

these same migrants had generally very little crop

harvests before migrating.

Again it was shown earlier

(chapter 3} that these migrants had now either acquired

or bought larger plots of land. This table here then

corresponds to this assessment and Shows that non-migrants

have a fairly good picture of what achicvements the

migrants have made.

dramatization was apparent to the non-migrants.

Hence the economic improvenent

We
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can, infer here then that since non-nigrants

were so very much aware of the improved conditionsz

of their migrant friends, and since the migrants indicated
that their friends had talked to them about cordiiiorz
in the places of destination, the information a person
receives influences his decision to move {althcugh

of course not all the people move). This information
however may not tally with what the person expericnces
after migration. And that is why 20 (16.66%) friends of
the non-migrants, who had migrated returned home - and
were then rated as having done worse than those who

had not returned or migrated at all.

Social Considerations

It is obvious that migrants decided to migrate
to the places where there was land to farm on. But
along with this primary choice, the social relationchips
played an important role. These social relationships
were characterised by family ties. Migrants wcre asked
to indicate with whom they migrated and these findings

are shown and discussed below in table 29,
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Table 29

F@gures Computed from Responses of
Migrants indicating with whom they

Migrated
Response Total %
Migrated with family 102 85.11
Migrated alone 9 7.5 )
Migrated with relatives 8 6.66 )"
Migrated with friends 1 0.83%3)
No. of Cases 120 100

*
These were not married at the time of out

migration,

The Family

On this table migrants who travelled or migrated
with their nuclear family were 102 (85.11%). Migrants
reasoned that one had to migrate with his family "becaucse
one does not leave his family behind if one means to go
and settle permanently". Significantly too, the non-
migrants did not think that someone had completely
migrated if he left his family behind cxcept in the cases

where one wife and her children had been left behind

on the original land.
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Byerleel states that women and children mipgrate
with their head of family, and this was found to be ine
case in this research. Migration to these arcas has
of necessity to be one of families. This is ecpecially
due to the work comnected with clearing the bush,
digging the land, planting, harvesting and shooing
both birds and animals from the farms, Shooing was
necessary some years ago because there were many wild
animals and migrants had to guard their gardens againct
them if they (migrants) were to harvest anything at
all. There were 35 (29%) migrants who reported that
animals had been a real threat to them at first. (low
there are hardly any big game animals because much of

the bush has been cleared).

Thus the head of family needs plenty of manpower
to do any appreciable amount of work or to grow enough
food crops for subsistence needs. Thls 1s so because
we know that the amount of farm labour is determined by

the size of the family or its developmental cycle in

peasant agriculture. And since the migrants got bigger
pieces of land than they had had at the original arecas

(see tables 3&4) the whole family had to be brought along

for this work.

. Byerlee: op.cit, p. 3.
2 Forbes Watt, Arthur Lewis et.al: "Rural Labour™

A Class Handout by Dr. Mbithi.
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Relatives and Migration

On table 27 showing general factors in migration
decision there were 32 (15.7%) responses which indicated e
that migrants were influenced to go to a certain area
"because my relatives were there.”" It was important
to migrate out to the areas where ones kinsmen had gone
to, for they were the people one stayed with initially before
building a house. In times of crisis and for fcod supply
in the early pericd of settlement, the kincmen would be
the people to fall back on. Kinsmen had also influenced
‘them because in many cases they were the closest people
to them to dramatize migrat.on benefits. The kind of
relatives the migrants were keen to follow were mother,
father, brother and uncle. The 8 (6.66%) migrants on
table 29 were grown up men when they migrated and had
followed such relatives. And they stayed with these

kinsmen till they could set up a home. 9 (7.5%) of the

migrants on this table too migrated with their friends

and only one migrated alone.

We see then that socizl contact among migrants
was high since families, friends and relatives nigrated
together. This may be one reason why as we shall gee
in the discussion on distance below, people from one home

area tended to migrate to the same area of destination.
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Distance

Migration is a costly affair, both in transportatio..
and at the initial stages of settlement. Hence it would
follow that migrants would include distance to their
other decisions leading to migration. One of the obvicuc
advantages of being near home is that relatives would
give support to them before they could grow their own food.
And since also many of the migrants (50% of 120 migrants)
sent material support to their relatives, being nearer
them would be helpful in terms of social communication
It also means that one has a fairer idea as to what typec
of place one is migrating out to if it is near where onc
comes from. And therefore in this section we will
base our discussion on whether or not our data show
any relationship between distance and places of
migration origin and destination. The data on the

areas of origin and destination are shown on this

table.
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Table 30:

The Place of In-Migration is Related to
The Distance away from Home (Place of
Qut-Migration

Place of Out-Migration Place of In-Mipration
Makueni Yatta Total <

Closest to Yattar*

Kangundo 17 13 20 16.6
Matungulu 4 3 7 5.8
Masii 5 2 7 5.8
Mwala 2 12 14 11.6
Mbiuni 0 14 14 11.6
Mitaboni 0 4 4 2.5
Wamuyu 0 3 b} 2.5
Muthetheni 1 0 1 0.9
Closest to Makueni:
Kilungu 8 0 8 6.6
Kiteta 7 0 7 5.8
Mbooni 6 0 6 5.0
Kibauni 4 0 4 2.3
Kalama 3 1 4 2.3
Ukia 2 0 2 1.6
Kisau 2 0 2 1.6
Mbitini 1 0 1 0.9
Approximately Equal
Distance to Yatta & Makueni
Iveti 4 6 10 8.3
Muputi 2 2 4 2.2
Mua 2 0 2 1.6
No. of Cases 60 60 120 100
* This categorization is based on the map on page

165 b.
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For discussion of this table we need to look at
the administrative map of Machakos District on the noxt
page. It will be seen that the migrants places of origin
and destination on this table corresponds very clocely
to the distance between the two areas. Notice for cxanple
that of the 20 (16.66% of 120) migrants from Kangundo
13 migrants (65%) went to Yatta and only 7 (35%) went
to Makueni. Yatta as shown on this map is separated fronm
Kangundo by only one location (Mbiuni) and one can board
a bus directly to Yatta from Kangundo. On the other hand a
migrant from Kangundo who goes to Makueni has to travel a
long way (about 100 miles or more) and has to change
buses at least twice or thrice depending on which part

of Makueni he goes to.

Another example which very clearly illustrates this
distance and migration relationship is that of migrants
from Kilungu., 8 (6.66%)of 120) migrants came from
Kilungu. And a2ll of them migrated to Makueni. There is
only one location (Ukia) separating Kilungu from Makueni.
We could go on pointing out numerous examples from this
table to illustrate this but these two will cuffice.

The only location on this table that does not fit into
this simple relationship is Muputi where 2 (50%) of the
4 migrants from this location go to Yatta and the other

half to Makueni. Muputi is nearer Machakos township (next

to it) and hence on the direct bus routes to either
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Mekueni or Yatta. Thus this availability of transport
to either area of destination is the only feasibie

explanation we can offer here,

The emphasis on distance was also very clearly
indicated by non-migrants when they were asked to rank
their preferences for a place they would wisch to migrate
out to if they did. Their choices are given on table 31.
Among other reasons for prefering to migrate out to

certain areas the factor of their proximity to home wac

important.

The areas of destination on this table include
others apart from the ones that are already familiar
(Yatta and Makueni). This is because some non-migrants
would wish to go to other areas where "rainfall and climate

are better than those of Yatta or Makueni" as they said.

Again looking at the administrative map and this
table, we can see that the majority of the non-migrants

felt that if they were ever to migrate they would go to

areas, nearer home. Half (20 i.e. 50%) of the respondents

at Kangundo would choose to migrate out to Yatta as
compared to the 4 (10% of 40) from there who would go to

Makueni. 24 (60% of 40) of those at Mwala would also choosc

to migrate to Yatta which is next to Mwala, while 3 (7.5%)

out of 40 would choose to go to Makueni from Mwala. The
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Table 31:

Assessment of the Importance of Distance
ir Migration by Non-Migrants

Areas of : ’ Areas of Origin Total <
Degtination Kangundo Masii Mwala

Yatta 20 13 24 57 47.5
Makueni 4 23 3 20 25.0
Rift Valley 1 1 0 2 1.66
Ngong 2 0 0 2 1.66
Mwea, 2 0 4 6 5.00
Kilimambogo 6 0 4 10 8.33
Koma Rock 2 0 1 > 2.50
Ngwata 0 0 1 1 0.833
Kisau 1 0 0 1 0.833
Don't Know 2 3 3 8 6.66

40 120 100

EN
(&

No. of people 40
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situation however, reverses for Masii where 24 (€07 of 40)
would choose to migrate out to Makueni whieh ig fariier
from Masii than Yatta is to it. Only 13 (32.5%)
respondents from here would choose to migrate out to Yatta.
And although the route to Yatta from Masii by bus iz more
direct than that of Makueni to Masii, non-nigrants at Macii
felt that Makueni was their ancestoral home and they

would rather migrate out there.

Notice that the further the area of destination is
from the area of origin the fewer the choicec to go out there.
See for example how only 1.66% of 120 non-migrants would

desire to go to either Mwea (in Embu district) or to

Ngong (in Kajiado district).

From the analysis of data on migration and

distance we conclude here, therefore, that along with other

considerations for migrating (e.g. to go to the ancestoral
home), the distance between the area of origin and the
area of destination generally influences the migrants?

choice. This finding from the data here, affirms what

Spengler, J.J. (1952) said, that:

Mthe volume of migration is conditioned
by interregional differences in the
availability of economic opportunity
and by distance",

. Spengler, J.J. '"Population Theory", A Survey of
Contemporary Economicg, 1(1952), from Migration by
J.A. Jackson, London, 1969, p. 12.
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Another sociologist Everett Leel observes alco that
distance is an obstacle to migration, becaucce the
further the distance the more costly trancport becomes.
And Hirst2 found out that migration into Bukoba declincd
with distance from Bukoba because among other things

migrants counted the cost of travelling,

Some Personal Characteristics of Migrants

The personal characteristics of migrants (houschold
heads) include age, education, economic and marital status.
The economic and marital status have been diccussed already.
Migrants were predominantly married people with families,
whose sizes did not differ from the size of fémilies in the

areas of origin. So in this section of Chapter & we will

discuss the age and educational level of migrants.

The Age of Migrants

Unlike that of rural to urban migrants who are young

(15-193 years in Ghana and 20-254 years in Kenya) the
rural migrants in Machakos district are predominantly
in the age group 20 to below 50 years of age. After

50 years of age people begin to think they arc too old

L Lee, E.: "A Theory of Migration". 1In Migration by
Jackson, op.cit., p. 287.
2 Hirst, M.A.: "A Migration Survey in Bukoba Town,

Tanzania". Occasional Paper No. 44, Depariment of Geograp!
Makerere University, Kampala, 1971, p. 6l.

5 Caldwell, J.C.: op.cit. p. 58 (1969)
4 Rempel, H.: op.cit. p. (1970)
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to migrate. The ages of the mipgrants are cemputed in 4able

32.
Table 32:
The Age Distribution of Migrantc*
Age f <
20 - 24 32 26.66
25 - 29 17 14.1665
30 - 34 19 15.83% |
35 - 39 13 10.833,
40 - 44 20 16.66
45 - 49 I 5.833
50 - 54 12 10.00
N 120 100
* There was some difficulty in computing the ages

because many migrants, although they remembered and

knew which year they migrated to Makueni and Yatta they
did not always know when they werc born. Rough cstimates
of their ages were cither based on the ages of their
first born or according to which well known phenomenon,
for example, famine, they agsociated their birth periods
with. Hence for many migrants these ages are not in
absolute figures. However the young migrants from this
table have a higher propensity to migrate. The group

of migrants 50 years and over wags mainly made up of
mothers who had migrated with their married gons and who
were members of large polygynous’ families. These findings
are gsupported by Ominde(l) who founa out that rural
nmigrants ranged from 15-54 ycars of age.

1 Ominde, op.cit, bpp. 135 - 136.
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Education

The educational level of rural to rural miprants
is very low, and this is not surprising in the conbexs
of Africa or Kenya because literacy is very low,
G.W. Jones, commenting on Africa's educational level

says that:

"Africa has still a long way 10 £0.....
it lags well behind Asiz and Latin
America". (1)

And therefore the majority of ruralites in Kenya arc
uneducated. In this thesis the migrants! level of

education was found to be low generally as chovn in

table 33.
Table 33.
Educational Levels of Migrants
Educational Makueni Yatta Total %
Level
None 25 32 57 47.5
Standards 1-3 10 8 18 15.0
Standards 4-8% 21 18 29 32.5
Form 1-4 2 2 4 3.3
B. Arts 2 0 2 1.7
N 60 60 120 100
* Primary education before 1962 went up to standard

8 in Kenya.

1 G.W. Jones, "Bducational Goals in Tropical Africa
p.291. In Population Growth and Econcmic Development in
Africa - Ominde and Ejiogu, New York, 1972, pv. 291-303.
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The figures here in this table compare very closely
to the ones of non-migrants educational levels corniled on
Table 34, except for the two graduates chown on table %%,

tactly 62.5% in each table had less than 4 years of

education.

Table 34:

Educational Tevels of Non-=-Migrants

Levels of No. of People %

EBEducation

None 64 53.3

Standards 1-3 11 9.2

Standards 4-8 42 35.0

Forms 1-4 % 2.5
N 120 100

There is therefore no difference between the
educational level of the rural to rural migrants and the

non-migrants in the rural areas as tables 33 and 34 show.

The educational level of the migrants in Makueni
(see table %3) is higher than that of Yatta migrants
for all levels reached except forms 1-4 where cach has
2 people. There are two University level educated migrants
in Makueni. Also the non-literate migrant group

in Makueni is lower than that of Yatta. Althcvgh
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migrants were quite happy to give information concerning
the educational levels attained many were guite
embarrassed to appear so lowly educated. They cualifiecd

.

it with a statement like "my father ate my feeg"

(Nau niwandiie viisi) or that "I went to look after the

herds while others went to school.l



CHAPTER 7
COLCLUSION

At the beginning of this research ctudy,
several aspects of rural to rural migration and crploy=
ment in Machakes District were set out. In this
chapter we want to show whether or not the question
of who is the rural to rural migrant was ancwercd.
Also whether or not the study has establiched why
the rural migrant decides fo migrate and what pattern
this migration takes. In order to answer thecse

questions several variables looked into here are

discussed below.

The Land Factor

This study has attempted to show that a rural

to rural migrant in Machakos District is a person with

very little or no land. The study shows too that rural

migrants from the high potential areas are much worse
off before migrating than many migrants from either
mediuvm or low potential areas in terms of land size or
ownership. This is because migrants from high potential
areas are literally landless, and/or if they have any

land at all, it is so small that a family cannot

subsist on it (see table 7B).
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Migrants from medium and low potential rrc-s
are mostly in the categery of "having had 1it¢le Yovi
vefore migrating rather than "having been landlenc™,
However the land sizes of these migrants are -uch rore

below those c¢f the non-migrants in the parsticular

potential area.

The study has also shown that land shortage in
these areas is aggravated by the environmental conditions
which make it difficult for a given family with a given

piece of land to grow enough subsistence foodcrops.

Therefore we conclude here that the rural migrant
who is landless or near landless migrates so as to go
and get much more land where he can at least grow cnough
food crops to feed his family. And this conclusion

is strongly supported by the mu-test of the hypothesis

number one, in chapter  (that at the individual lecvel

the rural to rural migration is related to landlessness)

which rejects the Null hypothesis at the 5% significance

level.
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The FEconomic Pactor

The rural to rural migrant as well as having
Little or no land before migrating is also characterised
by having little or no subsistence food (rmaize) crops.
In all cases (whether from high, medium or low potcntial
areas) migrants were people who had produced less maize
before migrating than the non-migrants in the respective
original home areas (compare tables 16.1 to 16.3
with tables 17-19). However this study has shown
that migrants produce more maize in their new home
areas than wha?t they had produced before migrating.
So we then can see here that they have improved their
subsistence food supply at the individual level at

least.

The study has shown too that migrants have
improved in business enterprises since only 5 had
gone out to do business originally but 46 of thenm

were engaged in one type of business or the other at

the time of research.

However, these businesses were shown to be
dependent on agriculture and thereforec we conclude
here that the occupational opportunity that pulled
people into the areas of destination was sclf-cmployment
in agriculture. However this occupational opportunity

can only be realised in cases where land is available
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and thus a few (9) migrants had no inccme as
they had not obtained land at the time of rescareh
It has also been shown that a rural migrant dccidec
to go to a particular area either because others
have talked to him concerning the large harvectc

there or because he has been there and ceen for himself.

In chapter 7 the hypothesis number two, that
rural to rural migration is related to perccived
and actual subsisvence and income earning opporiuniticc
in the area of destination was tested., And since
the opportunities at the areas of destination were
mainly agricultural the test strongly supporty this
hypothesis. So we conclude here that people who produce
very little or no food crops (maize) due to landlessness
will aspire to migrate to other areas where they
can produce more (maize) foodcrops. This research
has also shown that there is a strong relationship
between the amount of land one has and the amount of
crop he can produce. Thus migrants who had little or
no land were found to produce little or no maize -
compare at least tables 7 and 17 chowing respectively

land size and maize yields for migrants from high

potential areas.
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The Environmental Factor

The envirommental factors that were found
to be significant in influencing migration were
drought, famine and poor soil conditions. Thace
environmental factors reduce the productivity of the
land. Therefore although a person for example in
Mwala (low potential area) may have more land than
a person in Kangundo (high potential area) he is
'forced'! to migrate because the productivity of his

land is too low to cater for his family'c subsictence

needs.

The Social Factor

This research has also sought to ectablich
whether or not the social factors or problems that
have mainly sprung up because of land shortage, land
adjudication and its consequences have any relationship
to migration. The results on the social aspects of
migrafion do very strongly indicate that some people
who have been made landless through the adjudication

process or through the appropriation of land by

relatives have migrated. The appropriation of land

by relatives does also indicate a serious breaking

up its traditional values and social norms, in familics

and communities in rural Machakos. The social problemd

that lead to migration also stem from population

growth that exacts pressure on the land. Thus tensions
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are created between people who live very clocely

together.

The chi-square results which were uced ‘o

test the hypothesis number three at the 5% significance
level in chapter 7, have rejected the Hull hypothecic,
Thus for this research we have shown that environmental

and social factors do influence migration.

Other Factors

This research has shown too that a rural migrant
is a person between 20-50 years of age and one who
usually has little or no education, Such a peroon
is likely to be married for 85% of 120 migrants

were already married before migrating.

From the foregoing then we have shown that
the questions of who migrates and why he migrates have
heen answered in this research study. And now we shall

make our conclusion concerning the pattern this

migration takes.

From evidence in chapter 6, we know and can
conclude that a rural migrant moves with his nuclcar
family and tries to settle where his kincmen have gone
to. He also tries to go to the area nearest his
home but the distance travelled is secondary to the

land or occupational needs for some migrants travel



— L -

Ssummary of the Research Findings

In brief, the major findings of this recearch

are:

(a) That migration in the out-migration

areas of rural Machakos is related to

landlessness,
(b) Lendlessness is in part caused by

population increase. The land adjudication

policy is the other cause of it.

(c) Environmental factors such as
drought, famine and scil infertility

influence migration.

(a) Although a person in areas, for
example Mwala, which are dry may have more
land than a person in areas, for example
Kangundo has, he is 'forced' to migrate
because the productivity of his land is toc

low 1o cater for his family's subsistence
needs,

(e) The economic motivation for migration

is directed to farming opportunities initially
but business facilities open up to the migrant.

These businesses are backed up by agriculture.
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() The lack of cash crops in
out-migration areas encourage migration

to arecas vhere there is more land.

(g) The breaking up of traditional values

in rural Machakos has led to migration for

some people.

(h) Migrants in Yatta are getting less
acres of land than the viably estimated 50 (62.5)

acres per family head.

(1) Some migrants still keep small
pieces of land at their original home arcas,

gome of which are 'donated’ to relatives,

The Implications of Some of these Findings

The Land Issue

Since migrants are pushed away from their home
areas by landlessness, it logically follows that as

long as there is available land in rural Machakos

rural migration will continue. But the future

prospects of this obvious bridge over landlessness

can be questioned here. What is to happen to rural

Machakos when no more new lands can be available for

resettlement. This dilemma is already cetting in.
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Again even if at present there is encuph lond
. - -—ah-&\-é’

will there be enough for the future generation? This

. question is raised because landlessness is a factor

of population growth. The temporary check on landlessnros

through migration does not hide the fact if the
present population growth is left to continue, the
serious fragmentation of land which has occurred in
arecas of out migration will be repeated, in the arecas
of destination. Hence a serious check on family size

is urged here,

The idea of 'leaving'land to immediate kinomen
by some migrants, raises some problems as far as
traditional land tenure connotations go. This
is because the Akamba land tenure sysiem provides
for fafiiz;gfggsfi_ﬁg_Eiii_E_EEEE?.}E—%nceotral lands
elthé; for religious or social values. It is usual
then for family membersiﬁgfg§f§@q§r_grcat pains to
secure theifﬁéﬁé¥§jéf_yhis land, Thus the issue
at stake here is whether or not the children of
such fathers "who-have left the ;apgwjg their kincmen”
will not want to go back home and clalm theue lands.
If this happens then, local and court 1and litigation

cases may increase in the future eup001ally in arcag

where land adjudication has not been carried out yet.

Since land adjudication is caucing loss of land

for some people, the officers adjudicating land need
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to be conversant with the Akanmba land practiccs oo}

- LJ, ~
as to be able to assist the vietims. Mlegations
of unfair dealings in land on the part of thege

officers were often made,

The fact that migrants at Yatta, a dry arca,
are getting g@(uneconomically small farms scuggestc
that migration at least to this arca does not seem
to solve any long term economic needs for the fanilices.
A1l the family in this area can do is produce the
equivalent of the average family at the arcas of
out migration (compare maize yields, for non-migrants
from low potential areas with the maize yields for
migrants from low potential areas on tables 16.3
and 19). 4&nd considering that cash cropc are not
grown in Yatta at all, it is very obvious that the
economic needs of the migrant families here are quite
acute inspite of the fact that the production at

subsistence level per family has improved.

The Environmental Problem

The obvious needs in the dry arcas of Machakos
would be irrigation. But because this ig a long term

plan issue, the short term solutions could be:
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(a) More intensified research on dry
land farming especially to help the

farmer who has 1ittle land.

(1) An increase of properly, trained
agricultural assistants who can advige the
people on the benefits of early plantzﬁé“

so that fthey can catch the rains.

(c) Since so0ils on the vhole are exhausted
education on the use of fertilisers ig
esgential ~ so0il conservation cducation to

be stepped up in all areas.

(d) Maize yields in highland Machakos
could be increased by the introduction of

hybrid maize especially suited to high

altitudes.

(e) The suitable cash crops in areas
where none exists should be urgently introduced.
Farmers should be given every assistance in

this. This would enable them to cater for the

food and financial needs of the family.



The Social and Traditional Valucs

Since these are breaking and causing mipration -
a serious research in to why this is happening chouled
be done. A suggestion from the findings of this
research is that individualization of land is
responsible for this. However this may well lie in
sme other factors, for example, the lack of cducation

on traditional values by parents to their children

could be one.

Poggsible Future Research Areas

This study has by no means exhausted the personal
factors in migration and this could be a fruitful

research area.

Migration due to socio-psychological factors
was touched on in Chapter 6 where the family was
discussed. But a host of other factors, for example,
the role of crime in Migration were left out. It would
be siimulating to see what findings, would energe

in a research on the socio-psychological faciors of

rural migration in Kenya.

The step migration hypothesis although ignored
in this Tesearch could yield valuable information and
findings on the whole question of the "pvattern" that

rural migration or rural-urban migration takes in Kenya.
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Finally, this research study did not ¢

AR
-

hypothesis number four, which includes such varisbleco
as the distance travelled and the information availabdle
to the migrant. And although research outcide Kenya
has tested this hypothesis, it would be interesting

to see what findings come from a test of these aspecto

of migration in Kenya.
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INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

RURAL TO RURAL MIGRATION AND EMPLOYMENT
A CASE STUDY IN A SELECTED AREA IN KENYA

Interviewer:

Good-day . I am a student at the University of Nairobi

and 1 am interested in finding out problems related to
migration in this area. I would appreciate any information

you can give in this connection.

Respondent™s No.: Age:..... Sex: Single/Married:
Educational Level: - -Location:... ---Village:....
1. Where were you born at:

Yatta N*kueni  Masii Mwala  Kangundo Specify
1 2 3 4 5 6

For how long have You lived here?

Less than 6-12 1-2 3-4 5-6 7-8 9-10 11+

rs rs
6 months months Yrs Yrs yrs YIs y y
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
b Where did you live before you moved into this area?

c. When did you come here?
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Why did you migrate from your original home area?

a e
b f.
c g
d. h

Siate whieh ef the fellewing reasons vies important in your moving

1. Drought
2. Famine
3 Witchcraft-
4. Landless
5. 111 health
6. Family moved
7. Separating wives
8. Divorce
0. Other (specify)
Important Least Not
Most More PO Important  Important
important Important

1
,,hy did you migrate to this particular areal
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6. Specify which of the listed suggestions influenced you in
moving to this area?

a. Better land

b. More rainfall

C. Work opportunities

d. Had relatives living here

e. Nearer my original home

f. Posted here by government

g.- Other specify

Most More Influential Least Not

influential Influential Influential Influential

1 2 3 )

7. What did you think would be the advantage of moving to
this area?

8. Did you migrate alone or with your family?

If abne, why did not the other members of the family move?

a. Are they still in your original home area?

b. If not, where are they?



10.

11.

12.
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Do you support them?

How do you support them?

How are they related to you?

Can you mention any of your neighbours in your original

home area who also migrated?

If no, why do you think they did not?

IT yes, how many? ... ... o

Why do you think they did?

How did you know about conditions in this area so as to migrate?

Have you informed anyone about this area?

Where from? ... ... ... ........
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C.
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IT no, why? ... .. e aan

Has any of the people you informed moved?

Yes...- (1) No..... (&)

If yes:

Where 07 ..
When? e

With family? . ... .
Without family? . . Lo....

If no, why haven"t they moved:

Are you planning to stay here permanently?

Before migrating how did you earn your living?

Were you satisfied with it? Give reasons?

How did your spouse earn his/her living?



IT a Farmer skip to Question 17

How do you earn your living now?

Does your spouse work? Yes ..._........ No

What kind of work?

Did you expect to earn your living differently?

No . l.. Yes
If no, why .___.__.__._._._. Why
If yes, ... . _.._._.._.. Why

How profitable is your business now?

If a Farmer
How much land do you have now? __..._.__.. acres

and how did you acquire 1t? ... ... . ... oiaioo---

How much do/did you have in your original home area?

............ acres
Did you sell it? Yes ._._. No -....

If No, Why - et i e i ida e aaaa
IF yes, Why e e e ceeaaeaaaaan
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What type of farming do you do?

Do youdo grazing? Yes ....... No...... Nov many......
Cattle ( D)

Sheep ( D

Goats ( )

Other, specify ( )

Do you cultivate? YeS o NO ... ....

What CropPS? .« iii i e e ccae e meccaeccacacaaaaaann

Did you graze/cultivate before migrating?

How many cattle ( D
Sheep C )

Goats ( D

Other, specify ( )

Did you employ labourers before?

NO wooieooan.. YeS ..ocaoo-.

Number of ... .........

Do you employ labourers now? No ...... Yes .....
Number of ... .. ... ... ...

How many bags of maize/beans do you get from your farm

How many bags maize/beans did you get from your farm

before migrating

Do you sell any of the food? No ..... Yes



What were your chief problems concerning fanning before

migrating?

What were the chief problems you encountered when you

first moved here?

Do you have any problems now? No ...... Yes .
If yes, what are they? ... ... .. .. ... .....

If no, how did you solve them ....._............

Would you think these problems can be overcome?

At your original home area? VYes ..... No ....
At your new home area? Yes ..... No ....
HOW e e e e e e e aa e

For those from Kangundo
Kangundo is said to be a good agricultural area, why

did you move from there to here?
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10.

Most

Significant Significant

1
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Would you say any of the reasons listed

here were significant in your moving?

Lost land in consolidation ( )]
Work opportunities ( )

Had a large family ( )

Sold land to get money ( D

Had just a little land ( )]
Thought this was better land ( )
Religious disputes ( )

Wanted to separate wives ( )
Didn®"t have cash crop ( )}

Other specify

More Significant Least

2 3 4

Not at all

Significant Significant

5

For those born in M asii, Mwala and Kangundo who did not Migrate

21.

b.

22.

How many of your neighbours migrated? ...

How many of your neighbours migrated with:

with family without family

Why do you think they migrated?
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23. Have you ever thought of migrating? Yes ..... No
IT yes, where to ...._. for what reasons
If no, why

If_answer to 21(a) 1is Positive

24. Are your friends and neighbours who migrated doing
better ..... same ...... worse .......
than they were before migrating?

b. Why do you think so?

cC. If better

What has made it difficult for you to seek similar

STEUATIONS? [ ottt ers

GIVE TEASONS ittt sb e sttt b e b st e

25. IT you had the opportunity to migrate, where would you
go to:
Makueni Yatta Other specify

Give reasons



26.

27.

What do you do for your livelihood?

Are you satisfied with it? No -..... Yes

Give reasons

What type of farming do you do?

What crops do you grow?

How many cattle ( )} Sheep ( )} Goats (

do you have?

How many bags of maize do you get from your farm

)

What are the main problems that you face as a fanner

Give reasons



