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CHAPTER 1
Iatzoduction and Azsument

Kenya has been the focus of one of the most incense academic
and policy debates on African political ecomomy. The intensity
derives from Kenya's rzole as a model of successful capitalist
ievelopment, to be emulated by its fellov African nations. Kenyan
rural development, in particular, has received extensive attention;
it is depicted as a model of successful capitalist developament
involving and maintaining, rather than shunting aside and
displacing, the African peasantry. Furthermore, the entire process
has occurred with active state and internationsl encouragement,
alloving the prospect of repetition elgevhere. In addition to its
status as a sodel of development policy, Renys is considered & key
case study in the theoretical debate over the development of
capitalisa within the African peasantry. Daspite the groving and
rich literature on the country, the theorstical and policy debates
praising and ctiticizﬁg the *Kenyan model® continue unabated.

This thesis exanines the Kenyanr model, focussing on the
social transformation it has wrought vithin the Kenyan pesasantry.
Central to this transformation is the question of the degree and
likely outcome of any socio-economic differentiation occurring.
Regardless of vhether or not there wvas significant differentiation

in pre.colonial and pre-capitalist rural Kenya, market integration



has undoubtedly differentially affected the pessantry. A key
question is the extent to vhich this has produced politically and
sconomically significant differentiation in modern Keaya, and vhat
the processg of differentiation appears to be. A focus on process
is essential to understand the likely trajectory of the
transformation that has occurzed, in turm slloving some projection
of the future possibilities of the wcdel as a vhole.

By emphasizing the importance of differentistion, I do not
intend to imply that equality is the sole, or even the most
important, developsent goal. Growth, aeeting ‘basic human needs,*
and economic diversification, azong others, are also important.
Socio-economic differentiszion is crucial, hovever, because it
affects future developaent potential. Peasant response to policy
- depends at least in part on their control of mobilizable resources:
differentiation alters the pattern of such coatrol. Resposne to a
.givon policy may well be enhanced or circuascribed by past
differentiation, regardless of hov vell the policy is designed and
implemented. In this sense, peasant differentiation must be a
central focus. Unlike diffarentiation among a landless vorking
class, peasant differentiation affects productive capacity
directly, so should be important even to analysts vho place little
value on socio-econoaic equality itself.

Such a focus is thus crucial to addzessing the policy debate
regarding the futurs and ceplicability of the Kenyan develcpament
mcdel. If the transformation underway is producing a large mass of

landless, vhile asintaining the remaining peasants on saall plots



of land relying cn family labor, as some have suggested (Hunt
1984), this bodes ill for the zodel's prospects for creating growth
vith widespread rural benefits. If, on the other hand, the model
continues to provide improved living conditions for a growving and
increasingly vealthy middle peasantry, them the future is quite
possibly bright (Collier and Lal 1986). Yet s third altermative is
the claseic capitalist rural development path of crescing landed
and landless classes, vith the former becoming rural capitaliscs
and employing the latter to produce agricultural commoditiss for
domestic and international markets. These arze but three of a
wyriad of possible outcomes of the transformation undervay. Which
is correct has profound implicatioans for the future of the Renyan
zodel itself, and the place of the Kenyan case in theorstical
debates over the developaent of capitalisa in rural Africa.
Understanding this transformation vill help explain the
current and likely future situstion in Kenya, and allow an
assessaent of the Kenyan experiment both as & policy mcdel and as a
case study for theoretical exploration. After briefly presenting
the debate over the nature of Kenyan aodel, this chapter delineates
a theoretical framevork through which the transformation of the
Kenyan peasantry vill be analyzed, and suggests this framevork may

have applicability vell beyond Kenya itself.



Ihe Kenya Debate

At the hesrt of Kanya's ruzal development model is vhat
Clayten (1964) called an *agrarian revolution.® This ‘revolution’
consisted of the establishment of freehold land tenure and the
direct insertion of Kenyan peasants into the market economy as
petty comacdity producers of high-value export crops. This began
vith active state encouragement via the Swynnerton Plan for
agricultural development of African areas in 1954, and expanded
rapidly after political independence in 1963.1 Eenyan ssallholders
vere encouraged to produce coffee, tea and pyrethrum for the
international market, selling the crops through either state-
assisted cooperatives or state-controlled parastatal entities.

The early results of this experiment, both in terms of
peasant adoption of the nev crops (previously denied them by
colonial law) and overall growth in agricultural production, were
quite impressive. The annual increase in agricultural producticn
from 1964 to 1972 was 4.91. The °‘semimonetary® (subsistence and
locally traded) agricultural sector grev at the slover rate of 3.72
per annua, suggesting that the high overall grovth reflected even
more rapid growth of the agrarian revolution export crops (Peterson
1986, 60). Much of this expansion has been in the smallholder
sector, vhich increased its share of coffee production from 402 in

1964 to wvell over $0I since 1977-78. Similarly and amore

_ iPor details on the Svynnerton Plan and related historical
developaents, see Chapter 3.



dramatically, smallholder tea production incressed from virtually
nil at independence to 322 of total production in 1977. While
increases in large-scale tea estats acreage are legally frozem,
smallholder production has more than doubled since 1977 (Hazlewood
1979, 44-45).

This rapid growth sloved, however, to 3.82 for 1972-1978,
approxizately identical to the population growth rate, and declined
to 1.92 for 1978-198S, well belov population growth. Thus, the
early success has not been sustained, in spite of continued peasant
adoption of the high-value export cxops.z The continuing agrarian
stagnation, especially in food production, is seen in the 2.72
growth rate of the seaimonetary sector for 1972-1982 and the 12
growth in maize production, the chief component of the
‘semizonetary’ sector in official statistics, from 1981 to 1986.°
This is reflected in growing and constant maize imports since the
late 1970s, a declining caioric consumption per capita over the
past 20 years, slightly increasing levels of child malnutrition,
and projections of continued need to import maize at least through
1990.% In this situationm, many supporters of the model, in
addition to its longer-term critics, have begun to ask vhat has
gone avry.

Alongside the impressive early growth and recent stagnation

234¢ Peterson (1986, 60) for growth rates to 1982, and United
Nntiong (198S) for 1982-198S data..

Xenya, Central Bureau of Stacistics (1985, 113; 1986, 104
and 197).

See Hunt, 1984, p. 41 for data on caloric intake, and Kenya,
Central Bureau of Statistics and UNICEF (1983, Sec. 2, p. 29) for
data on childhood aslnutrition and msize import projectionms.




has been an unequal distribution of benefits in rural areas. That
inequality axists is accepted by all. At issue is its extenc,
importance and future trends. Kitching, for instance, estimated
the *agrarian revolution' had in some vay affected not more than
one-third of sll smallholder households, while Collier and Lal and
Peterson argue the actual figure must be closer to two-thirds
(Kitching 1980, 372-73; Collier and Lal 1986, 253; Peterson 1986,
63). 1Two principal studies in the mid to late-1970s differed over
the extent of absolute poverty in Keaya, ranging from 302 to 45%,3
vhile one analysis estimated that fully 22.42 of all rural
households vere wvithout both off-farm inéonc and signficant crop
sales to supplement subsistence production (Thorbecke and Cravford
1978, 62).

The geographical spread of the lgrtiinn innovations has also
been unequal, based principally on natural ecological potential of
esach area for growing the high-value crops. Most analysts have
assuzed this has produced income inequality between districts,
though Collier and Lal question the causal link betveen the
agrarian revolution and regional inequality. "hataever the cause,
significant differences in sverage rural income between districts
are quite clear (Collier and Lal 1986, 257.67).

Of greater importance than absoluta poverty levels or

geographical inequality is the question of socio-economic

5the lover figure is from Collier and Lal (1980) and the
upper from Thorbecke and Crawford (1978). Hunt (1984) provides a
careful coamparison of the tvo.



differentiation within the areas involved in che agrarian
revolution. This, indeed, is at the heart of the academic debatze
over Kenya. Analyzing the transforuation of a peasantry requires,
at the very least, raising the question of possible socio-econcmic
differentiation occurring within it. While all accept that some
differentistion has occurred in Kenya, analyses vary. Some argue
that differentiaticn {s minor and temporary, wvhile others assert
that the Kenyan psasantry has, in essence, been transformed into
fully landed and landless classes. Leys (1971, 1974) suggested
Kenya vas undergoing a continual process of ‘peasantization,®
depicting the zural political economy as a largely undifferentiated
aass of peasants exploited by domestic and international capital.
Cowen (1976, 1981) and Collier and Lal (1984, 1986) take cogpletely
different theorstical and methodological approaches to the
question, but both conclude that the agrarian revolution to the
nid-19703 benefitted a growing ‘middle peasantry,® implying that
socio-econoaic differentiation has been relatively slight.

In contzast to these theorists, vho viev the Kenyan peasantry
as largely undifferentiated, Kongstad and Monsted (1980) snd
Carlsen (1980) suggest the Kenyan peasantry has been demonstrably
differentiated via stats development policies and market
integration, resulting in the establishment of °*rich, middle and
poor® peasants, with only the first category, a small minority,
fully benefitting from the development effort. Leo (1984) develops
s similar but sore complex five-fold typology in his analysis of
the Rift Valley Settlement Schemes. Finally, Kitching argues that



significant differentiation has occurred, but suggests that
dividing the peasantry into clear categories is i{mpossible due to
the vide variety of economic cizcumstances and relationships within
vhich Kenyan peasants exist. Arguments supporting moze extreme
differentiation have been offered by Njonjo (1981) and Hunt (1984).
Njonjo (1981, 37) argues Kenyan *pessants’' are actually workers
tied to *patches of land,® while Hunt (1984) views complete
landlessness as the principal Kenyan °crisis® that {s spreading
rapidly and requires drastic policy changes to amend.

This great divergence of opinion on the degree of
differentiation in rural Keaya is based on analysts' different
sources and interpretations of data, and different assumptions
cegarding vhat aspects of the rural political economy are most
important for determining household incoame. Despite the vealth of
studies undertaken, large-scale, thorough rural surveys of vealth,
production, and income are quite rare. The only truly systemstic
and reliable survey, the Intagrated Rural Survey (IRS1), vas
conducted by the governaent in 1974-75. Leys' and Kitching's work
vas based on data tvnilnbld prior to that date, and they thus
differ in their depiction of rursl Kenya from later researchers.
However, the diverging results of later analysts -- Carlsen vs.
Hunt vs. Collier and Lal -- clearly demonstrate the limit to which
evidence alone vill end dispute.

The tvo most recent analyses, those of Huant (1984) and
Collier and Lal (1986), differ dramatically on the key issue of

rural differentiation. Exanining available income inequality, land



inequality and malnutrition levels from various surveys (though
IRS1 vas clearly the keystone of the evidencs), Hunt concludes that
inequality is rapidly increasing, leading her to anearly apocalyptic
predictions regarding landlessness. Collier and Lal (1986, 80-8S),
in s more racent vork using the same data (Hunt, in fact, cites
Collier and Lal's early work (1980] in her own analysis), dispute
Hunt's conclusions. They note that vhile income and land
inequality increased from the early 19603 to id-1970s, inequality
in consumption levels did not. They posit that consumption trends
more accurately reflact permanent income, vhile the current income
data, measured twice over ten years, each time for only a single
year, reflect the income losses of innovators vho have taken risks
that have not paid off. They conclude from this elaborate
exanination and slight adjustment of the data that the middle-
income households are clearly incrsasing their share of total
income, while it is impossible to state wvith any accuracy wvhether
e
the poor and the rich are increasing or decreasing their shares.
Settling this elaborate statistical dispute betveen the twvoc most
recent contributors to the Kenyan debate seems impossible. rrhey
essentially use the identical data, simply interpreting it
differently.

When data depicting current socio-economic status are either
insdequate or open to varying interpretations, analysts may find
that understanding the process of differentiation, rather than its
abuélu:- extent, is more fruitful. Where the time period over

vhich differentiation is alleged to have occurred is short, as it
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i{s in the Kenyan case, process is particularly important. Evident
cross-sectional patterns of differsntiation may not have fully
developed in the relatively short time period considered, yet a
clear process of differentistion may be vell established. Collier
and Lal suggest examination of process is particularly important in
the case of Kenya (1986, 251).

Scholars have suggestad, either from abstract models or
available survey data, a nusber of possible differentiation
processes in Kenya. Kitching, Collier lnd Lal, Hunt, Carlsen, and
Kongstad and Monsted all use the available survey data (culminating
in IRS1) to develop hypotheses on the process of diffarentiation
undervay. Hunt focuses on control of land, assuming it is key to
income and wealth in a peasant political economy. Kongstad and
Monsted coabine land control with labor process (hiring
agricultural labor, using only faaily labor, or selling family
labor pover to others) to arrive at their three-fold typology of
the Kenyan peasantry. Carlsen relies on evidence of financial
sccuaulation to develop a rather similar typology. Collier and
Lal, and Ritching both suggest non-agricultural income is central
to vhatever differentiation exists. The former, hovever, use dats
on cuzrent remittances froa urban to rural areas to argue that non-
agricultural income has an equalizing effect on rural household
vealth, vhile the latter argues quite the opposite, using
" historical material to suggest off-farm income is the chief vehicle
through which differentistion has occurred.

All of these authors suggest possible processes of sacio-
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econonic differentiation based on abstract models and/cr availabile
survey data. I suggest neither approach is fully satisfactory.

The inadequacy of available survey dats makes a focus on process
inevitable and essential; hypothesizing this procass on the basis
of standard assumptions regarding peasant political and economic
behavior does not guarantes accuracy in understanding the actual
processes undervay. Coven's fine case study (1976, 19981) is
exemplary in its attention to actual process, but his singular
focus on cash crop production in isolation leaves him open to
criticism from those vho find other aspects of peasant activity
equally important in determizning overall levels of wealth. (Such
criticism has been directed at him rather effectively on this point
by Njonjo [1981]). Despite the plethora of studies of rural Renya,
none has adequately analyzed the overall, muylti-sectoral process of
rural differentiation on the micro-level scale necessary for
accurate historical analysis. This thesis is an effort to do just

that.

Reasans Households and Social Reproduction:
A Eragevork for Analysgis

Directly exaaining the process of transformation and
differentiation in rural Kenya requirss a specific focus on peasant
households. At first glance, peasant househclds may seem unlikely
targets of investigation for the political scientist interested in

African politicsal economy and development models. Yet they are
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clearly the key production units wvith which the state ind parkat
aust interact as development or underdevelopment transpires. All
development policies targeted at the °smallholder® agrarcian sector
depend on positive peasant response for their success. This
response can only be understood via an accurate analysis of the
structuze and functioning of peasant households.

Political scientists vorking within a broad political economy
frazevork have increasingly examined the structure and functioning
of non-governaental actors in the production process ia order to
better understand their relations with the state itself. In the
study of advanced industrial socisties, such endeavors are common,
analyzing both the actual production units themselves -- capitalise
firms -- and the units vithin which labor is organized. 1Ia
international political econosy, Vernon (1971) and Mozran (1974)
have deaonstrated the l(mportance of understanding the structurs and
functioning of modern multinational conglomerates to understand
both the behavior of the intermational political econcamy and the
response of such conglomerates to a particular state's econoamic
policies. T suggest similar efforts in Africa would be quite
fruitful.

The only political scientist of note to do this explicitly is
Goran Hyden (1980), vhose wvork is seminal in expanding the
discipline in this direction in Africa.5 He, hovever, analyzes the

Ssee Chapter 2 for ay own analysis of Hyden's work, vhich @
criticze chiefly for his lack of concrets espirical exasination of
peasant househoids to support his claims of the existence of a
*peasant mode of production,*
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peasantry at a rather abstract level -- the ‘peasant mode of
production.® I suggest such analytical abstraction is premature
vithout better detailed empirical investigation of the basic
operating units in the peasant.dominated m:; political economy:
pessant households. Analytical abstractions such as acdes of
production and social classes may or may not be useful for
analyzing social transformation in rural Africa in a given time and
place. Asserting either of these actually exists and clearly
operates, given ocur limited data on rural Africa, I find premature.
Concrete alternatives to the hougehold as the chief locus of
analysis ace also insdequate for our task. Indigenous
organizations aggregating pessant households into social, economic
and/or political entities clearly existed in pre-colonial Africa,
but in many areas these have been significantly eroded by market
Ln:ogu:ion.7 In zost cases, such organizations no longer play a
dominant role in orienting peasant response to state and market
signals. Pinally, focussing on individuals, rather than
households, is inadequate because of the centrality of households
throughout Africa as the chief allocators of land and often labor.
Individual rationality, eashrined as the central explanatory
assuaption in neo-classical economics, is clearly important to any
work in political economy. Understanding the outcome of rational

decisions, hovever, requires understanding the politico-econcmic

Tlust a fev of many vorks showing this to be the case,
especially in Bast Africa, are: Kongstad and Monsted (1980),
Bernstain (1977, 1979), Vilgon (1977), Guyer (1984), Bukh (1979),
and Vatts (1983).



L

envizonament in which those decisions are made. In rural Africa,
this necesgsitates a conscious focus on the household as the chief
unit vith vhich individuals identify and within vhich they pursue
economic, social and political activities.

Among those who have examined rural Africs, dispute continues
to arise over the utility of the standard conceptualization of
households as the chief units of the ruzal political cconony;
Guyer (1981) has questioned the utility of the term, arguing that
its use often hides crucial relationships of conflict or
cooperation between elders and juniors, men and foucn. and among
domestic groups in situations of extensive differentiation. For
the Yoruba, Berry notes that '({h]ouseholds functioned not as
homogenoecus or unitary agencies of resource allocation but rather
as nodal points in & diaspora, as places vhere individuals came %o
participate in the operation of a farm or other rural enterprise or
to drav on the resources of their kinsmen® (1985, 70). To both of
these critics I concede the point. I focus on the household not as
the unit of analysis, but as the locus of analysis. Households ars
not single units, acting as individual conscious entities. Within
thes are numerocus individuals, with both conflicting and congruent
interests.

The recognition of conflictual relationships within
households, however, does not belittle their importance. I accept
Guyer's dsfinition of the African household as consisting of a
*series of implicit or explicit contracts*® (1981, 99) and add

Vhitshead's (1978) notion of the *conjugal contract® as the most
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important contract vithin a household. Long-term relations betveen
zmen and wvomen, young and old, strongly influence the wvays in vhich
individusls and households as units (cooperative activity can and
does occur) mobilize rescurces in response to market and policy
signals. Though immediate production often does not entail equal
participation or interests of all household members, longer-term
economic well-being is pursued within a self-conceptualization of
oneself as a member of a given household. Rather than ignoring
houssholds, we should examine power rslations within them, how
market integration has changed such relations, and hov these
changed relations in turn affect future markst and policy respomse.
Households, then, can be considered the principal production
units in a peasant political economy for several reasons. Firse,
trural Africans generally identify themselves as aembers of a given
housebold, however that msay be defined, and cognitively place those
sround them in particular households. This identification is
important in that recognized aembership in & household yields an
individual certain rights of access to resources in most African
societies. Those outside normal ideals of household membership,
particularly unmarried vomen, often lack access to minimum levels
of crucial resources (see Bukh 1979; Guyer 1984). Arguing
households remain important does not imply such individusls are
inconsequential. Their existence and the effects of their status
are exceptions that prove the rule. Furthermore, such individuals
vill likely attampt to obtain recognized aembership in a given
housebold in order to obtain the rssources they lack. Clenily.
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selected individuals may be able to survive and even prosper
without such status, but this pattern does not apear to be common
(see Bukh, Guyer, and Kongstad and Monsted). More immediately,
household sembership is crucial to individual welfare. Birth and
marriage assign people to households, strongly influencing their
life-chances, as I will deuonstzntc'in this study. Finally,
"households reprssent sources of social security, education funds,
health care or other major needs that are not available from other
sources in most of rural Africa.

This study focuses on peasant househoids as the chief
production units with vhich the stats interacts in pursuit of
developaent goals. The transformation of the Kenyan rural
political economy is, at its heart, a transformation of the
structure and functioning of peasant households. These households
present the political scientist with a different problematic from
that of analyzing firms, labor unions, or aultinational
corporations in fully capitalist societies. Peasant households to
the political economist or the policy analyst are primarily
production units. To rural Africans, hovever, the household is the
principal location of survival and, they hope, economic advance.
Iamediate production and short-term agricultural profit are
subordinated to the longer-term goal of overall economic advance --
vhat ve can teza household ‘reproduction.‘ Understanding the
process of socio-economic transformation of the rural political
economy raquires an analysis of changes in the reproduction

processes of peasant households.
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Edholam, et. al. (1978) identify three types of reproduction:
social reproduction, reproduction of the labor force, and
biological (human) rsproduction. Social reproduction {s the manner
in vhich an entire sconomic and social system (mode of production)
is raproduced.a Buman reproduction refers to the specific
zechanisas by vhich people aze reproduced -- principally sexuality
and control of fertility. Repruduction of the labor force ianvolves
the means by vhich the long-term subsistence of the vorking
population is achieved. This includes human reproduction but is
not as comprehensive, nor as abstract and vaguely defined, as
social ceproduction. In this trichotomy, peasant household
reproduction can best be categorized as part of the reproduction of
the labor force. African peasants are laborers. Like laborers
everyvhere, they seek economic survival and bettsrment. Their
reaproduction, then, is analytically part of the reproductionr of the
labor force as a vhole.

Unlike landless vorkers, however, peasants pursue
zeproduction at least in part via household agricultural
production. Berry (1975) and Hill (1963) have clearly demonstrated
that even in saall-scale ‘peasant® agriculture, capital
accumulation can occur. This, indeed, is part and pazcel of the

process of agricultural development. Increased productivity and

85ee Friedman (1975) for the ultizate large-scale analysis of
the concept of reproduction. He argues for a concept larger than
mode of production, which he asserts is too narrovw for practical
snalysis. However, he lesves his centzal concept, the *totality of
social reproduction,' rather vaguely defined, making his analysis
of little utility for empirical reserach.
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capital accumulation may occur, at least to a limited extent, as
pessants respond to market and policy c!unges.g Thus, as peasants
pursue household reproduction, they both reproduce the labor fozce
and engage in productive activities that may result in capital
accumulation, in::'zuud or decreased agricultural productivity, and
socio-econopic differentiation based in the production process.
The distinctions in a purely capitalist political economy between
the reproducticn of labor, the production process, and capital
sccunulation do not necessarily exist, at least initially, in a
peasant political economny as it ls integrated into & larger
market. The household can be the location of all three activities,
and household reproduction the process vithin vhich all three
oceur.

Peasant household reproduction must be conceptualized as a
complex and sulti-dimensional process, involving more tham simply
its biologicsl and aconomic aspects. In seeking economic
betterazent, peasants use all avenues and geans at their disposal.
It is thus often a political and social activity, in addition to
being an econoamic and biological one. To capture this rather
A sulti-dimensional nature of peasant reproduction and avoid purely
economic or biological simplifications, I prefer to use the term
the *social reproduction® of the peasant household.

The social reproduction of the peasant household can be

91t must be stressed that such capital accumulation is
usually quite limited and does not negate the likelihood of
external agents -- vhether they be the state, domestic capital, or
international capital -- extracting capital from the peasantry.
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defined as an identifiable social, economic and political process
vith a clear pattern of intra-household resource allocation by
vhich peasants strive to maintain and if possible expand their
household's level of vell-being. This differs slightly from
Sernstein, who refers to the *cycle of reproduction* (1977, 62) of
the peasant kousshoid, though does not clearly explain precisely
how this cycle is to be identified. He asserts all African
peasants follov the same reproduction ‘cycle,* the logic of which
is vhat he (following Marz) terms °simple reproduction®' -- the
struggle for subsistence. This is in contrast to the cycle of
‘extended reproduction® followed by capitalist entities, under
vhich vealth is turmed into capital. As vith Hyden's analysis, I
suggest such universalistic conceptualizations of the African
peasantry aze premature. The posaibility of capital accusulatiocn
wvithin the peasantry, as Berry has suggested, cannot be excluded a
priori. It is crucial that ve focus on patterns of intra-household
resouzce allocation to delineate different possible models of
social reproduction before making universal generalizationms.

Berry (1984) has argued quite persuasively that focussing on
control and allocation of resources in rural Africa is crucial to
understanding the African agrarian crisis generally. Ability to
mobilize resources is crucial to peasant ability to respond to
policy and aarket signals. Differential ability to do so is also
central to identifying patterns of socio-econoaic differentiation
more generally. By conceptualizing social reproduction of the

peasant household as a pattern of resource mobilization and
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allocation, I suggest ve can find common patteras that will be
videspread, though not universal. This will greatly assist us in
understanding pessant response to policy, market and political
stizuli.

A focus on resource mobilization and allocation also allows
us to investigate, rather than assume as does Bernstein, vhat the
actual cycle (to use his term) of reproduction is at & given time
and place. The assumption that peasants alvays pursue only siample
reproduction can be analyzed empirically by examining actual
peasant households. I would suggest that all peasants pursue
extended reproduction -- expanding their overall economic vell-
being -- to the extent they are able, relying on simple
reproduction vhen they arze so required. Rather than refer to a
*cycle® of reproduction, I prefer to use the term process of
(social) reproduction. Cycle implies, as does Bernstein, s lack of
change from an initisl starting point and the inevitability of a
certain pattern that I prefer to leave open to anestigntion.

Finally, I suggest that it is important to recognize social
reproduction as & conscious process. In many cases, pessants
engage in political and economic activitjes using a commonly-held,
conscious strategy of reproductiom. A given process of social
reproduction can become a conscious model that peasants employ in
deciding how to mobilize and/or re-sllocate their rescurces. Thus
ve can speak of models of social reproduction both as analytical
abstractions and often as conscious strategies peasants pursuse.

Typically, a conscious model vill develop as a result of the



success of its earliest adherents. They will be emulated by other
aembers of the community. Ultimately, as in the Kenyan case I
discuss below, the model can aven become a moral norm for
acceptable social, political and economic behavior.

The creation of a model of social reproduction, hovever, is
far from a completely voluntaristic activity. A given model based
on a diuinc:. pattern of resource allocation will emerge as amembers
of a community react toc changes in the politico-economic
environment around chem. Significant changes in that environment
necessitate changes in socisl reproduction models vhile
sizultanecusly liaiting peasants' range of possible responses.
Reproduction strategies that are not adequately adapted to
fundasental changes in a given politico-economic environment will
not be successful and will not becoae models for emulation. Like
any social nora, an established model will be resistant to
fundamental change unless and until it is clear to all concermed
that it is inadequate.

Models of social reproduction can and do change, hovever.
They change in response to fundamental changes in the politico-
economic environaent in which pessants operate and/or from their
own internmal dynamics. Different peasant households vill have
differing abilities to apply a given model of social reproduction
succesafully. Significant socio-economic differentiation within a
given comaunity of structurally similar households can be the
result. A process of social reproduction amay, in the long term,

result in some households achieving extended reproduction to such
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an extent that they acquire surplus resources -- accumulated
capital -- they cannot sdequately esploy vithin the confines of the
given model. They will then begin experimenting vith alternative
production and reproduction patterns to use their capacity amore
fully. The end result may vell be the creation of s nev model of
social reproduction. Similarly, lack of adequate rescurces may
force the less successful co forego s model of reproduction they
dnsifc to follow, shifting to a different one that allows theam to
continue to subsist, though quite possibly at a lover level of
vell-being. In both cases a transition from one model of social
reproduction to others cccurs. This transition, I suggest, may be
part of a process of class formation.

An analysis of social reproduction, then, must analyze
differentiation occurring both within & given nodel of reproduction
and as a reflection of transition from one model to another.
Differentiation can occur within a single process of household
zeproduction, based on differential abilities to mobilize
tesouzrces, or it can occur vhen certain households begin to
reproduce themselves through a different process, raising the
possibility that they may constitute a distinct class. I shall
investigate differentiation arising from the model of household
reproduction I identify, without applying pre-existent class
categories or assuning standard reproduction processes that exist
elsevhere. I am interested in examining differentiation and
possible class formation from within the rursl political econosy --

and production and reproduction processes -- rather than class



formation arising from the effects of external forces such as state
access.

Examining the social reproduction of the peasant household
allovs a direct focus on the process of transformation and
differentistion occurring in the rural political ecomomy. Such an
analysis cannot be limited to particular aspects of peasant
political and ecomomic activity, assuming those to be determinant,
but must identify vhich activities constitute the pattern of intra-
household resourcs sllocation by which social reproduction is
defined and achieved. This avoids making prezature assumptions of
which activicies are most important for determining peasant
péliticnl and océnolic behavior. Current production activities and
response to new policy and market signals occur vithin the overall
patterns of social reproduction. The latter, then, i{s crucial to
understanding and predicting the former.

A focus on social zeproduction also aveids premature
assumptions of the probable outcome of current differentiationm,
which can be discerned only by careful analysis of current social
reproduction processes and likely transitions to newv patterns.
Ultimately, perhaps, this will assist in delineating rural classes
in Africa based neither on pre-existing categories borroved from
other areas nor on influences completely extsrnal to the peasantry,
but on the production and reproduction processes in the rural

politicsl ecobomy itself.
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4 Model of sccial Repraduction:
‘ straddliing fn Xigil, Xenys

The district of Kisii in the Vestern highlands has played a
significant role in the history of Kenya's agrarian revolution.
Situated in the fertile highlands above the Lake Victoria Basin, in
Nyanzs Province, Kisii was one of the first two districes in vhich
Africans vere allowved to grow coffee, a key crop in the agrarian
revolution, Kisii has fully participated in the history of
sgrarian transformation since this beginning im 1933. 1In recent
yesrs it has faced to an extreme degree the problems occupying
Kenya as a whole: record population growth, a slowdown in the
expansion and value of export crop production, and unusually high
levels of malnutrition in the midst of s very high potential,
inteasively cultivated area.

This study exanines the process of social reproduction and
its effects on response to development policy in Risii 10 1 argue
that the integration of Gusii society into the Kenyan political
economy led to a particularly wvidespread process of social
reproduction to vhich I apply the term ‘*straddling.* Cowen and
Kinyanjui (1977) used straddling to zefer to a state salariat vho

invest in agriculture and other private sector activities as they

10gigii is the official and accepted name of the District, an
adainistrative subdivision of a Province in Kenya. The word, I
suspect, originated as s British sispronunciation of *Gusii,® the
name the people use for theaselves and the ares in which they live.
I will follow current local English usage, using *"Xisii* to refer
to the district and *Gusii®’ to refer to the people and their
custoas.
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drav revenue from the state in the form of wages. John Iliffe
(1983) later expanded its meaning o refer to all simultanecus
*‘modern sector® (Iliffe's phrase) sand agricultural activities,
vhich he claims can be generalized to auch of Southen and Eastern
Africa. 1 asintain Iliffe's level of generalization but refer to a
more specific procsss of intra-household resource allocation.

The key elesments of the straddling model are the combination
vithin each household of some male-controlled non-agricultural
income and economically significant agricultural production.
Specifically, straddling as & process of social repteduction'is
characterized by the investment of non-agricultural income (almost
solely aen's in Easc Africa) in: a) household agriculture in order
to raise the productivity nﬁd return to household land and unpaid
family labor and b) education, to insure future levels of non-
sgricultural income. In Kisii and elsevhere, straddling has become
both a conscious process and a frame of reference within which
household zembers' behavior is judged &3 socially acceptable.

Men's off-farm income is the single most important element in
straddling. Successful households include at lsast one adult man
vith access to significant off-farm income and a willingness to
i{nvest that in household agriculture and education. In recent
years, virtually all households pursue the strategy; it is seen as
the chief path to economic success. Not all adopted it at the saze
time or pursued it with che saze success. As Kisii households have

pursued this process over the past 40 years, significant



26

differences in housshold income and productivity have arisen, based
principally on differential access to off-farm income. Those
households with early high levels of off-farm income vho reinvested
that income in household agriculture and education today have
expanded capability to mobilize all types of resources to meat
sarket or policy opportunities. Those vho do not have access o
adequate off-farm income or do not invest that income in
‘agriculture and education have ever-increasing difficulty achieving
simple reproduction.

This process of differentiation is one that has occurraed
vithin the straddling mcdel. To the point described in the
previous paragraph, all households were structurally similar --
i.e., pursuing the saae model of social reproduction. As the more
successful continue to invest {n household agriculturse, however,
cthey have begun hiring significant amounts of agricultural labor '
(in part to replace highly educated household labor that has
shifted to non-agricultural endeavors) and purchasing additional
land to expand housshold agriculturzal production. This portends a
transition in these households from straddling to a new process of
social zeproductiocn.

Bized labor and purchased land can help overcome the most
severs bottlenecks in agricultural production in Kisii (see Chapter
6). Gaining encugh vealth to bresk these bottlenecks at will
allows these households to increase agricultural productivity and

revenus dramatically. This, in all likelihood, vill allow re-
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investment of agricultural profits in the growing farm enterprise
or in non-agricultural business endeavors. Ia any case, the
household at this point begins to transcead straddling, no longer
investing off-farm income into agriculture in ozder to raise family
labor productivity. Such a household begins to adopt some new type
of reproduction process that may well .. though this remains
unclear curreatly -- more closely resemble the model of a standard
capitalist entity achieving extended reproduction.

Conversely, the least successful cperate at or near minimal
subsistance. As a result either of a belated attempt to ‘catch-up”
to the mors successful by rapid education, or of any one of many
possble health or production-related crises, such poorer households
have begun selling land and hiring thesselves cut to their
neighbors as extresely low-paid agricultural labor. Their
reproduction process begins to shift from straddling also. Without
adequate family land and lsbor, they cannot pursue the straddling
model. Instead, they begin to more closely resemble landless
laborers.

The probable ocutcome of this -- scme division of the rural
cc sunity into essentially landed and landless classes -- is clear.
The ultimate chazacteristics of these classes is still quite
uncertain. Whether the ‘landless” will be completely so, or only
effectively so (unable to engage in significant economic activity
with vhat little land they have), and whether the landed fully

become rural capitalists depends on reactions of these potential
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classes to future changes in the politico-economic environment.
This transition, however, signifies a transformation i{n the
predoninant aodel of social reproduction from straddling to tvo or
more nev models. The point at vhich differentiation vithin a given
reproduction process begins to transform the process itself is the
point at which a moderate level of sccio-economic diffsrentiation
say be translated into incipient class formation. 1In Kisii and
much of Kenya ve thus see both types of differentiation, that
vithin a given model of soccial reproduction and that vhich
represents a transformation of social reproduction processes and,

hence, probable class formation.

Methodelogy and Qutline

This analysis relies principally on a detailed case study of
approzinately 40 households in one ares of Kisii, which I will call
Bomvanda, the nage of the clan (gagate) resident there.ll The
households studied reside coantiguously, though cepresent all three
*sub-clans’ (aaaiga) of Bomwanda. I found it impossible to
idcutify s ‘natural comzunity® of households to demarcate from
others in modern Kisii. The settlement pattern is dispersed (no

identifiable 'villages*® exist), but extremely dense population

llmhe actual nuaber of households depends on how one counts
each household. I began with a cluster of 40 households, but soon
discovered tvo that I thought of as separate houssholds were not.
Vhen analyzing the data, I combined two other pairzs of households
i{nto single units to make the historical analysis siapler, arriving
at a final auaber of 36.
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leaves no ‘empty’ land betveen households or groups of households.
No clesar *traditional® or official administrative divisions vere
found to correspond vell vith actual social and econmoaic
relationships. The households, then, vere a group that used a
common source of vater and geemed to me zo have much greater social
and sconomic interactions smong themselves than they did with those
beyond. At the boundaries of this group, however, interactions did
-occur outside it. (And would, if I continued to expand the study,
until ultimately it could have included all of Kisii. See Appendix
A for a thorough discussion of the case study methodology.)

This case study vas combined with a survey of a random sample
of 305 households from three different administrative divisions
(Locations) in Risii, representing different agro-ecological areas
of the district. (See Appendix B for a discussion of the survey
methodology.) This vas undertaksn to allowv comparative analysis of
the case study wvith a broader cross-section of the district. The
principal theoretical results, hovever, and the creation of the
straddling model, arise froa the case study. Xy focus on
reproduction processes within actual households and hov they have
changed over time requires a detailed and historical analysis that
no broad survey could provide. The survey simply presents cross-
sentional data to coapare with the diachronic analysis of the case
study to confirm and limit the latter's conclusioms.

The thesis proceeds in the next chapter with a review cf the

relevant thesoretical literature on African agrarian developament and
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ruzal political econoamy, Eocussihg on alternative analyses of the
African peasantry. The utility of the focus on social reproduction
is demonstrated by comparing it with alternative approaches and
shoving hov it can assist to illuainate questions thess other
approaches have raigsed without fully answering. Chapter 3 provides
esgential historical background on the macro-level political and
economic changes that produced straddling in Kisii and elsevhere in
Kenya. Chapters 4 - 6 present the findings of the case study: the
historical rise of straddling in Bomwanda, the response to this
especially on the part of vomen in the community, and its effects
on current and potential sgricultural production and development.
Chapter 7 presents the results of the brosder survey and past work
on Kisii to generalize and limit the analysis for the district,
then concludes with a review of vork from throughout Kenya showing
the brosder utility of the straddling model. Finslly, Chapter 8
concludes by shoving the utility of social reproduction as a
theozetical framevork for analyzing the African peasantry, rural

political economy, and peasant response to state development policy

elsevhere in Africa.



CHAPTER 2
Social Reproduction and the
Agzigultural Developmesnt Debata i Africa

The debate on African agricultural development implicitly
involves questions of the nature of the African rural political
aconomy -- vhat usually falls under the rubric of the °"peasant
debate.* Even those paradigms that do not comsciously and
systematically state their analyses of the structure of the
peasancry in fact do make crucial assumptiocns regarding it. In
exazining the theoretical literature on the dcvciopnen: questions
of central importance to this thesis, then, ve must peruse both the
explicit *developaent’ debate itself and the debate on the social
transformation accospanying African integration into the
international market, cresting the no&ern peasantry as it is
commonly conceptuslized. This chapter reviews this dual
literature, exzamining vhat I term the ‘developmentalist® paradigsm,
the underdevelopaent paradigm and the structuralist Marxist
paradiga best known for modes of production analysis. As I review
the literature, I will also criticize it and demonstrate the
potential utility of the social reproduction framework for helping
to resolve soae unansvered questions.

An underlying assumption of the framevork laid out in the

previous chapter and @y criticisas of alternative paradigms is thac

31
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the history of market integration of rural Africa over the past
century (or longer) has profoundly affected the structure of the
tural political economy and its development potential.
Purthermore, this process of integration and structural change is
one that is ongoing, regardless of what developament policy a
particular state pursues. Thus, analysts of development questions
must understand the continuous process of change occurring within
the rural political ecomomy to identify correctly successful
developuent options. My focus on social repraduction of the
household argues that ve pust understand this integration, aand moset
inpo:tm:ly its effects on the process of hosuehold reproduction,
in order to understand current response to development policy and

market opportunitiss.
IThe Neo-classical Developmentalist Paradism

The unquestioned dominant paradigm informing developmeat
policy in Africa and elsevhere is that contained in neo-classical
economics. The mB-dincipann of development economics,
particularly its view of the agricultural sector, gained an
unprecedented degree of uniformity vith the publication of V. A.
Levis's 1954 article setting furth the °*dual economy” model of
sconosic development. Lewis argued that *traditional’
agriculture's only role in development is to be a *black box® from
vhich unlimited supplies of labor vere to flow into industzial

production - the real engine of econoaic development throughout the
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world (Staatz and Eicher 1986). In agriculture, this led to a
nearly complete focus on large-scale agricultural investments using
‘modern® technology and inputs that wvers assumed to be of much
bigher preductivity and efficieancy than the backvard traditional
sector. The goal vas the *structural transforamation® of all
developing countriss into industrisl and large-scale agricultural
*modezrn® economies.

The dual economy model informed virtually all African
development policy in the 1950s and 1960s. As Killick (1978)
demonstrates, this consensus crossed the boundaries of ideology and
of African naticnalist vs. foreign imperialist. While °*mainstrean”
ocﬁnoaistn vorking for the major development organizations favored
s less state-centered approach (though far from a& pure free amarket
philosphy) than did their more 'radical® colleagues and African
nationalists (c.f., Amin, 196S), both sides emphasized the need for
some state intervention in favor of rapid industrial development.
¥nst igportantly for our purposes, both tended to viewv agriculture
a8 a sector that vas backvard and could not be the center of
development efforts, a sector from vhich labor would be drawn and
lictle else.

By the late 1960s, a growing realization that the madel
contained assuaptions regarding traditional agriculture that did
not match African realities led to its abandonment. The central
assuaption that the traditional sector could provide unlimited
supplies of labor without adversely affecting its own productivicy

levels proved erroneous. The assumption wvas based on the empirical
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observation in Asia (vhere it certainly vas closer to accurate)
that the traditional sector contained such surplus labor that its
marginal productivity and therefore aarginal cost approached zero.
Moving that labor to the industrial sector vhere it would be
praductive would thus inccease ovoégll production and begin the
developmeat process.

In Africa, the assumption of surplus labor in smallholder
sgriculture is questionable at best. Lele (1975), examining
Cleave's (1974) data, noted the apparent paradox between the lov
absolute level of labor input into agriculture (particularly
coapared to the much higher inputs into traditional Asian
agriculture) and the persistent reports of labor shortages inm
particular cases throughout the contineant. If the African
traditional sector could provide labor for industrial developament,
vhich, given rapid urban growth and high unemployment, seemed to be
clear, vhy vas there not more labor invested into smallscale
agriculture itself? The answer, first argued as early as 1960
(Jones 1960), was that ‘traditional® African farmers vere much more
zational and efficient in rescurce allocation than Lewis's model
assuped, and that these resources are far from infinite. Policies
focussing on the modern at the expense of the traditional sector
drev labor and capital from the latter to the former and harmed
agricultural production. This conclusion, stated globally by
Schultz (1964), directly challenged the dual economy model as the
basis of African developament.

Tvo alternative, though partislly congruent, approaches to
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development policy arose in the 1970s in response to this crisis.
The less influsntial of the tvo came principally from the
International Labour Organization: the Basic Human Neads (BHN)
approach. It argued that developzment focussed exclusively on
growth left the poor majority with fewv if any gains. Alleviating
this requires a shift from a ‘grovth approach® to an emphasis on
provision of basic amenities: clean water and sanitation, health,
education, nutrition and shelter. Providing these would, in the
long run, further growth in addition to social justice because the
amenities are an investaent in ‘human capital,® s gine qua nop of
economic success (Streeten 1984, 973-76). While BHN did not have a
sector-specific focus, the emphasis on preferentially providing
services to the poorest and the argument that improving the human
capital of the poor would increase labor productivity and therefore
developaent implied greater focus on peasant agriculture than had
accurred previously.

Undoubtedly the purest effort zo izplement the BEN model vas
the Tanzanian socislist development effort of the late 1960s and
1970s, though the approach informed a aumber of other developament
efforts. 1Its relative lack of success, particularly in the
Tanzan.lan case, led most to argue that BHN was in fact antithetical
to growth and therefore a recipe for disaster in the incressingly
stagnant economies of Africa. By the 1980s, it has become largely
irrelevant to current policy debates within the developmentalist
pazadiga.

Championed by Hollis Chenery (1974), the second new approach
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came to be known as the *'Growth with Equity® school. It became the
principal theoretical justification of Vorld Bank activity and
underlay the work of USAID and many other development agencies
throughout the 1970s. 1Its greater importance requires us to
exanine it in some depth. Based on the vork of Schultz (1964),
Jones (1960), and Lipton (1968), the Growth with Equity school
specifically focussed on agriculture, assuming that smallholder
Afzican farmers have a high level of allocative efficiency, so
developaent policy need not alter existing smsllholder zesouzce
allocation. The former ‘traditional® sector came to be vieved as a
high potentisl, ‘saallhalder*® base for agricultural developament:

Vichin the agricultuzal sector the long-tom' objectives

of growth, poverty alleviation and structurzal

cransformation are likely to be best served by

concentrating resources and policies in favour of

saallholder sgriculture, ([vhich]) cffers the best

opportunities for transforming abundant resources of

land and labour into output, vhile economizing on scazce
factors of capital and foreign exchange (Acharya 1981,

131).
As this statement suggests, the quest for ‘structural
transformation® reaains central to the paradigm, though the nature
of that transformation has changed. The shift from smallscale to
large-scale agriculcure and industry i{s no longer desired.
Instead, the transformation seems to be dased on improved
techniques (improvement in technical rather than allccative
efficiency) to shift cixx subsistence ssctor from *ragourcse-basnd”
to 'science-based® production (Johnston, 1980), premised on the

applicability of the Green Raevolution technology to the sasllholder
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African sector.

Vhile the assumption of allocative efficiency led to an
saphasis on saallholder agriculture in development policies in the
1970s, developmentaiist analysts continued to recognize and discuss
néioun barziers to improved technical efficiency in smalilholder
production. The key barriers discussed fall into three categories:
peasant trisk aversion, labor ugse, and land tenurs. The nev
paradiga recognizes these areas as potential constraiats, but
generally srgues that they do not present insurmountable barriers
that could underaine the utility of the smallholder focus.

A common asgumption regarding African farmers is their
slleged unvillingness to forego persocnal food producticn to
increase oarksted production. Some analysts have assumed that the
risk of not providing one's personal food supply severely limits
varketed production by African smsllholders (Hyden 1980). Given
the Growth vith Equity school's optiaisa cegarding smallholder
development, it is clear they do not hold this assumption to any
great degree. But they do recognize that expanding marketed
production bears risk for the African farmer and visv the benefits
of increased family revenue and the risk of food shortage as direct
trade-offs faced by all smallholders. The most common approach to
this problea is to assume that raising the benefits and security of
producing for ssle, via improved prices and marketing channels,
vill encourage rational smallholders to allocate more resouzrces to
narketable crops and thus achieve national development goals (Nair

1962). 1In the long term, then, the food vs. risk problem is
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assuzed resolvable.

The question of labor use is mors contentious.
Developmnentalists zecognize that in spite of low overall labor
inputs in agriculture, the existence of surplus labor for a given
household is questicnable at best. They suggest this i3 due to the
extreme seasonality of African agriculture, the sexual division of
labor, and the rise of off-farm labor opportunities for the
saallholder. Seasonality i{s perhaps the single most important
factor, in that households often require ‘excessive" labor most of
the year in order to meet unusually high demand in peak season.

The sexual division of labor impedes full use of labor vhen
particulaz tasks are defined ss specifically *male’ or *femsle,°’
making it possible for available labor power and necessary tasks to
be incongruent.l PFinslly, off-farm activities have drained labdor
out of agriculture, given the greater public and private investment
and remunerstion in non-agricultural sectors (Lele 1975, 23-27).

Vhile labor is currently recognized as a possible constraint
on sasllholder households, some analysts suggest that this is
teaporary, vith labor surplus returaning (or having retuzned
already) via excessive population growth (Lele 1973, 24; Stevens
1977, 237). This position is implied by those vho advocate
avoidance of "labor-displacing® (rather than ‘labor-saving,® the

lNote that this argument, very cosmon in developmentalist and
other largely ahistorical arguments, contradicts the assuzption
that ssallholderrs are fully rational in allocating available
resources. In fact, as ve vill see below, smallholders have often

significantly sltered the sexual division of labor when it did not
aatch nev labor needs.
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phrase used for the identical phencmenon vhen considered

beneficial) technological changes (Anthony, et. al. 1979, 27).
Cleave (1974), in spite of his findings that labor aight be
constrained in certain circuastances, ultimately suggests that
increased labor mobilizaticn is possible in African agriculture.
Thus, these analysts do not consider labor an insurmountable
constraint on smallholder development.

Pinally, land tenure patterns have been cited as constraints
ot development potential. This received a great deal of attention
in the 19508 and 1960s, forming the basis of the ‘agrarian
revolution® policies of the Swynnerton Plan in Kenya (Clayton
1964). More recently, however, land tenure's importance as & pre-
condition for developaent has been questioned. The standard
argument vas that comsunal land tenure restricted individuai
incentive to invest in improving land quality or investing
permanent cash crops. Hence, policies legally mandating a shift to
individual tenure were encouraged. Coben (1980), hovever, has
noted that comsunal tenure does not limit adoption of nev crops or
land isproveasent, as Hill (1963) and Berry (1975) have shown for
the case of Nigerian cocoa. In fact, it seems cash crop
opportunities often lead to & shift to individual tenure vithout
the need for state intervention. (See also the cases in Anthony,
et. al. 1979.) This potaatial constraint, then, is seen as even
less severes than the previous tvec.

The current developuentalist paradiga generally aininmizes

constzaints on smailholder development that originate in the zural
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political economy. That African smallholder households are
rational, villing and gapaple of increasing agricultural production
is rarely questicned. Instead, developmentalists argue that
systemic constraints at the national, or occasionally
international, levels explain the current agrarian crisis (Lofchie
1980, 1982). Poor producer prices (de Vilde 1980) and marketing
channels are ccamonly blamed for smallholders' inadequate
agricultural investaent. Jones (1980) argues African sarkets would
function quite effectively vithout state interference and should be
alloved to do so. Por both prices and markets, state interference
is blamed for most or all inadequacies (Vorld Bank 1981).2
Finally, inadequate administrative capabilities within African
states, despite 23 years of technical sssistance, are blamed for
the failure of the auch heralded Integratsd Rural Development
Schemes of the 1970s (the chief policy outgrowth of the Growth with
Equity school) (Lele 1973). Reaction to this failure led directly
to the curreant, more modest efforts at developing food production
on a regional and sectoral basis, scaling back many of the
grandiose plans of the intsgrated approaches (Eicher snd Baker
1982, 61-65).

The Growth wvith Equity school based on the efficient
peasant mcdel is far superior to prior assumptions regarding
African smallholders ss ‘backvard® and 'traditional.® Hovever, it

retains the generally ahistorical approach and sssuaptions for

2pates (1981) provides s convincing analysis of the political

reasons vhy African states engage :n such seemingly masochistic
market interference.
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vhich the earlier dual economy model vas so often criticized. This
is perhaps its grestest veskness. It continues to viev developzment
in the marginalist terms inherent in the neo-classical paradigm:
the existing structure of the rural political economy is taken as
given and aessentislly static. There is little or no analysis of
the ongoing processes of econoaic change in any particular case.
Anthony, et. al. (1979) are a aajor case in point, beginning their
chapter on *"Farming Systems and Their Evolution” (Chap. 4) with a
ssction on *‘Traditional Systems: General Characteristics,' they
present a static picture of *traditional® farming from which they
begin their asnalysis. vhen they admit and discuss past changas,
they conceive of them as clearly defined events, fully in the past,
vhose effects can be seen in their static picture of the curreat
faraing lyttl‘l.

In contrast to this, I azgue that past changes ignited a
process that continues to date. I hope to demonstrate that
understanding the logic of the ongoing and evolving process of
social reproduction, heavily influenced by the market integration
of African peasants to date, is essential to effective policy
analysis and forzulation. Understanding the logic of social
reproduction allovs the analyst to envision likely trajectories
based on fundamental economic relationships that policy can change
only slightly in the short teram. It thus demonstrates the limits
within vhich policy must operate in the short term, and the larger
problens and opportunities policy will £ace in the long term. The
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mazrginalist bent of the neo-classical paradigm provides none of
these possibilities.

This ties into a more common criticism of the neo-classical
paradigm: unwillingness to acknowledge and assess adequately socio-
economic differentiation cccurring along with the developaent
process. The Growth with Equity and BHN approaches vere in part
tesponses to radical criticisa of developaent policy for ignoring
the negative effects of *davelopment® on the *poorest of the poor.’
Both of thess more recsnt versions of the develocpmentalist paradigm
clearly acknovledge and attempt to alleviats the groving
differentiation that is nov videly recognized to occur with
d;vnlopnont. Indeed, BEN is criticized for focussing exclusively
on this quo;eion. to the detriment of any and all growch. The
Growth with Equity approach, on the other hand, tries to alleviate
poverty vhile pursuing growth by targetting growth tovazd the
poorer segments of socisty. This clearly, at least in theory,
ansvers the early critics of the developmentalist paradigm.

Hovever, I suggest even this fails to assess adequately the
effacts of differentiaticn, not on the lives of the poor themselves
(though this is obviously of concern), but cn the ability of rural
Africans to respond to development policy, even vhen it is
‘targetted® at them. The Growth with Equity approach asserts it is

pursuing policies designed to sid the African poor, defined as the
A ‘average’ peasant farmer. This fails to address the question of

the differentisl ability of rural African households to respond to
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even favorably designed policy. Households vith relatively few
mobilizable zesources will likely have a lesser ability to respond
to nev opportunities than will either ‘average®' or ‘progressive’
farmers. Indeed, this assumption lay behind the dual economy
model's emphasis on progressive farmers, who vere seen to be the
only members of the “traditional® sector capable of quickly
developing *mocdern® agriculture (see Richarzds, et. al. 1973;
Clayton 1964). The more recent chetorical eaphagsis on the poor has
shifted analytical focus to the ‘average® farmer. This may appaar
more egalitarzian, but it foregoces even the minimal understandizng of
the effects of differentiation on policy response implicit in the
dual economy mcdel. Vhat is needed instead is a thorough
understanding of the history of differentiation and of its ongoing
effects, which I suggest the social reproduction frasework can
provide.

This oversight is particularly important vhen ve consider the
issue of labor mobilization. The debate over the gquestion of
surplus labor aaaunid. based on Cleave's (1974) data, that unpaid
fanily mseabers provide approzizately 80X of all labor powver in
African smallbolder agriculture. However, the use of hired
laborers, rather than fasily members, is often a part of the
differentiation process in rural Africa (Richards, et. al. 1973;
Berry 1975; Hill 1972; Kongstad and Monsted 1980). This element of
the differentiation process clearly has profound implications for

household ability to mobilize a crucial resoutce in response to
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development policy. The average figure of only 202 of total labor
pover masks the significant effects hired labor may have on both
the buyers and sellers. Ve cannot understand the implications of
this for developaent policy using an analysis based either on
‘average’ or ‘progressive® farmers. Instead, ve 3ust examine the
effects of differentiation on policy responses of households on
both ends of the scale, which I suggest can best be done using an
spproach focussing on household reproduction. The latter may
provide an understanding of the role of hired labor ia both buyers’
and sellers' households, which aay be much more significant as parc
of a process of social reproduction than can be gleaned from
quantitative depictions alone.

The only type of neo-classical research that attempes to
snalyze both housshold reproduction and differentiation is *farm-
systeas research’ (?smy.3 I 4£ocus {as] on the rural household as
s production and consusption unit [and analyzes] both farm and non-
fara activities® (Bicher and Baker 1982, 139). The best FSR
ansliysts, such as Norman, et. al. (1982) and Matlon (1981), state
their intlnt.{on: of including the effects of local political and
social institutions and differentiation in their analyses.

However, even these analysts continue to conceptualize the farming
system in a static sanner. They include non-agricultural
activities (which is a significant improvement over much

agriculcural zesearch), but present only quantitative analyses of

3See Bicher and Baker (1982, 158-63) for a brief overview of
PSR.
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these activities' share in various measures of total household
incoze and production. This is important, but alone cannot tell us
the role such activity plays ia household members' decision-caking,
vhich is based on their conscious efforts to achieve reproduction.
furthermore, despite Norman, Simmons and Hays' stated interest in
analyzing the effects of differentiation, Matlon remains the only
FSR analyst to report data on agricultural practices and
productivity within a stratification of households based on local
differsntiation. Even this suffers from a lack of historical
analysis of the process of differentiation, leaving him unable to
argus conclua‘ivcly vhether non-agricultural or agricultuzal
asctivity caused initial differentiation and the resultsnt
differential agricultural productivities.®

The developmentalist paradigm, pacticularly its PSR
aanifestation, has improved aarkedly over the sarly dual economy
models. But the ahistorical nsture of the marginalist assumptions
in the neo-classical paradigm prevents a thorough analysis of the
continuing process of political, social and economic change in
rural Africa. The farm systea is analyzed as a static entity at a
given tize and policy is prescribed based on its predicted effects

on that entity. I suggest that this often vill not accurately

4He finds a significant relationship between overall
differentiation and agricultural practices and notes that
differentiation is related to different types of off-farm
activities. His conclusion, hovever, is simply that a wide variety
of factors together explain rural poverty and lack of response to
policy, the only conclusion he can drav using an ahistorical,
corrrelational snalysis.
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predict policy effects and peasant response because policy aust
alter a continuously changing rural political economy. An analysis
that attempts to understand the logic of the ongoing process of
social reproduction might wvell revesl constraints that challenge
the optinising peasant assumptions of the “Growth with Equity*
school -- that smallholders have access to adequate resocurces and
will allocate thea according to short-term cost-tenefit
calculations. Such an analysis also provides the possibility of
understanding future trends in the structure of the rural political

economy vith which policy will have to grapple.

The rise of dependency/underdevelopament theory in Latin
America in the late 1960s representesd a fundamental challenge to
the dominant developmentalist paradigm. This nev alternmative
quickly affected the study of African rural political econoamy,
leading to vhat can be termed °*the peasant debate.' An attempt to
analyze African smallholders as ‘peasants® wvithin an
underdevelopaent perspective lay at the heart of this theoretical
te-orientation. Analysts using this approach began to exaaine
smallholders in their larger political and economic contexts: their
changing relationship to the economic and political units of which

they are a part and to the international econcmy. The debate
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quickly came to revolve around the extent of market integration of
African peasants, the effects of this on their productive and
political behavior, and the nature of state influences on them.

Por many, the ultimate questions involve the class position of
African smallholders. Are they a stable peasantry? Are they being
differentisted into & dominant and one or more subordinate classes?
Vhat is the nature and logic of the differentiation process
occurring? The historical anslysis largely absent in the
developmentalist paradigm took center stage in the peasant debate
in order to address these issues.

The underdevelopment paradigs argues that market integration
and political subordination have fundamentally transformed the
nature of African peasant households over the last csntury,
rendering the concept of *traditional cgziculture® meaningless
and/or misleading. Tosh (1960) and Buady (1979) have demonstrated
African cultivators' very positive response to nev sconoaic
opportunities arising from initial sarket integration prior to
political subordination. Commercislization brought with it a vide
variety of structural changes in rural African society that
underdevelopaent analysts have examined at length. These include
changes in food crops and production techniques (Clarke 1981;
Beinart 1980; Bryceson 1980; Dejean 1980); alterations in
fundasental intergeneraticnal relationships (Clarke 1981; Mandala
1982; Beinart 1980; Dejean 1980; Vilson 1977), and changes in the
sexual division of labof (Patten and Nukunya 1982; Mandala 1982;
Stienne 1977; Young 1977; Wilsom 1977; Bukh 1979; Guyer 1984; Conti
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1979). These changes have been far from uniform. Vomen may have
gained incressed independence, as Bukh suggests, but often at the
cost of an increased vorkload limiting their opticns (Guyer 1984;
Bukh 1979; Kongstad and Monsted 1980). Others, however, see vcmen
as increasingly dependent on aen, especially vhere aigraat labor is
s significant factor (Cliffe 1978; Mandala 1982; Etiemne 1977;
Brown 1983). Similarly, elders may have found a means to maintain
control over juniors in some situations (Levis 1979), but amore
often seea to have lost contzol (Vilson 1877; Dejean 1980).

This transformation from pre-colonial to peasant society
altered the function if not the outvazrd appearance of indigenous
comgunal institutions as well. Despite the continuing popularity
of Hyden's (1980) thesis that the ‘economy of affection” maintains
much of its pre-colonial character, Lewis (1979) presents one of
the few docuicntod cases of this occuring. Using pre-colonial
institutions to mobilize resources to rsspond to nev opportunities
in the aarket ncohony and colonisl polity appears to be more
common. This can entail mobilizstion of labor through pre-cclonial
labor groups (Hill 1963; Berry 1975, 1984;), mobilization of
suzplus labor for the ssrket benefit of s pre-capitalist elite
(Cliffe 1978; Sheaton and Lennihan 1981; Beinart 1985), or the use
of kin ties to gain beneficial market terms or access to state
resources (Patten and Nukunya 1982; Berry 198S5; McMillan 1986).

Analysts vorking within the paradigm agree that market
integration and political subordination brought fundamental changes

to rural African society, creating what can best be snalyzed as a



*peasantry.’ The current debate ravolves arsund the question of
vhether African cultivators can still be conceptualized as
peasants. At the heart of the debate is the definition of the
African peasantry. The standard reference is Saul and Voods'

stategent:

Peasants are those vhose ultimate security and
subsistence lies in their having certain rights in land
and in the labour of faaily members on the land, bdut wvho
are involved...in a wvider econoaic system...It is
precisely the characterization of the peasantry in terms
of its position relative to other groups in the vider
social system which has particularly important
explanatory value in the analysis of developaent...(It
is] fruitful to view both the creation of an Afircan
peasantry, as vell as the creation of the present
differentiation among African peasantries, as being
primarily the result of the interaction between an
international capitalist economic system and traditional
socio~-economic systems, within the context of
territorially defined colonial political system (1971,
105-06)

The key question defining vho is and is not a °peasant® is the
aeaning of *ultizate security and subsistence.® Klein
distinguishes capitalist faraers £roa peasants by suggesting
*peasants still aset most of their subsistence needs® (1980a, 12)

arguing that the households Hill (1963) and Berry (1973) referred

to as ‘rural capitalists® qualify for his definition of peasant.
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On the other end of the scale, Bundy (1979) discusses at length the

transition from peasant to proletarian, arguing that & peasantry

arose via market integration and fell as it lost its autonomous

sbility to respond to market forces, aven though it maintained some

subsistence capability. The debate is really one over vhether a

clear peasantry as a social class, vith a common identifiable
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relationship to the means of production -- land and labor --
continues to exist in rural Africa. Despite significaat
differences, & vide variety of analysts can be categorized roughly
by their positive or aegative answer to this query.

The original adherents to underdevelopment theory argued that
the African peasantry created by early sarket integration vas
dominated, impoverished, and in many places proletarianized by
further asarket penetration and political subordination. Palomer and
Parsons' The Roots of Rural Poverty (1977) vas the first major
collection of historical essays using the underdavelopment
framevork. The contributors argue that a peasantry in Central and
Southern Africs arose in response to early colonial amarket
opportunities and was ‘destroyed® (tramsformed into a proletariat)
by the 1930s via discriainatory policies limiting market eatry to
insure adequate labor supplies and/or protect settler agricultural
interests.5 Critics have questioned RQots' failure to begin the
anslysis in ih. pre-colonial periocd and its declaration that the
peasantry vas ‘destroyed’ by the 1930s (Ranger 1978). On the
. latter iszsue, Ranger (1978) and Cliffe (1978) note that peasant
differentiation, ‘peasant® production, and struggles with the
sarket and state continued into the 1970s. Differentiation vithin
the peasantry, Cliffe argues, vas based partially on vage labor and

the colonial state that the Rootg comtributors argued coampletely
destroyed the peasantry.

5Sundy (1979) aakes a gimilar and perhaps more thorough
arguaent for South Africa that situates ths start of the process
vell into the pre-colonial period.
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The contributors to Klein's (1980) volume zake arguments
sinilar to those in Rgots, but do not restrict themselves to the
1930s deadline for peasant destruction. Though they cast their
discussion in terms of peasant decline, a number of the
contributors continue their analysis into the post-colonial era.
As noted in Chapter 1, Njonjo (1981) askes a similar argument for
Kenya, claiaing that many alleged °*peasants® are in fact °*vorkers
vith patches of land,* while Hunt (1984) sees the disgsolution of
the majority of the peasantry evidenced in rising landlessness.
Pinally, theorists such as Carlsen (1980) or Kongstad and Monsted
(1980), depicting significant rural stratification, suggest that
the asjority of the peasants, in the *poor peasant® category, are
quite possibly losing their subsistence capability and therefore
their status ss peasants at all. In contrast to Rootsg, Bundy, et.
al., hovever, they ideatify a sinority of the peasantry that
renains viable, and thus find some analytical utility in retaining
the concept of a peasantry as defined c-bovo.

Scholars from a variety of theoretical frameworks have argued
that African smallholders reasin viable subsistence cum commercial
agricultural producers and vill continue tc he viable for the
forseeable future. Though zany of these do not vork within the
underdevelopment framevork, their empirical analysis of African
szallholders is sn important component of the peasant debsate of
which the underdevelopaent paradigm is a part. One who does wvork

loosely withir the underdevelopment framework is Michael Cowven
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(1977, 1981), who portrays a Kenyan pessantry in wvhich & growing
and viable 'middle peasantry" has been created because of the
dominance of financial capital in Kenya's integration into the
international market. As noted in the previocus chapter, analysts
such as Collier and Lal (1986) quote Cowven approvingly and concur
vith his empirical analysis of s viable pessant sector, in spite of
their radically differing theoretical orientation. Hunt's early
work (1978, 1979) using a Chayanovian framework modified to account
for market integration also suggests that the peasant comstruct
remaing analytically useful. All these analysts admit that the
hoplcholdl they exaaine engage in non-agricultural activities (such
as vage lsbor), but claia these are not significant for defining
and understanding the stzucture and behavior of the households
themselves, in contrast to the proletarianization thesis discussed
above.

The strongest advocates of the continuing utility of the term
peasant as an accurate portrayal of most rural Africans' class
position srgue that smallholders continue to be econcaically
viable, combining essential subsistence provision with commercial
production to avoid proletarianization. Some of these, in fact,
suggest that significant numbers of peasants in certain areas have
becoge ‘rural capitalists,® transcending rather than losing
subsistence production capabilities. Hill (1963) and Berry (197S)
view the rigse of cocoa production as a robust response to market

opportunities, and argue that the smallholders involved should be
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termed capitalist rather than peasant. Vest African smallholders,
they suggest, engaged in capital formation and accumulation via
cocoa production. Their behavior combines peasant provision of
subsistence with a capitalist's effort at accumulation and
expansion. In spite of their different teraminology, their analyses
lend support to an arguzment that a viable peasantry continues to
exist within rural Africa and can be the basis of future
development efforts. They depict °‘rural capitalists® vho seem able
to continue to produce much of their subsistence while actively
participating in the aarket, pursuing commercial opportunities vaen
they appear favorable.5 A peasantry retaining such vitality, it
vould seem, could be a primary component of future developazent
efforts.

Another contingeat of scholars vho continue to find utility
in the concept of a pessantry suggest that the peassntry continues
to exist and struggles with zarket and state forces, vith an
indeterainant cutcoae. In contrast to Coven (1981), they do not
present an argument for s peasantry inexorably gainiag or losing
its strength. Cooper suggests that the colonial state's acceptance
of widespread smallholder production in lieu of large-scale
capitalist agriculture vas a case of ‘calling failure success,"®
noting that °*the problem for colonial states wvas that peasants vere

not predictable. They could not be counted on to stay in the

§ Indeed, Berry later (1980) suggests the term peasant is
still applicable, in spite of the significant capital accumulation
that has cccured.
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sarket vhen it vas rigged against them or simply bad, nor vas it
sure hov they would respond to demands to intensify production®
(1980, 303). Vhat others analyze as partial proletarianization or
an incompleta transition to capitalist productiom, Cooper (along
vith Villiams (1985]) viewvs as peasant struggle to resist outside
forces.

Undoubtedly the most influential implicit critic of the
peasant debate is Goran Hyden (1980). While he, of course, uses
t.q term peasant &s & central concept in his anslysis, he is, in
fact, criticizing the very basis of the entire peasant thesis as
discussed above. His argument that rural African smallholders have
successfully zesisted affective market integration and political
subordination is a direct counterattack to the underdevelopment
thesis. He rejects the argument that & significant historical
transition occurred in the rural political econmomy, claiming that
pre-colonial comaunal institutions continue to function to maintain
collective peasant independence. As noted st the outset of this
section, in spite of the continuing popularity of his thesis,
especially vithin the developmentalist school, Lewis (1979) is the
only scholar who has provided direct evidence of effective
resistance to aarket integration via pre-colonial communal
institutions that I have found in the literature.’

The greatest value derived from the pessant debate is its

7aydcn‘s acceptancs in the developmentalist school, which in
many vays he has criticized, is seen in his solicited contributions

to the recent voluae adited by Berg and Vhitaker (1986) and Moock's
edited volume (1988) on PFSR.
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historical analysis of African sasllholders. Even those analysts,
such as Hyden, whoc argue that the alleged historical transformation
is rzacher unimportant, at least address the question. The best
wvorks in this debate, such as that Qf Cliffe (1978), Ranger (1978),
and Bryceson (1982), focus on the continuing relationship betveen
the state, carket forces, and peasant households. Those who argue
for a clear outcome, vhether proletarianization or the developzment
of rural capitalists, base their discussions on particular regions,
making generalizations difficult. That Southern Africa is the
locus of most proletarianization arguments is not surprising; the
contrast to Vest African anslyses of budding rural capitalists may
be & regional rather than theoretical distinctien.

This lack of generalizability relates to a more fundamental
problea: the lack of an overall logic driving the *peasantization’
of African households and their subsequent trajectories. The key
question in the definitional and trajectory debates i3 the
izportance of non-gubsistence activities in smallholder households.
Both subsistence and market-oriented activities exist in peasant
households; the question is vhich of these is dominant in
determining household behavior. Bernstein (1979) attempts to
provide an overall logic to this question with his ‘simple* vs.
‘extended® reproduction asodels, the former applying to peasant
households and the latter to capitalists. Similarly, Buch-Hansen
and Kieler (1983) distinguish betwveen ‘formal® and °resl*
subordination of the peasantry to capital. The forzer allowvs soze

peasant autcnosy and control over its labor power (allowing
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peasants to grov subsistence crops if they so desire), vhile the
latter does not, essentially transforming the pessantry into a
proletariat. These two analytical framevorks may provide useful
categorization of rural African households, but do not provide an
explanation for if, when and how peasants shift from one to the
other.

Discussions of rural differentiation and class formation in
the underdevelopment paradigm also lack an overall explanatory
logic. Tha:.uolc differentistion has resulted from market
integration is denied by virtually no one. Any significant
variation in households' responses to nev opportunities and
constrzaints cresated by the market implies at least short-term
differentistion at some point. 1In fact, groving evidence indicates
thae differentiaticn is quite significant, but analysts have tied
it to a vide variety of causal factors. Bill (1969, 1972) suggests
rural Hausa differentiation has been caused by life.cycls effects
that can be overcome and land sales that vill be more difficult to
reverse. She ultinately argues (1977) that differentiation will
not lead to class formation because wveslth is digssipated at death
and increasing population pressure is iaposing a uniform poverty
that few will avoid. Speigel (1980) askes a similar arguaent,
viewing differentiation as principally a result of the
developaental cycle, combined with migrant labor remittances in
Lesotho. The latter is also seen as an important factor ia
2igbabwe (Phimister 1986; Cliffe 1978).

Hill (1963) and Berry (197S) suggest cccos did not produce
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significant differentiation in Nigeria and Ghana becauss of the
early opportunities for most houssholds in the land abundant
economy, though Chauveau (1980) argues that differential comtrol
over labor did in fact produce overall differentiation in coffee
snd cocoa growing regions of Ivory Coast. Berry (1985) later
argues, along vich Cliffe (1977), Munteamba (1980) and Komings
(1986), that differentiation and class formation occur partially
through access to and control over state resources. Others focus
on education,. generally a pre-requisite of stats access, as crucial
(Kitchings 1980: Beinart 1980; Levin 1380). Pinally, & aumber of
Vest African studies point to debt (due to need for cash to pay
colonial taxes) and resultant vulnerability to drought as key
factors (Howard 1980; Vatts 1983; Shenton and Lennihan 1981; Levin
1980).

Analysts arguing specifically that rural class formation has
occurred suffer from a similar lack of consensus on & coherent
logic dziving the process. "hile rather blunt attempts to apply
pre-existing class categories to Africa have proven extremely
questionable (Shivji [1976] is one of the more extreme cases in
point), recent attempts of a sore subtie nature, based on
production processes and access to state resougces, have been more
fruitful. Part of their utility, indeed, i{s the limited claims
they make for the existence, and especially the consciousness, of
the classes they delineate. Rural class formation has been laid at
the feest of land sccumulation (Cliffe 1977; Vercruijsse 1979), debt

(Hovard 1980), market control usually via parastatal marketing
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cooperatives (Raikes 1978), maintenance of pre-colonial class
distinctions (Cliffe and Mcorsom 1979) and migrant labor (Phimister
1986).

The underdevelopment paradigm and the peasant debate arising
out of it have proven quite insightful in their analyses of African
political economy. Their historical focus is a velcome change from
the ahia:o:iéul nature of even the more sophisticated analysts in
the developmentalist paradigm. Placing African smallholders in the
broader political and econcmic environments in vhich they operate
and analyzing the effects of those snvironments over tize leads us
to recognize that development policy must be understced as only one
of a ayriad of forces affecting smallholder behavior. Development
policy does not act on African households that are passive and
static recipients of policy recosmendations. Rather, policy
affacts households that are constantly engaged in some type of
process of change. The underdevelopment paradigm, and its critics,
have at least recognized this and begun to address it.

Vhat the paradigm has not succeeded in doing is providing an
overall analytical logic to the processes of change that have been
identified. Clearly, market integration and political
subordination have affected different peasantries differencly, but
no central framevork has explained vhy these differences exist nor
hov change occurs vithin esch case. Structuralist Marxists
developed several concepts to try to provide such a framevork; this
effort is the subject of the next section. I suggest the concept

of the social repraduction of peasant households zay provide a more
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ugeful framevork: the final section vill attempt to support this
clainm.

ssmuctuzal Analyses; Modes of PBroduction
and Sizple Commodity Production

Marxist scholars have sttempted to prssent & sore abstract
and theoretically rigorous analysis of the historical integration
of African houssholds into the market economy and centralized
political units. The effort has many similarities with the
underdevelopment paradigm but actempts to understand the process at
s much higher level of abstraction, rsjecting the use of
‘peasantry” as & central concept because, as Ennev, et. al. (1977)
argue, °‘peasant’ is s descriptive rather than analytical category.
In its place they atteampt to use the concepts mode of production
(MOP), articulation and, more recently, simple commodity
production.

Tvo zecent overvievs of the ‘'modes of production debate’
present strongly contrasting views of the paradigm's viabilicy.
Byres' (1983) introductory article to a discussion of modes of
production in South Asis stressed the continued importance of the
debate in the analysis of underdevelopment. In an Africanist
review, alzost all authors argue the paradigm has provided little
conceptusl clazity, providing fev real gdvances over the various
components of the peasant debate (Jevsievicki and Letourneau

1985). This reflects the continuing contzoversies over the debate
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and the ‘chasllenge’ Africa has presented to the approach -- a
paradox, in that some of its earliest and most influential
exponents vere Africanists. The debate began among Africanist
anthropologists over the proper analysis of pre-colonial African
societies. The best known analysts posited three distinct ¥OPs in
pre-colonial Africa: the ‘lineage® MOP (Meillassoux 1960; Terray
1972; Rey 1973), the *tributary’ MOP (Rimble 198S), and the
*African® MOP (Coquery-Vidrovitch 1978) .8

Of greater interest to an analysis of twentieth ceatury
development questions is Rey's (1973) attempt to delineate a theory
of the ‘articulation*® of MOPs. He argues ve must analyze ‘social
formstions® (usually coterminous with society, country, or polity)
by analyzing the articulation of MOPs within them. Articulation is
borroved from Althusser and refers to the combination of two or
more MOPs (or parts - ‘instances® - of one MOP) in a given concrete
situation. An ¥OP is an abstract concept; a social formationm is
the concrete reality of the effects of a sultitude of MOPs. Rey
azgues that capitalisa could only arise from feudalism because of
the common interests of the old feudal and young bourgeois classes
in preserving ground rent as a means of removing the peassntry from
the aeans of production. In any situation other than European
feudalism, the interests of the dominant classes in the pre-
colonial MOP will diffct from those of the bourgeoisie.

8por criticisms of the lineage MOP, which lies at the heart
of the other tvo, see QO'Laughlin (1977) and Hazris (1984) on
Meillassoux (1981) and Molyneux (1977) on Tezzay (1972). All these
critics focus on the analysts' failure to provide a more central
zole for women in their schema.
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Thus, capitalism does not easily and sutomatically replace
other MOPs as it expands around the globe. Instesad, vhen
capitalism in the form of lmperialism entered Africs and contacted
pre-capitalist MOPs a three-stage process began (see Foster-Carter
1978, 218). Pirst, capitalism and pre-capitalist MOPs simply
connect in the sphere of exchange, which 'toﬁfozcu' the pre-
capitalist mode; then capitalism *takes root,’ subcrdi.nn:ing.:he
pre-capitalist modes to it but not destroying them; finally
capitalism completely destroys the pre-capitalist modes.

Rey suggests the Third Vorld is currently in the second phase
of this transition; I will examine this phase to ferret out
implications of Rey's analysis for development issues. Poster-
Carter (1978, 226) asks, ‘hov then to tell vhether capitalism is
dominant, has 'taken root'?' The question is central to asgessing
the MOP framework's utility for analyzing development issuss, in
that households subordinated to pre-capitalist or capitalist MOPs
would presumably have different reproduction processes and
therefore different goals, leavels of integration into the market,
and resporses to policy. Rey, unfortunately, does not provide a
clear-cut ansver. He argues that violence is necessary to
subordinate pre-capitalist MOPs %o capitalisa, and suggests that

‘transitional’ MOPs will arise.? Foster-Carter (1978, 226)

9He has been criticized on both issues by Foster-Carter and
B8raddby (1975) for generalizing the need for violence based on his
own case-study of Congo-Brazzaville and for bringing in
transitiocnal MOPs, asking his azgument appear siailar to the
*colonial® MOP theories of Alavi (1975) and Banaji (1972).
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suggests capitalism takes coot vhen capitalist relations of
production are generalized, but notes this presents Rey with a
circular azgument (not to aention the added definitional problem of
‘generalized®. Geschieze tries to solve the probleam using Marx's
concept of *formal® vs. ‘real® subsumption of labor to capital.
Marx argued that labor is *formally® subordinated to capital vhen
capitalist production processes pre-dominate, but that it is not
‘reslly* ‘subordinated until capital can interfere in the technical
aspects of production, fully contrzolling labor's access to the
neans of production. Geschiere aryjues that only at this point does
8 given class's domaination ‘take root in the production process®
(1988, 87).19 If ve accapt this as the relevant criterion, then
Rey's suggestion that Africa is in stage two is false: clearly,
capitalist rqlatiann do not fully control technical aspects of
production or access to the zeans of production ia most of rural
Africa.

Other analysts have attempted to move beyond Rey in
foraulating an MOP theory of the transition to capitalism in rural
Africa. Volpe (1980a) formulates a framework including
*restricted’ and ‘extended® MOPs in vhich the reproduction of the
former is dependent on the latter. Ve could thus argue that
capitalism takes root vhen various pre-capitalist MOP remnants
depend on it for their reproduction. According to Kimble (1985),

Volpe conceptualizes restricted MOPs as ‘productive enterprises.®

10gey, in his more recent work (1979), has alsc adopted the
*formal® vs. "real® distinction, but has applied it only to
relations yithin the lineage MOP, not to rslations between MOPs.
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Analyzing the reproduction of these resecricted MOPs thus requires
an analysis of the productive enterprises of a given political
economy. In short, Volpe's framevork requires an analysis of
household raproduction vhen applisd to smsllholder agricultuse.
Kimble (198S) goes on to suggest that ve sust analyze the “key
economic institution® to identify the dominant MOP in & given
situation. This key institution is that institution upen which the
domination of the production procesges ‘pertineant to the
appropriation of surplus labor® rests. She uses an analysis of the
tributary MOP to illustrate her approach, an MOP particularly
uyeful to her since the identification of control of surplus labor
is rather aobvious. In other forms of peasant agriculture,
including most of those in zodern Africa, this identification would
be extremely difficulr.

The recent reviev cf the MOP approach in Africa was slmost
unremittingly critical because of the vexing definitional problems
I have outlined. Clarence-Smith (1985) suggests the concept 'mode
of production® is only useful as an abstract model to pose
interesting questions, vhile Ritching (198S) argues that it is juse
such an approach that zakes the entire MOP debste impossible to
resolve and unhelpful to eapirical research. He suggests that
everything MOP analysis has provided could have been achieved more
easily and quickly without the MOP baggage itself. Even vhen
definitions of an MOP and articulation are clear, the question of

*taking root® is crucial and extremely difficult to answer.
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Pezhaps the clearest focus is Volpe's use of °"rescricted’ vs.
"extended® ¥OPs, though these terms seex unnecessary for analyzing
smallholder households, in that his framevork leads directly to the
concrete issue of household reproduction vhich does not require the
abstzact MOP terminology.

As Kitching suggests, we must question vhether the MOP
approach has improved upon the peasant debate. The best empirical
analyses derived from the effort take the framevork as a general
reference point, perhaps to ferret out a set of interesting
questions, and then leave the theoretical abstractions behind as
they proceed vith useful empirical analysis (see Cliffe 1977:
Dejean 1983; Beinart 1983). 1Indeed an earlier paper by Kitching
(1977), and Beanholdt-Thoamsen (1982) in a very different vay,
suggest that all a *mode of production® analysis requires is the
recognition of the critical i{mpact of the expansion of
international capitalisa on peasant producers, a position that
returns us to the peasant debate, sizply referring to the
international economy as the ‘capitalist MOP." It seems the lavel
of abstraction in vhich the MOP debate is placed, which axacerbiates
the dcfinitionnl and terminological probleas, does not provide us
with any signficant additional insights into smallholder
developaent duos:iunl. As Poster-Carter notes, °*sodes of
production are not the subject of history, so neither should they
be the subject of sentences® (1978, 218). I can analyze

smallholder development without the use of the MOP concepts, so
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they will not constitute the subject of sentences ia this work.

An alternative structuralist framework is the debate over the
notion of °‘simple commodity production” -(SCP). Drawing on Ennew,
Hizrst and Tribe‘'s (1977) distinction between °pessantry” as a
descriptive category and analytical categories, the SCP approach
atteapts to formulate a logically rigorous analysis of what aost
people refer to as ‘peasant’ households. Siample commodity
production is conceptualized as & *"form* of production (Bermstein
1977; Priedmann 1980) rather than a mode of praduction. The
former, in contrast to the latter, requires only an analysis of
actusl production processes themselves, thus keeping the argument
at a much lover and aore useful level of abstraction.

FPriedmann (1980) provides the most rigorous and thorough
delineation of SCP, contzasting it to the peasant or ‘natural®
economy that she assumes logically preceded 1.2 The latter is
based on reciprocal kinship ties, the ability to lisit zarket
involvement via these institutions, and subsistence production
goals. In contrast, pure SCP consists of dependence on marketed
production for household zeproductiom, continued family labor use,
and complete factor mobility in the rural political econocmy. The
vzansition froa the natural economy to SCP depends on the
developaent of factor mobility in the rural econcay, in tumm

depending on peasant resistance to commoditization.12

llAgsin. see Bates (1984) for a critique of the application
of such "pure’ forms of the natural econcmy idea to pre-capitalist
Africa,

1254ieh (1985) questions the necessity of destroying communal
institutions, particularly labor relations, for creating SCP. This



66

Bernstein (1977, 1979) is the only dirzect applicatiom of this
approach to Africa. He pregents a model that includes ealements of
the natural sconomy 'itgin an argument supporting SCP to understand
saallholder African households. He argues that the spread of
commocdity relations destroyed the pre-colenial natural econocay,
leading to the predominance of SCP and the dependence of household
reproduction on the market. Hovever, he suggests that a
*subsistence logic*® continues to influence simple commodity
producers because they produce to meet °the needs of simple
reproduction,® rzather than to accumulate. This allows the state to
apply a *simple reproduction squeeze’: smallholders, when faced
with deteriorating terms of trade, respond by expanding production
and intensifying self-exploitation in order to meet subsistence
needs. The process continues today, as smallholders and the state
struggle over control of the labor process (and, I would suggest,
the reproduction process).l3

This analysis, hovever, presents an excessive dichotomy
betveen siagle commodity producers and capitalists. Chevalier

shovs that the availability of vage labor opportunities and

point is well-taken, in that throughout Africa prs-colonial
institutions have been mobilized to expand sarketed production, as
I noted earlier. See Shenton and Lennihan (1981) for an excellent
analysis of hov such communal institutions sre in fact preserved in
form only, vith their content being fully based on market
calculations.

3Boesen (1979) makes a very sinmilar argusent within his
conceptualization of a petty commodity MOP. Bernstein's analysis
is more useful principally because it avoids the MOP level of
sbstraction.
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purchasable subsistence goods causes smallholders to calculate on a
market basis the costs and benefits of subsistence vs. ‘market®
activity in "a highly constricted form of ecSAonic maxinization*
that he terms °‘maximization vithout capitalization® (1983, 178).
Simple commodity producers thus make production decisions like
other producers in a capitalist economy; their production is
limited to subsistence only by the relatively low vorth of their
assets.l® Prom this ve can see the possibility of smallbholders
quickly engaging in *accumulation® given the opportunity (as they
did in the early years of Vest African cocoa productiom).
Berastein's dichotomy betveen SCP's °logic of subsistence® and
capitalist accuzulative behavior, then, is one of circumstances,
not behavioral traits. Szallholder reproduction is oriented to
subsistence because accuaulation is not possible. I suggest that
understanding the dynamics of simple commodity producers'
reproduction, and thus their response to state and market stimuli,
raquires s loli rigid and pre-ordained analysis of change in the
reproduction process over time than is implied in Bernstein's
dichotomy. This would allov us to understand the material
constraints on response to development policy vithout resort to

isgutable categories that deny the possibility of rapid

l4his does not imply that smallholders do not take risk into
consideration vhen balancing production of food vs. marketed crops.
The aarketed crops theaselves are produced, according to Bermstein,
for subsistence purposes (a ‘use-value® orientation) and market
risk would clesarly enter into a decision calculus, as it does wvith
any rational economic agent in s sarket sconomy (though pzobably
veighing zore heavily in the calculus of most African smallholders
than is typical of others in market economies).
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transformation.

The SCP approach provides vhat may be the best combination of
analytical rigor, theorstical coherence, and useful concepts for
empirical research of any approach I have revieved. 1Its concepts
are at a level of sbstraction sufficieatly lowv to allov some type
of eupirical verificatiom or rejection. Bernstein is undoubtedly
right to reject the pure sodels outlined by Friedmann, yet this nod
in the direction of theoretical honesty raises faniliar and
difficult questions. One is the nature of the transition to SCP in
Africa. Vhy and at vhat point factor mobility becomes generalized,
as Priedsann requires, is unclear. She mentions peasant resistance
as centzal to variations in the generalization of factor mobiliry,
but provides no zeans of understanding patterns in such variation.
Yhat is lacking, I suggest, is an understanding of the process of
transforaation in social reproduction that allows the rise of SCP
in place of coamunal production.

A sinilar analysis is needed to address the thorny question
of a transition from SCP to fully capitalist production. All
analysts sgree that differentiation is likely vithin SCP and that
this logically will lead to capitalist production. Hovever, Kahn
(1978) argues that the modern neo-colonial state throughout the
former colonies restricts this natural differentiation process,
praserving SCP? at increasingly lov levels of productivity in the

interests of state classes and international merchant cnpiul.ls

15§ote the similarity of this argument and Cowen's for Kenya
(1977, 1981), chough the latter does not explicitly use the MOP or
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This hypothesis could certainly not be applied vholesale throughout
Africa, given the huge variation in improving productivicy levels
and in levels of differentiation. Again, understanding its
applicability for a given situation requires an analysis of social
reproduction in each case. The SCP approach, then, may provide the
most useful generalizable theoretical orientation, yet some of its
key unresolved issues cequire, as do those of other paradigms, an

snalysis of the dynamics of social reproduction.

conclugion:
Social Reproduction and the Theogetical Debate

The literature on African agrarian development and rural
political economy is extremely rich. Yaet it sesms that the major
debates cemain quite unresolved. The three paradigms discussed
herein provide the three major frameworks within vhich this very
diversified debate has been conducted. The developmentalist
paradigm has unquestionably had the greatest policy impact aad
clearly presents the most practical guidelines for policy
formulation. Hovever, its shistorical nature and marginalist
assumptions, under which African smallholders are assuzed to be
unchanging recipients of policy and market signals, do not allow it
to analyze adequately tﬁe effects of market intagration and
political subordination on the ability of households to respond to

even vell-designed policy. The underdevelopment paradiga and-
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subgequent peasant debate bring to the field needed historical
analysis, but fail to provide any explanatory logic underlying the
ayriad variations in historical transformations delineated. The
structuralist Marxists have atteapted to correct this shortcoming,
only to sove too far in the direction of analytical abstraction and
clear categorization. Even the SCP amodel, certainly the most
empirically useful vithin the structuralist paradigm, assuzes a
uniformity and universality of activity that is difficult %o
reconcile with the diversity identified by the peasant debate.

In an effort to provide an analytical tool that can be
utilized for empirical cesearch, while alsc providing some means of
comparative analysis and broader explanation of change, I offer the
construct of the social reproduction of the rural household as
delineated in Chapter 1. Using socisl reproduction as an
snalytical tool through which to examine the rural political
economy does not excessively limit the rich diversity experienced
by African rural societies integrated into the market economy.
Instead, it suggests an inductive approach, atteapting to identify
specific processes of social reproduction in rural Africa and then
apply thea as broadly as is feasible. This recognizes that no
single pattern will apply throughout the continent, and that
description of infinite diversity allows qcir.ho: theoretical
progress nor .pncticnl policy suggestions. An approach based on
socisl reproduction begins wvithout the a priori assumptions either

that the pessantry has been destroyed or that it is viable and
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expanding: it does not limit the reproduction process to specific
categories or dichotomies.

This thesis is an attempt to apply this framevork, analyzing
a specific pattern of intra-household resource allocation that
identifies a clear process of social reproduction. I claim neither
the universality of the developzentalist models nor the historical
specificity of the pessant study. Instead, I hope the approach
identifies a clear process that can be spplicable, with slight
modifications, to a vide area of Kenya and East Africa, at least.
Beyond this, focussing on social reproduction requires and
thersfore provides a careful empirical analysis of agricultural
production itself, vithin the broader and usually conscious process
of household reaproduction. This analysis of production, both
necessary and beneficial to the social reproductiocn framework, can
then be used to zake specific policy recommendations in specific
cases. Like PSR, a focus on social reproduction includes
exapination of non-farm and non-economic phencmena of importance to
production. Unlike PSR, hovever, fully analyzing social
reproduction as I have conceptualized it requires a historical
analysis of the transformation from one reproduction model to
another. This focuses the analysis on ongoing change in the rural
political economy, st least partially independent of the effects of
current development policy, and may provide an ability both to
recognize the limits within vhich policy must operate and predict,

at least tentatively, likely future trends with which policy 5ust

SCP framevorks.
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deal.

The concept of social reproduction will also provide, I
suggest, & useful theoretical construct that can be used to assist
in solving some of the reasining theoretical questions involving
Afzrican political economy. While MOP was far too abstract to be of
analytical utility, social reproduction focuses on real empirical
entities -- rural households -- and attempts to understand their
underlying structuze. It thus has clear empirical referents and
application. It alsc provides, hovever, the possibility of
establishing a handful of clear patterns, applicable to vide areas
qf the continent, that can reduce the dizzying diversity uncovered
by the peasant debate. This pight assist in msking broader but
empirically faithful generalizations about the nature of socio-
economic differentiation and rural class formation. Indeed, as I
suggested in Chapter 1 and will demonstrate belov, rural class
formation in peasant societies is an aspect of the transformation
of social reproduction procasses. An ability to analyze clearly
differentiation and possible class formation in a framevork of
coaparative application zay vell be the most important contribution
of the social reproduction framevork, in that these questions are
central both to the theoretical debate on African rursl political

economy and the policy debate on isproving productivity and

therefore rural incomes.



To lay out the essential historical background to the present
study, I need not present a full history of Kenya from colonial
domination to the preseat. It is sssential, howvever, to address
the key factors that arose during the colonisl era cresting and
shaping straddling throughout the high-intensity agricultural areas
of the country. The developaent of studdling throughout Kenya,
fécuuing on the history of the market econozy, vege labor, and
African agriculturzal production and development is the subject of

this chapter.

A893-1918

Kenya took on its unusual character as a settler colony when
British suthorities searched for a viable economic base for the
Ugsnda Railway, vhich was begun in Mombasa on the Indian Ocean in
1895 and ran through the heart of vhat became Kenya to Kampala,
Uganda, the *crown jevel® of British Africa. The long stretch of
railvay through ailitarily ‘pacified® but econoaically independent
Afzican territory required some type of cargo to pay for itself.

Settiers from the UK and South Africa vere seen as a solution that

73
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would provide both export crops to haul to Mombasa and demand for
izports to haul into the interior.

The British crown as early as the 1890s began declaring
'unnccupicd'vanyln land Crown land. This vas passed on to Vhite
gattlers as an imitisl inducemept for settling. What land remained
became Native Reserves and all Africans vere soon required to live
vithin these areas unless smployed or accompanying an employee
elsevhere. Having very limited capital, the early settlers found
it difficult to develop their land and scon came to depend on
Afzican, mostly Kikuyu, squatters, vho veres given use rights o
pieces of settler land in exchange for a limited amount of labor on
the settlers' enterprises. As settler agriculture began to develop
and the number of settlers incressed, short-term migrant labor from
the Native Reserves vas added to squatter labor and would
eventuslly become the dominant form of labor mobilization in the
coloay.

The perseverance of these tvo forms of labor th;oughout the
colonial period can be tied directly to the economic benefits they
provided the lo:tlc:a; the colonial state itself, and eventually
gulti-national corporations. *Both systems, migrant and uqui::a:.
transferzed a large share of the costs of reproducing and
asaintaining human labour power to the labourer himself; chat is,
labour was paid less than the ainimal cost of its reproduction®
(Stichter 1982, 26-27). ¥ith the laborer's family continuing to
provide the bulk of family subsistence through farming either on

squatter land or in the Reserve, the employer vas not required to
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pay a wage needed to support an entire family. Por this system to
function, however, the land per capita ratio in the Reserves had to
be paintained at a csrtain level. "If too low, families would not
be able to meet their subsistence needs: if too high, men vould
have no incentive to search for wage labor opportunities (Stichter
1982, 28). Thus, land management and migrant labor vere intimately
connected.

By 1905, the nascent settler comaunity had become sogething
of a political force in colonial polizics and, zhrough the 190$
Land Committee, successfully argued that the Native Reserves should

" be limited to their contemporary size, alloving adequate sustenance
for the populaticn while freeing futurse population growth for
aigrant labor, thus maintaining a downward pressure on vages (Volff
1974, 98-99). The boundaries set then, with little change, became
those that would endure until independence.

Inducing migrant labor from the Reserves initially required
@ore than simply alienating land. As long as basic subsistence vas
not threatened, and prior to the videspread introduction of
iaported consumer goods, Africans had no reason to desire s
monetary income. Frequently, the colonial state turned to brute
force, requiring a particular African region to provide a certain
number of laborers, especially for construction of public vorks.
This would continue to varying degrees throughout the colonial era
for public vorks, though for private settler purposes, the colonial
state turned to taxation as & sore efficient and seemingly more

humane inducsaent. A hut tax vas passed in 1901, requiring each
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asale household head to pay in colonial currency a tax for each hut
he owned. In 1910, in response to Africans limiting the number of
huts they built, a Poll Tax vas added, applicable to every able-
bodied male over the age of 16. Both taxes vere comsciously
enacted to encourage labor migration to settler estates (Stichter
1982, 34-15).

Migrant labor gained its first systemization with the Native
Ordinance of 1912, establishing the ‘kipande’ system under wvhich
all Africans vere required to carry an identity pass that stated
vhich Reserve they must reside in and their current and past
ezployment. The act also allowed up to 60 days per year per person
in coapulsory labor om public works of intsrest to the colonial
state, and an additional 24 days per person on °tribal*® vorks such
as roads and dans vithin the Reserves (Stichter 1982, 38).

Stichter and Hay both argue that initially force or the
threat of compulsory labor on public vorks, rather than taxation,
vas the g:elgolc inducement to zigrate. Settlers vere barred from
directly recruiting labor in the Reserves, but paid recruiting
agents vere alloyed to do so. The latter masqueraded as colonial
officials to force recruitment, with the implicit consent of the
local colonial adnim‘.stntion._ In many cases, chiefs were paid by
the recruiters to provide a given number of ‘voluntary’ recruits
(Stichter 1982, 38; Hay 1972, 161-64). 1In 1920, the compulsory
labor lavs vere amended to allow exemption for men vhc had vorked
three of the past 12 months on a settler estats, providing a

further induceaent to avoid compulsory labor vis better-paying
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estate labor (Volff 1974, 124-25).

Inicial African response to taxstion did not fully comply
vith settler labor needs. The settler estates and zail vorkers
provided African farmers a zsrket and the tax an incentive to sell
grain. In Nyanza Province, the initial colonial granary, maize
export vas substantial and expanding from 1909 on. The other
principal population center, the Kikuyu Reserve, provided grain,
hides and later vattle to the nearby Nairobi market. According to
colonial reports, Africans initiated this marketed production o
pay their taxes vithout :uortiné to aigrant labor (Ritching 1980,
25-32). This did not occur only in areas vhere it vas
agriculturally unfeasible, such as the more marginal areas of
Nyanza Province or those more distant fros the rail or estatss (Hay
1972, 165). The result was a labor crisis as early as 1909 and a
continously inadequate labor supply on settler estates until Vorld
Var 1 (Stichter 1982, 41; Volff 1974, 104-10).

This rapid oxp;mién of grain production wvas in part produced
by the initisl adoption of maize, vhich began to be integrated into
the previous sorghum/millet agricultural regime as early as the
1890s in vestern Kenya (Hay 1972, 97). Cotton and other new cash
crops were also introduced in the early years of colonial rule.
Colonial policy from 1907 encouraged cotton production in Nyanza
Province to feed nevly established cotton gins there and in Uganda
(vhich had produced the crop for some tize). Due to lov prices
and conflicts with labor demands for subsistence crops, grain

export far exceeded cotton through Vorld War I in the srea (Fearn
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1961, 78-80; Alila 1984, 16-17). Along with these nev crops, the
early periocd sav the introduction of nev iron-blade hoes that vere
tapidly adopted prior to Vorld Var I as labor-saving devices (Hay
1972, 149).

The effects of this incorporation of rural society into a
sazket econoay vere coaplex. Clesrly, the system remaved some
labor from African agriculturs, but this vas rarely the most
productive labor, being chiefly young, unmarried men vho provided
the lesst input into pre-~colonial agriculture. The nev crops and
technology alloved ¢ significant {ncresse in marketed productiom,
vhich Kitching argues reflected an increase in total production, in
that Africans hed neither the need nor desize to decrease food
production in order to increase cash crop production at this early
date. Indeed, he suggests that maize wvas a more popular crop than
cotton because it served as both a food and cash crop. Increased
p:oﬂuction slloved the development of African-controlled retsil
trade by 1316 in Kikuyu areas and scon thersafter elsevhere
(Ritching 1980, 14-21 and 32).

Vhile the further development of migrant labor would put
pressure on vomen's labor time, Kitching suggests that this early
period shouid be characterized siaply as one in vhich underutilized
zale labor vas absorbed and employed, resulting in large increases
in production in such of the colony. (Labor vas underutilized in
part because colonial conquest largely nullified the juridical,
political and ailitary role men of all ages played in their

societies, thus freeing substantial amcunts of time for more
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*productive® labor.) World Var I violently disrupted this systesm,
forcing large numbers of African intc the military or the carrier
corps and many others into migrant labor on settler estates
producing food for the war effort. It showed the colonial regime
the great vealth of labor that could be nobilizadvfor colonial
purposes (Volff 1974, 104-110), but took s heavy toll on Renya's
‘human capital.® At lsast half of the men returning home from the
Carrier Corps vere reportad as not *fit for hard vork again for a

long time* (Alila 1984, 28).

4219-1940

The post-war period began vith an alzost immediate crisis in
the sigrant labor system. The general and rapid demobilization of
the Carrier Corps following the Armistice coincided with videspread
faaine in 1918-1919. The large anumbers of men unable to engage in
vage labor uﬁon demobilization and the death and disease toll of
the famine (conservatively estinated at the time at 155,000)
produced a severe I;bot shortage by 1919. Settler coffee growvers
lost half of their crop due to lack of labor; essential services in
Nairobi were 25% short of necessary labor levels (Van lwanenberg
1975, 104-113). It vas in this situation that the colonial
Governor issued instructionms to encourage chiefs to increase labor
recruitzent, resulting in wvideapread use of force. Chiefs provided
laborers in exchange for small gifts, or on direct order from the
District Commissioner. Reaction, led by the Anglican church,

agasinst vhat vas seen as & return to forced labor vas svift and
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strong outside the settler community. The Governor modified his
circular, couching it in more humanitarian language, but the
essential labor recruitment system stayad the same, varying
slightly by district depending on the procedures of local officials
(Volff 1974, 102-103 and 122).

In 1920 taxes on Africans vere doubled to encourage labor
migration. This led to the famous °"Thuku riots*® of 1922, the £irst
large-scale demonstration against colonisl rule since
*pacification® wvas achieved. In 1922, the tax vas slightly
lovered, though remained nearly double what it had beea prior to
1920 (Van Zvanenberg 1975, 76-77). Customs on iaported coasumer
itens commonly purchased by employed Africans vers also doubled to
202 in 1921. The combination of increased taxes and customs, vhile
unskilled vages incresased only slightly by the end of the decade,
regsulted in an estimated half of African earnings going to taxes
and duties and an overall decline in disposable income during the
19208 (Volff 1974, 118-119). The combined effect was s steady
increase in the estimated percentage of adult African gen engaged
in aigrant labor, from 201 in 1922 to 271 in 1926 before the trend
reversed as Kenya headed tovard the Great Depressiocn. The
pexcentages in the hesviest labor-exporting districts were such
higher, being 302 in 1925 and reaching 402 by 1930 (Kietching 1980,
249-251).

The Depression hit the Kenyan economy hard, chiefly by drying
up the settlers' export markets. Vages declined by 40 from 1929-
1935 and overall African employment dropped back to vhat it had
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been in the early 1920s (Stichter 1982, 95). The shrinking
internal grain market resulted in declining grain prices, vhich
should have resulted in a decline of African marketed production.
This, however, was not the case. Colonial taxes rezained
unchanged, requiring Africans to, st a minizum, sell enough grain
to pay their taxes. Also, Kitching shows that the price of
livestock declined faster than the price of grain, so Africaas,
nany of vhom could no longer f£ind employment cutside the Resezves,
increased grain producticn to pay taxzes and buy livestock (Kitching
1980, $8-59). Repatriation of labor and intensification of grain
production greatly inczeased pressure on land. In Vestern Kenya,
double cropping -- growving two grain crops per year vhers the
rainfall pattern peraitted -- was initiated during the Depression
(Kitching 1980, 88), wvhile in Kikuyu areas fallov periods fell from
8 « 10 years to 2 years (Stichter 1982, 99). As employment
rebounded in the late 1330s, it appears that the increasingly
common absence of men began to affect women adversely, as they vere
required to take on a substantially increased share of agricultural
iabor (Hay 1972, 229-31; Ritching 1980, 89).

Colonial policy toward African agriculture began to take
discernable shape in the early 1920s. As early as 13920, the
colonial state began to see the importance of developing African
sgriculture, even though this amight directly conflict with settler
labor demands. Noting this possible conflict, the 1920/21
Department of Agriculture report nevertheless set a goal of

incressing African production of export crops (Alila 1984, 19).
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This translated into a sericus push to increase cotton production
from 1923 onwazrd; falling prices, hovever, rasulted in stagnant
production (Feaza 1964, 72-76). Ia fact, colonial efforts, though
taken seriously by the Agriculture department, had a limited effect
in the Reserves. The first Agricultural Officers vere posted in
the Resezves in 1923 and even in the 1930s thers vere only a
handful to provide services to over one million peasant families.
The grest bulk of resources for agriculture vere allocated to
settler fatning.‘ Most importantly, to limit competition with
sattler production, Africans wvere not alloved to cultivate the most
lucrative export crop: coffee (Saith 1976, 116-17; Alila, 1984,
19.20).

Despite an ineffective development policy, marketed African
grain producticn continued to expand throughout the 19208 from the
Kikuyu Reserve and from Nyanza (Kitching 1980, 33-.39). Alongside
this, local retail trade became aore generalized as the colonial
pattern of African state employees investing in trade began to
develop (Hay 1972, 176-177: Stichter 1982, 106-107). 1In the most
heavily effected Kikuyu Reserve, land sales began as tenure becanme
individualized by the late 19203 and harvest failures resulted in
loss of land for some families (Kitching 1980, 290-292).

The return of labor to the Reserves and subsequent
intensification of agriculture during the 1930s forced the colonial
governzent to give greater attention to African agriculture than it
had previocusly. °*(B]y the 1930s, there was one overvhelming

problea which the colonial authorities could no longer ignore, and
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that vas the rapidly growing African population...Creating
'landless’' people in some areas and causing soil depletion in
others...* (Saith 1976, 120). The government thus began the firse
seni-comprehensive agricultural development efforts, attsupting to
practice soil conservation and destocking, both of which had
linited effects. Beyond this, & "long-range development prograame
for native agriculture® was launched in vhich economic zones i{n the
Reserves vere identified, staff size vas increased by as much as
$0Z, the izcm hoe vas consciously spread further, and reneved
efforts vere made to encourage export crops such as cotton, wvattle
and other tree crops (Alila 1984, 29-31; Hay 1972, 194-200;
Kitching 1980, 102). The result vas increasad production of tree
crops vhich required very little labor and could be intesrcropped
vith grain, further adoption of the lsbor-saving iron hoe, and even
8 slight increase in cotton production despite stagnant to falling
prices. The problem that remained, however, vas population
pressure on land and declining soil fertility (Ritching 1980, 103-
105; Hay 1972, 200).

On the eve of Vorld Var IX, migrant labor and/or cash
cropping was firmly entrenched as & significant part of amany
households' reproductive cycle. Ritching regards °the late
tventies and the thirties as the crucial time vhen the essential
parameters of socio-economic differentiation among households were
laid down,* as those with access to better-paid off.farm positions
invested in education for their children to perpetuate their

advantages (1980, 146 and 277). In the more extreme cases, such as
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Central Nysnza, lack of agricultural opportunities zesulted in
Africans' “conviction that labor export vas the most profitable
allocation of resources and certainly the most secure* Hay 1972,
231). The questions left open sre: 1) did Africans engage in
migrant labor solely to provide subsistence in the face of the
demands of colonial taxation and declining agricultural
productivity, or vers they able to use migrant labor as a means of
accumulation and socio-economic advance; and 2) vhat vas the
overall effect of this on African agriculture?

To understand the degree to vhich migrant labor vas an
opportunity for accumulation rather thsn simply a means of survival
would require complete data on African earnings per household vs.
taxes, aarketed agricultural production (as an altermative source
of cash), and other uses of off-farm income. Such data do not
exist, but the historical record provides sporadic information from
vhich & :enutiv; ansver can be gleaned. Pirst, it is clear that
for those households in vhich at least one man had a better-paid
off-farm position, some sccumulation was possible. Vhile annual
taxes remained at Kshs. 12 per man over 16 and per hut, earnings
for the skilled employee averaged 30 to 60 shillings per month from
1920 to 1940. Since these better-paid positions also tended to be
more stable, most men would have worked all or most of esch year,
alloving them to pay their tax, even for the head of a large
housshold, vith a fraction of their annual income (and this does
not include cash generated by fara sales) (Kitching 1980, 277).

Kitching thus concludes that this group wvas the basis of a wealthy
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stzata of rursl society, dapendent on relatively well paid off-farm
positions, vhose descendents continue iz such positions today.

Fozr the majority of migrant laborzers, however, wvages varied
from § to 14 shillings per month. Taxzes, especially for a large
household vith several huts (usually implying several wives) and/or
ssveral unsarried adult sons, could thus consume a significant
portion of off-farm income. If a man vorked on a aore or less
permanent basis, hovever, and if marketed agricultural production
could provide additional cash, even unskilled aigrant labor might
provide some surplus. A key part of the question is not only wages
per aonth, but aumber of months each vage earner worked per year.
This is & matter of scme dispute. Stichter and Pearm suggest that
through the 1930s, migrant lsbor vas largely sesasonal, as young men
vorked on European estates in the off-geason of the African
sagricultural ‘cyclc. returning home to help in essential
agricultural tasks vhen needed (Fearn 1964, 103; Stichter 1982, 84-
89). Hay, however, suggests that in Nyanza even in this early
period men were engaging in long-term migration, the majority
staying avay for 15-20 years (1972, 172). Her argument is
accapted and supported by Kitching, vho states there is no evideancs
to support the seasonal, *target worker®' thesis (1980, 253).

To support Rer argument, Stichter presents the most
cozprehensive data on aonthly labor recruitment and service from
1916 to 1930, shoving that variations in recruitment coincide wich

variations in the local agricultural cycle. Hovever, her data shov
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this variation to be never greater than 102 and often less than SI
(1982, 37-88). It {s difficult to believe that the agricultural
cycle controlled nigrancy and yet affected only 102 of those
vorking. It seems that the majority of workers, as Hay and
Kitching argue, vere long-term amigrants. The slight seasonal
variastion pechaps reflects aigration of second men from a given
household, migrating in the off-season but staying home vhen needed
wvhile their brothers or fathers remained in migrancy year-round.

If chis is the case, it at lesast raises the possibility that a
surplus for attespted accumulation aight bave been generated via
aigrancy. wﬁcthc: a given household could accumulate in this vay
depended on the number of migrants, length of aigrancy and how they
invested or consumed the off-farm income they controlled, subjects
the case study vill examine in the following chapter.

The effect of increased migration on African agriculture is
also s matter of dispute among economic historians. Stichter
argues that the 19208 saw the peripheralization of African
sgziculture and ties this directly to increased labor export. She
bases this on data showing declining African agricultural exports,
suggesting that domestic markets could not compensate for declining
exports (1982, 74-80). Kitching, on the other hand, suggests that
production continued to expand through the 1920s. He and Hay both
argue that to 1930, migrant labor had little negative impact on
African agriculturze because vomen and non-aigrant men wvere able to
increase their labor time and employ nev tools (the irom hoe) and

new crops (maize, groundnuts, tree crops) to increase productivity
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(Kitching 1980, 35-50; Hay 1972, 173-74). Ritching cites various
references by colonial officials and oral evidence of continual
agricultural expansion, but could find no hard data to support his
claim. Stichter, hovever, provides some data herself to support
Kitching's argument, showing that in Central Province non-export
crop production continually increased and in Nyanza it did so by
and large, except during a 1926-27 drought. She discounts the
effects of the drought and sticks to her argument, but once again,
the combined evidence seeas to support Kitching and Hay. All agree
that African agricultural production, especially its marketed
component, expanded throughout the Great Depression.

The intervar years, as Kitching notes, provided a ‘unique
opportunity:' access to better-paid off-farm income, which formed
the basis of modern socio-economic differentiation in rural Kenya
(1980, 279). Those vho gained access to this income and invested
it wisely became the founders of the modern Kenyan elite, urban and
rural. For the majority, however, aigrant labor provided a neans
of paying colonially imposed taxes and perhaps achieving relatively
ainor levels of accumulation. The rise and expansion of amigrant
labor and cash crapping by the end of the Depression signified the
transition from social reproduction independent of the market to
sccial reproduction that vas quite dependent on the aarket The
outline of vhat I have termed straddling clearly began to emerge in
the interwar period. Its full development avaited s nuaber of
significant economic and political changes that vers to occur ia
the aftermath of Vorld Var II.
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194Q-1963

Vorld Var II was s great boon to Kenys, both to the settier
and the African. Var demands, particularly for foodstuffs,
resulted in increased production and employment on settler estates
and increased marketed maize production dy Africans in the
Reserves. It also provided incentives for mechanization of settler
agriculture, which in the long run vould significantly alter the
migrant labor system. Alongside this, the economic booa increased
deaand for skilled labor from Africanms, shifting the structure of
vages and skill composition of African labor upwazd vhile videning
the gap betvesn permanently employed skilled Africans and less
secure, lover paid unskilled labor.

The increase in skill composition of the labor force began
during the war and continued unabated throughout the folloving
decade. The var-time and post-var economic boom provided an
incentive for bdoth incressed mechanization of settler agriculture
and the introduction of significant multinationsal industrial
capital into Nairobi. Skilled and semi-.skilled workers (srtissns,
aechanics, etc.) increased their share of the work force froa under
127 in 1942 to 191 in 1948. Conversely, unskilled laboz, both
agricultural sad non-agricultural, decressed from 722 to 642
(Stichter 1982, 116). The tread seeas to have continued throughout
the rest of the colonial era. In Nairobi, skilled and semi-skilled
labor increased from 271 of the vorkforce in 1953 to 477 in 1957
(Collier and Lal 1986, 61). Though the Nairobi labor force was
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undoubtedly of higher skill composition than the rest of the
country, the trend seums to have been widespread.

The increasingly skilled labor force reflected a patterm of
labor stabilization. Turnover rates, particularly in the
industrial sector, declined significantly in the post-war period as
sechanization and productivity increased. Vages sigpultanecusly
increased dramatically, by 902 from 1940 to 1954 and doubling from
1955 to 1964 ‘(s:ich:o: 1982, 130-145). However, this wvage increase
vas not shared equally. Prom the beginning of Vorld Var II, real
vages for the unskilled are estimated to have declined almost
continuously to 1954, leading Stichter to conclude that the
increase in average vages accrued principally to skilled and semi-
skilled labor. Kitching shows that in 1936 a skilled artisan
earned tvice the salary of an unskilled laborer; by 1945 the ratio
had doubled, with artisans earning four times their unskilled
brethren (1980, 1206). As vages improved among skilled wvorkers,
who vere principally in the formal sector of the economy, the
percentage of the potential aale labor force employed in that
n.cto: declined, from 26.9Z in 1948 to 24.2% in 1962. The trend
for the era, then, was of a declining percentage of the potential
labor pool employed in the formal sector, increasing skill
composition, and increasing vage differentials based on skill.

This continusd throughout the 1950s and 1960s (Colier and Lal 1986,
S9 and 383-392).
The process of labor stabilization and increasing vage

differentials, hovever, did not mean a continuous decline in
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unskilled esranings. Though unskilled vorkers' zeal vages declined
to 1954, they increased significantly from 1955 to 1964, fueled by
increases of 55! in the minimum vage (Stichter 1982, 141-142). The
{ssue of government-get minimuz vages becane important after the
var, a8 African unionization and vage demands became a serious
concern to the authorities and employers alike. In 1946, the
oinisus vage, 'vhile covering the cost of living of a single adult
zmale employee vorking at unskilled labour would not give him the
feeling of coamplazent satisfaction in which he vould aake no effore
at self-improvement® (Collier and Lal 1986, 41.42). Though it vas
increased in 1947 in response to widespread labor unrest, it
remained based on the notion of a 'bachelor ainimum vage.® In
other words, it vas consciously designed to provide immediate
support for a single mals eaployee, but not support adequate for an
entire family, thus assuming that the straddling system would
support the vorker's family.

In 1953, s major government panel issued a report suggesting
a nev policy for the volatile wage question. Dubbed the *Carpenter
Report,* it found that cearly tvo-thirds of vorkers in the lowest
income category could not even provide their urban subsistence on
the ainisun vage and were forced to borrow to survive between
paychecks. It recommended that all vorkers should receive a
'flnily vage' -~ sufficient to provide for the needs of an entire
family (Stichter 1982, 130-136). This, they suggested, would
enhance the process of labor stabilization already undervay, vhich

colonial officials vieved as a positive development. Vhile this
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has never been accomplished for the majority of vorkers, the Report
in the short run did result in significant increases in formal
sector vages.

The effects of labor scabilization, increased vage
differentials, and cising real vages through the 1950s vere
significant, but did not transform the basic patterms of straddling
laid down in the pre-wvar period. Stichter portrays the period as
one entailing a fundamental shift from s migrant labor system to a
more stabilized vorkforce. She notes that a lower turnover rate in
the 1950s shows that *{e]ven though many full.tize workers still
maintained rural ties and access to plots of land, they nov spent
nearly the vhole of their working lives in employment® and argues
this reprssents a fundamental shift for African society, urban and
rural (1982, 133). The difference betveen this and the pre-wvar era
vas probably not as great as she implies. From the perspective of
social reproduction in the rural political economy, it was mainly a
difference in the number of jobs a given individusl held over his.
productive lifetime. As noted above, even in the early yesrs the
best evidence indicates most vorkers pursued a strategy of vorking
as constantly as possible in order to survive and accumulate over
time. Labor stabilization did not change this fundamental patterm,
though may have incressed vorkers' security and izproved their
ability to straddle.

The scant evidence available and zy owan case study presented
in the next chapter shov that straddling only fully emerged as this

relatively stabilized labor force increased its wages and vas



92

therefore more able than ever to invest in agriculture and
education. The Carpenter Report noted that the majority of vorkers
remitted only 4.2 of their income in the late 13408 to early
19%08: by 1957/58 even poorer vorkers vers resitting 102 of their
income; by 1970, the vast majority of formal sector employees
(those earning over 175 shillings per month) vere remitting an
average of 212 of their total income to the rural household
(Stichter 1982, 146; Kitching 1980, 276). Thus, as Stichter
concludes, stabilization increased the importance of wage labor in
African houssholds' reproduction (1982, 147), though she errs in
suggesting this vas a fundamental shift from the pre-var eza.
Rather, it vas the full development of a systea of social
reproduction vhose outline vas evident by the 1920s.

As the process of lador stabilization proceeded, siailar and
unquestionably more far-tesching changes occurred in African
agriculture, especially in response to fundamental changes in
colonial agricultural policy. The chief policy goal of Vorld War
11 vas 20 iicruessde aarkated fcood production from both settler and
African producers for the var effort. This led the colonial state
to intervene in African agriculture to an unprecedented degree,
including forced cattle sales to enhance meat supply and state
control over the aaize sarket to secure grain production (Alila
1984, 31-34). 7?0 encoursge African narketed maize production, the
colonial government established the Maize and Produce Control (MPC)
as a parastatal organization given a monopoly over the grain market

of both African and settler p:oduccn.1 Producer prices for both



93

groups vere technically identical, though a aumber of cesses vere
placed on African production, cesulting in a de facto lover
producer price than that given to settlers (Fearm 1964, 157-160).
In spite of this, aaize production incressed significantly, as
Africans and settlers responded zo the 700% increase in producer
prices from 1940 to 1952 (Alila 1984, 33-34; Ritching 1980, 152).

The colonial government used the MPC during and after the var
as the chief vehicle through vhich it pursued development policy
tovard African agriculture. Part of the cess levied on African
ovaize vas placed in an ‘*Agricultura]l Betterment Fund,*® used to give
revards to farmers deemed by local agricultural officers to be
practicing good soil conservation, husbandry, and crop rotation.
Being selected as a *better farmer' provided a monetary revard,
allowed the farmer to sell aaize directly to the MPC and thus
collect the trader's commission himself, and gave access to
subsidized prices and loans for equipment (Alila 1984, 36; Fearn
1964, 204-203). In effect, the fund transferred income from the
average farmer to those wvho had adequate land and knowiedge to
pursue vhat the colonial regise considersd proper husbandry and
conservation aeasures.

The schese also fit into the prevailing policy logic of the
era, vhich argued that the average African farmer could not and

should not become purely capitalist. The °better®’ or "progressive®

lsetzler maize was injtially zarketed through a separate

state institution, but was scoon merged with African msize under
the uabrella of the MPC.
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farmers vere encouraged to improve their farms, including growing
coffee under clogely supervised conditions in certain disericts;
(Saith 1976, 124). the remainder vere encouraged to sell only
surplus food. Profit maximization, it vas argued, would cause the
aversge African to misuse his land, resulting in increasing soil
erosion and declining fertility. Instead, conservation vas
pursued, by incentive fof the ‘progressive’ farmer and by force for
the remainder; each household was zequired to provide six days of
communal labor every three sonths toward land terrscing to prevent
erosion (Van Zvanenberg and King 1975, 47).

The post-var policy also involved a substantial increase in
colonial funds -- 11 million pounds from 1946 to 1956 -- speant on
Afzican agriculture (Van Zvanenberg and King 1975, 47). An esrly
analysis of this period reports that while persuasion techniques
then undertaken did little to improve African agriculture
(especially in the face of continued restrictions on cash crop
production for the vast majority of farmers), forced communal labor
succeeded in building ‘tens of thousands of miles of terraces...om
overcrovded hillsides...vith the policeman standing behind the
Agricultural Instructor® (Ruthenberg 1966, 6-7). Despite these
efforts, Kitching argues persuasively that African smallholding
still faced the probleas in 1952 it had before the war: declining
yield due to declining scil fertility, restrictions on growing the
highest value crops, and increasingly unequal land distributiom,

leading sany to conclude off-farm income vas a more lucrative
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pursuit than agriculture (1380, 153.54).

To solve these growing problems in African agriculture and to
reduce political tensions surrounding the Mau Mau revolt, colonial
agricultural policy shifted abzuptly in 1954 with the publication
of the Swynnerton Plan. A:.:ha heart of the plan was a complete
ceversal of the colonial attitude regarding Africans' ability to
maximize agricultural profits without destroying soil fertilitcy.
Swynnerton argued that improved African sgriculture, economic
growth and political stability required developing an African
agricultural sector comprised of §00,000 farms of approximately
equal size, each achieving surplus marketed production valued at
approxzimately 100 pounds per year by 1969. This would improve
customs revenus and the rural scarket for manufactures, sbsorb
surplus population, decrease African desire for land in Buzopean
settlement areas, and create an economically prosperous and
politically stabilizing landed African middle-class. He :ecogﬁized
this would entail the creation of an landless class that would vork
for the landed class and vieved this as a natural outcome in a
developing economy (Ruthenberg 1966, 13-14; Smith 1976, 126-127).
This would all be accomplished by the government creating
individual, freehold land tenure (replacing vhat vas assumed to be
doainant -- °"traditional cosmunal® tenure) and allowing Africanms to
grov the lucrative cash crops, principally coffee, previously
denied them.

At the time and for many years aftervards, the land tenure
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prograz vas saeen as the ceart of the Plan. It vas ass'wed that
secure freshold tenure vas essential to encourage Africans to
invest in their lsnd 2o increase long-term productivity, and that
such tenure represented a significant change from extant
‘eraditional® pattsrmns. In fact, the tenurs program had very
different effects in different districts. In Central Province, the
Kikuyu homeland, it did in fact radically alter tenure because it
consolidated fragmentsd holdings, although individual tenuze had
long been the de facto pattsrn. In other sreas (such as Kisii),
registzation simply codified existing individual tenure. FPinally,
vhere connuﬁnl tenure did still exist, registration wvas a long and
tortuous process that met vith much resistance. In retrospect, the
tenure progras. {s seen as less important than the other pillar of
the Swvynnerton Plan: °[I]t seems likely that the initial success
of the Swynnerton Plan was not due to the process of consolidation
and registration [of land holding] per se, but rather to the final
removal of restrictions on certain cash crops and the provision of
the necessary rescurces to growv them*® (Smith 1976, 128).

The Swyanerzton Plan :xdicaily sltered African agriculture.
African cultivation of coffee, tes, pyrethrum and dairy-grade
cattle wvas freed of colonial restrictions and expanded rapidly.
From 1958 to 1968 gross smallholder farm revenue increased fros 8
million Kenyan pounds to 34 amillion (Kitching 1980, 317). Despite
these impressive results, the Plan has not produced all the results

originally intended. This, in part, is due to a misreading of the
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initial situation, especially in the intensively cultivated areas
such as Central Province and Kisii. Svynnerton's initial tazget of
600,000 productive farms severely underestimated the number of
units needed if the smallholder sector was to re-absorb large
nusbers of urban unemployed. It also failed to consider the future
effects of population growth. Ignorance of unequal land
distribution in the 1950s caused colonial planners to make no
provision for land redistrzibution in the tenure prograa. Vithout
this, the goal of 600,000 roughly equal holdings was an utter
impossibility (Saith 1976, 126-127). Indeed, in Central Province
the initial tenure plans vere to identify and register holdings
over 7.5 acres, considered a sinimally adequate size to pursue cash
crop production profitably. 1In fact, only 142 of all holdings
registered in the province met the criterion (Van Zwanenberg and
Ring 1975, $3).

By 1970, the results of the plan's failure to recognize the
severity of its task vers clear. Though the exact extent and
future trends are in dispute (see Chapter l), virtually all
analysts accept that the "agrarian revolution® has had a limited
spread and has produced significant inequality. Aa I vill shov in
the following chapters, aany of those vho vere able to adopt the
nev crops did not see their position radically transformed.

Rather, straddling remained the predoainant system of social
reproduction of ruzal households, as Kitching indirectly notes:

*(In the post Swynnerton era)] the essential mechanisa of using
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access to large off-farm incomes in order to save and invest in
land, agricultural production and off-farm busines remained the
touchstone of accumulation and differsntiation*® (1980,316). The
gsuch-touted agrarian revolution was the culaination of the
developaent of straddling, as those vith off-farm income began
investing much more heavily in agriculture and land, in addition to
educaticn and off-farm business, to increase levels of household
reproduction. This, rather uun the creation of a ‘healthy*

African middle-class farmer, was the outcome of the Svynnerton
Plan.

Ihe Post-Independence Eca

Political independence brought little truly fundamental
change in the Kenyan political econcamy, though it did alter the
pace of various trends begun in the previoug decade. The lifting
of colonial restrictions on African econoasic activities and the
enforced Kenyanization of public employment increased the pace of
trends already underway and accelerated the expansion of straddling
as the doainant process of social :aprédﬁction in the rural
political econoay. This can be seen in employment and wvage trends
in the formal sector, the rise of the *informal' sector, and
agricultural performance and policy.

Perhaps the most significant economic effect of independence
vas the rapid increase in the number of public sector employment

opportunities for Africans. The rapid expansion of education and
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the Kenyanization of the civil service reversed a trend of
declining numbers of Africans in the public sector that had begun
in 1958. Africans in the.public sector increased their numbers
from 141,000 in 1963 to 209,000 by 1968 (Collier and Lal 1986, 69).
Modern, formal sector employment increased at 4.4 per year from
1964 to 1974, led by an annusl 8.12 increase in the public sector
(Stichter 1982, 141). Combined with the rapidly growing economy
(GDP increased at an annual rate of 6.4 from 1964 to 1974), this
provided significant new opportunities for straddling at relatively
high levels of income in gsecure off-fsrm positioms.

Since 1974, hovever, the trends have slowly but clearly
reversed. Overall employment growth has slowed dramatically,
averaging 3.47 per annum from 1975-1985, significantly belov the
population growth rate of close to 4 per year. Public sector
ezployment growth still led the econcmy, averaging 6.7% from 1977-
1982 and 4.32 from 1982-.1985, but had clearly slowed considerably
from its earlisr rapid pace (Kenya. Egonomic Surveys 1979, S8;
1983, 56-57; 1986, 35S and 4S). Like ezployment, remuneration rose
in the heyday of the 1960s and early 1970s, but has stagnatesd
since. Real vages increased on average 42 per aanum from 1964 to
1972 (Stichter 1982, 142), vhile declining 22 per annuam from 197S-
1985 (Kenya, Egonomic Survey 1979, 58; 1583, S7, 1986, 45). The
result of this economic slovdown and reduction of non-agricultural
opportunity has been the rapid expansion of vhat has been dubbed
the *informal sector.’ Officially *discovered’ and admitted into
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policy debate by a 1972 ILO report, the informal sector is a mass
of non-agricultural economic activity providing both goods and
services through a myriad of extremely small, often individual or
fagily, enterprises that operate without legal sanction and
continue to be ignored in official economic daca.

The informal sector probably had its origins in the 1950s, as
colonisl restrictions on African movement and economic activities,
particularly trading, vere slowly reduced. It expanded rapidly
after independence as African entrepreneurs vers by and large
alloved to pursue economic activities and sacisfy sarket demands
unhazpered by government restrictions. Based on the ILO rzeport,
Kitching estimated that by 1969 approximately 252 of all Kenyan men
earned at least part of their livelihood from this sector (1980,
399-400) A 1976 survey estimated the gector represented about 3232
of total vage employwent and non-agricultural self-employment (Hunt
1984, 102). The p:incipul participants in the informal sector
include local beer breveries, services such as small restaurants,
carpenters, charcosl sanufacturers, tailors, cobblers, wood
carvers, fishermen, and trading establishments, roughly in that
order of importance. The heads of such enterprises earm a non-
sgricultural income three and ocne-half times that of the official
ainizus vage, vhile employees in the sector msake, on average, only
one-third of the official minimus (Ghai, Godfrey, and Lisk 1979,
117 and 120). Thus, it represents a relatively lucrative

opportunity for tae low-skilled but entrepreneurial buginessman or
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voman vho can establish an informal enterprise, but for the
majority serves as & poor alternstive to the higher-paying formal
sector. It also represents, as ve shall see in Kisii, an outlet
for the fruition of the straddling model, as those not abla to
stzaddle in the formal sector pursue the strategy any vay they can
in the informal arena.

Available evidence clearly demonstrates that straddling has
continued and indeed expanded 'since independence. Continuing the
post-var trend of labor stabilization, most formal sector employees
hold a givea job for a longer period and tend to spend the vast
bulk of their productive lives in the urban environment.
Nevertheless, several studies have shown that approximately half of
Kenyan non-agricultural vage laborers have izaediate access to
agricultural land and most of the rest are due to inherit land at
socae point. Citing these studies, Stichter concludes, *({p]erhaps
half of Kenys's workers also have a wife or vives and children
residing on the land, and are separated froam them for long periods
of time® (Stichter 1982, 145). Vorkers of all income levels seenm
to be cngaain; in straddling, though the particular farm vs off-
farm income aix varies greatly by income level. A 1968 urban
budget survey found that formal sector vorkers earned 93-952 of
their family incomes from their off-farm positions, vhile informal
sector vorkers earned only 562 of family incoge from their jobs,

zuch of the rest presumably coaing from agriculture (Stichter 1982,
147).
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This does not necessarily imply that the poor straddle amore
than the vealthy. The more secure and better-paid formal sector
vorkers can provide adequate household agricultural productivity
vith s aininal share of their vage (often investing in rural
businesses or education instead), vhile the poorer informal
employees aust invest s high portion of their earnings into
agriculture, vhich is more important to them than to their formal
sector cospatriots. Data from Central Province show the rsal value
of wealthy households' remittances to their rural homes increased
at & guch greater rate from 1963 to 1974 than did those of the
poorer. Vealthier households' reaittance recaption climbed 2532
in real terms, vhile the poorer asjority's remittances increased
only 1252 (Collier and Lal 1980, 44). Both among the relatively
poor and wealthy, straddling appears to have increased since
independence. Lov levels of remittances by wvealthier households do
not imply a decrease in the straddling pattern; they simply reflect
the veslthy's greater ability to increase agricultural productivity
vith & small share of their income. The implications of continuing
straddling for sgricultural development remain unclearz.

Agziculture itself has recsived much more official and
scholarly attention than has vage labor in the last 25 years.
Despite this, ss Chapter 1 shoved, impressive early levels of
growth have fallen and Kenya faces a less severe form of the
*agrarian crisis® sfflicting all of Africa. Current response to

this can only be understcod within the historical framewvork of past
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Kenyan development policy. The newly independent governaent
essentcially éolloud the Swynnerton Plan and the Lancaster House
agreement on the transiticn to Independence. Emphasis vas placed
first and foremost on the various Settlement Schemes transferring
the forner Vhite Highlands to African hands. The settlers and land
adjudication (vhich was extended to all agricultural disecricts)
received the bulk of government and international investment in
agriculture (Leys 1975, 63-102: Leo 1984, 87-120). Smsllholder
coffee and tea production accelerated rapidly, as noted above, the
latter under & newly created parastatal organization, the Kenya Tea
Development Authority, with British and Vorld Bank finance.

Policy emphasis finally began to shift avay from the
Settlment Schemes vith the Pirst Pive-Year Developuent Plan of
1966-1970. 1In i{t, the government arzgued that *[i]t is hardly
necessary to point out that the potential effect on ocutput of
investing a given amount of money in the African areas is much
lazger than in the former Scheduled Areas (the former WVhite
Bighlands),* in that *(i{]t has been clearly established that
productivity in the pessant farming sector vill respond to economic
incentives, with the help of agricultural credit and extension
services.® Consequently, expenditure on settlement and related
aatters vas to decline from 782 of agricultural development
expenditure in 1965 to approximately 502 by 1970, with increased
expenditure on smallholder credit and land registration making up

the difference. Credit in particular was viewed as key to
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saallholder development; the plan spoks of an ambitious Vorld Bank
funded cradit plan that would radically increase credit
availability to smallholders (Kenya, Development Plan 1966-1970,
126-127 and 152-133). This followed a Vorld Bank plan outlined in
their 1962 report on agricultural development in Kenya (Smith 1976,
131-132).

Credit vas needed, it vas gsuggested, to fuel the adoption of
the agrarian revolution crops. A significant share of this credit
vas channeled through the coffee marketing cooperatives and the
KTDA. Under both, the grower had to provide part of the ianitial
investgpent (crucial to the full development of straddling, as ve
will see in the folloving chapter), vith the rest provided on
credit by the marketing agency, repayable diractly from future crop
returns. Nothing vas provided free of charge other than extemsion
advice, vhich had to be followed pracisely in order to secuze a
license to grov and market the crop (Ruthenberg 1966, 19 and 42-
47). Por other crops, the Agricultural Pinance Corporation (AFC),
another parastatal, vas to provide smllhol#er credit. Land
registration itself came to be viaved as part of the credit
prograa, in that the APC required a land title wvith a loan
application (Staudt 1978, 118). As ve vill see below, vith
experience, credit came to be seen a3 less and less important to
the saallholder development effort.

The first significant agricultural policy innovation of the

independent governzment and its international supporters vas the



Special Rural Development Programme (SRDP), initiated in the late
1960s. Conceived at an conference of Kenyan development officers,
international donors, and academics, the SRDP was designed to be an
innovative, experizmental program that would develop and test nev
development project ideas with the aim of creating long-term,
videly applicable solutions to chief development comstraints. In
selected pilot project azress, the program vas %o carry out a base-
line survey identifying development constraints, design pilot
projects that could be replicated, and implement them through
existing governmental machinery in order to enhance administrative
capabilities (Holtham and Hazlewood 1976, 166). After some delay,
the program vas finally begun in 1970, subjected to evaluation by
the local Institute for Development Studies (IDS) in 1971 and 1975,
and formally ended i{n 1976,

The pilot projects of the SRDP included administrative
reforns, extension innovations, credit and input schenes,
irrigation trials, and livestock projects, amocng others. In both
its evaluations, IDS revieved the projects in detail. While noting
tome benefits coming from specific projects, the evaluations
suggested that overall, the program failed to provide the
experizental and replicable projects that vere its goals (An
Qverall Evaluaticn of SRDR 1973; Secend Overall Evaluation of the
SRDP 1975). This was in part caused by donors, vho insisted on
bhaving direct, local involvement. Each donor agreed to finance and

be identified with s particular pilot ares, insisting on local
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participation in the form of technical assistance that vas
questicungble, given the goals of building existing sachinery and
achieving replicability (Holthaz and Hazlewood 1576, 168-169).
Parts of the Kenyan government also undermined the prograa.
Ministry staff in Nairobi vieved the experimental nature as a
threat to their existing programs and often delayed allocating
funds to specific projects in a timely fashion. Because of the
extremse centralization of Reanyan bursauczacy, local level staff
attenpting to lapleament the program were unable to spend specific
funds vithout central approval, thus endangering project success
(Holthas and Hszlewood 1976, 173).

Vhile the most enthusiagstic review of the program, written by
s seaber of one of the donor teams involved, stressed the
sdministrative reforma that had been successful, even he only
asserts that ‘all this activity wvas directed towards the
smalliholder farmer and the small rural entrepreneur and could not
fail to have some effect on their conditions® (Leach 1974, 360).
In {act, very fev programs provided any long-term, replicable
benefits for their targets or othsr rural Kenyans according to the
IDS reports. One of the fev aress that zet with some success vas
an extension and input project in South Nyanza introducing hybrid
maize seed to smallholders. Imnitally, 702 of all smallholders in
the ares adopted the seed, but this rate dropped back to 42.5% in
later years, as msny farmers could not or would not continue the

initial investment (Johnsom 1980, 20). This success, hovever,
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paralleled videspread adoption of hybrid seed in high.potential
areas of Kenya in the 2id-1970s, producing significant increases in
maize productivity (Gerhardt 1975; Staudt 1978, 139). 1In all
likelihood, the SRDP may have sped the process in South Nyanza, but
vas not respongible for the rescunding success of hybrid maize
throughout the country.

Despite the very limited successes of SRDP, a similar area-
focussed, coamplex program became the next focus of Kenyan
developaent efforts: the Integrated Agricultural Development
Programme (IADP), a Vorld Bank initiated project. It closely
folloved the integratad rural development focus of Vorld Bank and
other donor efforts throughout Africa iz the 1970s. In Kenya, the
idea vas originally proposed in a Vorld Bank Agricultural Sector
Report in 1973 suggesting that the SRDP showed simultaneous
provision of credit and other services vas essential. The IADP'S
components included extension, training, inputs, marketing and
cradit, though it was primarily a credit prograam, that component
absorbing 552 of total costs. The original proposal suggested
implementation in one divisicn vithin each of two districts,
arguing that the intensive aanagemsnt needed required limited
scale. Political pressures from the government, howvever, resulted
in the final prograa plan being for 13 districts, virtually the
entire high-.potential agricultural area of the country (Vorld Bank,
Project Performance Agdit Report 1984, 1 and 24-26).

The program was to be °[a]*' special effort...to reach those
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vho have not previocusly benefited from past smallholder credit
programmes® (Kenya, Davelopgent Plan 1979-1983, 247). As such it
vas presented as the cornerstone of Kenya's var on poverty in the
late 19708 and early 1980s. The project, hovever, requized a
participating farmer to have a minimum of three scres of cultivated
land and to be a cooperative aember. In effect, this excluded
approximately the poorest half of all smallholders: those vhose
holdings vers too small and/or who did not grov the agzarian
revolution czops (Hunt 1984, 175-176). In fact, the final Vorld
Bank report on the prograa found that IADP cgedit through local
cooperatives vas treated as identical to other credit programs
oparatad by the local cooperatives (vhich were the channel for the
vast sajority of project credic); thus, it resached the sane
clientele that vas served by other credit programme. In the end,
only 252 of the targeted 70,000 farmers wera reached vith credit,
the second phase of a planned four phases was stopped by the World
Bank midway through and the entire progran was dismantled, vith the
final economic rate of return being estimated at approximately 0
and loan repaywents averaging oanly 211 (Vorld Bnﬂk. Brojegt
Pasformance Report, i-iil, 2 and 8).

The Vorld Bank placed chief blame on the veakness of the
local cooperatives, especially in Vestern Kenya. Its original
proposal suggested starting the program only where cooperatives
vere ozganizationally and financially sound, principally Central

and Esstern Provinces. Intense political pressure from rural
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politicians and vithin the central government resulted in an
initial scale considered far too vide. Loan distribution vas more
upid. than local cooperatives could effectively administer and
extension agents could efficiently regulate (Vorld Bank, Projegt
Berformance Report 25, 39-41). The original plan, however, also
contained significant vesknesses. The final report notes that the
technical packages of inputs and husbandry that the credit vas to
fund ‘overeaphasized the use of relatively expensive purchased
inputs...(that vere] too risky a strategy, given the low income
levels of the project farmers® (Vorld Bank, Project Performance
Repors, 4). Another report noted that the drought of .1979-1980
severely reduced returns from IADP packages to farmers, suggesting
that any project subject to a high degree of rain-related failure
would be received with reticence by farmers (Oyugl and Leonard
1584, 1).

One sinistry official suggested the IADP and the
disillusionment of sll involved taught Kenyan and expatriate
planners that two basic assumptions of the program were vrong: that
basic government services in the agricultursl sector vere
functioning vell and that credit vas a chief constraint to
snallholder developun:.z The former seemed quite clear to all
involved and not necessarily surprising to anyone involved in

development vork in Kenya or elsewhers on the continent. The

2puthor's interview, Malcols Hall, Economist, Project

Preparation Division, Ministry of Agriculture, Nairobi, 12 March
1985.
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latter, however, challenged one of the vorking assumptions of
Kenyan development policy from Svynnerton forward. Throughout all
development plans and-foreign-financed projects, credit to
saallholders has beaen a key component. The Vorld Bank alone has

funded three @sjor credit projects, in addition to the credit in

IADP, since the 1960s (Vorld Bank, Projact Performance RepQrt, 7-
8).

By 1976, one observer suggested that °*Kenya's experience to
date seems to suggest that [agricultural credit) is a rather
ineffective veapon for achieving [development)...but a useful
aethod of redistributing income in favour of those who are
fortunate enough to already own sufficient resources to meet the
‘ainigua required of czedit recipients® (Smith 1976, 132). A Vorld
Bank consultant, in & preparation report for the IADP, suggested
that credit vas not & principal constraint, a comment that set off
a major debste among developaent planners in Kenya that ended with
a re-affirmation of the importance of credit and the adoption of
IADP (Vorld Bank, Projsgs Pezxformance Report, 27). Aside from the
special development projects run via cooperative socleties, the
only significant general source of smallholder credit has been the
APC. 1In spite of all its efforts, howvever, by 1974 only an
sstimated 25,000 smallholders, most of these among the wealthier
saallholders, had received APFC credit, and of that 50Z was in
arrears (Peterson 1986, 73-74). Including all cooperative credit,
only 12-152 of smallholders had received any credit by 1972 and
vizrtually all of these had been in the vealthiest 25% of households
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in terms of farm size and income (HBeyer 1376, 3S54). Given that

. TADP and other projects since t_hnn have continued the trend of
lending to those already served, both the total number sarved and
their distzibution in the rural population probably changed little
from 1972 to the end of the IADP. In fact, since the demise of
IADP, the only significant new credit program is through the AFC,
vhich restricts loans to farmers with 5 hectares of land or more,
essentially forgoing all attempts to extend general credit to poor
smallholders.3 Given this lisited role for official credit and
virtual non-existence of a rural informal credit market, Peterson
seeas justified in concluding that self-financing (through the
straddling process, as ve vill see in the following chapter) has
fuelled most smallholder development in Kenya's agrarian revolution
(Peterson 1986, 72).

Vith the f_ailuu of IADP, development policy has returned to
earlier concerns vith basic institution-building and provision of
basic services. Essentially, the various components of IADP are
being developed under separate projects in separate ;goncies.“ The
Ministry of Ariculture is focussing on agricultural extension,
vhile credit {s to be provided through the APC and Ministry of
Cooperative Development. The heart of smallholdsr development is &
cev Vorld Bank project, the National Extension Project (NEP), begun
in 1982 and continuing vith a second loan to date. The chief focus

is on improving smaize and beans production, in line with the

3author's intervievs, Mr. De Lageataye, Agricultural
Division, Vorld Bank, Nairobi, 11 December 198S.
*Hall interviev.
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government's emphasis on regaining food self-sufficiency as
outlined in the Food Policy Paper of 1981. Tha NEP is essentially
a8 re-organization plan for the extension service, based on the
Yorld Bank’s 't:aining_lnd visit system® of extension provision,
developed and iaplemented in Israel, Turkey and India before Keaya
(Vorld Bank, Staff Appzaisal Report 1983). The Vorld Bank
suggested the plan to Kenyan officials before the end of IADP and
had it accepted after USAID provided a trip to India for several
top off;ciuls to examine the system in opctltion.s

At the heart of the project and the T and V system is the
assumption that farmers can zake significant izprovements in
péoduc:ivity vithout additional rescurces or credic, if provided
the right information in a timely fashion. The focus is on the
most izportant food crops in esch area and on changes in husbandry
that require little or no additional capital outlay. Inicisl
resules of the pilot project in tvo districts vere quite positive
and the project was thus expanded to & total of nine districts at
the end of 1982, several more in 1983 and to all 30 agricultural
districts by 1984.85 (Vorld Bank, $taff Appraisal Report 1583, 16-
17 and 20). A December 1985 Vorld Bank report on a possible second
loan for the project found overall success Bigh, vith estimated
economic rates of return above initial predictions (Vorld Bank,
Kenya; Second National Extension Project 1985). Thus, a return to

s simpler approach te agricultural development policy seeas to have

-

SHall interviev.
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produced more favorable results. (Chapters 6 and 7 contain a
detailed analysis of the sﬁccess of the NEP in Kisii).

The NEP as of December 19835 vas estimated to have provided a
5% overall increase in national uize production compared tc vhat
it would othervige have been, though this has done little to offset
the lisited improveaents nationwide and the continuing need to
import maize. Production remains far belov the §.8% annual
increase said to be necessary in the 1981 Pood Policy Paper and is
vell belov the 42 annual populsation growth rates. Part of the
problea is undoubtedly the continually declining terms of trade for
agricultural production vis-a-vis agricultural inputs and consuner
goods. Despite a significant increase in producer prices ia 1978,
agricultural teras of tzade have decreased steadily froa 104.2 in
1981 (basd on 1982 levels = 100) to 94.3 in 1985 (Vorld Bank, Staff
Appzaisal Repors 1983, 103). Saallholders are particularly hard
hit by these declines, in that they normally receive a
significantly l.oﬁz shaze of the total value of their crops than de
lazger farmers (Peterson 1986, 69-70).

The effectiveness and long-term potential of the NEP and
similar programs will be examined in Chapters 6 and 7. Suffice it
here to say that the benefits the NEP has provided aze ova:vhelu?d
by the continuing decline in real producer prices and weak
sarketing position of smallholder food and export crop producers,
resulting in the continuing inability cf Kenya to be self-
sufficient in maize or to revive its sagging agricultural sector

despite the large nuaber of heavily financed, foreign designed



develocpment schemes that have been implemented with a vengeance

throughaut the country for the past 25 years.

gencluzion

This chapter has traced the rise of straddling from the
initial Vhite settlement of Kenys and the subsequent demand for
cheap African labor to its continuing prevalence as the means by
which the "sgrarian rzsvoluticn®' vas financed. Straddling
represents the dominant African response to demands for migrant
labor. Migrant labor by and large defined colonial policy towazd
African agriculture, shile African responss to colonial rule
aventually led to Independence and a redefinition of vhat the
state's role in sasllholder development should entail. The post-
Svynnecrton development efforts have sssumed the smallholder sector
can be treated sepazately from the sasllholder's position in the
lazger economy. This chapter has shown the way in vhich migrant
labor and African agriculture have been intizately related vis the
rural household since at least the 1920s. The failure to
understand Euily the iaplications of this, I will suggest in the
chapters to follov, i{s a key zesson Kenyan development policy,
after ilpt.l;iVQ early succsss, has been largely frustrated in
recent years.

The amigrant labor systes impoverished rural Kenyans in many
vays; straddling vas the best response available to them to gain
the most bensfits possible from the demands of expanding capitalist

production. As the next three chapters vill shov, it can be vieved
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as a conscious system of social reproduction. As such, it has
heavily influenced smallholder agricultural production and response
to developuent policy. Paradoxzically, it fuelled the initial
agrarian revolution by financing msuch of the capital costs of
adopting the new export czops, but acre recently has set clear
ligits on further expansion of rural productivity and development

policy success.



CHAPTER 4
The Rise of Straddling: A Hiscory
of Bomwanda, Kisli

The district of Kisii has been fully iavolved in the history
of Kenys outlined in the last chapter. Focussing on a specific
district, and a specific compunity within this distzict, allows an
examination of the effects of broad historical tzends on processes
of socisl reproduction. To do this, I will give a brief cverview
of the particular history of Kisii district as a vhole, describing
the pre-colonial society and its process of social reproduction and
outlining the key political and sconomic changes of the colonial
era. I will then examine in depth the history of one community
within Kisii, focussing principally on the changing role of men as
the community was integrated into the mazket economy. This will
demonstrate that the initial result of market integration was the
creation of a sccial reproduction process closely resembling the
classic "peasant® household modelled by Saul and Voods (1971), but
zh.t\alnolt as quickly as that peasant community wvas creatad,
further sarket integration was dissolving it, replacing it with the

social reproduction process delinested in Chapter 1l: straddling.
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Kisil in Renyap History

No good social history of Gusii society has been written, but
from what is available, it appears the Gusii vere not an unusual
pre-colonial East African society. Their social organization seems
to have been a rather typical, acephalous, or "stateless® one in
vhich gender distinctions vere of greater importance than classes
or institutions. This does not nean no forms of supra-household
political or social organization existed, only that there does not
seen to have been a clearly and permanently doaminant class, caste,
or state.l As a vhole the Gusii appeared to have only language and
culture in coamon, with little or no unified political and military
activity. The largest social unit vith a common function was the
clan or gamate (pl., chiamste). -vhich vas the unit of exogamy,
occupied a contiguous piece of land, and united for ailitary
purposes vhen faced with a common external threat. V¥ithin the clan
vere & number of subclans or apaigs (sing., piiga) vhich occupied a
clearly demarcated piece of land within the clan. The elders
(akatureti) of the ziiga allocated use-rights to the land to
individuasl households, the land itself being controlled
comaunally.?

L L LT Y R L L I

Among ons of the seven Gusii clans, the Getutu, s dominant
groups appears to have been emerging rather forcefully at the time
of British conquest, but it was the exception. See P. Mayer (1949,

14-135)

271113 is a very simplified, schematic presentation of the
tather complex and, to date, poorly understood pre-colonial Gusii
social organization. 1In fact, aany scholazs believe clans, at
least large ones, vere broken down into several layers of sub-clans
or lineages. See P. Mayer (1949, 1950); P. and I. Mayer (1965):
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The .f.mgduta focus of daily social activity in pre-colonial
Gugii society, hovever, vas the zigsagg (pl., a@agsgs). vhich vas
‘the maximal group of contiguous homesteads vhich recognized the
mutual obligation to exchange work for beer® (R. Levine 1962, 524).
A risaga consisted of several individual households. They did not
vork the land fully comzunally, but did unite to provide labor for
specific tasks for any single household vhen resquested. 1In
exchange, the host housshold would provide beer for the group. In
fact, voaen provided the labor in most cases, while their husbands
vere the only members of the coamunity alloved to partake in the
beer. In addition to these occasiocnal communal labor groups, the
vomen of the community often vorked in smaller groups, rotating
from one woman's field to another's on a daily basis (Barmes 1976,
78-79). ZEach rigaga would normally have its own cattle village, or
ekesarate, (pl., sbisarate). in vhich initisted but unmarried mea
vould live separatsly from the rest of the community. The cactle
village protected the community's cattle, the chief store of vealth
in Gusii society, constituted the principal military unit, and vas
the educational institution for young men, vhere they learned
ailitary, economic and social skills needed to take up their role
as household hesds.?

In spite of this significant communal organizationm,

individual households remained relatively sutonomous. Specific

and R. _And B. Levine (1966).

3Por more detail on the ebisazate, see P. Nyambasora, ec.
al., (n.d.).
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decisions on land use and labor allocation vere nade vithin the
individual extended households. Each male household head vas
relatively free to control this process, though some rules
governing his action did apply. Each wife had the right to be
allocated land adequate to provide for her and her childrea. Land,
hovever, vas not extremely important in vhat vas a land-abundant,
labor-scarce society. Much more important wvas contral over cattle,
vhich wvere used as bridevealth to bring vomen into the comﬁunity
from other clans. This takes us to the heart of the pre-colonial
process of social reproduction.

Very similar to Meillassoux's °domestic mode of production,”
social reprcduction in pre-colonial Gusii was based on the exchange
of cattle for vomen who provided biological reproductive povers and
the bulk of productive labor pover.® Households vere reproduced by
exchanging their daughters for cattle which in turn could be
transferred to snother clan in exchange for one of their daughters
in marriage to the household's son. This process vas the heart of
simple reproduction for all households and the aeans by wvhich the
more sabitious could gain greater wealth and pover within the
community. Because land wvas abundant and labor scarce, household
productive potential depended on the nusber of vives and offspring
available as a labor force. The ambitious household head would
marry his first vife, using the bridevealth cbtained from his

sister to do so, attegpt to produce surplus grain that could be

SMeillassoux's (1981) argument is broadly applicable to Gusii
society, though requires some modification to fit perfectly.
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exchanged for cattle vhich in turn could be used to sarry again,
further expand grain production, acquire more cattle, etc. While
no formal ruling class or state existed, men with more wives and
sons tended to become those vith greater influence in the larger
comsunity, often becoming the gbaturati who performed local
juridical and military leadership functions vhen needed (Kiangoi
1977).

Elder, married men clearly doaminated in pre-colonial Gusid.
They had complete control over the key means of production and
reproduction -- land and cattle. The bridevealth cattle of each
vife's daughtsr could not, in theory, be alienated from that wife's
sons, and a @an's son had ‘residual righes® to the bridewvealth of
one of his uterine sisters. In fact, Levine argues that male
household heads had grest freedom of action, with grievances from
sons or vives ajudicated only after the death of the household head
(Mayer and Mayer 1963, 70; R. Levine 1964, 67-568). By controlling
bridevealth, elders had effective control over junior men, who
raquired the bridevealth to becoame eventual elders themselves. As
Meillassoux has pointed out, however, criticizing P. P. Rey, junior
@men vere not an exploited group:; they eventually did obtain the
status of elder (Meillagsoux 1981, 75-81). Their subjugation vhen
young vas purely a life-cycle phenoazencn.

Vomen vere the group that was subjugaced for life. They had
no independent access to the geans of production and did not
control the surplus product their labor created. As noted earlier,

they provided the bulk of the labor power in agriculture. ¥en
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cleared land that had been fallow, built houses, and provided the
bulk (though not all) of the labor on their own plot that vas
independent of any vife. But the latter vas for their own use in
the grain-cattle-wife cycle, housing vas only a sporadic task, and
land clearancs must have been a small portion of total labor time
in an agricultural regime in vhich each piece of land vas vorked
two-and-a-half years before returning to fallov. As noted above,
in the azagaga communal work groups, vomen normally vorked while
men legitimized the exchange by drinking the beer. Also, vomen in
the community literally fed the young men in the cattle-villages on
s daily basis. Vhile the latter's education in these villages vas
esgential to maintaining the socisty, they clearly vere removed
from the bulk of productive labor while living separately. While
no data exist on this, of cou:se..i: seems quite likely that vcamen
provided the bulk of labor power and controlled little or none of
the surplus.

The pre-colonial social reproduction process in RKisii wvas
quite typical of many settled societies in East Africa, closaly
resembling Meillassoux's domestic mode of production in which elder
zen controlled the societal surplus via control over land and
cattle, though they did not form s clear ruling class or stace.

Key to reproduction vas not land and agriculture, but cattle for
bridewealth to marry in order to obtain adequate labor power to
reproduce the household and community. Men served the political,
juridical and ailitary functions in the society; women provided the

Soz: Nysbate Nyabende, December S, 198S5.
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bulk of actual labor power.

British colonization, completed in Risii in 1908 quickly and
radicslly changed this late pre-colonial socisty. The Gusii proved
to be one the most difficult of Kenyan societies to ‘pacify.’
Doing so required three fea:s of sporadic but fairly heavy
fighting, ending vith several °‘punitive expeditions® in 1907 and
1308 in vhick many Gusii lost their lives and very large numbers of
their cattle. DBecause of the fisrce military resistance they aet,
the British vers understandably concerned vith inneai;tely
disbanding the cattle-villages that were the principal Gusii
ailitary units. This vas essentially completed by 1914, as young
sen aoved back to live in their individual households (Maxon 1971,
72-74). However, the econoaic and social life of the community
probably chaaged lLittle because of this. Cattle vere held
individually, but undoubtedly still grazed communally, and the
educational function of cattle grazing certainly continued in the
imzediate post-conquest period.

Colonial rule did, however, eliminate much of men's pre-
colonial functions. Their military functiocn vas clearly and
forcefully eliminated, and the juridical process changed tlpidly.v
The initial colonially appointed 'Chiefs® in Kisii vere generally
indigenous leaders -- abatuzetil elders, herbal healers or
‘rainsakers,® -- who vere often the eldest sons of the biggest
households within a particular clan or sub-clan. In their nev

roles, they rose above their peers with vhom they had previously
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been roughly co-equal. Their enhanced pover diminished the
functions and powvers of s broader range of elders, though the
‘latter still had some juridical roles to play (Bogonko 1977, 375-
90). The elimination of the cattle-villages and the diminution of
judicial functions left Gusii men °available® for other activities.
As elsevhere in Kenys, the British quickly encouraged them to take
up vage labor as an alternative, initially paying Gusii men with
their own cattle, abducted in the punitive expeditions.
Siaultaneously, the local administraction consciously tried to
encourage the Gusii to purzchase imported goods, particular cocking
utensils and blankets, to encourage wage labor (Maxonm 1971, 80-85).
Such trade immediately followed the arrival of the British, though
it was dominated by Asian, Somall and Swahili traders, aot the
Gusii themselves. The initial export from the district was cattle
products. No monetized market ezisted for the indigenocus Gusii
grains of finger millet and sorghum, and maize had entered the area
just prior to the arrival of the British, whose only early
isricultuzal policy was to encourage its further adoption (Barnes
1976, 80-82).

Vorld ¥ar I interrupted these initial colonial efforts. The
British and missionary personnel vere forced to abandon Kisii in
the face of the advancing German army aoving north from Tanganyika.
After the re-establishment of British control inm 1917, colonization
in full finslly began. The missionaries returned and began their

efforts in earnest. The first converts were made before the var,
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but no apprecisble number were converted until about 1520.
Simultaneously, the Cult of Mumbo developed among the Gusii. This
anti.colonial set of religious beliefs prophesied that a giant
snake (Mumbo) would come to destzoy all colonial Chiefs and
Assistant Chiefs, taxes should regain at or belov thres shillings
(the actual rate after 1922 vas 12-shi111ngs), and & Gusii leader
would one day sit in the District Commissicner's office.5 The cult
vas effectively suppressed by 1924 through arrest and explusion of
its leaders, though it arose again in nev form briefly in the 1930s
in face of the economic turmoil of the Depression. Though the
nusber of Christians and Christian schools expanded rapidly in the
19208, & battle raged betveen the nev converts and amore
*traditional® Gusii, vhether follovers of Mumbo or not; who vieved
boys at mission schools as "lazy® -- unwilling to do their proper
job of herding cattle (Maxom 1971, 139-41; Bogonko 1977, 171-72).
Economically, the 19208 vitnessed the first significant out-
migration of young Gusii men engaging in wage labor, mostly via
local chiefs' coercive recruitment (Maxon 1971, 120-22). Cattle
praducts remained the principal exports, though colonially
introduced crops such as siasiam and groundnuts, combined with the
need to pay hut taxes, initiated comamercial agriculture by the end
of the decade (Barnes 1976, 82-83). A;; of this economic activity,
however, vas nipped in the bud by the Depttilion. Thebeitly vage

laborers returned home around 1930, crop and cattle prices fell,

SMaxon (1971, 124-126 snd 175-78). Por the best snalysis of
Mumboisa, see Vipper (1977).
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and finger aillet vas the only crop vhose marketed production
inczeaged (Maxom 1971, 169-71). The colonial administration
responded vith nev efforts to encourage commercial agriculture in
the 1930s, starting with the introduction of vater-povered grain
aills. These made maize an attractive staple crop and provided the
first business opportunities available to Gusii men (Maxon 1971,
190). Maize quickly replaced finger zillet and sorghum as the
bagic staple. Undoubtedly connected to wage labor and the growing
narket economy, Vestern education increasingly became accepted as a
useful endeavor for young men. Indeed, by the 19308 the Local
Nngivo Council (LNC - the indigenous governing organization
consisting p;incipnlly of Chiefs) insisted upon and received in
1934 a government-operated school. This became a popular political
demand as the missions' education vas increasingly accepted, vhile
their religious teachings remained controversial (Maxon 1971, 196-
200).

The most isportant change of the 1930s, hovever, was the
introduction of coffee into Kisii. The discrict vas one of three
originally selected to experiment vith African coffee cultivation.
The colonial sdministration, desperate for revenue during the
Depression, had little choice but to turn timidly against the
interests of the settlers and at least attempt African-grova
coffee. The local administration actively encouraged farmers to
adopt the crop, though the initial legal limit was 100 acres for

the entire district. PFear of government usurption ¢f lard snd
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profits, hovever, discouraged many. The initial grovers vere
nsinly chiefs and early businessmen -- principally those who had
slready built maize aills. 0f a sample of the earliest coffee
adopters, Barnes found that nearly half -- an amazingly high nuamber
fot' the time -- had had a job outside the district before adopting
coffee. (Labor amigration had recoverad from its 1929-1931 slump
and wag expanding rapidly by the mid-30s.) Many others vorked in
the local administration or had businesses (Barnes 1976, 99-101,
195, 203-04). Straddling had begun. B8y 1937, coffee had expanded
to another area of the district, the initial *block farm*® system in
vhich coffee farmers had a joint field vas abandoned as unvorkable,
and a processing station vas bduilt within the district (Mazon 1972,
374).

A simultaneous and less propitious tzend of the 1930s vas the
end of the land-abundant era in Kisii. During the decade, the
first real pressure on land was felt. This led households and sub-
clans to pioneer and sattle the previously unused buffer land
betveen sub-clang and betwveen clans, quickly dissolving vhatever
renained of communal land tenure. The pressure on land led sach
household to claim and retain as such as possible for their own
use. Poverless under British rule, the indigenous elders could do
aothing to stop the process, vhich vas esgsentially coaplete by 1940
(Barnes 1976, 202-03:; Mayer and Mayer 1965, 61). This rush to gain
land quickly translated into legal battlas, both in indigenocus and

colonial courts. The injection of cash that followed World War II
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(see below) helped fund an expansion of court cases after the var,
In the lats 19408, three-quarters of these involved livestock and
bridevealth, the most common source of inter-household and inter-
clan dispute in pre-colonial scciety: by 1953, the percentages had
ceversed, with three-quarters of the cases involving land disputes
(Maxon, 1971, 270-72; P. Mayer 1950, 3). V¥ith the expansion of the
cash economy, coffee, and the shortage of land, the latter quickly
bscame & more important coamodity than cattle. By the mid-1950s,
there vere over 1000 court cases per sonth involving land, at s
cogt of $50-60,000 per year; almost every adult Gusii male had been
in court at scme point (Levine and Levine 1966, 73). The £inal
rasult of all this was the complete enclosure of all land, which
proceeded with litele governzent encouragezent prior to official
sjudication and registration, and vas nearly complete by the end of
the 1950s (Maxon 1971, 312-318).

Voluntary recruitment for Vorld Var II began in 1940 in
Kisii, resulting in increased labor migration out of the discrice
to avoid a possible draft. This, of course, resulted in forced
conscription by 1942. At the end of the war, returning soldiers
and men vho had avoided war via civilian employment raturned home
and provided a major injection of cash into the district eccnomy,
rapidly expanded locally owned businesses and dramatically
incressed bridevealth lavels.’ During the var, increasing nusmbers

of Gusii began clamouring for permission to grow coffee. The local

Taxon, 1971, pp. 245-46, 258-60.
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sdministration successfully gained such permission for selected
areas (including the azea in vhich the research reported herein vas
conductad) {n 1946, Coffee acresge increased from 91 acres in 1938
0 222 by 1948 and 271 in 1950. The size of plot per grawer,
hovever, declined dramatically from just under one acre per farmer
in 1937 to about one-third of an acre {n 1950. At the same time,
farmers for the first time wvere required to pay for their seedlings
dizectly, further developing vhat would become straddling (Barmes
1976, 105 and 159-167).

The general economic expangion after World Var II affected
all aspects éf the Xisii economy. As noted above, land litigation
increased dramatically. The demand for education and more
government-operated schools also increased (Maxzon 1971, 258-60).
Numbers of men in vage labor outside the district rose, as the
phencaenon becaze nearly universal. The official estimate vas that
up to one-third of Gusii men vere cutside the district at any given
time in the late 19408 (P. Mayer 1949, 3-4; R. Leviz:xe 1962, 527).
In agriculture, food production increased significantly during and
after the war, simultaneous with increases in coffee productionm.
Pyrethrum vas introduced into the district in 1945, though not
grown videly until the late 1950s (Maxonm 1971, 235-39; Bager 1980,
§9). In the late 1950s and early 1960s, with straddling fully
developed, the nuaber of court cases declined as cash incomes
shifted increasingly toward paying for sons' education, and
acreages of food crops decreased as cash crop producticn (coffee,

pyreczuz and tea) continued to rise (Maxon 1971, 309 and 349).
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Since Independence, Kisii has been one of the sites of
virtually all sajor development efforts. One of the SRDP pilot
projects vas located in the district, and the lover-elevation areas
(including the site of my research) vere included in the ill-fated
IADP. Most recently, as vill be discussed in Chapter 6, Kisii vas
one of the earliest distzricts to receive implementation of the NEP.
The advance of the agrarian revolution crops in the district
airrors that of Kenya as a vhole. The number of coffee growers
increased from 36,140 in 1964 to 52,000 by 1983, while tea grovers
incressed from 2,362 in 1964 tu 39,612 by 1984, As in the
expansion of coffes discussed earlier, acresge per farmer dropped
as the number of tes farmers increased, from 0.43 hectares per
grover in 1964 to 0.32 in 1984. Similarly, the number of high-
grade dairy cattle increased from about 10,000 in 1967 to over
140,000 by 1984.% Risii, then, was a full participant in the
sgrazian revolution and all significant smallholder development
efforts. It vill serve as a useful cagse for examining the
ctransformation of praocescss of social reproduction that this

revolution has wrought.

Reseazch Location and Framework

The creseazch is based on a case study of 36 households in a

contiguous area in South Vanjare Location. I shall refer to the

s?oct-indcpondcncu agricultural data for Kisii obtained from
Kenys Ministry of Agriculture, Kisii District Annual Reports, 1965-
198S.
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research area as Bomvanda, after the ‘clan’ (gamate) cvesident there
(though the gagate includes many more than the 36 households.)
Vithin the reseazch area are members of all three *sub-clans*
(giiga) in Bomwanda. It is located near the original and sain
Catholic aission station in Risii and only about five kilometers
from Risii town, the district headquazters and original site of
British administration. Because of its proximity to these early
colonial enclaves, it vas probably unusually heavily affected in
the early colonial period by both Catholicism and the nev
adainistration. Its prozimity to town undoubtedly gave the amen of
Bomvanda grsater contact vith vage labor at an sarlier period than
vas true for the ‘average’ Gusii man. But I believe the process I
analyze is generalizable vwith local variations to most of the rest
of Risii and & number of other areas of rural Kenys.’
Agriculturally, Bozwvanda lies within the *Coffee-Banana Zone*
at an elevation of about 5200 feet. It sits near the upper edge of
this zone, near the higher elevation °Tea-Dairy 2one,® and produces
both coffee and tea. The latter is not produced in nesrly the
quantity of higher elevation areas, but can be grown quite
successfully. Of the other agrarian revolution crops, pyrethrum is
not grown &t all (a couple of local experiments vith the czop in
the late 1970s and early 1980s proved unsuccessful, and these among
*progressive® farmers) and dairy cattle can be paintained, though

fev exist within the research area. Hybrid maize is widely used,

95ee Chap. 7 for generalization of the argument to the rest
of the district and other areas of Kenya.
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and a number of local cash crops not particularly encouraged by
developaent policy flourish (svcé: bananasg, cheving sugarcane,
pineapples, and groundnuts). Overall, Bomwvanda is not as fertile
as the higher elevation areas of the district, but far more fertile
than the lovest elevations and izmensely more so than most other
areas of Kenya.

To anslyze the rise of straddling in Bomvanda I shall firse
lay out a categorization of the households based on their history
to date. This can then be used in a retrospective vay to outline
the transformation that has occurred. The categorization is based
on the distinct patterns of straddling that emerged as each
household was integrated into the sarket economy via off-farm vage
labor and then used their earnings to invest in expanded household
reproduction. The differentistion and transformation process in
Bomvanda is definitely not *complete,® if such a state could be
attained. Therefore, ve cannot easily discuss distinct classes
within rural society, such as ‘peasant,’ °proletariat,® or ‘petty-
bourgeoisie.® Rather, the categories are given descriptive names
based on men's integration into the zarket economy and investment
in the household. However, as I suggested in Chapter 1, I believe
the increasing differsntiastion, particularly involving land
transfers in recent years, vill lead to increasing polarization in
Boawvanda to a point at which some type of class categories aight
become applicable.

In. that the categorization and subsequent analysis are based
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on ‘households,® a definition of that term is in order. I define a
household to be s nuclear or extended family living on and using a
vell-defined family estate, clearly and permanently distinguished
from those around it, and making reference to an elder man, living
or aot, as the household head and patriarch. As sons marry, they
are given parts of their father's land to cultivate, but as long as
the father or his widow lives, a son vill not be given permanent
use of a contiguous piece of land. Rather, use vill be subject %o’
the discretion of the parent, at least in :heo:y.lo Ontil the soms
of a faaily clearly and permanently divide their father’s land into
distinct estates, they rzemain part of one hougehold. ¥ithin each
household are often sepsarate consuaption and production units that
I zefer to as “houses.® A nuclear family that i{s a separate
household is also one house. A household that includes parents and
one or more married soms producing and consuming separately (each
having his own granary) contains as pany houses as there are
separate production/consumption units. Similarly, polygymous
households usually contain as many houses as there are vives, in
that each vife produces and eats separately. The bulk of the
history of differentiation can be analyzed in terms of housaholds
alone, though auch of the current reproduction data (see Chap. 6)

can better be analyzed in terms of housss.

107y pactice, married sons in households where only the
gmother remaing alive have de facto control over land, though
usually give some type of symbolic deference to their mother and

her vishes, in that she retains restricted legal control while she
lives.
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In Bomvanda, I have defined households vith reference to the
gen vho from the 1920s to the 1950s made crucial choices and had
crucial opportunities aad constraints vis-a-vis the market econonmy.
0f the 356 households, 26 patriarchs wvere living in 1985. This
approach defines the households as the pecple of Bomwanda do
themselves, vith one or tvo exceptions in vhich elder sons have
essentially formed separate households, but ay definition preserves
them as one in order to facilitate analysis. The resul:t is a
division of the 36 households into five categories.

This first category, containing only two of the 36
housaholds, I call Pioneers, so-called because they literally
pioneered the nev systeam of social reproduction beginning in the
19208. They combined unusually early and high off-farm income with
investaent in agriculture and education to achieve radically
expanded levels of household reproduction. They initially
benefitted from land expansion via their early adoption of
Christianity, though religious conversion did not automatically
lead to expanded household reproduction; other early converts did
aot achieve such expansion. By 1985, these tvo households vere
reproducing their expanded lsvels of wealth into the third
generation, as the grandscns of the patriarchs were couing of age
and acquizing high off-farm incomes.

The second category I call the Fgollovers because these 13
houssholds literally folloved the lead of the Pionsers. The zen in
these households actively engaged in off-farm labor and invested in

education and agriculture, but later (starting in the 1930s) and at
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lover levels than the first group. They have achieved expanded
levels of household reproduction into the second genmeration, but at
auch lover levels than the Pioneers.

The third group I refer to simply as ¥age-laborers because,
despite early and long-term engagement in off-farm labor, they have
not invested in the household snd, therefore, have not achieved
expanded levels of reproduction. The initial patriarchs and their
sons remain simply vage laborers, relying on that activity for the
bulk of their relatively lov incomes and achieving rather low
levels of agricultural production. In recent years these eleven
households have begun selling land in an atteapt to expand
belatedly, vhich sharply distinguishes them from the Follovers and

Pioneers.

The last two groups are six Farmers and four Pemale-headed
households. The former, either out of choice or lack of
opportunity, sttempted to rely principally on farm production for
housebold survival. They bave been unable to invest in education,
continue to have lov lavels of off-farm income into the second
generation, and only aoderate levels of agricultural production.
They dezonstrate the infessibility of attempting to maintain a
purely 'peasant® process of socisl reproduction in the facs of the
radical politico-economic transformation of the last 50 years.

The Pepale-headed households are those in which the patriarch
died prematurely, leaving a woman as effective household head vhen

the sons of the family vere coming of age.u The absence of a

11these women did have leviratic husbands, but these men did
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nlg's off-farm income left these sons, curreantly recognized as
household heads in the community, with little education and
therafore limited opportunities in the market economy. By 198S,
these households broadly resembled Vage-laborers in terms of their
level of reproduction and the relative importance and type of off-
farm sctivity in vhich household members engaged. Classifying only
these households as female-headed is not intended to imply that a
number of other households, in the past and present, do not have
vomen as de facto heads making daily agricultural dscisions. But
it vas only these four in vhich there vers no patriarchs during the
crucial post-Vorld Var I years when full integration of Bomvanda
into the narket economy occurred.

These categories correspond to the differentiation process
that has occurred, even though they may not be consciously
recognized by Bomvanda residents today. The Pioneers have been
seen as a distinct political and socio-economic elitce since Vorld
Var II or earlier. Local residents do not apply ths other
categories themselves, though they clearly recognize the resu:litant
pattern of veslth and poverfy. They aiso recognize the process of
obtaining high off-farm income gnd re-investing that income in
education and agriculture as crucial to household reproduction, and
7iew this as the familial obligation of all mea upon which societsl

respect rests.12 This consciousness of the process is at least as

not provide any substantial support to the voaen or their children.

Thers are, of course, exceptions to this. The sole
remaining survivor of the previous generation of household heads is
& quite impoverished Farmer vho nonetheless commands a fair amount
of respect due to his senior position.
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ioportant as the sacioc-economic results themselves in understanding

household response to development policy, ss I azgue below.

Ihe Farly Colonial Perjod

' Bomwanda vas agong the areas of Risii to suffer most severely
from initial colonial conquest. Because of its location close to
the British settlement, its people vere actively involved in the
initial resigstance govement and sufferred the consequences: severe
punitive pacification campaigns. In Bomvanda, oral testimony
suggests that the aua33ga communities has been living at the time
as groups in fortified dwelling to protect theam from external
attack.l3 The punitive expedition resulted in rather early
sbandonment of these coamsunal living arrangements. The fortified
comgunities vere no match for British firepover and, in fact, left
their residents corralled targets for British comtrol. Like the
rest of Kisii, Bomvandas was not significantly affected by the pre-
Vorld Var I era other than the initial subjugation. The Catholic
cission station opened in 1911, but no local converts vers made
until after the var.

Vith the re-establishment of colonisl and aissionary presence

after 1917, Bomwanda felt increased effects of the nev externally

1301: Nyabate Nyabende, December S, 1985. No previous
scholars have reported this finding for Kisii. It is possible my
source was sisply incorrect, or, more likely, this vas a local
variant for reasons that remain obscure.
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izmposed order. The most significant of these vas the nissionary
presence and early Christians. The earliest Christians generally
lived at the amission stations, forming the sev social group of
‘mission boys® common throughout Africa in the early years of
colonialisa. Three young men of Bomvands entered this group in the
izmediate post-war pericd, living at the Catholic missiom until
approzimately 1930. Two of these three became the founders of the
Pioneer households in the study. W"hile these early converts did
not receive any significant formal education, they did vork as
cooks and houseboys for the first colonial adainstrators beginning
in the 1920s, and vere the only Bowmanda men engaged in full.time,
off-farm eaployment at the time. (Several other men engaged in
some short-term seascnal labor to pay the colomial hut tax.) " In
addition to achieving this initial scurce of income, the early
Christians engaged in significant land expansion by 1930. Moving
off mission land proper in the late 1920s and early 1530s, the tvo
evantual Pioneers cccupied large areas of unused land on vhich
their sons continue to reside. The third early Christian also left
the mission station, settling on nearby land given him by a fellow
member of his sub-clan.

Land expansion was not limited to Chriscians alone. The
Risii land scramble began in Bomvanda in the 19203, probably
earlier than aost of the district due to the influence of the early
Christians. Until the 1920s, much of the center of the research
ares, ].yinj on the boundary of tvo sub-clans, was unoccupied. Two

aen, fathers of household heads in my study (fathers of three
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Follovers and a Vage-laborer), clearaed and settled the land in the
19208, soon joined by others. Another man expanded the boundary of
his sub-clan by settling land om the clanm border. This ares had
been an uncccupied buffer zone betveen the not infrequently hostile
clans. The settler took sdvantage of the recent establishment of
ths nearby niasian station and subsaquent cessation of silitary
hostilities betveen clans to settle the buffer land, thus expanding
his owvn family estate and that of his sub-clan.l%

" Nome of these land expansions creatsd major disputes among
families or sub-clans, in that they remained within accepted pre-
colonial land rules of expanding wvithin one's own sub-clan or
opening unclaiaed land betvesn sub-clans. Conflict did occur vhere
expansion broke established practices. FPor instance, one of the
Piocneers acved to land belonging to a sub-clan other than his owm.
This land wvas given to him by his fellow Pioneer, a member of the
sub-clan claming control of the land. The original settler invited
his fellov Christian/Pioneer to settle the land with him, which
created a dispute with neighboring households of the sub-clan,
eventually gesulting in a court settlement in thé 19408 by colonial
officisls, vho sided in favor of the Pioneer because of British
legal customs and the settler's connections with the colonial

adainistration.l More frequent land battles occurred later, as

l4%ose of this expansion vas accompanied by marrisge and in
at lesst one case polygyny, as azen used the pre-colonial
reproduction systea to clear and cultivate the nev land. Vneze
polygyny was not used, the nev settler would invite relatives to
join hi! in gettling the land.
0l:Yosabia Ongeri, Nov. 20, 198S.
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land pressure began to rise, but in the 1920s conflict only arose
vhen land expansion broke pre-colonial norms. Not insignificantly,
one of the early Christians and Pioneers was the man who broke pre-
colonial norms in Bomwands, using his superior access to the
colonial 'snce to secure the land in question, which in turm
provided his household vith a large asset far beyond that which
they would have obtained through inheritance.

As in the district as a vhole, education vas the arena in
vhich greatsr conflict occurred. Six Bomvanda household heads
received form one to four years of primary education in the 1920s.
The most educated vas a Follover vho later served as sub-chief for
Bomwanda. He was the nephev of one of the Pioneers and received
vhat vas then complete primary education and very crare. On the ,
other end, five household heads of the appropriate age in the 1520s
teceived no education. Several of these wers denied by their
fathers, they.reported, because the latter vanted thes to °*stay
home and graze his cattle,' an obvious reference to a desire for
thea to remain in the pre-colonial educational and economic system.
This represented a battle betveen defenders of the pre-colonial
noras and early adopters of the nev order. The latter, by
sbandoning pre-colonial practices earliest, gained for their soms a
seed of advantage in dealing with the rising mazket economy that
would prove significant in later years,

The pre-colonial system of social reproduction began to
change from the moment of conquest, but up to 1930 it had not been

fully transformed. Even though the communal living pattern vas
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abandoned shortly after conquest, young men's cattle grazing
activities and the use of smagaga communal labor groups continued
to predominate. But a number of precursors of subsaquent
differentiation and the new system of household reproduction had
developed. Young men began to engage in off-farm employment at
least for short periods. Production for market began with the rise
of a carket in cattle products. Land expansion also began,
presaging the end of land abundance that vould occur by Vorld Var
II. Some of those vho vere the earliest and most successful land
accugulators wvere also the earliest entrants into vage labor, pre-
figuring the differeatiation patterns that vould emerge more
strzongly in the later colonial era.

These modifications principally involved the increased
individualization of the household within the community. The
individual family estate arose beside the communal institutions of
labor groups and cattle grazing. This shift resulted in the
creation of households that more or less £it the peasant model of
reproduction, defined by Saul and Voods (1971), by the end of the
1930s. As men gained off-farm eaployment to pay their hut tax and
began to move to nev land, they became less dependent on their
elders' contzol. Agriculture and livestock rearing began to
include a slight amount of production for market, especially
involving cattle products. Reliance on faaily labor and
agriculture for household reproduction continued and tribucte vas
paid to higher authorities in the form of the hut tax. Key

coamunal institutions remained strong and played a crucial role in
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the rural political economy. Thus, Bomwvanda resemblaed a classic
peasant community in this early colonial period. This resemblance
would end by the post-Wozld Var II period as the new systeam of

social reproduction arose.

A330-63: The Rize of ¥age lLabor

The period from 1930 to Vorld Var II in Bomvanda vas crucial
to the eventual nature and extent of straddling. It vas in this
period that isgc labor became a common, long-term activity for
young zen and education a legitimate form of investment.
Straddling as a conscious process of household reproduction began
to take shape, especislly azmong the Pioneer households, as they.
used their unusually high off-farm incomes to educate their eldest
sons.

Unquestionably the most important trend during the period vas
the drasatic rise of off-farm, long-term wage labozr. Led by the
three earliest Christians in their positions as cooks, off-farm
labor became commonplace in the lives of young Gusii men by ¥orld
Var II. The eldest of the three began investing in education for
his sons, giving them the maximum primary education possible, and
established a butchery - probably the earliest African-owned
business in the local market. Another alsoc began to educate his
eldest sons, vho vent on to be priests and teachers, thus
establishing the family as Pioneers in reproducing straddling

scross a generation.
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About half of the Follovers and Vage-laborers entered off-
farm employment. Six men from each category gained off-farm
positions during the pre-war period. Differences betveen the two
categories, hovever, quickly began to emerge. Eleven of the twelve
smen begsn work in the tea estaces of uneighboring Kericho Districe,
s cogmon but unpopular and lowly paid position. Pive of the
Pollovers, hovever, ghifted to more resmunerative endeavors vithin a
fev years of entsring the labor force, vhile only one of the Vage-
lnborezs did. The three Follovers vho began in the tea fields
after receiving some primary education vere able to move to skilled
laboz positions, wvhile the other tvo simply shifted to other
unskilled positions. The Vage-laborer vho escaped the tea £ields
had no education, but vas able to gain a position as a barber. The
three Follovers in skilled labor positions gained their advantage
from their greater education.

0f the Vage-laborers one stands out from the others, having
obtained an unusually highly paid position as a clerk in the
colonisl administration. He wvas the most highly educated son of an
early Christian, vho vas trained as a cale nurse during Vorld Var
II in the military. BHe is a prime example of the necessity of
investing a high income in household agriculture and education; not
having done so, his household became simply Vage-laborers, despite
his personally high income over a long period. The othar four
Vage-laborers who began in Rericho shifted to other unskilled
positions, reflecting limits placed on thea by their lower level of

education.
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Pinally, only three Parmers engaged in off-farm vork during
the pericd, one in the tea fields and the other tvo in a variety of
short-term unskilled labor. While these three vorked as long as
the Vage-laborers during the pericd, two of thea left off-farm
employmsnt completely by 1945 and the thizd followed suit in the
late 1940s, thus making the choices, or being forced to make the
choices, that would result in their househclds' eventual povcrty.ls
Tvo of the four patriazchs of the Femsle-headed households vere
alive and employed in Kericho during the pericd also, leaving
eaployment by the late 194Qs and dying shortly thersafter.

By the 1940s, the Picneers vers begimning to distinguish
themselves as a distinct social group within Boswanda. When they
soved t0 their nev land holdings in the late 1920s and early 1930s,
they married in order to have wives to bring their nev land into
production, following the normal pre-colonial production system.
Their wives, however, vers young vomen vho also resided at the
sission station and were daughters of early Christians. Hence,
though they did pay bridevealth, they did not have traditional
Gusii marriage cersmonies, opting instead for only Christian
ceramonies. Their lack of s Gusii cereaony mesnt they provided no
feast for their relatives and neighbors, despite their already

spparent vealth. This previously unthinkable abrogation of Gusii

16ghether their exit from off-farm employment vas caused by
their conscious choice or lack of opportunity is unclear. One
indicated he stayed home because *he had many fruit tzees®' and sold
the fruit from his fara instesd of vorking, vhile another said he
had no *sponsor® - no friend or relative vho would place hia in an
off-fara positien.
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custom set them apart socially and made them rather unpopular with
theizr fellovs.

After settling their nev land in the early 1930s and putting
it into production, the Pioneers established, wvith mission
encouragenent, a ‘Christian village’ on their joint land. They
invited several other young Christian families to settle on their
land and join them in a quasi-communal life for Christians only.
The vomen organized their own communal labor groups, probably
vithout the use of the local beer, proscribed by the missionaries
and authorities. The members remained distinctly separate froa
community activities, shuaning both compunal labor efforts and
fo.uf.: involving the use of the local beer. The village split
. apart in the early 1940s, after only a fev years of existence, amid
allegations of ‘*vitchecraft® (Qhgozogi) smong the members and,
perhaps, from non-members as vell.l7 All bat one of the families
that had moved to the Pioneers' land returmed to their original
homesteads at this point to insure their owa land claims.l®

Despite its short existence, the Christian village clearly
distinguished the Pioneers from their neighbors. It marked the
€irse aajor rupture in comsunal institutions that had functioned as

part of Gusii pessant society until that time. The non-Pioneer

17the oral evidence on whether these allegations case from
within or without the village is unclear. The latter would be a
clear and not surprising sign of communicy dislike and shunning of
the ney Christians, but the evidence is uncertain.

The one vho remained, a Farmer, gained a great deal of land
over vhat he would have inherited. However, the household's
current poverty deacnstrates the limited importance of relatively
large landholding without adequate off-farm income.
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members of the village returned to Gusii sociaty after a fev short
years in the village, and did not have the wealth to set themselves
apart as did the Pioneers. Coabined vith the latters' previous
rejaction of all labor groups and feasts involving the local beer,
the attezmpted village set them apart as a distinct social group by
Vorld Var II. The Pioneer households actually returned to scme
pre-colonial practices such as feasts in latar years, bdut the
initial zupture of established social and economic instirutions
demonstrates the growing effects the market economy and
Christianity vere having, leading to the end of Bomwanda's peasant
community.

. Another slov transformation in one of the pillars of the pre-
colonial society began to occur in the 1930s, simultaneous to and
caused bf the rise of men's off-farms employment. Young men,
glining’inc:enscd independence from their elders, began to obtain
their own bridevealth by siaply puzchasing cattle for the purpose.
As Table 4:1 demonstzates, the fev pre-1930 marriages in Bomwvanda
vhich are still remembered in detail wvere transactad with
bridevealth from the husband's sister, following the pre-colonial
norm. Off-farm cash income, though, gave young men the opportunity
to pay for their own bridevealth. This decreased the role of
elders in controlling marriages, but by no means eliminated it. As
long as bridewealth continued to be a pre-requisite for marriage, a
young man vas dependent on his father and classificatory uncles to
arrange the brideveslth transfer, even if the young man himself vas

entirely financing it. Very fev marriages took place prior to
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Table 4:1

souzces of Bridewealth
(No. of Marriages)

Husband's
Tize Sister Other 0ff-fam Land
Period® Father Relative Income Sale
Pre-World
Var 11 7 1 4 . 0
N:11
1966462 10.5 0 11.5 1l
N:29
1963-74 8.3 0.5 4.5 2
N:37
1975-85 3 1 7 1
_N:58

4N's are total number of marriages. Totals across columns do not
equal N for all periods because no bridewealth has been paid to
date in a nuaber of marriages.

In other words, bridewealth obtained via the pre-colonial norm:
cattle obtained by the household in exchangs for a married
daughter. Categories with non-vhole numbers represent bridevealth
partially from one source and partially froam another.

bridewealth transfer during this period. Thus, young men remained
dependent on their fathers for arranging the formalities. However,
their sbility to purchase their own bridewealth and their -
increasing access to marriagable young women in the newv local
sactkets loosened this dependence. Thus, another of the pillus.of
both the pre-colonial and early colonial peasant society - elder
control over junicrs - began to erode under the effects of men's
integration into the market econcmy.

The period before the war saw the creation of the conditions

for the rise of straddling as a fully developed system of social
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reproduction. Male vage labor became fairly widespread and the
types and remunerzation of that labor began to be differentiated.
The Pioneers by 1945 had fully established themselves as vefl:hioz
than their neighbors and increasingly caze to be seen as a separate
social category, closely tied to colonial authorities and rejecting
key tenats of pre-colonial Gusii soccial and econcmic customs. The
Christian village, though short-lived, epitomized this distinction.
But the fact that many of these pre-colonial practices, such as the
communal labor groups, vedding feasts and bridewalth, vere still
practiced on a wide scale indicated the degree to vhich the pre-
colonial systes of reproduction had not been completely transformed
and the peasant cosmunity remained partially intact. Land pressure
had begun, yet subsistence agriculture with communal labor inputs
continued to predominate. Men had begun working long term off the
farm and using their earnings for scame household subsistence and
the purchase of consumer items, but re-investment in agriculture
and education avaited the post-var era, wvith its complete
accsptance of Western education and the introduction of the first

high-value cash crops into Bomwanda.

Sorld ¥Yar II to Independence:
Ihe End of the Peasant Cozgunity

The complete spresad of long-term male wage labor off the farm
and the use of that income in education and agriculture defined the
full develoment of straddling and the end of the peasant comaunity
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in the period from the end of Vorld Var II to Kenyan Independence
(1963). Education came to be accepted as both legitimate and
necessary and the colonial government introduced coffee as the
first agrarian revolution cash czop in Bomvanda, the adoption of
vhich wvas financed by aen's off-fam income. Straddling fully
developed as the dominant and nearly universal model of social
reproduction.

The Pioneers continued to lead in zen's off-fazm activity, as
both household heads left their positioms as cooks and opened up
shops in the local markst, as vas common in post-war Kenya. These
operated throughout the period and into the Independence era,
though not alwvays profitably. Vhile doth housshold heads sent all
their sons and daughters to primary school and several to teacher
training college, the businesses alone could not support the
investment. In both cases, the land they had occupied became
important, being the source of a large fruit-selling business by
one vife and the site of s rock quarry, providing rent to the other
household.}9 The combinaticn of these sources of income provided
the education that enabled six Pioneer somns to enter off-farm vage
labor at positions of very high resuneration (teachers, clarks, and
s tailorm). .

Other households, wvhile engaging in extensive vage labor, did
not produce the Pioneers' level of income or working soms. As

Table 4:2 demonstrates, twelve of the thirteen Followers vorked an

19the quazry vould prove to be a significant economic entity
in Bomwanda, providing unsikilled esployzent for s number of
Bomvanda aen off and om from the late 1950s to the present.
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Table 4:2
Off-farm Male loyment: 1946-622
= (Househc ousehYE' Heads)
o1 Poll Lab Vage- . Female-
oneers qlLliovers orers armers -]
N2 N:13 N:il N:6 N:4

Type |No.of Ave.|No.of Ave. |No.of Ave. |{No.of Ave. |No.of Ave.
of Job} Men VYears| Men Years | Men Years | Men Years | Men Years
Profes- |- - 1 4 - - - - - -
sional

Clerk - - [ 17 1 17 - - - -
Business |2 17 1 17 - - 1 7 - -
Informal |- - - - - - - - - -
Business

Skilled |- - 3 11.7 2 17 - - - -

Labor

Unskilled

Non-ag. - - S 9 3 10.7 1 2 - -
Agric. - - 1 7 4 15.751 2 8 - -
Total 2 17 12 10.4 10 15.2 4 6.25 - -

8A11 men are classified by their principal occupation: the
occupation in vhich they spent the most years.

average of ten-and-a-half years of the period. Half of these spent
most of their time in unskilled labor sad half in more remunerative
positions. One young housshold head ambitiously made the
transition from 1946 to 1954 from a tea picker in Kericho to a

ctrader of local consumer items to the proprietor of a grain
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grinding @ill. This ke maintained into the 19703 as & very
successful business. He vas the exception rather than the rule, as
most spent the late colonial period in unskilled or lowly skilled
labor, beginning investment in their sons' education and in coffee,
though not able to do so at the level of the Pioneers.

The same can be said for the Vage-laborers, and to s greater
degres. Of the ten vorking during the period, only three engaged
in anything beyond unskilled labor, and four worked principally in
lov paid agricultural labor. Even though the Vage-laborers vorked
off the farm longer than the Follovers, their lover levels of
incone resulted {n lower investments in education and agriculture.
The Parmers engaged in only a little unskilled wage-labor, with
three of the four vorking principally in agricultural labor. Onme
did sanage to open a local business for five years, but could not
sugstain it. All except one °‘retired® by Independence. In contrast
to the Pionesrs, virtually no sons of non-Pioneer households had
entered the labor forcs in the colonial ers, so an analysis of
their activity vill avait the next sectiom.

During the late colonial period, education becaze fully
accepted as an igportant, indeed essential, household investment.
The youngest household heads all obtained some education during the
period, greater in absolute terms than the slightly elder household
heads, but not in relative terms, as the average level of aducation
throughout Kenya steadily rose. Table 4:3 shovs that a number of
households also began to invest in education of the second

generation. Both Pioneer houssholds continued to educate their



Table 4:3 Education Costs (Kshs/hsld/yr)

1946-1962 1963-1974 1975-1985
Householda No. of Ave. No.d Ave. No. of Ave. no. Ave. |No. of Ave. No. Ave,
Category Hslds. of Years Cost/Yr |Hslds. of Years Cost/Yr|Hslds of Years Cost/Yr
Pioneer 2 14.5 277 2 10 1327 2 10 3761
N: 2
Follower? 5 8 144 11 9.6 206 | 11 10.9 1209
N: 11
Wage-laborer® 4 4.5 87 9 7.7 144 10 8.9 446
N: 10
Farmer 2 5.5 43 3 8.7 98 6 6.2 110
N:6
Female-headed
Household 0 - - 1 i 150 3 1.3 124
N: 4

a: No. of Hslds is the number of households with educational expenses during each time period.

b: Only 11 Follower households are included because data were unavailable for two of them.

¢: Only 10 Wage-laborers are included because one is a lone man who never married.
d: No. of Years households had educational expenses.

161
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children, particularly their sons, as did several households in
other catsgories. Note, though, the huge disparities in the nusber
of years of education provided and the average investaent per year
asong the different types of houssholds, ceflecting the disparity
in off-farm income.

The agricultursl sector also vitnessed significant changes in
the post-var era. In saize cultivation, a second, short maize
groving season and a second vesding of saize each season vere
adopted. The former developed from local experiments vith land
praviously left fallow from August to Jaauary. The relatively lov
elevation of Bomvands alloved maize to sature quickly emough to
perait a sscond seascn not passible ia the higher aceas of Risil.
The second veeding vas inecroduced at the suggestion of young aen
vho had seen it on Kurzopesn eetates vhere they had vorked. It vas
adopted as soil fercility began to decline, caused by the last land
expansion in the ismediate post-war years, bringing sll Bosvanda
land under the claim of some household. This and the introduction
of coffes began the slov process of decreasing fallov periods,
‘necessitating the husbandry changes in cultivation of the .n-upo.uo
Together these changes in techniques greacly incressed labor desand
in saize cultivation, the bulk of which vomen provided, given the
high level of sen's off-farm esployaent.

VYhils educational advances aand changes in maize cultivation
vere important, the event undoubtedly seen as sost sigaificant to

Bomvanda residents of the post-var ers vas the legalization of

2001: Obiri Mogeni, Noveaber 12, 1985.
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TABLE 434

Coffee Adoption
(Number of Househelds Adopting)

Household ' Year of Initial Adoption
Category 1946-49  1950-55  1936-82  1963.74 1973.8S

Pioneers 2 - - -
N2

Pollowers 3 3 1 1 1
N13

Vage-laborerss
N: 1l

[
>
(-]
L
]

Farmers 1 1 3 1
N1 6

female-headed
Households - - 1 2 -
—_— N s

coffee groving in 1946. The first to adopt the nev crop vere the
tvo Pioneers, three Pollowvers, and one Farmer, as shovn in Table
414. The early sdoptess aaong the Follovers were the local sub-
chief, vho hired the first locsl agricultural vorkers to care for
his coffes until it astured, s cook for a colonial official, and a
half-brother of the sub-chief. The Farmer, vhile not vorking by
the late 1940s, vas previously s catechist, obtaining that position .
from his cousin, the sub-chief. The trend for the rest of the
period to Independence vas one of the fbllovors adopting the newv
czop earlier than the Vage-lsborers and Farmers. The Fesale-headed
households vere unable to enter this celatively lucrative new

agricultural endeavor because they lacked s 3an to becoae &
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off-farm income levels via several channels during this early
pericd. Meambership in the district cooperative society vas
essential to obtain a permit to grov coffee and to sell it. The
nev coffee grover vas required to purchase a fiftsen shilling sharce
in the cooperative. Added to this in 1949 vas & one shilling fee
to obtain a grover's licence and a five cent per seedling charge
for the trees themselves. A typical iaitial plancation contained
100 trees, resulting in an additional five shilling expense. Thus,
total inicial outlay for coffee vould be approximstely 21 shillings
in 1950. This compares to reported gonthly vages of Boavanda aen
in unskilled positions at anyvhere from six shillings for tea
picking in KRericho to twelve for other migrant agricultural labdber
and 30 for non-agricultural vork outside the district. Cooks,
denoted as *skilled® in sy classification, vere earning a reported
© 23+50 shillings per month during the period. Thus, 21 shillings
vas s significant i(avestment, especially for cthe lowly paid
agricultural laborers; it iz not surprising that adoption folloved
puﬁcnu of eaployment differentiation.

Beyond this initial ocutlay, many houssholds had to raise
extrs labor to harvest coffee. This was done via the use of
ebisangig (voaen's dniiy labor groups) and °®soaetises® apaiaga (the
larger, occasional comsunal labor groups) (Barnes 1976, 168).
Demand for vomen's lagbor-time was sisultanecusly increasiang foc

saize production and for non-sgricultural business activities.

etcacvsscveccaveesssancesccnsaw

before dbeginning their off-farm activities.



156

Ehisangiq. therefore, in that they vere pursly vosmen's labor and
revarded each mesber only the smount of labor she contributed,
could not provide large labor supplements for coffes harvesting in
labor-tight households. Thus, gaaAgaga. the key institutions _
designed to provide unusunily lazge amounts of labor upon demand,
wust have been isportant to many aev coffee growers. A housshold's
ability co provide beer and seat for aaasaga say have often been
crucial to harvesting relatively lazge amocunts of coffee. Bi this
periocd, Pioneer and Pollover households generally had a greater
ability to raise amagaga via grester surplus grain production and
@aen's ability and villingness to purchase the necessary beer
{nputs. Thus, adoption of the first ‘sgrarian revolucion® crop vas
heavily predicated upon previous pstterns of incegration into the
sarket economy and hcusehold differentiation.?2

By the end of the period leading to Kenyan Iandpendence, the
key elesents of straddling vers established. Off-farm vage labor
and/or businesses vere no longer engaged in to purchase a fav
consumer itsas, but had become an integral part of overall
household reproduction and expansion. They becase the basis for
differential access to education and investaent in coffee, the nev
cash crep. The latter vas significant, bue not revolutivnary, in
teras of income-generation in Kisii. Though the data are sketchy,
it {s clear that any significant long-term off-fara eamployeent

P Y TR T L L T T TR Py Ay

Chapter 5 contains a asora detsiled analysis of the effects

of aarket integration on apasaga and ghisangiq. providing daca to
support the claims made here.
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could provide household zevenue vell beyond normal coffee sales.
Coffee production among Bomwanda Pollowers in the early 1950s, for
instance, equalled 2-3 months' vages as & skilled laborer, while
production smong Vage-laborers and Parmers was vorth 3.5 czonths’
unskilled vages. Thus, coffee wvas a significant boost to household
income, but no replacement for off-farm wages.Z3

Hovever, off-farm employuent was never certain. Coffee
alloved & zan to increase the cash-generating potential of his farm
and his family's labor, providing s cushion to possible loss of
off-farn income, or an alternative for a man vho desired to leave
off-farm esployaent temporarily. This cushion vas built via
significant intensification of women's libot in agriculture.
Combined with the husbandry changes in aaize cultivation and the
rise of commercial beer breving (see Chapter S5), coffee adoption
put an increased burden on vomen's labor. The decline of ARASAgA
as institutions available to all households regardless of wealth
level, combined with the increased burden on vomen's labor time,
left a number of vomen dependent on men to provide investment in
agricultural production and presaged future burdens on vomen's
labor as a key constraint to agricultural development.

The full spread of men's off-farm employment in the post-war

era wvas reflected in all aspects of household reproduction. The

23these figures are based on the district average value/acre
for 1949-50 aultiplied by changes in the producer price to 1955 and
then divided by the average acreage Boawvanda households vere
cultivating at the time. These figures may wvell be too high
because the Bomwanda area has alvays produced less coffee and lover
quality coffee than the district average.
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underpinnings of the pre-colonial system of social reproduction had
clearly aroded seversly by Independence and the new system vas put
in place. Men's off-farm income became the key to long-teram
household expansion and the relationship batween zen and women
vithin the bhousehold changed dramatically. KXey institutions in the
earlier peasant community - 30a3aga, bridewealth, and the
inaliensble family estats - continued to exist. But the nev system
had replaced the old and began to ezode these final remnants of
that pessant community. Men's off-farm income, its investment in
agriculture (especially coffee) and education, and incensification
of voaen's labor in household agriculture defined the newv syscem.
Men's enhanced freedom from short-term reliance on the farm and
vomen's increased reliance on aen to provide investment resulted in
a silent strzuggle over resouzrces. Cozmercial beer breving vas a
result of this, as vomen sought and gained cash income of their
own, siphoning off a share of men's off-farm inccme even vhen
unable to obtain a portion of their own husband's vages. But the
long-term effect vas increased pressure on wcmen's labor, which
would put a strain on household Agricultuxovin the futurs and
require further investments by men vho wished to expand
agricultural production and adopt the nev agrarian revolution crops

that would become available aftsr Independencs.
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Ihe First Decade of Indepandence:
Hired Labor and a Land Market

The f£izst substantial use of hired labor in local
agricultural production and the registration and resultant
alienation of land were the most important nev trends of the first
decade of Independence in Bomwanda. The former tied agricultural
production ever more closely to men's off-farm incoms, vhich vas
esgential to hired labor on a long-tezm basis. The latter, only
begun in the first decade of Independence, vas a significant new
stage in the differantiation process and would undermine the heart
of any peasant community: every household's access to land.

Before examining these newv trends, hovever, ve should note
the continued growth of off-farm wage labor and business for men.
As seen in Table 4:6, one Pioneer continued vith his local retail
store. The other had died, bdut his family continued the store in
operation 5r rented it vo others until the @id-1970s. Almost all
of the Followers and ?Age-lnborera worked during the period. Vith
Kenyan Independence, many new employment and business opportunities
arose for Africans as many colonial restrictions vere lifted and
governaent hiring rose dramatically. Five Pollowers took advantage
of these opportunities by opening successful retail shops. They
obtained the capital to initiate these businesses in a variety of
wvays. One shop wvas operated by the highest paid Followver, who
began teaching primary school in the late 19508 and opened the shop

at Independence. Two others vere begun sfter long periods of
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TABLE 4:6

Off-farm Male Employment: 1963-742
(Household Heads)

Vage- - Female-
Pioneers Followers Laborers Farmers headed
N:2 N:13 N:11 N:6 N:4
Type |No.of Ave. |[No.of Ave. {No.of Ave. |No.of Ave. |No.of Ave.
of Job! Men Yrs Men Yrs Men Yrs Men Yrs Men Yrs
Profes-
sionalf - - 1 7 - - - - - -
Cleck - - 1 1 bR 12 - - - -
Business 2 10 3 11 - - - - - -
Informal
Business - - 3 10 1 S 1 5 - -
Skilled | - - - - 2 7.8 - - - -
Labor
Unskilled
Non-ag. | - - 4 8.5 5 12 1 9.5 - -
Agric. | - - 1 12 2 12 1 6 - -
Total 2 10 13 9 1l 11.6 3 3.7 - -

8211 men are classified by their principal occupation: the
occupation in which they spent the most years.

*informal® business activity. These twvo men had not had unusually
remunerative wage employment, but did have unusually large coffee
fields, which may vell have provided surplus cash to initiate and
maintain their businesses. Two other informal businesses also
started, though did not result in formal business activities. Not
incoincidentally, neither had high previous wages or unusually

lazge coffee fields.

In contrast to the Followers, none of the Wage-laborers moved
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from their relatively low-paying positions, as the differentiation
betveen the tvo categoriss increased significantly. Their lack of
high income and small coffee fields prevented them from taking
advantage of the opportunities Independence provided. They all
vorked virtually the entire period but only four engaged in any
activity beyond unskilled labor. Finally, the Farmers engaged in
relatively little off-farm labor, having slmost completely
‘retizred.* The Parmers' and Female-headed housebolds' sons began
to vork also, fo].ioving paths similar to those of the sons of Vage-
laborers.

After Independence the second generation of straddliang men
began to enter the ‘off-farm labor force. As shown in Table 4:7,
the Pionsers' continued high level of vealth wvas translated into
education for children and, by the 1960s, esployment for both sons
and daughters. Note the heavy dominance of professional positionms
such as tuch'i.ng among Pioneers' children (three of vhom were
daughters) and the complets absence of any position below skilled
labor. Pollovers' sons began to vork in large numbers during the
period salso. Like their fathers, a number of them began in
unskilled labor and moved to either skilled positions or, in one
case, opened a shop. A fev of the Vage-laborers' sons also entered
the labor force in the first decade after Independence. One of
these becsae a tescher, having attended secondary school frese by
entering seainary and becoming a .priu:/tuchor. Another became s
government cleck, obtaining this position via an education paid by

his aother and a °*step-father® not froam Bomwvanda vith whom the
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TABLE 4:7
Off-farm Male Employment:1963-744
(Sons)
Vage- Female-
Pioneers Followers Laborers Farmers
N:2 N:13 N:11 N:6 N:4

Type {No.of Ave. No.of Ave. {No.of Ave. |No.of Ave. |No.of Ave.
of Jobl Men Yrs Men _ Yrs Men Yrs | Men Yrs Men Yrs
Profes-

sional®|6 10.3 . - 1 [ - - -
Clerk 1 12 2 8.5 1 8 - - -
vBusineas - - - - - - - - -
Informal|- - 1 8 - - 2 4.5 -
Business
Skilled |2 10 1 10 - - 1 5 1 8

Labor
Unskilled
Non-ag. |- - 4 7.5 1 7 2 5 1
Agric. |- - - - 1 4 - - 1
Tocal 9 10,48 8.1 4 6.25 S S 3 5.7

8511 men are classified by their principal occupation: the
gccupntion in which they spent the most years.
Iacludes three daughters.

mother was living at the time 26

The other trends begun in the late colonial period continued

unabated in the first decade of Independence. The absolute level

Y TP covmeansmaonen ctvoncase

24this woman's husband vorked outside Risil for all of their
pmarried life and provided her no support of any kind. After a few
years of marriage, she left Bomvanda and eventuslly lived with
another man who did support her and her childrea. Upon the death
of her legal husband, she moved back to Bomwanda to claim her land
rights there. This is typical of the increasing aarital
ingtability of the time, which I shall discuss in Chapter 5.
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and disparities in educational investment increased signficantly
(Table 4:3). The Pioneers' investsd heavily in secondary school
for their sons; only one Follover household, and nc Vage-laborers
or Farmers, vere able to follow suit. Coffee adoption continued
and acreage expanded as the second genmeration began to plant their
own. As in education, the disparity in off-farm income resulted in
s concomitant disparity in coffee acreage (Table 4:5). WVomen's
businesses began to expand rapidly, as sons' vives began to engage
in these activities in Follower households, and VWage-laborers' and
Farmers' wives adopted the practices initiated by their Pioneer and
Follover neighbors (see Chapter 5). Daughtsrs-in.lav in Pioneer
households slso entered off-farm labor, working as highly paid
nurses and teachers, further emhancing Pioneers' levels of
vealth.25

Cash crop agriculture expanded after Independence, wvith the
addition of two nevw crops: tes and sugarcane. The tvo required
different levels of investment, so wvere initially adopted by
different households and spread at different rates. A key
distinction betveen the two was the relative importance of hired
labor and initial capital for successful adoption. Eight of the
ten early (pre-1974) sugarcane grovers vere Followers. The crop is
usually planted along previously unused river-bottoa land, so it
represented an sbgolute increase in land use, not a replacement of

food crops. Governaent policy hss never parzticularly encouraged

”Bighly educated Pioneer sons tended to marry equally highly ’
educated vomen fros Pioneer-like families of other clans, who
either had or later obtained such professional positions.
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the crop becausa the variety grown in Kisii can oaly serve as a
snack food of little nutritional value. The seedlings vere passed
from neighbor to neighbor and require no fartilizer, so therce vas
no initial capital outlay for the czop. Clearing the previously
unused land, hovever, did require large labor outlay. But this
labor wvas principally family labor, not hired labor, in contrast %o
tea. Of the 41 adoptaes of sugarcane by 1985, only nine had hized
a full-time laborer vhen they adopted.?6 Baecause no capital
investaent vas required, the initial adoptees were mainly Follower
households th.n. could provide the necessary family labor to clear
t.hp land. It later spread both to households with hired labor and
to Yage-laborers, as the aarket for the crop grav in the late
1970s. By 1985, 41 of the 65 separats houses
(production/consumption units vithin households) in Boavanda had
gZown sugarzcane at some point.

In contrast to sugarcane, the Kenyan government strongly
encouraged tes production through the KIDA, as discusged in Chapter
3. Also in contrast to sugarcane, tesa required an initisl cash
outlay to purchase seedlings, fertilizer and other essential
planting equipaent. Beyond this, tea requires three yesrs of
careful and constant veeding before production can begin. Without

this careful attention, aany of the plants do not survive and

26) tgyll-time* laborer in Risii is one vho receives a
regular monthly salary snd vorks six days per veek, ususlly four to
six hours per day, all in the morming. These hours are the normal
saximum hours spent on sgriculture by anyone. The laborer may or
aay not (usually does not) live vith his employer's fazily,
depending on distance f£rom his home to place of employment.
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TABLE 4:8

Tes Adopfigg
(No. Of Houses Initially Adopting)

Time Period

Housgehold

Cat-ggsy 1972-74 1975-79 1980-85

Pionesers 2 2 1
N:6

Pollovers 1 & 3
N:26

Yage-laborers 1 3 0
N:18

Farmers - - -
N:1l

Female-headed - - -
N:é

Total 4 9 [

production plunneti. Not surprisingly, the first and most
successful tea grovers in Bomwanda made extensive use of hired
labor to care for their crop, both before and during pzoduction.

Of the initial four adoptees in Table 4:8, three had full-time
hired labor vhen they planted tea. Only the Wage-laborer, a
Ministry of Agriculture extension agent, did not use hired labor on
the crop. The first Follower %o adopt tea hired a full-time
laborer specifically for the new crop. Tea has since spread to 17
growers in 12 households. Approximately 412X of these had hired
labor when they adopted the crop, and an additional 182 did so

after adoption. The largest producers have employed labor steadily
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and almost exclusively to veed and pick their tea. All four
initial adoptees had relatively vell paid employment at the time of
adoption, alloving them to make the initial capital investment
aseded. Of the other 13 growers, aine had substantial off-farm
income at the time of adoption. Note alsc that no Farmer or
Pemale-hesaded household had adopted the crop by 1585; they could
provide neither the initial capital nor the sustained labor
requizred. Tea is the most zecent and highly acclaimed addition to
the agrarian revolution, but in Bomwanda its adoption has required
capital and labor inputs that make off-farm income an important
p:u-nquisin' to adoption and limit the spread of the crop to
households without such income.

Tes arose in an agricultural eavironment alresdy affected by
the use of hirad labor, undoubtedly the most important nev trend of
the £irst decade of Independence. Hired labor in local agriculture
did not signify, hovever, an immediate and coamplete transformation
to some type of *capitalist agriculture.® Indeed, one can hardly
call an agricultural regime such as that {n Bomwanda ‘capitalist®
when marketed produce alone, as ve shall see in Chapter 6, cannot
pay for the hired labor employed. Instead, such labor vas used
zost comsonly to replace aen vho had more highly remunerated
employment off the farm. Only a relatively highly paid off-farm
position alloved & housshold to hire labor not only to replace the
absent aan, but also to provide labor time far in excess of that

vhich he vould have provided had he stayed on the farm. Hired
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labor, then, became crucial to relatively high levels of both food
and cash crop producticn, though production itself, at least
initially, remainedfocussed on household reproduction rather than
on capital accumulatiom.

The Pioneers’' use of full-time hired labor has been constant
since the 2id-1960s, as Table 4:9 demonstrates. This reflects
their sons’' continuous, high level of incoﬁe obtained in off-farm
professional positions. Por Follovers, the average lsngth of time
that any particular house hired full-time labor vas auch shorter,
reflecting the perceived purpose of this labor: replacing aen off
the farm. When & vorking san returned to the farm or had a
significant reduction in his income, the use of hired labor vould
abruptly cease. This also occurzed when expenditure, particularly
secondary school fees, incressed. Por the Vage-laborers, the
period of hiring labor vas particularly short, in that they rarely
had the income to do sc. Only tvo vere able to hire labor for a
period longer than five years: an extension agent for the Minisery
of Agriculture and & highly paid male nurse vho hired a laborer
only when he vas vorking and his vife suffered a long and serious
illness. Note that, like tea, no Farmer or Pemale-headed household
has been able to hire & full-tizme laborer, given their lack of
significant off-farm income.

The final important new trend of the post-Independence era
vas the initiation of a local land market. While consolidation of

land holdings into family estates vas coaplete in Kisii guch
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Pull.time Hired Labor on Parm
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1960-698 1970-79 ;ggg-g; otalb
Household $ of Ave, | § O Ave., | # o Ave.) # of Ave.
Category | Hslds ¢ Yrs | Hslds ¢ Yrs | Hslds ¢ Yrs| Hsids ¢ Yrs
Pioneers 2 20 1 14 - - 2 18.3
Pollovers 7 10 6 7.3 3 3.3 13 7.3
N : 13
Jage-
laborers - - 2 5.5 - 1.5 5 2.4
N 1)
Farmers - - - - - - - -
N:6
Feumale-
headed - - - - - - - -
N i 4
The periods aze based on the year in which each household began to

hire

abor, but the average length is the total number of years the
%:bor vas eaployed fora the starting date.

Totals do not equal the total of each period because the latter
include different houses in the same househoid.

earlier, official registration following the Swynnerton Plan did

not occur until the mid-1960s.

After registration, a land market

srose that sharply divided the Pioneers and Followers from their
neighbors, as can be seen in Table 4:10.

Both Pioneers and a

nuaber of Followers have purchased land, while several Vage-

laborers, Parmers and Female-headed households have sold it.

Purchased land increased productive agricultural land for the

household's use and/or provided extra land for a son to settle on
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Category

TABLE 4:10

d Transact

(Number of Transactions)

Sales

1965-70 1971-73 1976-80 1981.8S

Purchases
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1960-75 1976-8 1981-84

Pioneers
N: 2

Follovers
N : 13

Vage-laborers
N : 11

Farners
N: 6

Femals-
headed
N: &

Total

-

4

3

4

1

3

]

2

3

The number of transactions in scme categories exceeds the number
of households because of aultiple transactions in gsome households.

to avoid excessive crowding of the original homestead.
land purchases vere made vith men's off-€arm income and usually

accoapanied hiring of full-time labor as part of an overall

All eleven

expansion of household agricultural production. Land sales, on the

other hand, occurred as poorer households attsmpted to ‘catch-up’

to their vealthier neighbors in terms of their children's education

snd improved housing, or as a necessary survival measure.

these households, lack of off-farm income made them very dependent
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on the housshold labor force in agriculture. Bence, the absence of
vogen on the farm caused tvo sen to sell land to obtain bridevealth
and four others to do 30 after their wives left thea and they had
either not vorked for a long time or had recently become
unesployed. This oade land sales - and the permanent loss of land
for the household in future generations - essential.?’? Finally,
three household heads sold land in order to build themselves
expensive improved housing, & status symbol being built by many
Pioneers and Pollowers throughout Kisii {n recent yesars. The rise
of this land market represents the ultimace dismantliing of the
peasant community, as the most important factor of production and
source of community identification is transferred from Vage-
laborers and Parmers to Picneers and Followers.

The first decade of Kenyan Independence in Bomwanda vitnessed
the logical effects of the transformation of social reproduction.
The trend set in the late colonisl period continued and the effects
of men's off.farm income spread rapidly. Hired labor and the rise
of a free land market marked the snd of two of the last
institutions of the peasant comaunity. AQgsagag communal labor for
voaen vithout access to cash income virtually disappeared, leaving

such vomen with reduced options for meeting peak seascn labor

27this does not signify that the vomen vere in a dominant
position and the men dependent on thes. No aatter hov many years a
voman spends awvay from her legsl husband, she will eventually
return to claia her rights to his land because she vill be given no
other land. This and the husband's possible return to off-farm
labor in lieu of agriculture mean a voman is at least as affected
by a land sale as a man and, {f she has left hinm, she will probably
benefit from nome of the proceeds of the sale. |~  ° )

P.O. box 2540)

b iroht Renyx
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demands. New forms of communal labor arcse, but these clearly
could not fully replace the functions of the auasaga. Voaen's
businesses continued to expand (see‘mp:a: S) but with that veat
men's expectations that their vives vould employ that income in
daily subsistence, thereby maintaining women's dependence on gen
for investment in long-term household reproduction and expansion.
By 1975, straddling had fully transformed the previous peasant
comsunity. Indeed, land sales and increasing use of hired labor
hits at a possible transition from straddling to new processes of
social reproduction. The transfer of productive resources via land
sales to Pioneers and some Pollovers, and fros all other
households, raises the possibility of some type of distinct class
formation, ss those increasing their agricultural entsrprises have
at least the possibility of becoming full-fledged capitalist
farmers, wvhile those losing land lose their ability to straddle at

all. The outcome of this process, hovever, remains unclesr.

Ihe Laat Ten Years:
Ihe Reproduction of Straddliing

The nost recent decade in Bomvanda has seen the reproduction
of many households from one generation to the next and thus the
reproduction of straddling across generations. There is further
evidence of an mcipian. transition avay from straddling in the
long run. The trends set in the first decade after Independence

have continued, as sons, and even socme grandsons, have begun to
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obtain off-farm employment, marry and initiate their own food and
cash crop production. This has reproduced the entire straddling
systes and the differentiation that accurred in the firset
generation. Many of the household heads retired from off-farm
employment in the last ten yeszrs, but they did not ‘retirze to their
farms® as many analysts of tural Kenya have claimed is common.
Instead, they retired to their farms and to their employed children
vho provide the crucial off-farm income needed for short and long-
term household reproduction.

The GOI.t {izportant off-farm employment trend is in Table
14:11: the almost complete entrance of the second generation into
the labor market. The pattern repeats that of the previous
generation, vith Pioneers heavily represented among professionals,
Pollovers among clerks, businessmen, and skilled laborers, and the
rest working oainly in unskilled positions. Note, however, that a
number of sons of Vage-laborers vere able to obtain clerk positions
and one succeeded in becoming a teacher. The latter obtained his
education, as did one of the clerks, via land sale on the part of
his father. Of the other clerks, one received educational funds
from his °stepfather® - the zan vith vhoa his mother vas living
vhile he vas young - and then oﬁucatod his brother vho also became
a clerk. The last obtained his education at no cost by attending
seainary. Among Followers' sons, there has been a large degree of
occupational mobility, principally involving men who began in a
lover skilled position, such as a clerk, and then obtained further

education to gain a higher position, such as & teachezr. In
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TABLE 4:11
Qff-farm Male Employment: 1975-852
(Sons)
Vage-~ Female-
Pioneers Followers Laborers Farmers headed
N:2 N:13 N:1l N:6 N:4

Type No.of Ave. |No.of Ave. |No.of Ave. {No.of Ave. (No.of Ave.
of Job Men Yrs Men Yrs Men _ Yrs Men _Yrs Men Yrs
P:ofes-‘

sional? 9 8.7 k) 6.3 1 ? - - - -
Clazk 5 5.8 6 7.7 4 7.75 - - - -
Business - - - - 1 2 1 7 - -
Informal
Business - - 4 6.75 1 2 - - - -
Skilled

Labor] 2 6 8 6.75 - - - - 1 b
Ungkilled
Non-ag. | - - 3 3.7 9 [ 2 3 2 9.5
Agric. 1 1 - - 3 6 4 8.75 1 u
Total 17 6.2 26 6.6 19 S.4 7 7.7 4 9.25

8511 men are classified by their principal cccupation: the
occupation in which they spent the most years.
Dincludes three daughters.

contrast, only one son (operating a local business) of a Farmer or
Female-headed household was able to achieve any off-farm activity
more remunerative than unskilled labor.

The other trends of the first decade of Independence
continued unabated. Education expenditure (Table 4:3) continued

its earlier pattern, as sons and grandsons of the Pioneers and
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Pollovers received secondarzy cducntion.' a few Vage-laborers' sons
received the same, and Farmer's and Female-headed households’
children receive some prizmary. None of the latter tvo categories
have been able to provide any secondary education for their sons.
The screage and adoption of all cash crops - coffee (Table 4:5),
tea (Table 4:8), and gugarcane - continued to expand. Finally,
both hired labor and land transactions continued throughout the
period. In a number of cases, fathers retized and their sons began
hizing a laborer for their farm, vho vould work both the sons' and
fathers' land. Similarcly, sons had a crucial role in the
continuation of the land market. Of the eleven land purchases in
Bomvanda in 1985, five vers sade by sons of the originsl household
heads - sons vho had obtained off-farm positions as teachers,
clerks, and highly paid skilled laborers. PFinally, one Vage-
laborer's son sold land in order to survive after losing his job as
a teacher - & job he obtained by his father selling land and paying
for his education ten years earlier.

A nev trend in land use arose in the mid-1970s, as a number
of hosueholds began to rent land elsavhere on a seasonal or annual
basis. As population pressure on land increased, a market in
short-tern, one-field land rental srose, transferring tezporary use
rights form labor-short to land-short households.2® 3y 1985, 18 of

the 26 Pollower houses (production/consuaption units) and

28These terms sust be used carefully because they are
relative. Alazost all Bomwanda households could be considered land-
short reslative to complete subsistence needs at current income
levels, but scae are even more labor-short, with labor being the
chief constzaint to agricultural expansion.
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approximately half of the houses in the other categories had begun
reating land.” Only the Piocneers, land abundant at home and with
purchased land elsevhere, did not rent any land during the period.
The higher pc:cln:;gc of Followers renting land reflects their
higher off-farm income, greater re-investment in agriculture and
higher acreage under cash crops. Men financed 80 of all land
rentals. In the fev cases vhere vomen rented land, they usually
could not rent as much land as the average zan could. Once begun,
gost families remted land more or lesas continucusly, reating a
different plot each ysar. Only sudden loss of a man's off-famm
income or unusually high expenditures vould cause a break in land
renting. Given that rental vas temporary, almost all such land vas
planted vith maize. Land rental thus reprsented expansion for
household subsistencs, as cash crops and decreasing fallow periods
lovered grain production on houesteads. Once again, this new trend
increased vomen's dependence on men for key cash inputs inco
agricultural production.

The final najor trend of the last decade was purely an effect
of the transformation that has occurred in Bomwanda. This is the
highly stratified investment in rather expensive improved housing.
Such a house typically costs 3-.5,000 shillings, vhich can be
compared to average annual incomes of about 3,000 to 9,000
shillings for all households except Picneers. As Table 4:12 shows,
the stratification in congtruction of these houses is extreme, vith

the higher value options being reserved almost exclusively for
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TABLE 4:12

Improved Housing®
(Number of Houses Built)

Time Period

Household 1960-65 1966-73 1974-80 1981-86
Category | M Sp P | M SP P | M SP P |M SP_ P
Pioneszs 1 2 - - 1 - - - . 2 1 3
N:2

Follovers 2 - - 7 1 - 11 - . 7 1 3
N:13

Vage- ’
Laborers 1 - - 2 - - 3 - - 6 1 -
N:ll

Farmers - - - 1 - - - - - 3 - -
N:6

Female-

Headed - - - - - - - - - - - -
Nsé

Total & 2 - 10 2 - 14 - - 18 3 6

SThe three categories of improved housing are:
M: Mabati, the word for tin - s house vith earth walls and a tin
roof.

SP: A Semi-permanent house: A mabati house with cement overlay on

the wvalls. Significantly acre expensive than a wabati house.
P: A permanent house: Cement block walls and a tin or tile roof.
Much more expensive than either of the first two categories.

Pionsers and Followers. Among the Vage-laborers, four of the seven
improvaed houses wers build in one unusual household in which both
brothers are clerks, and two of the others were built by land sales

-on the part of the household head. All told, only five of the 59
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inproved houses vers built with funds other than men's off-farm
income, and three of thess were via land sales. Thus, improved
housing is si'nply & recent reflection of the entize history of
differentisction that has occurred in Bomwanda, with a few poorer
households trying to imitate their wealthisr neighbors by selling
the very means of production on vhich they most depend.

conclugion

Boavanda has seen a nearly completes tzansformation of the
process of social reproduction from the pre-colonial system based
on cattle, vives and grain to straddling based on amen's off-farm
income and its re-investment in household agriculture and
education. The pessant community and peasant households created
during the early years of colonial rule vere dissolved by further
market integration, especially in the post-Vorld Var II period.

The community institutions of elder control over juniors, communal
group labor, inalienable land rights and bridevealth (see Chapter
S) have been all but dismantled, vith only the latter continuing to
bave limited economic importance. In their place has arisen
straddling, in vhich men's off-farm income is combined with
education and the intensification of household agricultural
production via increased labor imput, principally froa women.
Expansion in this system rests on the ability and willingness of
aen to invest their off-farm earnings in labor and land inputs into

household agriculture and in education for future off-farm income.
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But straddling as a process of social reproduction may also
be unéc:géing cransforpation, from forces inhersat within it. "As
differentiation has continued via straddling, the relatively
vealthy have ‘bcgun to increase their access to the means of
production -- land and labor -- vhile the poorer incrsasingly
appear to be losiag both (selling land and being forced to sell
family labor-pover to others). As this trend continues, and there
is no apparent reason for it to stop, landed and landless classes
in Kisii seem to be emerging. The final outcome of this process
remains unclear, in that the nature of the reproductive process the
landed will adopt is unclear. The latter could evolve iato
relatively highly productive capitalist farmers, or may maintain
some form of atndd‘ling at lover levels of productivity. This
evolution will be crucial to the structure of the future rural
society and to the fortunes of the landless and of state
development efforts.

This detailed historical analysis has delineated the
dissolution of the peasant cozmunity and the rise of straddling.
This system nov defines hcusehold reproduction for gll householids,
aot only for the elite, as some analysts (such as Coven and
Kinyanjui 1977) have argued. What determines overall levels of
vealth and agricultural production is the relative success of
households in this systea. The next chapter will anslyze the vay
in vhich this system influences both men's and vomen's decision-
asking in an environment of rasource scarcity and insecurity. This

will allow us to begin to understand the wvay in which agricultural
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production itself is currently conducted, the comstraints upon it,
and the response of households and their members to state

development policy, which will be the subject of Chapter 6.



CHAPTER S
straddling and Insecurity:
The Mazket Replaces the Comaunity

The conscious effort at achieving household reproduction and
expansion strongly influences daily productive activities and
decisicns. This conscious effore, in turm, is shaped by the
historical process through vhich individuals, households, and the
coomunity have passed. Chapter 4 outlined the zransformation of
the dominant system of social reproduction from the pre-colonial
era through the creation of the peasantry to the recent rise of
straddling. This chapter will delineate the insecurity that has
accompanjed that transformation, which has strongly shaped the
consciousness of rural producers. It is difficult to argue and I
do not intend to imply that overall insecurity is necessarily
greater nov than under the pre-colonial system of social
reproduction. Rather, wvhat is of significance is the changing
nature of the insecurity rural households face as the process of
social zeproduction has been transformed. This chapter shall argue
that the largely market-based insecurity under straddling is
significant in explaining the pattern of rssource allocation
evident in Boavanda hoyseholda.

Straddling slone -- the use of off-farm income to increase

the productivity of familiy labor pover -- could hypothetically

180
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result in a variety of patterns of resource distribution vithin
households. The number and type of agricultural enterprises
undertaken and the division of household resources between
agriculture and non-agricultural endeavors (and therefore the
effects of the system on potential agricultural development) could
vary. The particular result found in Risii and msuch of Kenya,
extrame resource diffusion vithin each and every household over a
vide variety of activities, results from the insecurity that arose
vith market penetration and the dependence of household
reproduction on market mechanisas.

The rise of straddling has resulted in significant levels of
{nsecurity and instability for most rural households. The
penetration of market relations into the comamunity eroded pre-
colonial institutions designed to insure each household access to &
minimally adequate lavel of essential resources, intensified pre-
existent intra-household tensions, and created significant new
tensions and sources of insecurity. Of course, insecurity in the
pre-colonial era, based to a greater extent on climatic variation
than is modera insecurity, may vell have been aitigated by non-
agricultural aarket opportunities. Indeed, this is presumably one
of che attractions of off-farm income under straddling.
Nevertheless, the nature of modern insecurity allows its effects on
consciocus reproductive processes to be pervasive even vhen its
concrete effects are not significant in a statistical sense. The

possibility of productive or reproductive disastar for s given
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housshold, testified to by a disaster in a neighbor's household,
leads nany to follov some type of sinimax strategy -- aminimizing
the possibility of maximum loss. This has resulted in rather
extreme resource diffusion, as most Bomwanda residents atteapt to
linit their cisk in any given economic endeavor, severely limiting
productivity and sbility to respond to development policy.

Both Sara Berry and Goran Hyden have suggested that
diversification of economic activity within African households is
crucial to an understanding of rural development (Berry 1985; Hyden
1980). Hyden suggests that households diversify investament in
order to maintsin pre-existent communal institutions and avoid
aarket d'ep-ndance. vhile Berry argues that investment in diverse
comgunal institutions is an attempt to increase overall assets to
enhance market pover and class position. 1In contzast to both, I
suggest that diversification can occur vithin individual
households, even vhen comsunsl institutions have largely dissolved
as significant investment opportunities and loci of resistance to
the market. Comaunal institutions in Kisii no longer serve either
as buffers against market penetration ln& oarket-based
differentiation or as significant scurces of socio-econoaic povar.
Yet extreme diversification of investment vithin each individual
household, similar to that which Berry found in Nigeris, is the
norm. Though such diversification certainly represents a ayriad of
creative efforts to survive and prosper vithin the dominant systea
of social reproduction, it also severaly limits short tc mediua

term developzent potential of rural smallholders. MXodern
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insecurity is caused by market penetration and cannot be vieved as
.s souzrce of strength for the vast majority of smallholders, as both
Hyden and Barry argue is the case for much of Africa.

Pully understanding smallholdars' insecurity requires an
analysis of the vay in vhich straddling has re-defined the
positions of men and women withig rural households. In the pre-
stzaddling era, gen and wvomen vere both fully dependent upon
household agriculture for short and long-term needs. In spite of
the very unequal sexual division of labor, men vere required to
provide essential investment into agriculture 2o insure their owm
survival. Under straddling, men's access to off-farm income frees
thea from short-term reliance on household agricultuge. They can
choose to invest in household agricultuze or non-agricultural
endeavors, or they can simply consume their vages. Because
investment in increasing the productivity of family labor (in
sccord vith the straddling system) is only one of several
investaent opportunities open to them, they tend to try to maximize
family labor productivity wvith minimum investaent of their owm
resources. Vomen, on the other hand, provide the bulk of labor
pover for household reproduction, have fev economic opportunitias
beyond the limits of the household economy, and are thus almost
completely reliant on that sector. They therefore often demand
more investment in household agriculture than their
husbands/fathers/brochers are willing to wmake. This has increased
tension within aany households, as members vie with each other for

control of resources. To understand vomen's cesource allocation in
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particular, ve must analyze thelr ingecurity vis-a-vis the parket
and vis-a-vis the mes on vhom they depend for essential capital and
land.

This chapter vill analyze the effects of: &) the dissolution
of pre.colonial communal institutions such as bridevealth, communal
land tenurs, and compunal labor groups; b) the insecurity of
individual household raliance on sarket mechanisms for access o
essential resources; and c) the personal networks created by both
zmen and vomen to combat this rising insecurity, themselves a
response (rather than an obstacle) to mazket penetration. The
initial section details continued and enhanced teniion batween and
viﬁhin households caused by changes in marriage, health and the
conflicting positions of men and vomen in straddling. A second
saction examines the ingecurity of relying on market mechanisms for
sccess to assential resources. The final section delineates men's
and women's attempts to mitigate insecurity via developing personal

networks of support of varying degrees of effectiveness.

Household Inscability:
Mazriage, Children, and Health

Because zrural African households are the basic uaits in which
both production and reproduction occur, understanding production
constraints requires an analysis of phenozena normally associated
vith the reproductive realm. The chief production units, rural

households, can be strongly affected by all aspects of the
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raproduction process. Any phenomena vith the potential to cause
the dissolution of 2 household threaten the stability of
smallholder production. For this reason, it i3 esseatial to
examine aspects of rural socisty not normally considered of central
relevance to ‘developament studin." In this section, I discuss
changes in mazrriage pattezns, health and child-bearing, all of
vhich have beer profoundly affected by market penetration and
straddling, becoming sources of significant insecurity for the
ssallholder producers of Kisii.

Despite the radical changes that have occurred vith the rise
of straddling as the dominant system of household reproduction,
oarriage remains a crucial institution for both reproduction and
production. For a young man, it is essential for establishing and
oaincaining a household, and for making productive use of inherited
land. Young vomen require marriage to gain access to land.
Virtually no vomen are allowved continuous access to their father's
land (tesporary exceptions occur in the case of divorces in which
the wvoman's father believes his daughter has been wronged by her

_husband) and alternative ecomomic activities are extremely limited.
A fev educated (secondary school) women in Bomwanda have not
married and support themselves via a career, usually in teaching or

nu:sing.” For the uneducated majority, the only possible

lperhaps the extreme case of this type is the daughter of a
Pioneer who is 1 nurse, unmarried and nearing forty, and recently
purchased land on vhich to build & house, eventually marry and
settle. In spite of her significant economic support of her
parents' household, she has no place there as an elder, unmarried
daughter. The community generally adaires her educational and
career achievements, but does not condone her purchasing her om
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altematives are local trading businesses vhich rarely generace
enough incote to provide complete support, and prostitution. (See
belov for a discussion of women's trading businesses.} Thus,
vomen's alternatives to marriage, cegardless of their personal
feelings or potential hugbands, are extremely limited.

Vhile marriage is much more than a purely economic
institution, under straddling it continues o bave crucial economic
content and effects. The starting point of a straddling household
i{s marriage, vhen a son is allocated his share of his father's
land. Vith the rige of off-farm income, his vife's unpaid
agricultural labor may no longer be the only input on his land, but
it remains the first and usually the foremost. The poverty of
those fev vho do not marry and the lengths to vhich others go to
secure marriage testify to its continued necessity. In Bomwvanda,
three men vho never aarried are social outcasts, dspendent on their
brothers for support, often engaging in lov-paid unskilled labor or
local business to survive and being shunned from the company of
their .ge-nn:os.z Tvo married men vhose wives left them (without
return of bridevealth) are in a similar economic state, though are

socially accepted because they are ‘zarried.®' Two of the poorest

land or her plans to settle there rather than ou her husband's
land.

25everal other men from Bomvanda never married and live
outside the community, engaged in vage labor to support themselves.
They have not even attempted straddling, either selling their land
outright (one case) or leaving it for the use of their brothers.
They are not true members of the comsunity in any resal sense,
though remain potential mesbers who theoretically could still marrcy
and begin production om their land.
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households consist of Farmers vho married rather late in life (in
one case raising bridevealth by selling land) and are growing old
vhile their sons are still quite young, leaving their households
vithout an able-bodied adult man for on or off-farm employment.
Some men have gone as far as selling laand to acc-{ui:n bridevealth
and avoid such extzeme poverty.

Polygyny is slso a common effect of the necessity of
marriage. Only three of the elaven cases of polygyny involving
current Bomwvanda residents did not have some type of ecomomic or
reproductive exp].uuti.m:.3 Of the others, three vere due to a
man's desize to increase family labor pover on an unusually larzge
aacunt of inherited land, one to the infertility of the initial
vife, one to the initial vife's leaving (for reasons unknown to
me), and three to the husband's (and comaunity's) belief that the
first vife vas a °‘witch' (qmorogi) and therefore could not be

trusted as s sole marital pl:tmr.‘ Land sales and payment of a

3two of these involved leading men of the community in the
19408 and 1950s, vho probably married s second wife principally for
the *traditional® social prestige associated with it. The thirzd is
8 case in which a young man has three wives, only one of wvhoa is
officially married to him (vith bridevealth transfer). All three
fraquently leave him for short periods. His case could be one of
sisple unvillingness to behave in a ainimally acceptable manner to
his wives (one local rumor) or s case involving vitchcraft, in that
his father, by his son's own account and that of neighbors, is a
vitch. His son accuses hiz of causing the frequent illness of him
and his wives, and his multiple marriages could be a means to
insure at least one healthy laborer on the farm at all times in the
face of his insecurity regarding his health and his father's
effcc:z on it.

As noted in footnote 3, vitchcrafet (gbgopogi) can be a very
real cause of polygyny. - A mam who discovers that his vife is a
vitch can return bridevealth in the early stages of amarriage, but
if discovered later all he can do is force her off the land (for as
long as he lives) and aarry a sscond. This is what occurred in one
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second bridevealth show the lengths to vhich men will go to insure
s marriage, the first and sinimslly necas‘saty step to begin
straddling.

The centrality of marriage for household reproduction allovs
us to understand the importance of marital instability in creating
insecurity in rural households. Increased tensions in the
*conjugal contract® under straddling have arisen as the positions
of gen and vomen in the rural household have been re-defined. This
has given men greater freedom from short-term reliance on household
agriculture and increased competitiocn over resource control and
use, wvith marital instability often the result.

One of the most severe causes of instability is the decline
of the institution of bridevealth, itself a manifestation of the
decreasing sconomic importance of subsistence agriculture in
household reproduction. Philip Mayer wrote at length in the late
19408 about the problea of Gusii bridevealth inflation, though also
noted that most Gusii at the time foresaw the decline of the
institution as a wvhole (Mayer 1951, 19-30). By the early 1960s,
the transfer of bridevealth had begun to erode, wvith the trend

iacreasing rapidly in the 2id-1970s.5 Table S:l shows bridevealth

case. (Vhether the wvoman was actually trying to poison him, as he
argued, or the vitchcraft allegation was concocted to remcve her so
he could more f£reely live with the second is unclear.) 1In the
other tvwo cases the first vife remained in the household even
though the husband suspected her of being a vitch. In both cases,
the husband alloved her to stay (he says) to care for her children,
and the second wife is constantly fearful of her witchcrafe,
especially regarding the new vife's children, a traditional tazget
of alleged vitches. On the subject of witchcraft in Kisgii, see the
oxcellgnt article by LeVine (1963).

This trend seems to hold for sost or all of Kisii, not just



Table 5:1 Bridewealth Irends

Years? No. Who No. Who {Ave. No of Yrs. Bridewealth Paid Bridewealth Agreed On
Paid Agreed on|Between Marriage and | No. No. No. No.
B-wealth | B-wealth |B-wealth Payment { Cows Goats Shs. Cows Goats Shs.

Pre-1946 10 10 0.4 10.8 3.9 0O 10.8 3.9 o0
N: 10

1946-1950 8 8 2.0 8.7 5.5 0 8.7 5.5 0
N:8

1951-1955 8 8 0.9 8.5 3.1 0O 8.7 3.1 O
N:8

1956-1960 13 13 1.1 8.2 2.1 231 10.3 2.5 231
N: 13

1961-1965 8 8 3.4 6.1 0.8 87 7.3 1.4 162
N:8

1966-1970 16 16 4,2 3.9 1.2 682 5.6 1.6 1025
N: 17 !

1971-1975 10 10 4.8 2.0 0.7 700 4.0 1,2 700
N : 12

1976-1980 15 15 4.2 1.7 1.0 847 2.5 1.7 1641
N : 30

1981-1985 6 8 1.8° 2.0 1.6 1909 5.3 2.7 3750
N : 26 :

a: A marriage occurs when a woman permanently moves to live as a wife to a man.
b: Includes cases in which no bridewealch has been paid, calculating them from time of marriage,

681
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trends from before Vorld Var II to the present for all living
persons of Bomwanda. Note first the general decline in the amount
of bridewealth and its monetization in recent years. Given the
average price of a calf at about KShs. 600 in 1985, the amounts of
bridevealth jg;;gﬁ_npgn roughly correspond to the cattle
transferred in the pre-Vorld Var II period. Howvever, actual
transfer in recent years has not zmet amounts agreed upon, and many
of those involved on both sides reported that they never expect the
full amount to be transferred. In fact, the increasing gap betveen
smounts agresed upon and actual transfers probably accounts for the
rise in the former aver the last decade, ss young men more readily
sgres to their father-in-lav's demands vithout having any intention
of fully complying.5

Since the early 1960s the period between the date on vhich
the voman moved to the husband's household to live as his vife and
the date on which bridevealth vas transferred has increased. As
Table 5:) shows, it was two years or less in the colonial period,
but increased to approximately three-and-a-half years through the
wid-1970s.7 Since then, the number of oarriages legitimized with
bridevealth has drastically decreased:; only half of all marriages

contracted in the late 1970s had been legitimized by 1985. 1In most

Bonvanda, as S. LeVine (1979, 27-28) attests to.

A nusber of young men admitted to me that this is indeed
their ;::::egy.

The figures for the colonial period are probably slightly
low, in that soae informants probably i{dealized their marriages,
stating they had paid bridewealth prior to the marriage vhen in
fact they did not. The general trend, hovever, remains cleaz.
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current marriages, the son simply announces that he has °*married,*
later returns to his in-laws to saek their acceptance, and perhaps
agrees to pay some amount of bridevealth. The couple thea continue
to live as zan and vife, bear and cear children, and establish a
household.® In the 19808, those few households that did legitimize
s marriage vith bridevealth vers generally poor and did so almost
immediately, in a conscious effort to insure the stability of the
sarriage and thereby the stability of at least ainimal subsistence
production. '

7 The decline of bridevealth transfer is directly related to
the rise of straddling. A voman's unpaid labor no longer generates
the great bulk of subsistence and surplus production as it did in
the pre-straddling era. As education and off-farm income became
the keys to household reproduction, the importance of vomen's inbo:
and therefore bridevealth declined. A number of household heads
due brideweslth and sons who owed bridevealth tied their lack of
receipt or payment directly to more iaportant uses of the income:
savings for education, land purchase and improved housing. Some
amount of bridewealth, hovever, will almcst cectainly be
transferred in all permanent marriages in order to insure the
rights of the husband's household over the children and the burial

of the wife, an important event in Gusii religious beliefs. The

8The exceptisn to the trend of generally declining
bridevealth has been the Pioneers. A Pioneer son with high off-
farn income who marries a highly educated voman from a similar
faaily is expectead to pay & very high bridevealth, vhich is
considered direct conpensation for the education the bride's
parents have provided her.
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amount of eventual payment may be quite small, legitimizing de
facto relationships and inguring rights, but involving no ceal
economic transfer. The institution continues to exist in form,
though not in its pre-straddling content. Its economic import is
limited to insuring long-term cights ovar children and land. The
earlier economic function, compensating a father for the loss of
his dasughter's labor pover, has been eliminaced as the izportance
of that labor pover within household reproduction has declined.
The sffects of bridewealth changes are important, principally
in the early years of macriage vhen its absence frequently results
in marital and therefore productive and reproductive inmstabilicy.
Bridewealth in the pre.colonial era both secured a voman's position
in her husband's household and lizited her options. Her leaving a
husband who had fulfilled bridevealth obligstions was extremely
difficule (I. Mayer 1975, 276-78). Conversely, her rights to
access to land vere secure, even if she and her bugband separated
and she returned to his land only after his death (as became
increasingly common during the colonial era). Marital instability
in a young household results from the absence of pre-marital
bridevealth transfer. A young vife is nov commonly said to be
*tested’ (ggopiza) by her husband and parents-in-law for s period
that can last five yesrs or more. She is tested both in terms of
har general behavior and her productive and reproductivs capacity.
If she proves inadequate, she can be forced out of the household,

even vith cne or more children. On the other hand, she also has
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the option of leaving if she finds her status and treatment
inadequate. This can be either a permanent separation or a
temposrary ocne used to negotiate better trestzent vithin the
husband's household. If the couple has borme children, especially
more than one and/or sons, both vill be reluctant o separate. The
husband would have to begin the reproductive process snev, vhile a
separated vomsn with gultiple children will have difficulty re.
pmarrying and aay well become the second or third vife of an elder
oan, & position fewv vomen desire.

The early years of marriage, then, are often tense. Many cen
intervieved admitted being quite conscicus of their second-class
status in the eyes of their fsllows, limited control over their
vife and ingecurity due to the absence of bridevealth. Vomen also
felt insecure, desiring their husband to °pay* something to secure
their status. Several vomen in Bomwanda reported returning home
for significant periods in the earzly years .o£ oarriage to try to
forzce bridewvealth transfer. More common, however, vere short trips
to comsunicate to the husband their relative freedom and the
potential for longer-term separation as long as bridevealth is not
transfered.? At least half of the 36 Bomvanda households have
sxperienced sone :fp. of marital instability. Four young couples
‘married’ without bridewealth have since separated, three after

childzen were born. In scze cases the ‘wives' failed their *test®

%Gusii men generally express a dislike for their wives
returning home to visit their parents frequently, usually vieving
such visits as raising doubts regarding a woman's loyalty to her
nev (her husband's) bousehold.
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and in others they left of their own volition due to their ill
treatment. All the men involved began the ﬁrocess anev with a
different vosan. An additional six young marriages in wvhich no
bridevealth had been transfered vere in a situation of continuous
tension and conflict in 1985, as they separated and re-united in a
continuing battle over bridevealth itself and general conditions of
the ‘conjugal contract,' such as vorking conditions, use of a man's
off-farm income, housing or child care.

Such ingtability has significant productive effects. Each
time a young vife leaves her husband to return home, his household
loses essential sgricultural labor, often resulting in drastic
production decline, especislly severs if a man is occupied in off-
fara employzent. In such cases, the young @an will return to
eating vith his mother, adding a burden to her and his unmarried
sisters' labor. 1In 1985 alone, three houssholds suffered
significant production decreases due to suddenly absent young
vives. Similarly, daughters returning to their parents’ homestead
present an added burden to that household, especially vhen they
bring children wvith them. In most such cases, the daughters must
begin a local trading business in addition to supplementing their
mother's agricultural labor in order to provide their own support.
Bight Boavanda households have found themselves in this situation
in recent years, some several times over. The daughters face
fairly intense presgure to remarry in order to remove themselves

from the household's burden, a proposition thst is alvays difficult
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for a separated voman, especially if she is a mother.

Marital instability is not caused by lack of bridewealth
slone. Indeed, vhere the ‘conjugal contract® is acceptable on a
daily basis to both partners, a household can be created,
maintained and expanded for over a decade vwithout bridevesalth. The
ipmediste cause of instability wvith or without bridevealth transfer
is ugsually a dispute over access to household resources.
Bridevealth is necessary for a voman and her children to guarantee
their long-tera land use rights. 1In the short term, hovever, vomen
aust depend on their husbands for capital inputs from his off-farm
income to achieve successful reproduction. The conjugal comtract
is under constant negotiation in many csases, as husband and vife
bargain for rescurce access and control from their differsnt and’
potentially conflicting positions in the straddling household.

Vhen a .m does not provide adequate inputs, vomen can and do
resist his breeching of the conjugal contract. In the extreme, &
voman may leave her husband to go to another man who vill provide
these resources. Only two such cases in Bomvanda involved actual
divorce--separation after bridevealth transfer and zhe subsequent
return of brideveatlh to the voman's father.l® More common are
what appear to be permanent separations without return aof
bridevealth. The woman thus recains ultimate rights to her
husband's land, which she will probably claim after his death (in

three of these the man has died and the voman returmed to take up

100ne of these involved a young asn who is rumored to be
impotent and the other a case of °witchcraft® allegations.
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use of her land). ¥hile her husband remains alive, such vomen
either survive vith off-.farm jobs ({n tvo Bomwanda cases, one
vorked in her brother's cetail store and another as a zaid in
Nairobi) or find another man to live with (in one such case, the
second ‘husband® vas never officially marrisd to the voman, but
paid for her sons' education and her support for a number of
years). In less extrese cases, vomen resist their husband's lack
of inputs into the household by refusing to work on vhat they
perceive as ‘'his’ crops -- cash crops such as tea and coffee for
vhich he receives the income to use as he desizes -- or refusing o
caock for and feed him. Vomen {n these situations aust atteapt to
survive on their own (even though still living in the same
hoaestead as their husband) and often pay for education and other
essential expenses with their dusiness earnings or assistance from
relatives and grown sons. Such cases are rare, however, in that
women's businesses rarely provide adequate income for pursuit of
such & strategy.

Marital instability is a significant component of the
insecurity of the rural producer in Risii. Bridevealth, a pre-
colonisl institution designed to enhance marital end productive
stability, has eroded in the face of the rising importance of off-
fara anoic to household reproduction and the concomitant
devaluation of women's labor power. The latter remaina essential
to siaple zeproduction in virtuslly all households, but is no

longer the chief producer of surplus with which extended
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reproduction can be attained. The absence of bridevealth and the
increased tension betveen men and vomen due to their differing
positions in the straddling household have increased marital
instability. This can cause sudden and drastic production
declines, adding a nev element to rural insecurity. In the early
years of marrisge, it can significantly decrease individuals'
villingness to invest in a given productive activity as it leaves
them fearful that the production unit itself will dissolve.
Economically, the immediate need for marriage for a young zan
and his housahold is to secure a voman's labor powver for household
agzicultuze. The longer-term objective, howvever, is to secure a
voman's reproductive pover. The centrality of family labor in
housshold agriculture continues to lead Gusii to value children as
short and long-term economic investments essential to household
reproduction. Marriage itself is largely dependent upon a voman's
reproductive capscity. A voman vho proves inadequate in this
regard vill have failed her early marriage °‘test' and will be
forced out of the household.}l The labor scarce, land abundant
pre-colonial Gusii society set a premium upon caximizing family

size, contained in the common Gusii maxim that roughly translates

117 only one such case did this not occur in Bomwvanda. In a
Pioneer household, a couple have been married a number of years
without children. The man has a relatively wvell.paying job on
vhich he can support them, along vith a slight amount of household
agriculture. He once forced his vife out of the household and
‘married * (without bdridewealth) another. He still did not
conceive childzen --presumsably he is infertile, though Boavanda
regidents continue to assume and assert that she is -- and
eventusally re-united with his original wife.
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as ‘people are vealth.' Today, Kisii is the most densely populated
district in Kenya and continues to grov. The post-World War II
population growth can undoubtedly be attributed in part to improved
adult life expectancy. Straddling itself, hovever, leads Gusii to
continue to f£ind economic advantage in children. Sons and their
eventual wives and children remain crucial forms of social security
in a political economy heavily dependent on family labor power.
More iamediately, vomen depend on daughters' labor to relisve the
severe labor constraint they face. 12

As in most smallholder African societies, sons continue to
represent & form of social security for their pssenmts. In Risii,
the youngest son has cresponsibility for caring for his elderly
parents and is generally given a slightly larger share of the
homestead land to coampensate for his parents' food consuaption.
The extreme poverty of those vithout sons caring for them
democnstrates the continued izmportance of this unofficial social
security system. The zost impoverished individuals and couples,
subsisting on the slight agricultural production they achieve with
their limited labor pover, living in nearly ruined thatched houses,
snd vitkhout any ability to provide themselves adequate heslth care,
azrs elderly men and vogen who either never sarried, never had sons,

or have sons vho refuse to care for them.l3 While these cases are

1250ns engage in no household chores and relatively limited
agricultural sctivities after circumcision (and therefore
adulthood) at about age nine. The contraints on vomen's labor and
the role of daughters in relieving that constraint, particularly in
household tasks, vill de examined in Chapter 6.

13he lacter involves only ome household, in which the son
accuses the father of practicing witchcraft agsinst him. The two
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rare, their obvious extreme poverty is a signal to all others to
avold this dire state at virtually any cost.

The extzeme measures Bomvanda residents have undertaken to
gecure sons is testimony to their perceived importance. One pre-
colonial institution continues to exist because of the centrality
of children: voman-woman marriages. An elderly wvoman vho has no
children can marry a young voman by providing the necessary
bridevealth. (This can be provided by the woman herself if
possible, or by a brother interested in her velfare. Because of
the crucial aature of such a marriage, pre-marital bridevealth is
still cransfered to insure it.) A young man (often an immediate
family member, such as a co-wife's son) is selected to father
children with the young voman; the children are then legally the
grandchildren of the elderly woman, inherit her share of her
husband's land, and are responsible for her care. Two cases of this
exist currently in Bomvanda. The elder voman obtains assistance
for her agricultural and household labors and grandsons to inherit
her land.

In a slightly different case, a married couple had no sons,
so paid bridevealth for a daughter-in-law vho produced sons with
her father-in-lav's nephev, again providing her agricultural laber
for the oldstly couple and the long-term prospect of grandsons for

care and inheritance of property. A Farmer couple wvho had a large

refuse to speak and the father and his second wife (his firzst left
many yesrs ago -- an additional explanatory variable in his
poverty) suffer the economic consequences of not having a son.
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number of cixildzen die young sold part of their land and moved to
Tanzania to flee vhat they vieved as the effects of witchcrafe,
only to raturn later with their tvo sons and reside again on vhat
land they had resaining. They and another Farmer couple suffered
unusually harsh poverty over the years because they had no children
of an age o0 support them until they themselves vere quite old,
adding severe labor shortage to their overall poverty. Degpite the
decreased importance of agriculture and the severely limited land
available to each household, children remain czucial to household
reproduction because they represent the only system of old-age
security and essential labor in a labor-dependent ecomcmy. This
leads both men and women to devote significant resources to secure
children if marrisage alone is not enough.

The desire for children is not solely a matter of undying
*tzadition®' shetted by the perverse effects of straddling. Indeed,
interviews in Boavanda indicated a changing attitude toward child
bearing as econcmic conditions change. The average Kenyan (and
Gusii) voman has borne eight children. Interviews with 32 couples
of child-bearing age (29 intervievs veres done wvith wives, 2 wvith
husbands and 1 vith both) found only tvo women expressing the
*tzaditionsl® desire for an unlimited number of children. One vas
s daughter-in.law in the Farmer family that had moved to Tanzania.
The unusual child mortality of the previous generation has left
thea vith an unusually land-sbundant, labor-short household. The
other is the vife of a Pollover's son vho is a successful truck-

driver, yielding an income well above average and allowing
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household expansion via education of his brothers, land purchase
and hired labor. Both these vomen expressed a desire for more
children to assist with household labor tasks.l® The most common
response (14 respondents), hovever, was s desire to restrict child-
bearing to the present number, reflecting a growing sense among
young Boavands houssholds of the severe constraints of land and
education fees. 1S

This strong sentiment in favor of *no more® often represents
the resistance of vomen to their husband’'s desire for the social
status that still comes vith large families. Six of the fourteen
vogen desizing to cease child-bearing reported their husband's
disagreesent with thea. Only one of these had secretly taken
birth contzol measures, though several others threatened to do so.
A woman's strategy in this situation is delicate, in that her
husband could aarry a second vife (though polygyny is increasingly
rare) if che first ceases toc bear children. This would requirze the
first wife to yisld half of her land to her co-wife, a much vorse
option than simply having one or two more children. This internal
dispute and the szall number of households (two of 29) actually
stating they practice birzth control raises the question of the
degree to vhich desire for limits will result in actual reduction

of growth rates. Still, the fact that perceptions are changing,

l4pour others, vith an average of only 2.5 chidren each,
expressed a desirs for an unspecified but not unlimited number of
children beyond their present number. Of those giving specific
goals, aost cozmon vas four (five respondents), with an squal
auaber gi respondents (four each) above and below that number.

LThese couples cuzrently have an average of just under five
children each with a range of 2 to 7.
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with vizrtually all respondents recognizing that some limitation is
necessary and tying it directly to lack of land and education
funds, shovs the extent to vhich *traditional® attitudes can
zapidly change in the face of reproductive requirements. This does
not change the necessity of having sons for social security
(preferably two or more to insure that one survives and assumes his
responsibility of caring for his parents) and daughters to assist
in household labor.

Significantly adding to the perceived importance of childrea
in Risii is the havoc that illness can csuse slmost any household.
Illness is pervasive in rural Kisii and its effects sometimes
devastating, slvays disruptive. Men's and women's labor time lost
to illness {n Boawanda for seven months of 1985 i{s showan in Table
$:2, divided by the socio-economic categories employed in Chapter
4.16 Men lost an average of 18.52 of total labor days to illness,
vhile vomen lost 22.82%. This in itself represents a staggering
loss in a political economy heavily dependent on family labor for
essential agricultural production. Note also the divergence in
time lost asong the different categories, wvith the poorer generally
suffering mors illness than the wvealthier (sons of Female-headed
ﬁouuholdl. an unusually young group of current de facto household
heads, is the sole exception of note). The grestest health threst
in Risii is malaria, accounting for sbout one-third of all reported

time lost to illness. Although this may be an over-estizate

165qe Appendix A for details of the methodology of the survey
of labor time in which these data were collscted.
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TABLE S:2 :
Tims Lost Due to Illness and Punerals
(Parcentage of all working days)
2 of Days Lost

Household | Z of Total | £ of Sickness |I of Days Lost |Due to Puneral
Category? DaysP Sick | Due to Malaria|Due to Pregnancy AttendanceC
Followers

Men 14.8 16.6
N:15.4

Yomen 21.7 21.4 23.7 5.3
N:122.3

- 4.5

Vage-lsborers
Men 1.1 17.6 - 6.6
N:6
Vomen 26.2 42.6 8.3 8.1
N319.2

Farmers ] :
Men 28.1 58.2 - 5.8
N:8
Vomen 23.% 354.0 - 4.7
N:9.7

Eenale-headad

Households
Men 6.9 24.4 - 7.6
N: &
Women 23.8 31.8 32.7 6.1
N:6.2

Total
Men 18.5 33.3 - 5.6
N:33.4
Yomen 22.8 30.1 16.9 4.5
N:b7.4

8Number of workers includes non-integers because some workers were
present for only part of the labor use study. The fractions
represent the fraction of time they were present.

Days equal all days in the three day/week labor use sample reported
in Table 6:7. FPFor methodological details, see Appendix B.

CPuneral attendance {s an important social obligation that includes
not only atttending funerals but also ceasing all work for one to
three days after the death of s neighbor or relative. The length
of work stoppage and funeral attendance depends on the importance
of the deceased and the closeness of each person to the deceased.
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(nslaria is endemic in Kisii and any illness more or less matching
the symptoamatic high faver and muscle ache is assumed 2o be it), it
is clearly the principal illness of the area. 7The second zajor
cause of lost time is women's pregnancy, vhich is of greater
inportancs to those directly affected than the figure of 172
indicates: it represents much more zime to those faw who were
pregaant during the period of data collection. Time lost to
illness further enhances Gusii desire for children. A sick or
pregnant mother vhose husband vorks off the farm can call on her
daughters to fetch firewcod, wvater and cook, and on both sons and
daughters to replace her labor in the field. A household vithout
children will suffer vhen such tasks sre left undone.

The sudden loss of labor, particularly a voman's labor, can
severely constrain household agricultural production. Exasples of
this abound in Boavanda and are s lesson for any households
fortunate enough to have avoided such problems. A major illness or
problematic pregnancy can cause the loss of an entire season's
subsistence production, not to mention the expenses of heslth care
itself. Zven zore severs are cases of longer-term illnesses in
which household resources have to be fundamentally rs-allocated to
overcome the loss. Not every household has faced such traumas, but
those chat have stand as examples of the importance of gusrding
sgainst the vorst effects of ill health. To ;pp?ecin:e such
exazples and the ingecurity they foster in others similarly

situated, I zeport a couple of representative cases:

CASE 1: A Difficult Pregnancy: Maria is the daughter of
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the eldest son in an extended Follover family that has
done relatively well at straddling. In 1985 she
experienced multiple problems with her seventh
pregnancy. Her husband earns an intermitcant small
incoase as a carpenter vorking out of his home. She has
s trading business that ceased for six months due tc her
pregnancy. To pay medical fees and purchase food during
her pregnancy they sold one of their three local grade
cattle and borroved from his wvealithier younger brother.
Her husband vas left alone to do the great bulk of land
preparation and planting for the second maize season,
vith some hels froa their small children, resulting in a
significantly reduced bharvest in early 1986.

CASE 2: A Child's Ilinegq: Jane is the wife of a son in
s PFemale-headed housshold. Her husband vorks daily in
the local quazry but gives her virtually nothing toward
household expenses. They grow only food crops on their
unusually small paccel of land, never having the amoney
to invest in coffee or tea production. Jane supports
the family of four small children from her crather
successful home brevery, always full of customers two
days per veek. In 1985, one of her children fell ilil
and required medical treatazent. ¥ith no help from her
husband, she vas forced to use the working capital from
her bravery to pay asedical expenses. The business did
not re-open for several months until she could obtain
the necessary capital from a zelative from home. Caring
for the sick child also required her to quit her
comsunal labor group in mid-season, in turm requiring
her husband to quit his job tesporarily to help preparze
and plant the second season maize crop.

These cases highlight the problems associated vwith severs illness
of various lengths. The effects are particularly egregious vhen
the household head either has no off-farm income or invests very
little of it in the household, leaving an ill or pregnant voman
vith fev resources in time of need.

Both men and vomen are naturally extremely concerned about
health and its maintenance. Any illness severely effects a woman

as she tries to provide the bulk of labor for agriculture and other

household tasks. Men are affected vhen they must divert tesoﬁ::es
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from other uses to hire labor, purchase food, or pay medical
expenses tc insure the immediate survival of their household.
Children can aid in recovering from illness by providing smergency
agricultural and household labor. Their own frasquent illnesses ace
a cause of much insecurity to Bomvands residents and a chief reason
vhy vizrtually all households still see at least four childresz as
desirable. Only the Picneers can aocbilize enough resources via
market channels to aaintain full agricultural production and family
buginesses in the face of a major illness of an adult family
cember, or a child requiring medical assistance or a mother's
coantinucus attention.

Marriage, children and health remain crucial 'to household
reproduction under straddling because family labor remains cruciasl.
A significant part of the insecurity of Bomwanda residents is the
instability their houscholds face via marital instability, health
problems or the potential disaster of not haviang childrzen for labor
and old age security. The decline of pre-marital bridevealth
transfer and the incressed competition over resources vithin rural
households threatens the dissclution of the household itself.

Thus, aen and vomen invest significant zescurces in overcoming this
instability by insuring their aarriage vith some amount of
bridevealth (once it has proven agriculturally and biologically
productive) and having & minimally adequate 'nunber of children for
their long-term security. Those vho are unable to do so find some
institution to secure additional *family® labor and children (or

grandchildren), or face the extreme poverty of not having enough of
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both. Increasing marital instability, combined wvith the continued
necessity of secure marriage and childrzen, make ingecurity an
unusually important variable in Bomvanda. This insecurity has not
been abated significantly by men's and vomen's market activities,
vhich have increased their incomes but have not necessarily
enhanced their security. The rssult of household instability and
insecurity of msarket activity is severe rescurce diffusion to
pinimize reliance on a single sector and the development of

personal netvorks to gain support in time of need.

Mazkes Insecurity and Resouzce Diffusion

Marrisge is not the only pre-colonial institution eroded by
the transformation to straddling. As discussed in the previous
chapter, the imposition of colonial government usurped aany of
asen's pre-colonial functions -- judicial, political and military
-- and left them available to provide the migrant labor that would
later become a key element of the Kanyan political econcmy. Under
stzaddling, this off-farm labor has become the chief
differentiating factor in the rural political economy. Clearly,
limiting the effects of high-risk rainfed agriculture is one of the
chief motivations for and potential benefits of off-farm labor, at
least if it is reasonably well-paid and secure. However, this has
been accompanied by an increasing insecurity -- an insecurity gen
did not face in earlier eras. Sinilgrly. as sarket zechanisms of

access to land and labor replaced pre-colonial institutions,
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vomen's insecurity has been altered. Market institutions require
market power to insure access, scuething available only to the most
successful straddling households: the Pioneers and a favw Pbllon:s.
For most of the rest, reliance on the market has not fundazentally
relieved insecurity inherent in rainfed agriculture and has led %o
s diffusion of rssources over a vide variety of productive sectors
in order to minimize the effects of failure in a given sector.
Dependence on one or a fev sectors would expose total reproduction
goals to the instability prevaleant in those individual sectors,
something few household members are villing to do.

Men's insecurity principally involves uncertainty over
present and future off-fara employment prospects. The successful
Pioneer households succeeded by combining zelatively high vage and
continuous off-fara employment with agricultural investaent and
education. Securing highly remunerative, stable and continuous
off-farm employment is thus the elusive goal of virtually all Gusii
men. Howaver, only nine of the 34 household heads in Bomvanda
(excluding the Pioneers) fully achieved the objective of continuous
off-farm eaployment -- five Pollowers and four Vage-laborers. The

majority vere forced or chose at some point to return to reliance
. on local agriculture, local part-tize agricultural labor or local
informal sector business., Hyden (1980) argues that the optiom of
leaving ‘modezn sector®' employment is one of the key stremgths of
gembers of the *economy of affection.® Household agriculture and
the local informal sector give African peagsants their ability to

resist market penetration. Howvever, as noted in Chapter 4,
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reliance on agriculture alone could not have been a highly
successiul strategy in Bomwanda, given its lov returas relative to
off-farm employment. It may have provided a safety net for aen
vithout ather options, but not a long-term altermnative to off-farm
income. The poverty of the Farmers in Boavands bears silent
vitness to this fact. Not surprisingly, excluding the Farmers, oaly
3 of the 19 household heads vho returned to reliance on some type
of local activity relied on farming slone.

Most of those who returned to the local sector after
signficant off-farm employzent (excluding the Parmers) attempted to
coppensate for their loss of off-farm income vith local businesses
or part-time agricultural labor. The latter has consistently been
the lovest paid *off-faram® position available to Bozwanda men.
Local businesses, hovever, have the potential of being relatively
successful either over the long-term or as a short-term stopgap
until regular employaent can be obtained. Although about the same
aumber of Followers and Vage-laborers returned to local activity at
some point during their productive years, Follovers had a greater
ability to initiate local businesses during these hiatuses from
formal employment, giving them greater ability tc continue
educational and agricultural investments. Four of the eight
Follovers opened their own businesses during these returns, vhile
only one of the seven Vage-laborers did. Conversely, five of the
seven Vage-laborers rsturned to engage in local agricultural labor
only. This is the lowest paid position readily available in the

local economy and doces not provide a wage adequate for any
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significant agricultural or educaticnal investment. Of the
remaining four Followers, tve relied on their farms alcne, but
thess tvo vers asong the earliest and lazgest planters of coffae,
giving thes unusually high farzm income in the 1950s vhen they verze
not employed off the fara.l’

The Pollowvers vere also more successful at returning to
cegular off-farm positions such as watchmen and cooks than vere the
Vage-laborers. Four of the former vere able to do so, vhile none
of the latter vere. The Vage-laborers in these situations
generally did not zeturn to ?:lble off-farm employment, relying on
agricultural labor and/or informal sector trading for the remainder
of their economically active lives. PFollowvers returned to off-farm
positions to secure educational fees, especially secondary school
fees, for vhich farming and local labor or businesses vers almost
alwvays inadequate. The household economy and related lccal
businesses could only serve as fallbacks vhen formal off-farm
positions are unavailable. Given the consciocus goals of
straddling, this does little to reduce men's insecurity regazrding
access to viagble non-agricultural incomes.

Such fallback efforts are but a fev examples of the many
short-tern businesses attempted in pursuit of expanded reproduction
via straddling. The 36 Boavanda household heads have undertaken no
less than 23 small shops or informal sector businesses and their

sons have tried a further 22. 1In addition to the two Picneers,

170f the rezainder, tvo Pollovers vorked as local

sgricultursl laborers and one Vage-laborer relied strictly on his
farm.
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five Followers opened six shops over the years in Boamwanda, Risii,
and beyond, four of vhich vere sustained for a number of years.
Most successful vers a retail clothing stors opened in the early
1970s vith the assistance of a government developzent loan, a local
grain mill, and a teacher who financed butcher and retail skops.
Other efforts -- three shops and four informal sector enterprises
-~ wers in operation for only a fev years each. Their proprietors
eventually returned to paid employment. Among Vage-laborer and
Parmer household heads, only five informal businesses wvere
attsopted (and no shops), all failing after S-8 years of operation.
The pattern for sons of the household heads is similar, with two
Follover sons opening local shops (a carpenter and a retailer) and
nine operating informal businesses, vhile 11 sons in poorer
households operated strictly informal businesses. None of these
affores lasted more than eight years, with an average of 3.4 years
per enterprise. Thus, business success and failure closely
parallel the overall pattern of differentiation.

Most rural businesses in Bomwanda, then, are attempts to gain
off-fara income in the absence of paid employment. Only six long-
tern businesses have survived among the 36 households, all operated
by Pioneers and Followers. Of these, only three have been more or
less continuously profitable at significant levels. The others
continused to exist and provided some income for the male
propristor, but little surplus to invest in household agriculture

or education. They maintained only a tenucus hold on viability and
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were probably not infrequently subsidized by the farm sectcr or the
proprietor's educated children (as is curreatly happening in one
household). Business generally does not provide Bomwands men vith
8 secure alternative to paid off-farm employmeat. The latter is
itself tenucus, subject to frequent dismissals, the dissolution of
cospanies for vhom one works, etc. Typical azs men, such as the
Followers described below, who go through a variety of positions

over their lifetime:

Sanuel vorked as a cook for s colonial official in Risii
for a fev years in the 1930s, obtaining the position
from contacts his father had. He then vorked as a
messenger and gardener for about tvelve yesrs until
1930, at which point he obtained a better paid position
as & vatchman in a neighboring district. Vithin a year,
hovever, hs had a dispute with his esployer and returned
home, having earned encugh to pay bridewealth to marry.
He had planted a relatively large coffes field in the
late 19408, 3o stayed on the farm vorking that alone
until the 23id-1960s, vhen his eldest son neared
secondary school age. He returned to paid employment as -
a vatchasn near his home to provide his son's education.
He kept this positions until his °retirezent® in 1980.
By that time, his eldest son had become a teacher and
began to provide substantial funds for the education of
his younger brothers.

Villiam picked tea in the neighboring Kericho tea
estates for & fev years in the 1930s. During Vorld Var
II he joined the King's African Rifles as & cook, vhich
provided hia with bridevealth upon discharge in 1946.
Prom the late 1940s to the lats 1950s he worked off and
on for s variety of employers as a cook snd restaurant
vaiter. In the 1960s he established his own business,
beginning by selling vegetables in the Kisii town
aazket. Vith the demolition of the latter in 1970, he
built a sasll sud-walled, tin-roofed building near his
Boae in which he sells local produce. Now elderly, he
continues running this saall shop at a very lov profit,
generating enough incoze to provide his own needs and
little else.



213

Thomas began as a ‘kitchen boy® in the 1930s for a few

months and then spent several years in the Kericho tea

estates. During the 1940s and 19503 he worked off and

on as a cook in f£ive different positions in Kisii and

elsevhers. Like William, he began to sell vegetables in

the Kisii market in the 1960s, but returned to cooking

for most of the 19703 to pay secondary school fees for

his eldest children (vho zemained unemployed in 198S3).

Since 1977, he has attempted various informal trading

businesses, none of which has been significantly

profitable. In 1985, his latest vas selling sugarcane

slongside the tarmac zoad near his hoame.
These cases illustrate the insecure nature of off-farm enployment,
vith a given position usually providing an income for only & few
years and local busingss serving as a stopgap measure. Only
positions within the government, most comaonly teaching, can
provide relatively secure long-term employment. Not surprisingly,
men vith the income and inclination invest in education to provide
their sons with teaching positions.

The insecurity of men's off-farm inccae leads them to invest
in a variecy of agricultural, business and educational endeavors in
order to minimize the damage caused by losing & given off-fam
position. A son employed as a teacher or a relatively lazge and
successful coffee or tea field reduces the effects of the sudden
loss of a household head's off-farm income. In this sense, Hyden's
argument has some utility, but the role of the household economy is
auch sore limited than he suggests. Both agriculture and local
business provide poor alternatives to a stable off-farm position.
Even vhen s business might be relatively profitable, its stability
is far from certain, as the failure of the overvhelming majority of

Bomvanda's business attempts testifies. Men's insecurity is
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clearly not as great as vomen's, and perhaps no greater than during
the pre-colonial era, though its nature has changed fundazentally
and its effects on rescurce allocation remain quite significant.
St;:lddling is recognized as essentisl by all households, but
household agriculture and local business remain survival techniques
rather than sources of strength for the vast msjority of rtural
households.

Vomen under straddling suffer a two-fold insecurity. Like
men, they perceive narket access to key resources as tenuous.
Vomen's principal concern is access to key inputs into agriculture
and their own local businesses, rather than off-farm employment
(though they are obviously affected by the insecurity their
husbands face in the latter). Vomen are also directly dependent on
theiz husbands for key resources for agriculture and children's
education. Because they have a greater short-term reliance than
their husbands on household agriculture, they cannot be certain of
the latter's continuous contribution to that sector. Combined with
sarket insecurity, the uncertainty of their husband's support
causes vomen to diversify their productive activities and diffuse
Tesources to an extent even greater than that of men. They diffuse
their sost iaportant resource, their own labor pover, over a
varisty of agricultural endeavors and local businesses in an
attespt to minimize exposure and risk in a given saector.

The dissolution of pre-colonial institutions designed to
insuze each household minimal access to land, labor and food has

increased the dependence of women on the market and on their
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individual husbands. rhc rise of the individual household estate
constituted the end of community control of land. ¥ith it vent
comgunity ability to sllocate unused land to households in need.
Instead, houl;holdt with inadequate homesteads (an increasing
number given population pressure on land) have had to purchase or
rent sdditional land. Tventy of the 36 households vere doing one
or the other in 1985. All land purchases and most land renting
relied on aen's off-farm income, making vomen dependent on their
hugbahds for this crucial input into land-short household
agriculturs.

In periods of scarcity, vomen are similarly dependent oa the
sarket and their husbands for maize purchases. In 1985, only the
sost productive Pioneer household harvested encugh grain to meat
subsistence needs. The rest produced an sverage of slightly less
than half of their annual subsistence in an unusually lov
production year. The vast majority of this shortfall vas made up
by direct market purchase. Only 132 of all households reported
engaging in any non-market grain exchanges during the year,
tepresenting vell under 51 of total naize needs. In vhat zay be a
fairer assessaent of such'oxchanget. 281 reported ‘frequently*
engaging in thea, while 412 reported only occasionally or rarely
doing so; the average amount of grain involved in all such
transfers was reported to be less than 35X of 1985 consumption.
Overall, sccess to grain to meet subsistence shortfalls is heavily
dependent on market purchases, even in a year of unusually poor

production due to partial drought. Vhile women's business income
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is often adequate for scme grain purchases, men's income is
typically so much greater that an unusually large shortfall
requires men to purchase grain to compensate.

Parhaps the greatest transformation to affect wvomen is in
coamunal labor institutions. The key pre-colonial institutions
designed to insure each household access to labor pover during peak
season, ARASARs, vere transformed in the 19508 and 1960s into
essentially market-based institutions, vith access dependent on
cash and other resources unavailable to the poorest households.
Vith virtually all adult men vorking in off-fara labor, the *mucual
obligation® of all community aembers to attend amagaga could aoct
survive. Men had attended gngsaga principally to consume the
hostess's beer vhile their vives provided the requisite labor, but
their presence assured the availability of their household's labor.
As men in aigrant labor failed to meet their obligation to attend
ARasagA. their wvives vere free of obligation alseo, and their own
access to labor became uncertain in that it wvas the man's
responsibility to invite his relatives and neighbors to attend his
wife's £isaga. Only vomen and younger, unmarried and uneaployed
men remained available. Mixad-sex groups vere called together and
sgreed to perform a certain amount of work for a certain amount of
beer, in vhich all members would partake. Group members could
negotiate vith their hostess over an exact amount of work for an
exact amount of beer, in that both commercialized beer and manual
labor had clear market values. ARasags ceased to function as

institutions providing labor to each household based roughly on
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need and began to be non-monetary, market-like transactions.

By the 1960s, surplus grain production vas declining and many
households began to purchase the inputs for beer brewing. Women
vho could afford these inputs vere able to raise more labor via
4245483 than could poorer vomen, tying 3243883 access to the more
general differentiation occurring among households snd monezizing
it. The virtual elimination of gmasaga occurred vhea the
vealthiest households began to hire agricultural labor directly in
the 1960s (see Chapter 4). The option of yo:king as a directly
hired agricultural laborer led potential apsasaga sembers to demand
full market value for their labor in amasaga, equalizing the cost
of the tvo labor forms. Because raising amasaga required labor on
the part of the hostess, who had to purchase the beer or produce it
herself, it became auch easier for those with adequate cash income
to hire labor directly. Similarly, potential gisaga members came
to prefer working for wages, which they could dispose of as they
personally desized, rather than negotiating as a group over the
agount and type of payment. The regult vas the almost total
disappearance of gpagaga. Vhile eight households reported using
ADASAgA in the 19603, only four did so in the 19708 and only one in
the 1980s. Access to non-family agricultural labor came to depend
on access to cash, limiting the ability of women, particularly in
poorer households, %o obtain such labor. Households in vhich the
san did not have access to adequate levels of off-farm income, or
in which he chose not to invest in hired labor, vere left without.

Vomen did not sit idly accepting this increased dependence on
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their husbands for a crucial agricultural input. Instead, they
attempted to continue other pre-colonial forms of communal labor
and readily joined nev organizations that arocse with Renya's
political independence. Ebisangio, the pre-colonisl daily vomen's
labor groups, continue to function in the straddling system. As
noted in Chapter 4, hovevar, these do not provide quantum increases
in labor powver available to a particular voman, though they do
slightly increase productivity via the hesrtening atmosphere of
vorking i.n'u group. Prior to the intensification of maize
cultivation and the adoption of cash crops in the 1950s, gbisangio
operated principally in peak season. Vith the addition of new cash
czops, a second oaize season and a second ucdlng per season, they
becaae virtulily year-tound activities. Their membership is fluid
becsuse of alternstive demands for women's labor, illness,
disagreements asong meabers, and husbands' opposition to them as
organizations in vhich wogen °gossip® about their ill-treatment at
home. They usually have four-to-eight zembers, so the loss of ome
or tvo zeabers can damage or destroy a group. Vhen they operated
on & seasonal basis, their fluidity had less effect, in that a
group functioned only a fev months in any case. Since they have
becoae year-round activities, however, instability and small size
have decceased their popularity because a member has no gaurantee
that the group vill last to the end of s season or year.

Over the last two decades Boamwanda women have attempted to
use ghisangio to expand their total agricultural labor time (as
2082888 did) by creating them in the evening (sbisapgioc normally
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function in the morning, vhem virtually all agricultural labor
takes place). The pressure of other househcld tasks, hovever,
prevented these from enduring. Half of the respondents vho had
joined an evening group quit because of conflicts with cocking and
cleaning tasks and/or their husband's complaints regarding the
sane. These evening efforts vere often made by vozen who vere
members of a nev type of morning labor group, the 'self-help*
group, or gkicmbe (pl. ebiombe) in Kisii. These groups arose at
Independence throughout Kisii and such of Renys. They vere
initially intended to be aulti-purpose grassroots development
organizations. As such, they combined communal labor efforts with
community investment in a vide variety of self-help development
projects.i8 '

The first gkiombe in Bomwanda vas started by a Pollower
household head - a primary school teacher - with sssistance from
the Pioneer households and had 80 sembers at its peak. In addition

to vorking on each member's field in turn like an egesangio, it
pooled comaunity resources to build a nursery school. (Nursery
school had become an almost essential pre-requisite to primary
shool entrance and therefore very important.) In addition to labor
snd community investment functions, it and other ghiombe hire
themselves out ‘en masse® to any farmer, often a Pioneer, vho vill
piy their price (usually approximately the current market rate).

The earnings are either invested in a coamunity project or, gore

18g¢¢ Holaquist (1975) for an excellent analysis of the
politics of these groups in Kisii.
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commonly, divided among members at the end of the year. The
original group dishanded in the late 1960s upon the death of the
founder and disagreements betveen members snd the nev leader
(another Follower and businessman) over vorking time and use of
funds for community projects.

Disputes of this type between Pioneer or Pollower leaders and
poozrer members became commonplace in ebiopbe. PFour other attempts
vere made in later years, all of vhich failed. Problems usually
involved battles betveen leadership and cembers over usa of funds
in the cosmunity investment projects. Leaders of all groups to
atteapt such projects have been educated Pioneers and Pollowers
because they must be sble to work with the Ministry of Cooperatives
to receive governmental assistance in the investment efforts, Five
other gbioghe, consisting largely or totally of vomen, rose and
fell cver the last ten years. They failed for the same reasons
ebisangic did -- slternative demands on labor time, husbands’
opposition to them, and disputes over fair division of labor time
-=- and because they could not be used to pick tea (wvhich requires
specific training and great care that sbioghe members without tea
sre unwilling to do for those vith tea). The two groups that
continued to operate in 1985 vere led by Vage-laborers or Farmers
and vers communal labor efforts only. One was almost exclusively
vozmen and vas aaking plans to attempt comaunal investment in the
future. The other wvas led and consisted of men and vomen
relatively equally and was committed to agricultural labor only.

Vhat began as elite-led, amulti-faceted development efforts became
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sizple labor exchange organizations vithout goverament affiliatiom
but still quite popular smong Bomwanda residents.

Like ebissngio, sbiombe do not reprasent a quantum increase
in labor power. They are a precise, egalitarian exchange of labor
smong aembers. Vhy, then, do they remain popular, especially among
voaen? First, like gbisangio, they slightly increase productivity
and absolute labor time in agriculture. FKore iaportantly, they
include a savings scheme through vhich wozmen can physically remove
soney from their homestead and other family members. Each gkiombe
meaber pays a nominal (KShs. 2-3) fee each time the group vorks on
her fislds. At the end of the year, this momey and any earmed froam
hiring themselves out is divided among the members. This systea,
like sizilar savings schemes anong vomen traders (see belov),
allovs women to remove cash from daily subsistence needs and then
invest or consume them in a lump sum. This increases their
bargaining pover in the daily conjugal negotiations over shares of
subsistence expenses and gives them the opportunity to cake any
investment oz consumption that their husband refuses tc provide.
Pinally, gsbiogpha provide a more stable (because larger) group labor
effort than gbisangic. The former do not, however, completely
fulfill the former functions of amasaga. Like ghbigangioc, gbiombe
operate year-round in strict rotation and therefore cannot seet
unusual peak sesson demands in the manner agasags once did.}d

19gowever, even this function {s possible within gbiogbe,
though utilizing a roughly sarket form of access. Each member
receives wvork on har land in turn -- in strict rotation. To
receive the group's effort on your land out of sequence is possible
-- for an additional fee of 10-20 shillings, a relacively small
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Their popularity, pazticularly among vomen vithout access to hired
labor, rests on the lack of alternatives and the utility of the
savings scheges, even though they only slightly amitigate vomen's
dependence on the zazket and their husbands, thereby doing
relatively iittle to relieve vomen's overall insecurity.

AQasaga vere trangformed into market institutions via the
commercialization of both agricultural labor and the Gusii beer
used to compensate ARgsAgA members. Commercialized breving vas a
reaction to nen's gaining off-farm income and independence from
household agriculture. As Bomwanda gen fully entersd the vage
labor force after Vorld Var II, local shops opened, the
svailability of marketed consuser items incressed significantly,
and vomen began to search for their own sources of cash.
Comgercial beer b:uing vas an obvious answer, in that it required
chiefly farm inputs and could be done at home. Men with cash
income were already frequeating local bars owned by coastal traders
in the district capital. Vomen's entrance into this market alloved
thea to increass their share of men's income. Even Lif a voman vas
receiving very little of her husband's off-farm vages, she could
receive a share of other men's vages by selling them the local beer
at a profit. This reduced her dependence on her husband for key
investments and thersfore lessened her economic insecurity. As
Table S:3 shows, three vomen in Follover households and two in

Vage-laborer households vere the first to brev beer commercially.

amcunt though not quite ncminal to the poorer households.
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(Number of women)®
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1946-62 1963-74 1975-85
Household Cane Other Cane Other Cane Other
Category |Beer Liquor Trade® | Beer Liquox Tzade |Beer Liquor Trade
1as_Generation
Pioneers| - 1 1 - 1 - - 1 -
N:3
Pollovers 3 - 1 4 3 1 4 1 6
H:lé
Vage-
laborers| 2 - - 2 3 - 4 4 2
N:9 R
Parmers | - - 1 2 2 1 1 1 3
N:$
Pemgle-
heade - - - - - - - - -
c
Pioneers -~ - - - 1 2 - i -
N:7
Followers - - - 3 3 - S 4 14
Nil9
Vage-
laborers) - - - 1 - - 3 2 9
N:l3
Farmers | - - - - - - 3 4 7
N:?7
Fenale-
headed - - - 1 - - 3 2 3
N4

SNumber of wvomen initiating and/or operating s business in each

perlod.

bagther Trade® includes a few vcaen engaged in wage labor, two
educated daughter-in-lav in Pioneer houssholds and nine others
working either as asids or, more commonly, as short-term, temporary

agricultural laborers.

CePirst Generation' are the vives of household heads. Second
Generation® are household heads' resident daughters and daughters

-in-law.

dNo reliable information was available om first generation women in
Pemale-headed houssholds, vho were all either deceased or quite
too elderly to recall business activities accurately.
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Thay vere followed by an explosion of such buginesses after
Independence and an expansion on the part of businesswvomen into
other types of endeavors involving both breweries and trading.
Commarcialized beer brewing began as & farm-supplied enterprise,
raquiring only maize, finger amillet, and cne large clay pot. With
groving pressure on land in the 1950s grain surpluses shrank and
vomen began o purchase beer inputs. By the late 1950s, the cane
liquoz produced throughout Kenya vas introduced into Kisii and
first adopted in Bomvanda by the junior wife of a Pioneer. This
gave a lazger return to vomen brewers than did the traditicnal
beer, but required purchased inputs of & locally processed
sﬁgarcano product. Thus, it required greater capital to initiate
and maintain than did the traditional beer. As breving became
increasingly dependent on these purchased inputs, it began to
reflect the larger differentistion among households based on men's
off-farm income. The breveries reputed to be most successful (by
both their propristors snd others) vere those of two Pioneer vives
and one or tvo Followers.

Beyond absolute profitability, the women in Pioneer and
Follover households were able to initiate such production earlier
(see Table $:3) and msintain it longer than their neighbors. Table
5:4 shovs the average number of years vomen in the first (household
heads' vives) and second (sons' wives) generations engaged in such
activities. It demonstrates that vomen in vealthier households can
maintain their businesses longer because their husbands can and

will provide needed cash to sustain occasional losses or emergency
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TABLE S5:4
Durzation of Vomen's Businesses
(Years)
Zizst Generation®
Househol Local Cane Other
Category Beer _ Liquor Trade Wage-labor
Pioneers - 20 20 -
N:é
Pollovers 21.2 12 4.6 10
N:23
Vage- .
Laborers 9.9 5.6 S 2
N:17
Faramers 10 5 1 10¢
N:ll
Fenmale-
Headed 10 - - -
. FY)
Second Generation®
Household Local Cane Other
Category Beer Liquor Trade Wage-labor
Pioneers - L 4 12.3
N:8
Pollowvers 9.8 5.5 2.25 2
N:29
Vage-
Laborers 4.2% 1 3 2
N:1S
Faraers 7 5.2% 3.2 1
N:14
Female-
Headed 11.3 8 3.3 -
N:8

8gives of household heads.
's are nunbers of separate enterprises undertaken.
CThis voman is a traditional healer who makes very little money from
this occassiocnal practice.
Vives of sons and adult daughters living at home.
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hougebold needs without consuming their vorking capital. For vouien
in Vage-laborer and Parmer households, urgent aeeds such as
education, illness, or a lov harvest can easily destroy the vorking
capital of a brevery if their husbands can not or will not meet the
unexpected expenses. For ingtance, the zost successful beer
brevery in 1985 was that of the son’'s vife in a Female-headed
household (Jane in Case 2 in the previous section) who receives
virtually no support from her husband. One of her children became
{11 during the year, forcing her to abandon her gkiogbe and use her
bravery's vorking capital for medical expenses. It vas several
months latar when she finally acquired the relatively small capital
(approzimately S0 shillings, or two days' wvages for her husband) to
initiate her business anev. Vomen in such circumstances in poorer
households entered brewing and other trades as oftem or more often
than did their wealthier neighbors (see Table 5:3), but they
frequently could not sustain such participation in the face of
other crucial and unmet houshold needs.

" Although brewing beer and cane liquor remain the most common
vomen's enterprises, in recent years many vomea have adopted other
trading enterprises. As early as the 1950s the senior vife of a
Pioneer had a large business selling fruit produced on her land,
the proceeds of which she used to help pay her sons' education at a
time vhen her hugband's shop was not very profitable. Such
endeavors grev substantially in the last decade, as the young vives
of households' sons tried their hand at entzaspreneurship. These

vomen, and the vives of household heads, experimented vith a wide
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array of activities with the resultant rise in the ‘Other Trade*
column in Table 5:3. Several voamen in Pollover and Pioneer
hougsehalds began unusually profitable businesses such as daily
fruit and vegetabls retailing in the central market of Kisii town.
These enterprises, like brewing cane liquor, require significant
initial and continuous capital to rent the market space and
purchase stock. Most successful vere the widow of a Pioneer's son
" with a market stall and the vife of a Follover vho sells porridge
at the nearby rock quarry. Both voaen largely supportad themselves
and their families and hired an agricultural laborer. The porridge
business even paid a signficant part of her children's secondacy
school education. These examples represent the rare success
stories of women's trade. More comzon are trading in fruits and
vesgetables in veekly oarkets, selling one's own produce, and
purchasing, fermenting and re-selling finger millet for use in
brewing Guau‘ beer, all of which yield quite lowv profits and allcw
vomen to purchase little zore than their subsistence needs (see
Chapter 6).

Given the low return to voneﬁ't enterprises, ve must ask vhy
they are pursued. The answer returns us to the centrality of
women's insecurity in motivating their economic behavior.
Independent businesses give women access %o cash they would not
othervise have. The insecurity of fluctuating producer prices and
men's inconsistent investament in agriculture, education, and family
subsistence drive wozmen to labor at lov resal vages to procure an

independent, non-agricultural souzce of cash. In addition, many
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businessvomen participste in savings schemes with their fellow
tzaders that are similar to those of gbjombe. Each member
contzibutes each veek and the veek's total contributiom is given to
each in turn. This allovs a voman to earn a veekly profic,
ismediately place it in savings outside the household, and drav on
it perhaps two or three times annually for major investments or
consumption needs not provided by her husband. Only the zeia:ively
successful can sngage in such schemes, hovever, in that most
schieve little more *profit® than is necassary for basic
subsistence needs, vhich their husbands expect them to provide to
the greatest extent possible. Vomen's breveries and other
businesses represent atteapts to increase their shars of off-farm
income and meet their subsistence requirements. For most vomen,
these activities have not alloved them to overcome their dependence
on men for investaent in education and agriculture for long-term
household reproduction. As such, they do not fundamentally alter
pover relationships within the rurzal household or reduce the
insecurity vomen face vis-a-vis the market and their husbands.

As we vill examine in Chapter 6, the combination of
straddling and the predoainant insecurity of both men and vomen has
produced rather extreme resource diffusion vithin each rural
household. The insecurity of off-farm employment and local
business impels men to invest time and goney in both over their
productive lifetime, in most cases using the latter as a fallback
vhen the former fails. They also continue to invest in a variety

of agricultural sectors, despite the generally lov returns relative
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to off-farm endesvors, to secure an additional fallback if needed
and zaise the productivity of family labor as necessitated under
straddling. Many invest in both hized labor and land to be used
across the agricultural spectzum to enhance income generation from
their {nheritad land vhile minimizing exposure to the price
fluctustions of s single agriccltu:ul market. As a result, all
households engage in videly oixed farming of extremely small scale.
By 1985 all Boawanda households grev substantial amounts of maize,
all but tvo grew coffee, all grev bananas for aarket, and half grew
tea and gsugarcave. Ng household relied exclusively an one cash
crop or on the stapls alone.

VYomen also diversify investment of their resources,
allocating principally their own labor powver in both agricultural
and non-agricultural endeavors. All women combine labor and land
investzent in staple and cash crops. In the cash crop sactor,
vomen's labor allocation varies vith the returns they directly
obtain from the cvop, which in turn depenrds on their relations vith
theiz husband. Tea, coffee and cooperatively marketed milk aze
sold via official marketing agencies, payment from vhich is cade
only occasionally and almost alvays to the male household head.
Locally sold bananas and sugarcane, on the other hand, provide
vouen vith weekly returns via sales in local markets. In
households in vhich a voman believes her husband is not adequately
and visely investing the proceeds from tea or coffee production,
she vill often partially, or in extreme cases completely, withdraw

her labor from production of that crop and re-allocate it to food



production, other cash crops or her own business, as the following

example indicates:

Kristina is the vife of a Vage-laborer vith a high
income vho provides virtually no support to his family.
Her husband is nov retired, but provides little help on
the land himself. He planted tea in the late-1970s but
now provides no labor for it. vhea Kristina and her
daughter-in-lav veeded and picked it, he refused to
share the income gained from its sale or to invest in
the household. She has thus refused to vork on his tea
fields. They survive, though the children of their
daughter living with them and their son's children
appear severely mslnourished. Three of the latter have
died in recent years, prompting his vife to desire to
have several aore in the hopes that enough will survive
to relieve the labor burden of both her and her mother-
in-lav. A viable tea field would be of great help, but
that will ot occur unless the laborers involved
receive benefit froam it.

Finally, wvomen allocate significant labor time (sea Chapter 6) to
their own businesses, gaining & source of cash dependent on neither
the agricultural market nor a msn. Thus, vomen diversify their
labor and land (to the extent they control land) sllocation in
order to avoid the insecurity of reliance on a single market or
their husbands' income.

Market penetraticn has created nev forms of insecurity in
Bomwanda, as pre-colonial institutions designed to guarantee
ainimal resource access to all households have dissolved. The
sbsence of bridevealth and the continuing need for childzen make
sarriage essential but often unstable, vhile the necessity of using
market mechanisms to secure essential resources leaves both men and
vosen in very insecure positions. The result, as we will analyze

in detail in Chapter 6, is extreme resource diffusion over a vide
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arzay of productive activities within each household, despite the
at least iniﬁinlly increased incomes derived from cash crops and
vage labor. Only the vealthiest .- the Pioneers and a few
Followers -- can escape this insecurity and resultant rescurce
diffusion. Before turning to the purely economic effects of
insecurity, however, I will examine the soclal reaction of Bomwanda
residents to insecurity: the developzent and saintenance of
extensive support networks to attezmpt to amitigate the vorst effects

of market dependence under straddling.

Razsonal Netvocka:
Men_and Jomen iz Seaxch of Security

Men and vonea in Bomvanda have attempted to limit their
exposure to the {nsecurity of the market and climate by developing
and maintaining personal social networks through which they aight
gain access to productive resources. B3ecause they engage in
different types of market activity in their distinct positions
vithin straddling, aen and vomen develop distinct social netvorks
for distinct purposes. Men focus primarily on developing social
netvorks that will yield access to off-farm economic opportunities,
vhile women use such networks to raise additional family labor
pover, provide emergency food sssistance, health cars, and child
care. In both cases, ve should not over-emphasize the importancs
of such netvorks. Fhile they do provide important assistance in

emergency situations, they do little to mitigate the overall aarkest
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dependence that Bogwanda households face.

Furthermore, I suggest that such networks are not, as Hyden
would argue, pre-colonial institutions operating to preveat market
penetration and dependence. Rather, they are recent reactions to
such dependence. The chief pre-colonial imgtitutions similar to
current social networks wers marriage netvorks providing child care
and emergeancy food support. Modern-day networks have little
relation to these u:iic: institutions. While they do provide some
of the same support, they focus to a greater degree on providing
security against the market and access to resources demanded under
straddling. Rather than successfully resisting the market from the
pre-colonial period on, they attempt to limit its worst short-term
effects with little influence on its longer-term consequences.

Vhen a Kisii man obtains a new off-farm position or cpens a
new Businon. acquaintances vill almost imzmediatsly ask one another
vho his *sponsor® (in English) was for the nev endeavor. By this
they mean, vho vas his contact vho assisted in obtaining his
position or helped provide the capital, building, and permits for
his nev business. Virtually all Boavands residents assume that a
‘sponsor® is necessary to obtain any significant off-farm
opportunity, vhether employment, business or choice higher
education. Table 5:5 reports the results of asking Bomvanda men
vho their sponsor vas for any off-farm employtment or business they
have had, categorized by relation to the beneficiary and household
type. These data probably underestimate the current importance of

the sponsor. Nany zen seemed uncomfortable admitting they received
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Table 5:5
Sponsors:”®

Men's Employment and Businesses
(Number of Sponsors)

Household Imamediate Eanate Mother's Unrelated

Category  Housshold _ Mesber Pamily In-lav_ PFriend Total®

Pioneer 5 1 - - 2 8
N: 25 (32)

Pollower 1 23 3 4 6 41
N:118 (35)

Vage- L] 19 1 - 4 28
laborer (38)
N:73

FParmers - 14 - 1 ] 26
N3&2 (62)

Ffemale- 2 - - - 1 8

Headed (62)

N:13

Total 17 56 4 ] 19 111

N:211 (41)

3Numbers in parentheses are percentages of all positions obtained
via a spomsor.

assistance froa others, prefering to assert they obtained certain
positions solely on their own initiative and qualifications. Also,
most agree that the nscessity of a sponsor, due to the very tight
labor market, is greater today than it was 20 or 30 years ago.
Hence, the data under-ctepresent both the history of household heads
and the current needs of their sons. '

Despite this underestimation, personal contacts were reportad

important in obtaining 412 of all off-farm positions, with fellow
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clan (gsnate) members being most important in almost all
categories. The substantially higher percentage of positidms
obtained via sponsors for Farmers and Female-headed househclds
reflects the disproportionate nuaber of sons and therefore
relatively recent positions in those categories. The importance aof
clan gsembers supporting one another reflects the nature of men's
personal netvorks, vhich are closely tied to clan membership and
supporting those vhom many nov term ‘homemates® (feilov clan
members) in Eaglish. Though the clan in fact has no real jural or
military purpose today, the bonds of trust that develop among
homenates as they grov up together lead them, not surprisingly, to
support one another. They are bound more concretely by their life-
long ownership of contiguous land (though in strictly individual
eatates), almost requiring them to remain on amicable terms to
ninimize local conflicts that can often absorb significanc time and
capital to resolve.20

The Pioneers are the sole exception to this trend, relying
principally on their immediate families for gaining off-farm
positions, a zeflection of the better positions their faamily
members obtained over the years. Indeed, a significant number of
men in the other categories obtained their jobs through the

sponsorship of men in the Pioneer families. Together wvith more

201 4s alleged that the clan continues to have real
political purpose, in that politics in Kisii (Parlismentary and
local elections) are said to be very °clanish,’ with each clan
voting strongly for & particular candidate. It is impossible to
verify the rumor, but if zrue could easily be interprated as &
further raazification for the encire district of the type of clan
based networks found in Boavanda.
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prominent Follower men (such as the local colonial sube-chief), the
Pioneer men are the chief (though not exclusive) *sponsors® for
their fallow clan members. They have both the cff.farm positioms
from which they can s:zcure positions for their relatives and the
desire to do so to enhance their own prestige and position in the
comgunity.

Men's netvocks are also useful for obtaining emergency loans
for business, school fees, or health problems. Vhile most men vere
cather reticent about discussing financial flows among themsslves,
enough czeported lending amoney to others (though rarely admitted
borrowing), that it is clear the practice is not uncoammen.
Approxipately 25 loans vers reported over the years 1982-85 by only
tventy respondents. This quite probably represents the tip of an
iccbc:j that cannot be exposed. Again, immediate family and fellow
clan wmeabers wveres the most common sources of loans, vith school
fees, health emergencies, housing expenses, business investgents,
and legal costs constituting the principal purposes. Ouly one man
reported a loan to purchase food. (sually, women's netvorks meet
ezergency food .meds. in that food is considered generally a
woman's responsibility. Men's loans can vary from the paultry sum
of 350 shillings for achool fees to very substantial medical
expenses of 1000 shillings or more. While it is impossible to
ascertain the exact amount of such transactions, it is clear that
they are significant for assisting in an emergency, but do not

fundamentally slter the distribution of wealth and resources
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created by straddling.

Men naintain their netvorks of supporters and sponsors
principally through social contact. This occurs principally
through consumption of the local beer and liquor at vomen's home
breveries. There is no clear socia'l obligation to attend, but a
young zman vho desires off-farm employaent (as virtually all do)
norzally considers time spent drinking and chatting with his
fallows as useful to maintaining contacts and searching for
eoployment.?: Conversation at breveries frequently ravolves around
farning techniques and potential ezployment opportunities. Those
vho do not participate in these socisl gatherings are the
exceptions that prove the rule. One young Bomvanda man has had
little success finding employment. He shuns the coapany of his
fellovs and dislikes drinking the local beer. They in turn find
him unfriendly and probably makes 11::1_. effort to assist his
employment search. Another has devoted himself solely to farming
(the only case of this type I vas avare of) and spends little time
in such social gatherings because he does not need them. sStill,
the social utility of the breweries cannot justify the inordinate
agount of time some spend, or even the average tizme many spend, at
them. That such a large amount of time is spent in such activity
is testimony to the continued colonial legacy of surplus male labor

and zen's position in household sgriculture, appropriating the

2mhis aspect of the system is not resentad by most amen.
Yhat i{s resented is the not infrequent need to pay large suas for
drinks, meals, and entertainment for a potential eamployer or
supervisor vhom you are attempting to convince to hire you.
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surplus production of vomen, for vhom no equivalent ‘pasgctime*
exists (see Chapter §). Drinking and socializing constitute
important, albeit inefficient and unproductive, amethods of
searching for paths to success and limits om insecurity under
stzaddling.

Vomen's networks serve different purposes, involve different
pecple and are maintained in different vays than are men's. Nost
{mportantly, vomen's networks principally involv§ connections
within & voman's native clan, not her husband's. A voman will
rarely turn to her neighbor (the wife of her husband's brother or
cousin) i{f she can gain assistance from her own sister or cousin
from her home clan. Women assrried into a givenm clan, hd
particularly wives of -brothers, are said to distrust one another
becasuse they compste over the resouzrces of their husbands and his
brothers and cousins.?? Networks develop among sisters and cousins
vho are dispersed throughout Kisii as they marry into various
clans. This gives women's networks greater geographical gpread,
complexity and diversity than men's. A voman nay vell obtain
epergency assistance to cover hospital fees or a young girl to care
for her sick child from her mother's mother's brother's
granddaughter, involving a ‘path® of connections covering four

clans and four distinct locations. Most commonly, vomen's netvorks

22gych a statement cannot be blanket of course. Many voaen,
after living in close proxzimity to each other, become very trusted
friends and colleagues. The general rule, hovever, especially for
younger vives vho have not developed close relations with their
neighbors, remains.
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are used to provide child care, food assistance, healch assistance,
and serve to locate land and labor for hire in distant locatioms.
A nev vife is'usullly 'cested® for her productive and
ceproductive abilities for the first several years of her marriage.
She is expeacted not only to farm effectively and produce childran
(sons in particular), but alsoc to rear her nev infants without
demanding resources from her husband's household. Most vowmen,
sspecially for their first two or three children, use the services
of a young girl, an gmorecri (pl. ahazeri), to assist them in child
care vhile they continue their agricultural tasks. An omoreri
cares for young children and doces substantial portions of the
gruelling housevork associated with the early years of marriage,
providing invaluable support to a young vifa's strained labor.
(Typically, & young wifs vill be attempting to start some cash
czops she can market locally, attempting to start her own trading
business, cultivating maize, and assisting in the cultivation of
her husband's or father-in-law's tea or coffee.) A wvoman's
peczsonal network is crucial in providing this type of support.
Tventy-three of 38 gbareri in Bomwanda came vis these netvorks.
All 23 originated in the vomen's native clan, 15§ being sisters of
the vives. Of the 15 not from women's networks, eight vere
husbands' aged mothers (employed as gbareri only vhen their own
children are adults and they can no longer perform sgricultural
labor), and five daughters of her husband’'s close relatives. The
latter vere used as gharezi principally vhen the vife had no

younger sisters available, requiring the husband's household to
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provide thems. In three cases, young vives lived vithout abgreri
because no younger sister wvas available and the husband's household
would not provide one.

Vozen's netvorks can be igportant in contracting marriages
also, in that a younger sister serving as an ggorerj not
infrequently carries & nearby member of her sister’'s husband's
clan. Vomen find such marriages bonc.ficill becauge they bring a
trusted sister near for assistance and amergency support. Finally,
netvorks are important i{f & young vomsn has a difficult early
pregnancy. Agsin, she is expectsd not to demand her husband's
household's resources until she has produced sons and been
legitimately accepted into the family. She will turn to her home
for assistancs, often returning to her iother's care during the
final months of pregnancy and delivery. A voman zust establish
herself as reproductively valuable to be accepted into her
husband's household. Her prescnal network, both her izmediate
fanily and her extended contacts from her native clan, are crucial
to this effort.

Yhen a family needs emergency food assistance, vhether due to
absolute shortage or refusal of a husband to purchase grain, a
vopan turns to her personal netvork. As noted earlier, such
assistance is not great enough to limit market dependence
significantly, but it can be crucial for immediate survival. Of
the 27 households vho reported assisting or being assisted vith
food at some point, 20 did so vith members of the vife's family,

not the husband's. The geographical spread of vomen's networks can
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be particularly advantageous wvhen climatic variation causes low
production in particular locations. The geographical factor is
also important for using women's netvorks to locate land for rent
and labor for hire, both of vhich are at times difficult to find.
In very rare casas (only two or three exist in Bomvanda) a voman's
netvork, especially her immediate family, may produce land or labor
pover for the voman's use at no ch&:go.” More coamonly, & voman
can locate good land that is known o be fertile (requiring a
trusted local resident to verify) and available at a zeasonable
cost for a season or year, and sometimes cbtain labor pover (such
as a brigade of young boys) to bring it into production.
Similarly, a voman can use her personal netvork to seazch a wide
and diverse area to locate long-term agricultural laborers, vhile a
man has only the zesources of his clan clustered in one locatiom.
VThen & voman needs assistance in paying for medical care,
whether caused by an absolute lack of funds or & husband unwilling
to assist, she turns to her extended netwvork, usually seeking out
her pareants or a sister's or cousin's husband willing to help. Of
35 sajor illnesses reported by Bomwanda respondents, 19 vere
resolved vith the immediate family's resources (off-farm income,
land or cattle sales, or farm sales), 13 by the wife's family or
clan members, and only 3 by the man's extended family. vhen a

household's resources are insdequate to solve a medical crisis,

23the nost significant case of this vas in s Followver
household in which the mother‘s family and cousins provided land
for free use to the family, extremely land short on their owm
homestead, for over a decade. This vas an extremely rare case,
hovever.
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vomen's networks appear to be crucial. They can provide cash,
labor for child care when & child or mother is ill, or personal
care for an i1l vife if she cannot rzeceive it from her husband's
household. Several cases of each have occurred in Bomvanda in
recent years. Again, the immediate fanily's resources are the most
conmon source of cash for medical expenses, highlighting vomen's
dependence on men's off-farm income, but & voman's getwork is
important vhen her husband's support is not forthcoming. Rather
than reduce the structural dependence of vomen on their husband and
bis off-farm income, they slightly reduce the insecurity this
dapendence causes.

Pinally, vomen's networks can assist voaen establishing
trading businesses, vhich can serve to lessen slightly women's
dependence on men. Vhile we have seen that women's businesses do
not fundamentally alter their dependence on their husbands, they do
provids some limited independent income that is highly valued bj
virtually all Bomvanda vomen. A young vife starting a nev business
can sometizes acquire her initial capital from her personal netvork
if her husband will not provide it. When sickness destroys the
fragile base of such businesses, a voman may be able to initiate
her business anew via assiscance from family or kin even vhen her
husband is unwilling to do so. Because of this slight increase in
independence, a number of husbands quietly attempt to limit the
degree to vhich women can use such netvorks. While valuing the

ability of vomen to obtain emergency food, some men, as noted above
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in the discussion of sarriage, attempt to limit & vife's visits to
her home and other fazily sembers. This is more than just a
*traditional® desire to limit a voman's movement; it is often an
atteapt to limit economic independence that might “hreaten the
conjugal contract as the husband has been able to negotiaste it.
Unlike men's networks, maintenance of women's networks
requizes little more than some degree of reciprocity. Vomen
attempt to maintain close contact with their native families and
clan nembers who might be willing to help vhen needed. Hovever,
simple reciprocity is all that is needed to maintain these netwvorks
becauss vomen comnstituts a dependent and vulnerable group due to
their structural position in straddling. A wvoman's network
consists of those she has known and trusted for a lifetime vho are
in the sazme position she {s with respect to their husbands and the
market, and do not compete vith her for resources. Reciprocity
alone vill maintain a netvork in this situatiom, doing little to
alter fundamentally the structurally dependent and insscure
position in vhich women find themselves, but helping to reduce the
consequences such insecurity aight entail. Both men's and vomen's
netvorks serve this purpose and are therefore highly valued.
Boowanda residents thus consciously invest resources, particularly
tize, into maintaining them. These netwvorks do not alter
straddling as the basic systeam within which sizple and extended
socisl reproduction occur, but do mitigate the insecurity implied

by a system in which reproduction is dependent on the market rather
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than the community and the vagaries of climate and fertility

continue to have import.

Soncluajon

Straddling in Bomwanda has been accompanied by a shift in the
nature of the ingecurity households face. Understanding the impact
of the two together is important for an analysis of agricultural
potential and response to development policy. Inherent in
straddling is the increasing dependence of household reproduction
on thea markat. The latter penetrated pre-existing communal
ingtitutions designed to insure all bouseholds access to a
nininally adequate level of basic resources, erocding and lazgely
dissolving them. While the pre-colonial institutions clearly did
aot function exactly as their ideal form suggests, and would not
have eliminated all insecurity in any case, their dissolution
clearly altered the nature of househocld insecurity, resulting in
numerous household responses. In the place of community
mechanisms, both zen and vomen must rely on market mechanisms to
obtain essential rescurces. For those vithout an abundance of
market pover -- relatively high and secure off-farm income -- this
entails significant risks of losing resource access. In Bomvanda,
only the Pioneers and the wealthiest members of Follower households
have sacure 5£f-fatn incopes that provide this pover and mitigate

the insecurity the majority faces.
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Straddling represents a limited transformation of the pre-
colonial rursl political economy. Most ipportantly, fasily labor
resains c:uci.al to simple reproduction, regardless of resource
sllocation in a given straddling household. This makes marriage
and child-rearing essential to all production units. Straddling
has also, hovever, eroded the institution designed to enhance
marital stability: bridevealth. The decline of vomen's labor as
the principal source of surplus production caused the decline of
bridevealth, as men and vomen recognized that alteranative
investments vere economically zore beneficial. The importance of
marziage and children for basic reproduction, however, necessitates
the eventual transfer of some bridewealth and heightens the
insecurity inherent in its absence. Purthermore, the increasingly
distinct positions of men and vomen in straddling, principally
their differing dependence on household agriculture, increases
sazital instability and conflict over intra-household resource
allocation. The terms of the conjugsl contract are not firm, and
are often under almost daily negotiation. This can and does lead
to household dissolution, both before and after bridewealth has
beenr transfared, as one partaner or the other rejects the implicic
contract. The result is increased household instability that
heightens the insecurity of market dependence.

Insecurity in the face of the market has arisen as coammunal
institutions have declined. Men's pre-colonial politicsl, military
and judicial functions vere elininar.cd. and replaced with off-farm
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esployzent and business, both subject to instability beyond the
control of Bomvands gen themselves. Only the most secure, post-
colonial government positions provide stability adequate to
dissipate household insecurity. Por the vast sajority, off-farm
activities are essential tﬁ achisving reproduction under
straddling, but are part and parcel of overall insecurity.
Informal sector businessss and cash crop agriculture have provided
relatively low-income, highly unstable slternatives to formal
sector employment, acting as stopgap iancome sources but not sources
of strength from vhich 3oawanda men aight gain control over secure
non-agricultural incous.

A Women face the double insecurity of their dependence on the
sarket and their husbands. The dissolution of cogmunal iand tenure
and communsl labor groups has left wvomen dependent on the market
and therefore their husbands' supericr sources of cash income.
Yomen's own businesses represent their conscious effort to capture
vhat non-agricultural income they can, buz do relatively little to
reduce their dependence on their husbands. Both zen and vomen have
developed extensive social netwvorks to azitigate the vorst effects
of market dependence and the concomitant insecurity. These provide
emergency support in a number of valusble ways, but do little to
liait overall market dependence. They demonstrate Bomvanda
residents attempting to maintain personal and comamunity coatrol
over resources to the greatest axtent possible, but unable to

change the essential nature of straddling and market depeadence.
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Insecurity results in attespts to limit risk and exposure in
a given endeavor. The overriding goal of Bomvanda residents
tenains simple and eventually extended household reproduction.
Praduction or profit in a given sector is beneficial to the extent
it furthers the larger effort. Thus, almost all Bozwanda residents
diffuse the rescurzces at their digposal over : vide array of
productive sctivities. The wealthisst, vho contzol the lazgest
number and most secure resources in the community, diffuse these
recurces to a lesser degree than do the majority. Still,
straddling implies resource diffusion between agriculture, non-
agricultural employment and/or business, and education. The
insecurity that accompanies straddling results in extreme diffusion
vithin each of these sectors, as each man and voman invests in an
array of agricultural enterprises to guard against fluctzuating
prices, businesses to secure personal access to non-agricultural
income, and employment (for men) to gsin stable and minimally
adequate off-farm income. The productive effects of this system
are substantial. Household ability to respond to market
opportunities or policy initiatives in a given agricultural
enterprise is often limited because their limited resources are
spread thinly across anumerocus sectors. These effects, on immediate
production and past and futurs household response to policy, will

be explored in the next chaptes.



Chapters 4 and 5 depicted the rise of straddling in Bomwanda
snd the market dependence and insecurity that have accompanied it.
This historical analysis is important to our understanding of past,
present and potential agricultural production and development. The
extreme resource diffusion straddling and insecurity produced is
central to both the init{al success of the Kenyan ‘agrarian
revolution® and recent limits it seems to be facing. The overall
goals and process of social reproduction set the parameters vithin
wvhich daily agricultural activity occurs and markedly influencs
rural response to government developzent policy. This chapter vill
examine the state of the household economy in Bomwanda in 198S,
resource flovs i{n agriculture, reasons for the patterns found, and
the extent to which these can change in response to development
policy or market signals.

Chapter 4 folloved the history of the rise of straddling to
the most recent decade, portraying the Bomwanda household esconoay
as one in vhich significant differeantiation has occurred.
Successful households have begun to expand their agricultural
estate by hiring labor, hiring or purchasing land, and investing

capital in aev and continuing cash crop enterprises. The

247
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unsuccesgful sell land to survive, frequently sell their labor
pover at lov vages to gain some cash income, and appeasr to be
surviving on dwindling curreant income and long-term assets. In
short, some households are achieving extended reproduction,
investing in increased production, enhancing their labor skills,
and diversifying investments to increase future income and
stability; others struggle to achieve simple reproduction, provide
their immediate subsistence and attespt to pursue minimally
sdequate investments to maintain current subsistence levels. In
the former category are the Pioneer households snd 11 of the 13
Pollower households. WVithin the Pollower households, only certain
sons, ususlly the eldest, had clearly achieved higher lavels of
reproduction by 1985. The future of their brothers remains
uncertain. Some will undoubtedly follow the eldest in obtaining
relatively highly remunezated and stable off-farm income vith which
to invest in agriculture and education, vhile others may not. The
latter vill probably see some benefit from their successful
brothers, such as school fees and emergency assistance, though by
no means enough to insure themselves the higher standard of living

and long-term reproduction their brothers vill achieve.l Finally,

lthe limited benefits accruing to the brothers of successful
men is quite clear in the elder generation. Vithin Boawanda, tvo
Pollowers and an unusually poor Vage-laborer are half-brothers,
vhile two other sets of four brothers include a Followver, two Wage-
laborers and & Faraer in each set. The limited assiscance men
receive from their brothers was protrayed in Chapter S. This trend
is certainly not diminishing as market competition increases,
though sose Bomvanda men expressed a desire to assist their younger
brothers and cousins to obtain viable off-farm positions in order
to ainimize conflicts among themselves. This, indeed, is one of
the factors behind the development of nen's social networks
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only one Vage-laborer family has achieved a significantly higher
lavel of resproduction on the basis of stable off-farm income and
investaent from two sons, both of whom vere educated by men other '
than their father.? Por the other Vage-laborers, Parumers and sons
of Female-headed households, siaple reproduction continues to be
their only likely schievement.3

The divigion betveen those vwho have achieved or are likely to
achieve expandad reproduction aﬁd those vho are not is raflected in
current and potential levels of agricultural production. The
former not only have mors viable overall agricultuzal enterprises,
but also aore security agsainst iuzknt instability, alloving thea to
limic the degree to vhich they diffuse their resources over a wide
variety of sectors. This gives them greater abjlity to produce at
econoaically viable levels and the security to adopt nev
cultivation methods quickly, knoving they can wvithstand the
consequences of failure in a given enterprise. This chapter will
investigate the effects of straddling, differenciation, and
rescurce diffusion on current agricultural production and
developzent potential. I will first examine total household

reproduction in order to place agriculture within the context in

diacmzcd in Chapter S.

The eldest vas educated by the man with wvhom his mother vas
living after she left his father because of the latter's refusal to
support her in any vay or invest in the household. The eldest in
turn provided the younger's education.

3this does not, of course, eliminate the posaibility of
extended reproduction for any young household. Good fortume in a
aarket econoay and vise investment can slways result in surprising
upvard shifts in status and income, though such cases will
inevitably appear as the exceptions that prove the rule.
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vhich Bomwanda residents perceive it. I wvill then explore current
resource allocation and diffusion over s vide variety of
agricultural endeavors, some promoted by state development policy
and others not. Pinslly, I will cogpare curzent governaent
development reccmaendations for smallholder ag:icultuie in Kisii
vith Bomwanda potential in order to demonstrate the limits with
vhich the prviously succesasful development policy must grapple.

Ihe Household Economy

Straddling has transformed the zole of agriculture in the
process of social reproduction. Agriculture is no loager the chief
source of surplus production available for investment in household
expansion. It remains central to simple reproduction -- basic
subsistence -- and can be, in the most successful households, a
secondary source of surplus. It is eclipsed, hovever, by men's
off-farm income as the driving factor in expanded reproduction and
education &3 & key investment for future expansion. Furthermore,
sgricultural production has become intimately intertwined via
resouzce flovs vwith men's off-fara employment and vomen's
businesses. The three ars intercomnacted, though aot equally
interdependent. Understanding this provides us with an appropriate
perception of the relative importance of agriculture to Boavanda
residents, which vill allow us to view potential household response

to development policy in a realistic manner.
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All Bomwanda bouseholds are inter-sectoral units engaging in
s variety of productive activities. Table §:1 provides a schesatic
analysis of the relative importance of different economic endeavors
in iamediste household reproduction, stzatified by the categories
employed in Chapter 4.% The differentiatisz sutlined earlier is
clearly evident. Pioneers remain & distinct rural elite in terms
of total income, chiefly due to their unusually high., zale off-farm
incomes. On the opposite end of the spectrum, the general failure
of the Parmers' stzategy of foregoing off-farm income is evident in
their poverty, despite relatively high levels of agricultural
income. The other categoriss fall in between these extrames of
total and men's off-farm incoas. Note that Followers and Vage-
laborers have nesrly equal off-farm incomes, yet the former
generate much higher agricultuzal revenue, reflecting their greater
past agricultural investaent. For all categoriss except the _
Farmers and Female-headed households, agricultural revenue is over-
shadowed by off-farm income.5 WVomen's businesses are of even
lesser monetary significance than agriculture, though are quite

important for the two poorest categories in which men's off-farm

“Not all households engage in all types of economic endeavors
in Table 6:1, nor consume and invest in all areas shown in Table
6:2. The data are calculatsd ss average amounts for a 'house’ -- &
production and consumption unit vithin & household (though a
nuclear family can be both a household and a house) -- in each
cn:ngo;y.

The Female-headed households are an exception because the
economically active aen -- sons of the Female head -- are unusually
young and therefore have unususlly low income. Their sgtatus as
fatherless, though, has undoubtedly hurt their chances of obtaining
good off-farm positions, in cthat they have no fathers searching for
positions for thea.



Table 6:1 Household Income
(Kshs/capita - 1985)

Sources of Income

Agriculture

Sugarcane/ Maize Ag. Men's Women's

uouseholda Tea Coffee Bananas Subsistence Total ] Off-farm Businesses Misc. Total

Pioneers 115 36 321 374 846 3415 305 163 4729
N:6

Followers 44 32 293 139 526 975 284 26 1811
N : 26 '

Wage-laborer 9 41 85 94 241 807 115 25 1188
N : 16

Farmer - 57 293 112 503 21 267 113 904
N : 11

Female-headed
Household - 18 190 130 341 236 287 130 994
N: 4

a: N 1s a "house”: a production and consumption unit within a household.

b: Maize subsistence was calculated by using an estimate based on the number of months each
house provided their own maize multiplied by the amount of maize they purchased during those
months they did not provide their own, priced at average annual local prices.

Y2
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income is unusually low. Taken as a vhole, Table 6:1 clearly
demcnstrates the izportant but distincetly limited role of
agriculture in total household reproduction.

Table 6:1 also shows the limited impact in Bomwanda of
Renya's ‘agrarian zevolution® crops. PFor all categories, tes and
coffee revenues are sclipsed by sugarcane and/or sugar bananas, the
latter tvo being cash crops for the local market that have never
received particular govermment eophasis.® Por sons of Female-
headed households in particular, sugarcane has been a relatively
esasy enterprise to initiate with no capital (in contrast to coffee
or tea), reflected in their unusually high sugarcane revenues
(aearly equalling that of Follovers). Pioneers and Followers have
recently undertaken sugarcane production on a substantial scale
slso. Among the sgrarian revolution crops, resource-rich Pioneers
and Follovlt! have incressed their allocation of land, labor and
capital to tea, often at the expensa of coffee, to take advantage
of unusually high producer prices, resulting in their ralatively
low coffee revenue and substantial tea revenue. Subsistence naize
itself, translated intc market values, £ivals tea and coffee for
potential revenus generation (though litele if any of this is
actually sold). In particular, the Pioneers’ unique ability to
provide their own suybsistence completely is reflected in their high

saize p:oduction.’ Thus, the agrarian revolution has had a very

Sthe limited spread of tea (see Chaptsr 5) and the unusually
lov producer price of coffee in 1985 yielded this result, though
even with a return to normal coffee prices, the relative importance
of the_two types of cash crops would not be signficantly altered.

Indeed, the estimate in Table 6:1 for Pioneers' maize



significant impact on household agriculture in Bomwands, but has
certainly not totally transformed or dominated it.

The complete reproduction status of Boowanda houssholds can
be gleaned by comparing Tablaes 5:1 and 6:2. The last columns of
the tvo tablas reveal the Pioneers' and Pollowers' expanded
reproduction and the majority of households' bare maintenance of
sizple reproduction. The Ploneers achieved significant savings
levels vith which they might purchase land, invest in education, or
initiate additional business activities.® Both the Follovers and
Vage-laborers achieved a slight amzount of savings, though the
figure for the latter category principally reflects the savings of
one unusually successful household; for the asjoricy of Vage-
laborers, little if any savings are possible. The poorest tvo
categories had negative savings rates, reflecting the very real
process of loss of assets, principally land, thst they are
undergoing. Immediate subsistence for these houssholds is achisved
via land sales, pechaps slight borrowing from neighbors and
relatives, and consuaing past savings.

Expenditure on daily subsistence and housing reflects the
asuch higher standsrd of living achieved by Pioneers and, to a

lesser degree, Followers. The latter, hovever, do not engage in

producticn may be too lov, in that they generally give & larger
share of produce to relatives thaan do poorer aouseholds, vhich wvas
anonibln to account for fully in these data.

Their actual level of savings is probably below that
indicated in the tables because certain expenditures, particularly

funds spent by men in their ocwn social/business activities, could
not be fully included.



Table 6:2 Household Expenditures
(Kshs/capita - 1985)

Agriculture Daily
Household Household
Category? Land Labor Capital Livestock | Educ. Subsistence Housing Misc. Total
Ploneer - 570 56 - 33 1585 508 217 3079
N: 6 ’
Follower 25 111 28 34 210 977 122 42 1549
N : 26
Wage~laborer 20 23 25 18 47 760 57 58 1038
N : 16 '
Farmer 18 11 33 - 12 955 13 8 1050
N il
Female-headed
Household 21 9 20 71 18 797 107 14 1057
N : 4

a: N 18 a "house": a production -~ consumption unit within a household.
P

134
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inmediate consumption at levels significantly higher than their
less successful neighbors. Instead, Follovers are distinct from
Vage-laborars and others by their relatively heavy investzent in
education and sgriculture, reflecting their past and continuing
pursuit of the Pioneers' reproduction model. Pully understanding
intra-household resource flovs, hovever, requires an analysis of
the source of each type of expenditure. Vhich household members
have physical contzol over vhich resources, cash or otherwise, is
crucial to investazent patterns, particularly in agriculture upon
vhich 2en and vomen have different levels of dependence.

Vonen's control of investible rescurces is severely limited
by the use of most of their income for basic subsistence. Men
expect women to attespt to provide as amuch of che household's daily
subsistence as possible, even though, as the tables clearly
deaonstrate, vomen's businesses and farm sales (vomen earn
approximately half of all sugazcane revenues and most or all sugar
banana revenue) cannot provide all daily subsistence for any
household category. Women find it difficult to avold using all of
their available cash on basic subsistence because of the timing and
nature of their income generation and their ultimate structural
dependence on their husbands for sccess to land. Vomen's income
from local trading businesses, breveries and farm sales accrues on
s more or less veekly basis, as they participate in one or zore
local markets. Their earnings are generally returned to the

housshold via subsistence purchases in the sase market in vhich
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they sell. Por instance, a voman may sell sugarcane and uge the
earnings to buy sugar, tea and bread. An average Follower voman,
then, vill earn approximately K Shs., 28 per week from her local
‘business, and use the bulk of this to purchase part of the family's
veskly subsistence bill of about K Shs. 91. Vomen thus have very
little ability to save for large investzents, though almost all
adnitted to some savings for emergencies. A full 41 of 66
economically active vomen in Boowanda engage in some such business,
attempting %o provide as much of their family's immediate
subsistence s possible. Indeed, only five Bomvanda vomen received
complete subsistence provision from their husband's off-farm
income, vhile 16 provided their own subsistence with very little or
no assistance from their husbands.

VYomen are left with relatively little ability to invest in
education or agriculture regardless of their investament priorities.
Men, in contrast, typically recsive income in large sums over
‘greater intervals. Biveekly or monthly payment for off-farm
positions is quite common. Similarly, earnings from tea, coffee or
sugazcane sales in the long-distance market all accrue to men in
unusually large sums at izregular intervals. This gives them
greater ability than vomen to invest lump suss of cash, which is
further enhanced if their wife is successful in providing for the
bulk of daily subsistence. In Chapter 4, I noted that 802 of land
zental and virtually all land purchases are funded by men's off-

farn income. Land and housing are the extreme cases of zen
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controlling investible surplus because of the nature and timing of
the income they control. Education is anocther area in vhich men’'s
investment pra-dominatss, as shown (n Table 6:3. Nearly half of
both primary and secondary costs vere funded by men's off-farm
income alone, vhile the bulk of the remainder came from a
combination of this and farm income or vomen's business income.
VYomen had some limited ability, via their businesses and/or farm
sales, to finance relatively inexpensive primary education, but
sxpensive and all-important secondary education remains beyond
their ability in almost all cases. This is reflectad in the
complete absencs of secondary education among Farmer and Female-
headed houssholds in vhich men's off-farm income is inadequate.

Agricultuze is another area of investment in which aen pre-
doainate. In addition to land, households invest in hired labor
and direct capital inputs in agriculture, as shown in Table 6:2.
Of the three, labor is by far the most significant investment, and,
as I vill shov below, the most important determinant of production.
Men provide the bulk of funds for hiring agricultural labor for all
but the two poorest household categories. In Followver and Vage-
laborer households, men fund alzost all hired labor, ag vomen
rarely have income adequate to hire labor in a quantity sufficient
for a particular task. (Though often men and vomen together hire
laboz, vith men providing the bulk of the needed cash.) This is
less true in Pioneer households because their agricultural

production provides its own surplus cash for hiring labor. This



Tabler 6:3 Source of Education Cost (no. of Students)

Men's Off-farm(Men's Off-farm +|{Men's Off-farm/|Women/[Farm Land
Household Income Only Women's Bus. | Farm Sales Farm |Only Sale  Other®
Pioneera 23 1 9 ) 2 1) 1
Primary 23 . 1 9 0 2 0 1
N : 36
Secondary 11 0 7 2 0 0 3
N : 23
Follower
Primary 57 13 39 1 4 0 1
N : 115 b
Secondary 17 3 7 0 2 0 3
N : 32
Wage-laborer
Primary 30 2 11 10 6 ‘ 2 4
N : 65
Secondary 2 0 1} 0 1€ 3 1
N:8
Farmerd
Primary 0 0 2 10 - 20 0 0
N : 32 d
Female-headed 0 2 3 4 [J] 0 0
Primary 0 2 3 4 0 0 0
N:9
a: No. of students includes both children and grandchildren of the household head.
b: These two students were paid by tea sales of the area's largest tea producer.
c: This student was paid for by milk sales from a grade dairy cow.
d: Neither Farmers nor Female-headed households had any secondary students.
e: Includes 5 students educated via land rental (3 - secondary), 4 by relatives (all primary),

and 4 free by missionaries (all secondary).

657
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often originates in ctea production at levels fev other houssholds
can attain. For the poorest households, the absence of men's off-
farm income makes vomen's income and farm salas crucial to the very
limited labor thcy hire. Seventy-aeight percent of Farmers' slight
apount of hired labor vas purchased from fazm revenue and the
regainder from women's businesses, vhile the latter paid for all
hired labor in Pemale-headed households. Houssholds in both these
categories, hovever, hize very little labor at all because of their
lack of adequats income to do so.

Vomen's income is more important for purchasing capital
inputs. In all categories, women's businesses provide significant
amounts of the funds allocated to capital investment. Such
investaent, l‘l shown in Table 6:2, {3 extremely limited relative to
labor and about equal to that of land hize. Capital i{nvestaent in
Bomvanda consists chiefly of purchasing hybrid maize seads, small
amounts of petro-chemical fertilizers and occasional small amounts
of pesticides. Vcmen's income is often sdequate for these
purchases and is so allocated. Overall, vomen provide 36 of
capital investzent in sgriculturs. Men provide the bulk of the
rest in Pioneer, Follower and Vage-laborer households, while farm
revenues do so in Farmer and Female-headed households. Thus, vomen
have soge ability to invest in capital, a significant but certainly
not the central agricultural input in Boavanda.

A complete depiction of social reproduction in Boamvanda

demonstrates the current effects of the differentiation that has
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accompanied straddling and agriculturs's surprisingly limited role.
Vhile it cemains crucial to simple raproduction and basic
subsistence for all households, i{t is no longer the source of
significant investible surplua; Men's off-farm income, as argued
in Chapter 4, is the key force behind expanded levels of
reproduction. It also gives men control of the bulk of investible
surplus income. Vomen's dependence on men for sccess to land and
the nature and timing of the limited cash income svailable to them
severely lizits their ability to make any significant investments
in expanding future productiom. Men are in a strong bargaining
position vis-a-vis vomen due to their control of land and
independence from short-term raliance om household agriculture.
This allovs thea to insure that women spend the bulk of their
income on subsistence, in effect giving men control over the bulk
of investment. ¥e have seen this reflected in men's pre-dominance
in investment in all areas of household reproduction, especially
the crucial sectors of education and sgriculture. What remains to
be analyzed is the effect of this system of social reproduction on

production and resource allocation vithin agriculture.

Laad, _Labor and Capital in Hougehold Agricultute

1 have examined the place of agriculture in the household

economy and its dependence on mzen's and women's non-agricultural
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activities for key inputs, highlighting the important zole of amen's
off-farm income. The central development question, hovever, is: to
vhat extent does this dependence on purchased inputs affect actual
production? To answer this, I will first examine men's and women's
curzent resourcs control and diffusion within agriculture to
demcnstrate the concreta effects of the insecurity highlighted in
Chapter S. This provides the context vithin vhich agricultural
prodvction snd produceivity must be analyzed. I vill then examine
sctual production in 1985 to shov the ceatral role played by
purchased and family labor in determining productivity in a
smallholder, lov-technology agrarian regime. Combined, these two
discussions will allov an analysis of the severe constraints facing
current K.ayan development policy in Boavanda, the subject of the
subsequent section. ‘

Before analyzing resource diffusion, ve msi question the
degree to vhich we can discuss *household® resource allocation
rather than men's vs. vomen's resource allocation. As demonstrated
above, men contrzol the bulk of investible funds, and dominate in
purchasing capital inputs, hiring land and labor. Ultimately, of
course, men slso control sccess to homestead land. Vomen, howvever,
often exercise effective decision-making pover. Like the household
budget, control of seasonal land use is subject to frequent,
informal negotiations within the conjugal contract. Generally in
Kisii, vomen control decision-making on land under food crops and

men control that under cash crops, though this varies videly. In
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Bomvanda, in 59 *hcuses® intervieved, vomen controlled land under
focd in 26, men in 12 and joint decision-making vas claimed in the
remaining 21. For land under cash crops, sen controlled in 35
cases, wvoaen in 9 and both together in 1§. Hen's sgbsence due to
migrant labor often gives women greater control over daily land
use. Of the nine cases of vomen controlling cash crops, five were
houses in which no nan vas present. Normally, the divisions
between ‘men’'s” and °vomen's® crops are not strong, though
occasionally disputes arise and usually involve a man's desize to
increase a given cash crop at the expense of aaize. Frequent
disputes only occur in households in wvhich the voman feels she does
not receive an adequate share of the income genarated from cash
czops. In a fev cases, vomen have resisted their husband's tyranny
by interplanting food crops in *his® cash crops, such as planting
maize or beans in betveen rows of coffee or tea. The norm,
hovever, is a rough consensus over the shaze of land sllocated %o
cash crops and to food; both partners recognize the importance of
both activities, and of spreading risks videly, under straddling.
Both men and women, of course, control their labor powver to
the extent they ultimately decide its daily use. Vomen, hovever,
becauss of their overall dependence on men for access to land, can
be subject to their husband's dictates regarding labor allocatiom.
A vosan aight be able to deny her labor to a& *man’'s® crop if he
dces not re-invest the proceeds thereof in the household. Her

success in such a deniasl depends on their relative strengths in the
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conjugal contract. Each depends on the other for certain inputs
into reproduction; the extreme solution of dissolving s household
over & given issue only occurs vhen one party is confident the
other can be replaced. No:ﬁnlly. & woman exercises control over
the bulk of her labor powver, and vill provide labor for cash crops
vhose revenue accrues to her husband as long as she perceives
herself and her children benefitting from her labor. The cases in
vhich husband and vife maintain a& household but continue to
asllocate labor in conflicting ways aze rare. Almost all vomen, of
course, must fulfill their basic roles providing household
subsistence and child care, which limits their £lexibility in
nlioca:ing their labor time. These essential tasks and vomen's
dependence on agriculture lead them to demand more of their
husbands' resources than the la:to:'usunlly desire to give, Within
the limits imposed by their reliance on a@en's land, hovever, most
have negotiated a ginimally scceptable compromise over both land
and labor allocation. These resources are the subject of nearly
constant informal negotiations that, under normal circumstances,
produce either rough consensus or independent but minimally
scceptable dacisions.

The allocation of land -- i.e., the selection of acreages of
particular czops -- partially determines subsequent allocation of
capital and labor, 25 I will first turn to land in order to set the
context in wvhich other resource allocation cccurs. Straddling

combines off-farm income and agricultural production, but does not
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dictate vhich crops to cultivate. Insecurity, however, influences
all households to diversify production, severely constraining the
productivity of individual crops due to the minute land allocated
to each. Table 6:4 provides data on overall land use in Bomwanda
by household category. Once again, the unique positicn of Pioneers
is evident in their large landholdings, acquired via close
associaticn with the colonial government and aissions. Accounting
for family size, hovever, shovs land differentials among all
households auch smaller than they are in absolute terms. Measured
on a per capita basis, Pioneers average 0.5 has./person, Follovers
0.18, Vage-laborers 0.16, Parmers 0.19, and Female-headed
households 0.35. The Picneers’ land advantage thus diginishes
aignificlntly.9 Rather than serving as the basis of their vealth,
Picneers' large estates served as a backdzop, allowing them to
cxpn#d their fanilies with few of the economic repercussions other
households faced. This allowed them to use their off-farm income to
aducate a large number of sons, giving them their current high

{ncomes.10

9the unusually large landholding per capita of the Female-
headed households is caused more by their small size -- all nuclear
families -- due to their dissdvantaged past history than by their
iarge holding, vhich in absolute terms are the smallest of all
categories.

Pioneer households averaged 14.7S adult equivalents (using

2 children = 1 adult) each, vhile Pollovers averaged 9.7, Vage-
iaborers 7.8, Parmers 6.7, and Pemale-headed hougseholds 5.25. The
nearly direct, positive relationship betveen large current family
size and vealth reinforces the continuing Gusii desire for
children, as discussed in Chapter S.



Table 6:4 Land Use (Percentage)

Overall Use X of Ag. Land Rented/Purchased Land
Household Holding a Pure Pure Percent of No
Category Size (Has) Agric. Livestock | Food Cash IntercropP? Fallow Size Home Land Halds
Pioneer 7.4 48 10 33 35 13 20 10.58 7 1
N: 2
Follower 1.7 64 14 41 30 24 4 |0.45 25 10
N: 13
Wage-laborer 1.25 65 15 49 28 14 8 10.41 33 3
N: 11
Farumer 1.3 64 15 41 30 21 6 Jo.12 13 3
N: 6
Female-headed 1.15 53 19 69 19 13 0 }0.09 9 2
N: 4
Total 1.9 62 15 46 28 19 6 (0.36 22 19
N : 36

a: Livestock includes grazing land, household compounds used for grazing and fodder crops.
b: Intercrop includes land on which cash and food crops are mixed.

99t
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Examining land allocation within the household estate, ve
find soze trends that are aeasily explainable and others that arze
not. One of the latter is the apparent lov intensity of overall
land use. Agriculture consumes only 622 of total land area,
including fallowv land. Livestock, consumes another 15, leaving
232 of total land area ‘unused® in the most densely populated
district in Kenya. This *unused” land is in fact allocated to the
basic infrastructure of a densely populated area: housing, foot
paths, kitchens, fences and hedges. Virtually all of the easily
cultivable land is under cultivation. That which remains either
vill never be cultivated as lomg as current population densities
sre maintained, or requires excessive labor to clear. M¥uch of this
*unused® land, Iin fact, is voodcover providing firewocod for the
community, yet another effect of high population density. Many
houssholds do not have their own firewood supply and collect vaod
vherever they find itc. It has become increasingly common in recent
years for hougseholds to sell (rather than give awvay free) trees
they no longer wvant, as vood becomes an increasingly scarce
commodity.

Not surprisingly, Pioneers and Female-headed households use a
sasller percentage of their land for agriculture than do their
neighbors, both categories benefitting from relatively large
land/capita. Pioneers are also the only households to fallow
regularly a significant percentage of their land. Others fallow
only vhen forced zo by precipitous decline in yield from a given

ploe.ll Pioneers alsc allocate a significantly smaller portion of



268

their land to pure food crops than do other households, sgain due
to their relative land sbundance.l? For the other categoriss there
is no discernible relationship betveen land size and allocatiom to
food vs. cash crops. There is also no relationship betveen
household category or land size and intercropping rates, though
significant differences among the latter exist. Finally, land size
appears to have no relationship to frequency or relative importance
of renting land. (Pollovers rent land far more frequeatly than
others, again relatad to their current land size, ability to
mobilize labor, and off-farm income.) All of these patterns seem
inexplicable. One would assume land size and/or vealth would be
positively correlated vith renting land, falloving, and cash crops’
share of land. These anomolous patterns vill be clearer after an
analysis of the key factor of labor mobilizatiom.

To appreciate fully the extent of resource diffusiom in land,
Table 6:5 pressnts land use in hectarage. Of greatest significance
is the uniform sasllness of holdings under a particular type of
crop. Only Pioneers' food pruoduction covers more than 1 hectare
(2.47 acres). Ve 2ust remember that these figures represent total

average holdings under a given crop. Vithin any housebold, they

llthese households are well avare of the advantages of
falloving on a regular basis, especially in the absence of chemical
fertilizers, bdut simply do not have adequate land to forego this
year's_subsistence to increase future production.

Again, Feaale-headed households have an unusually high
percentage of land under food alone because of an absolute lack of
cash crops. They are the most recent households to adopt cash
crops and their holdings reasin relatively small.
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TABLE 6:5
Land
(Hectarage)
Querall Use Use within Agricultuze
Household Pure®  Pure
Category jAgriculture Livesetock | Food Cash Intercrop__ Fallow
Pioneers 3.4 0.74 1.5 1.2 0.5 0.7
N:2
Follovers 1.1 0.24 qg.8 .15 0.26 0.04
N:13
Vage-laborers 0.8 0.2 0.5 0.22 0.11 0.06
N:11
Parmers 0.8 0.2 0.38 0.15 0.17 0.05
N:6
Female-headed 0.6 0.2 0.48 0.11 0.08 0.0
Nié |

8Includes rented and purchased land under msize.

are divided among the various ‘*houses’ and often divided azong
different fields under the control of each house. Pinally, the
categories themselves aggregate actual crop divisioms. ‘Food
crops® consists overvhelming of maize, though includes sorghusm,
finger millet, and yams. ‘Pure cash® crops include coffee, tes,
sugar bansnas, sugarcsane, groundnuts, and pineapples. All this
illustrates the minute acraage cne housshold aight have under one
crop. No household cultivates all possible crops, but virtually
all cultivate maize, beans, bananas and coffee, and many cultivate
either sugarcane, groundnuts, or various types of fruit. Thus, for

example, the 0.15 hectarss (0.37 acres) under Pure Cash crops in a
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typical Pollover household vould be divided between two houses and
then among tvo to four crops, resulting in land area of a given
" czrop of 0.04 of an acre or less. Individual plots often measure
only a fsv hundred square meters, making significant capital
investment in a single crop extremely difficult. Larger plots
would be entirely within the technical possibilities of most
households. Insecurity prevents this from occurring as houssholds
aininize sarket exposure in any one sector.

The anomolous patterms of land allocation in Table 6:4 can be
understood only through an explanation of labor allocation.
Despite mazrket penetration of the rural political economy, family
labor remains n important factor in basic subsistence. In
addition, under straddling hired labor has become the most
isportant determinant of household productivity and development
potential. Table 6:6§ reports the results of a veekly labor-use
study involving & random sample of 20 Boawanda households. (See
Appendix A for a description of the method of the study.) The
data reprasent the average number of hours per day each person
engaged in each activity, segregated by household category and
fanily member (neither of the Pioneer households vere included in
the study). Note first the final sectionr, summarizing labor use
for all households. The average wvoman provides significantly more
labor in the household economy than does the average man, and there
are sors vomen than men available (due to men engaging in migrant
labor), making women's overall labor contzibution much greater than

gen's. Indeed, women work almost a nine hour day on average, vhile
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TABLE 6:6
Overall Pamily Labor Use
(dours/Pecrson/Day)
Household Live- Marke- Child Busi- Off-farm Total
Cntogg_ry‘ Agric. stock Hsld ting _care’ ness Labor Educ Labor
Ealloves

Men 1.3 0.1 0.7 0.1 * 1.7 2.8 - 6.7
N:1S.4
Yoaen 2.3 0.2 2.9 0.8 1.6 1.3 - - 9.1
N:22.3
Boys 0.4 0.4 0.1 * 0.2 0.1 - 7.4 8.6
N:7.6
Girls 0.6 * 1.2 0.1 1.1 0.1 - 7.0 10.1
N2l14.1
Vage-Laborers®
Men Q.7 0.2 0.4 0.1 * 0.7 4.3 - 6.4
N:6.0
Vomen 2.0 0.1 3.3 1.0 0.4 0.7 0.1 - 7.6
N:9.2
Girls 0.6 2 1.6 * 2.7 0.1 - 4.4 9.2
_N:3.0
Zarmexs®©
Men 2.8 0.3 0.9 1.0 * 0.3 0.1 - 5.4
N:g8.0
Vomen 2.6 " 3.4 1.1 0.8 0.8 " - 8.7
N:9.7
Boys 0.4 - 1.1 * - - 0.3 0.6 3.4
N:1.0
Men 2.5 0.5 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.5 2.4 - 6.9
N:4
Voaen 2.2 . 3.5 1.3 1.6 1.0 - - 9.6
N:6
Boys 0.5 0.9 0.1 ¢ 0.3 - - 7.0 8.5
N:3
Girls 0.3 * 1.2 v.1 1.0 * - 6.5 9.1
N
Iotal
Men 1.7 0.2 0.7 0.3 * 1.0 2.4 - 6.3
N:33.46
Vomen 2.3 0.1 3.2 1.0 1.2 1.0 * - 8.9
N147.6
Boys 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.2 0.1 * 6.7 8.1
N: 11.6 )
Girls 0.6 * 1.2 0.1 1.3 0.1 - 6.5 9.8
_N=-19.2

8%o. of laborers is the average per week. Partial integers represent
movement of persons in and out of the household.

bOnly one voman per house at a given time was calculated as providing
child care. Relaxing this increases the category by 0.2 hrs/day.
CThere were no working boys in Vage-laborer households snd no girls
in Parmer households.
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nen vork only a 6.3 hour day.

Long vorking days do not autcmatically imply the availability
of large amounts of labor power for agriculture, for both men and
vogen allocate a small percentage of total lsbor time to farming
(though vomen provide the largest contribution in this sector
also). Agricultursl labor time is so limited because household
*chores* and child care consume half of vomen's total labor time,
while off-farm employment and business ‘consume 542 of men's time.l3
Livestock care and sarketing consume additional shares of labor
time, leaving both men and women with little labor for agriculture.
Men could increase their agricultural labor by lengthening their
working day. This option seems extrsmely difficult for wvomen,
given their almost nine hour day. Children's labor is a limiced
supplement for adult labor, in that school attendance is
universally recognized as more important than farm labor except in
extreme emergencies. Thus, fazily labor appears to be a rather
strained rescurce, vith the possible exception of male labor, which
could be applied in greater amounts to agriculture if adsquats
incentives existed.

To connect these overall limitations on agricultural labor
wvith varying productivity ve gust examine the labor data for
different cat;go:ies. Vomen's total working day varies greatly

asong the four categories, from 9.6 hours per day for the unusually

acane

13the figure for men' off-farm labor time is for only those
men resident on the farm. Non-resident migrants vere excluded from
the study, so total time in off-farm labor for aen in Bomwanda
families (including those not resident vhen the survey vas
conducted) is significantly higher than the figures given hera.
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young and active wvomen in Female-headed households to 7.6 for vomen
in Vage-laborer households. This variation is principally caused
by variation in childcare time, s function of age and the number of
vomen in a household. Exazining variation in agricultural labor
itself, it appears younger vogen (Female-headed households) and
women in households in which zen invest capital and/or their own
labor in agriculture (Pollovers and Parmers) provide higher than
average agricultural labor. The only significant variation in
aen's labor time is the unusually short hours vorked by Farmers,
due to their virtual absence from off-farm employment. Hovever,
they provide the most agricultural labor, reflecting their
historical choice of reliance on that sector alone. Finally, note
that Vage-laborers, as ve would expect, allocates very little labor
time to agriculture, in turn leading their wvives alsc to limit
their agricultural labor. The utility of a large family is seen in
Pollovers' children's unusually large labor input. More children
per household frees more labor from school, household chores, and
livestock care for use in agriculture. Overall, Vage-laborers
allocate the least amount of family labor power to agriculture (3.3
hours per day), Farmers (5.8 hours) and Female-headed households
(S.4 hours) the most. These data are crucial to explaining
production variations, as ve will see below.

First, hovever, we aust add in the important effects of
seasonal variation and non-family labor. Table 6:7 presents total

agricultural labor per household per veek, divided on a monthly
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TABLE 6:7
Total Agricultural Labor
(Hours /Veek)

Labor

Category__May _ June July August Sept. Oct. Nov./oec.b Average

Pamily ' ‘
Men 6.35 6.4 S.75 7.85 6.75 S5.4S 4.75 6.25
N:37

Yoaen 16.25 11.08 8.75 14.65 14.55 12.55 10.35 12.80
N:38

Boys 1.0 1.0 0.1 3.1 1.4 0.7 1.0 1.3
N:22

Girls 1.9 1.8 0.5 6.7 1.6 9.9 1.6 2.3
N:22

Total 25.5 20.25 1S5.1  32.3 22.9 19.6 17.7 22.65

Higed 16.25 14.4 13.2 14.1 16.2 20.1  21.8 16.7
N:7

Qccasionsl

Hired 0.9 0.8 3.8 4.7 5.1 2.7 0 2.6
N:16

Risaga 6.4 0.4 1.9 4.1 0.4 0 0 1.9
N:4

8511 data are average hours per veek sach labor categor provided,
per month.

ovenber and December are combined because the atudy vas concluded
in the first week in December.

basis. For the seven households employing labor on a full-time
basis,1® the addition to average labor input is enormous,
increasing total sgricultural labor by 881 for houssholds without

working children and 732 for those wvith children. Hired labor,

147 define *full-time* labor as & laborer working 3-5 hours
per day, six days per veek, paid a monthly salary. This is the
normal maximum working time in agriculture in Kisii.
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usually ‘replaces* the labor of men vorking in off-farm positionms,
but the difference betveen average male family labor (6.2S hours
per veek) and hired labor (16.7 hours per veek) illugtrates the
extant to vhich the latter is auch more than a replacement of the
former. Relatively high wvages in off-farm positions allov a man to
replace his labor and provide a significant supplement to total
labor. Six of the seven households in the sample employing labor
vere Followers.lS Although their land is not significantly larger
than their neighbors, Pollovers' greater ability to hire labor is
the chief cause of their much higher sgricultural revenue shown in
Table 6:1.

| The ability to hire labor can be particularly crucial in
seasons of peak demand, vhen delaying an activity for a fev days
can drastically cut production. As Table 6:7 illustrates, seasonal
varistion in sgricultural labor use can be as much as 502. In peak
season, all family and hired labor increases significantly. The
greatest increase is from children, vho in the peak season of
August are not attending school and therefore available to assist
in the hnivelting. land preparation and replanting of maize
£ields.2® The effects of peak season demand are more apparent vhen

ve combine the data from thia table with that of the previous ome.

15the seventh vas the unusually successful Vage-laborer
household mentioned in the introduction -- the only one to achieve
expanded reproduction.

16, siaflar, though not as severe, peak sesason occurs in
FPebruary or March, right before and during the start of the long
rainy season. Children are not available during this period, so
pressure on other family labor 2ay vell be greater. This period
vas not covered in the Boavanda labor study (see Appendix A).
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If we adjust vomen's daily agricultural labor on a seasonal basis,
ve find that in the peak season of August, their vorking day
increases from 8.8 to 9.7 hours. Pev of women's other tasks can be
reduced, in that marketing, household chores and childcare are
constant. Business endesvors can be shortsned, though only in
extreae emergencies because of vomen's desire to maintain their
veekly cash flow. Thus, in peak season, vomen's labor is extended
to an extremely lengthy vworking day. The ability to hire regular
and short-term labor to assist in these periocds is a great benefit,
both to insure the sg:icultﬁ:al activities are completed promptly
and to allov household members, particularly women, to continue
other income-generating sctivities without interruptionm.

The ever-present possibility of incapacitating illness and
difficult pregnancy (see Table 5:2 in Chapter S on labor time lost
to {llaness) is a final factor in overall strain on labor. Again,
this {s particularly severe for wvomen, vhose own illness is nore
common than gmen's and wvho have primary cesponsibility for caring
for sick children. The latter, combined vith normal child care
duties and time lost to difficult pregnancies, severely cuts into
wvomen's labor availability. Overall, vomen lose nearly 232 of
potential labor time to illness. This increases to over 24I for
the relatively poor women in Vage-laborer households, and is least
for the wealthier and healthier Pollower households. The abilicy
to hire labor, particularly daily labor during seasons of peak

denand, can compensate for family labor lost to illness, giving



277

households vith relatively high off-farm incomes greater security
and productivity.

Vomen's working day of 8.8 to 9.7 hours (depending on the
season), the fixed nature of zmost of their non-agricultural tasks,
and the substantial labor time they lose to illness reveal the
overall strain they face in fulfilling agricultural and other
household tnsks. Children's labor is of limited assistance because
of the recognized importance of school attendance. Men's labor is
not as strained and presumably could be employed to a greater
extent i{n the household economy. Their limited agricultural effort
aust in part be explained by their desire to find non-agricutural
incoze, the kay to straddling success. On top of the 6.3 hours per
day cen vork, they spend an additional 0.9 hours per day drinking
vith their friends in local breweries and engaging in other social
activities. Vomen viewv most of this activity as wvasted leisure
time, and much of it clearly is. On the other hand, as discussed
in Chapter 5, some of it say be useful to men's efforts to secure
off-farm income by maintaining contacts vith their informal social
netvorks. Hovever, even with this °"socializing® time included,
men's labor remains underemployed and is perhaps the onli labor
rescurce available for increasing agricultural production in
Boavanda.

Straddling and resource diffusion aze important to
developzent to the extent they influence productivity. Bomwvanda

households spread land and labor over a vide variety of activities.
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TABLE 6:8

Agzicultural Returns per He
(Kenyan shilings/hectarse)

Household Costs

Category Land® Capital Labor Total Revenuel
*Profit*

Pioneerzs 0 308 3113 3821 4622 1201
Nt:s 2

Follovers 220 252 1015 1487 4821 3334
N :13

Vage-laborers 195 265 246 806 2542 1736
N: 11U

Farmers 154 291 98 543 4499 3952
N:6

Fensle- 183 173 75 431 2985 2554
headed .
N : &

8Includes only land under crops in the long growing season of 198S.
Based on agricultural income data, including market estimate of
subsistence maize production, in Table S:1.
These resources appear to be nearly fully employed (with the
exception of men's labor), with little idle capacity available for
development purposes. While this is true for all households except
the resource-rich Pioneers, significant variation in agricultural
income (Table 6:1)._11nd uge (Table 6:4) and labor sllocation
(Table 6:6) exists among other categories. A key development
question i{s explaining this variation and its effects. This

requires sn analysis of the overall revenue generation and

profitability of household agriculture, presented in Table 6:8.17

17the dats in this table must be interpreted carefully and in
a limited fashion due to timing of collection. The data on income
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The distinction between Pioneers' agricultural production and
others' is immedistsly evident in the formers' much higher costs
per hectaze, representing their heavy investment in hired labor.
Indeed, agricultu;ll costs decline directly as one moves down the
categories, reflecting the decreasing ability of each category to
purchase important inputs. Howvever, these investments do not
dizectly result in higher values of production per hectare;
Pollovers have higher revenue/hectare than Pioneers and Parmers
have nearly as high as their much vealthier neighbors. Pioneers'’
apparent performance drops further when monetary profits are
calculated. Table 6:8 shovs their profits/hectare to be the lovest
of all categories. In fact, from household sembers' (and
especially vomen's) vantage, these figures are misleading. Because
Pioneers have replaced the great bulk of their family labor with
hired labor, their ‘profit® does in fact represent nearly absolute
profit as calculated by any capitalist firm. The °profit*® level of

the other categories includes magsive amounts of unpaid family

P L T T P e L L R e L

8 limited fashion dua to timing of collection. The data on income
in Table 6:1, which are the basis of the revenue data in Table
6:10, include income from coffee and tea harvested over the 1984-85
seasonal year established by government purchasing agencies. The
data on costs are for the calender year 1985 when the research vas
conducted. Thus, the direct revenue fros the investzents
representad by these cost data accrued o the households in the
first half of 1986 for coffee, tes and the aaize crop that vas
harvested in December 1985 tc January 1986. There is no reason to
suspect that obtaining actual investaent and production data for
sll crops within the season pertaining to each would significancly
alter the results shown herein. However, because of the limited
accuzacy of the data and timing of ita collection, I attempt no
statistical analysis, which would imply that the data indeed
represent an actual production year for each crop.
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TABLE 6:9

Returns to Pamily Agricultural Labor®
(Kenyan shillings per hour)

Bousehold Total hours Total Returns

Category of Labor Profits per Hour

Pollowers 1328 2127 1.6
N:8

Vage-laborers 950 1114 1.2
N: &

Parners 1670 1179 0.7
Nt &

Female-headed 1584 1512 1.0
N : &

8Includes only the 20 households in the labor use study described in
Appendix B.

labor, shown in Table 6:9 for the 20 households in the labor study.
Thus, their monstary profit is actually return to labor rather than
sctusl financial profie.

Table 6:9 shows the dramatically low return to labor their
‘profit* represents. Family labor receives in abstract terms 0.7
to 1.6 Kenyan shillings per bour.8 This contrasts with average
vages of 1.5 to 2.0 shillings per hour for hired agricultural labor
and 2.5 to 3.0 shillings per hour for non-agricultural manual
labor. The surprisingly high °"profits® obtained by the Parmers in
particular represent massive investment of family labor on limited

18his does not imply that the actual agricultural vorkers
receive this income. As noted throughout, s disproportionate

amount of it probably accrues to men, who provide a minority of
total labor.
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land, trzanslating into extrzemely low returns to their labor pover.
FPemale-headed households present nearly an equally extreme case.
Their massive investment of family labor per hectare raceives very
lov ceturns due to their unusually low past and current (Table 6:8)
agricultural investment. Follovers' profit translates into
significantly higher returns to family labor due to their past
investment in high-value cash crops and current investment in hired
labor to insure continuous production from these crops. These
data, not monetary profit, represent the actual vealth of the
tespective households as they perceive it themselves. They may
also explain the unwilliagness of Bomwanda men to increase labor
input into agriculture, despite their relatively short working day.
1 can nov analyze the agricultural production process for
each household cacegory, anlndini land, labor, capital and
productivity. Pioneers clearly have the only truly ‘profitable®
agricultural enterprise in the sense of actually creating a clear
surplus beyond ceturn to family labor. They generate the grsatest
revenue per capita of any household category. However, they do not
generats the highest revenue per hectare, the chief goal of scate
development policy. They sre clearly the vealthiest houscholds and
are seen as the successful models to be copied by their neighbors.
But both Follovers and Parmers generate higher revenue per hectare
by investing massive family labor om lisited land, driving up
current production while reducing returns to labor, vhich remain at

or belov the lovest paid local v;gcvlubo:. For all households,
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increasing family labor input on limited land amight further
increase immediate production per hectare; it would certainly
zeduce even further returns to that labor, making it of
questionable benefit to those involved, even though policy-makers
would define the increassed production per hectare as a development
success.

Follovers and Parmers generated the highest revenue per
hectare (and presumably the highest production per hectare --
neither grev higher value crops than the Pioneers) and the highest
revenus and monetary °‘profit® per capita of the non-Pioneer
households. They did so by cosbining high family labor input wvith
some past and continuing investment of capital. FPFor Followers,
this cepresents an energetic effort to succeed at straddling in
cosbination with constant off-farm economic endeavors. Por
Parmers, it represents s survival strategy based essentially on
self-exploitation, surviving on their limited land without
signficant off-farm income by vorking it as intensively as
possible, driving real returns to their own labor power to
extremely lov levels. Pemala-headed households also javested
unusually large amounts of family labor in agriculture, but their
returns vere limited by lov levels of high-value crops and very
little current investment of any sort. Despita this, they still
maintained retumms to labor higher than those of the Farmers.
Vage-laborers invested the lesst amount of labor in agriculture and

achieved the lovest returns and profits, despite a fairly high
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level of current investment (Table 6:8).

Vhat begins to emerge is the centrality of labor powver to
overall production. Capital investment, particularly initial
adoption of high-value cash crops, is significant, as the cases of
the Pioneers (high returns per hectare vith & significant profit
rate) and the Pemale-headed households (large labor input but low
returns due to limited high-value crops) demonstrate. But capital
alcne cannot explain the productivity differentials among Bomwanda
hougeholds. The highest rates, those of the Followers and Parmers,
are achieved by continuous, large labor inputs after adoption of
cash crops. Initial adoption is essential; continuous capital
investment to maximize production per acrze is not. Self-
exploitation of labor power is s more common altermative,
especially for those vithout significant and secure off-farm
income. Such households' primary goal is to maximize amonetary
return per capita, even vhen this implies declining rates of return
to their own labor pover. This alsoc accounts for the anomolous
high rates of intercropping engaged in by Pollovers and Farmers, as
they atteampt to maximize current returns, fully avaze that so doing
will decrease future soil fertility in zany cases.9 Their
consistent pursuit of intercropping is due to more igmediate goals:
survival in one case and expanded overall household reproduction in

the other. Similar avareness of the consequences and inability to

19gieh the exception of a fev of the eldest, virtually all
respondents recognized both the illegality of intercropping (in
the common case of coffee and maize) and the deleterious soil
effects it causes.
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alter their circumstances causes all non-Pioneer households to
fallov land only vhen absolutely essential (Table 6:4). The only
variable that might alter the apparent centrality of laboer is
zanageaent -- husbandry techniques -~ which will be discussed in
the following section.

The agrarian regime in Bomwanda is rather complex.
Understanding it requires an analysis of the place of agriculture
in overall household reproduction and the diffsring zeproductive
roles agriculture plays in different households. In all households
except the Farmers, agriculture has an essential but clearly
linited role in household reproduction. Por all but the Piocneers,
it provides subsistence and assists simple reproduction, but plays
little role in expanded reproduction efforts. Picneers' past
investment and current off-farm income allows thes to invest in
encugh wage labor and capital to generate a real agricultural
surplus, beyond an adequate vage for their own labor power. They,
and s few of the most successful Followers' scns, have begun and
will likely continue on a path of expanded reproduction that others
vill have great difficulty achieving.

Differences in productivity, then, depend not on the
importance individual households assign to agriculture, but on the
resources they can or are forced to employ in cultivation. Land
size varies little, so cannot be the basis of the significant
variation in productivity among households. In all households,

insecurity causes allccation of minute patches of land to a wide
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vaziety of crops, eradicating any opportunity for economies of
scale that might exist if each household cultivated a given crop
exclusively. Labor aust be allocated in a similar fashion to
insure ainimally adequate production on all land. The most
productive cultivators are those vhose past off-farm income and
foresight led them to invest in high-value cash crops at relatively
high levels and/or those vho can mobilize large amounts of labor.
Combined with significant off-farm income, this strategy assists in
achieving expanded reproduction, as & number of Follower households
demonstrate. Vithout off-fara income, the strategy is simply one
of survival, {nvolving extreme levels of self-exploitation because
of lack of alternative employment and limited past invcstaent in
sgriculture and educaticn. The only way such households have been
able to maintain relatively high productivity and insure their own
minimal survival vithout access to off.farm income is via self-
exploitation and a life of poverty by any standards.

This points to the possible distinction betveen state and
cultivator goals. Househclds such as the Parmers are fulfilling
iamediste state development goals of msintaining a relatively high
value of production per hectare, but represent the clearest model
of reproductive failure in the rural community. Pioneers, on the
other hand, are the community success stories, the ‘progressive*
farmers, and the rural elite, yet their production per hectare is
lover than some of their much poorer neighbors. FPFollovers perhaps

represent the best that is possible for the zajority and also
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‘success® for state policy-makers interested in maximizing
production per hectare. Only those households with access to off-
farn income, hovever, can achieve this. Women's labor is strained
on & daily basis without any additional input into agriculture, and
cen undoubtedly find the returns to labor so lov that they question
the value of employing their surplus labor time in agriculture.
Land is fully employed, if curreat population densities are
gaintained and even the current, inadequate fallowing is continued.
FPor those wvithout off-farm income to hire additional land, labor
and invest in cash crops, the only path to increased productivity
is self-exploitation of labor power and reslative poverty, a psath no
Boawanda residents care to follow. Thus, asccess to off-farm income
vill continue to determine the level of land and labor productivity
schieved, fundamentally influencing response to policy and policy

success.

Revelopment Rolicy_and Resourge Copstraints

The heart of the Kenyan government's current smallholder
agricultural development policy is a Vorld Bank funded extension
project, the National Extension Programme (NEP), operated by the
Ministry of Agriculture (McA). Placing an extension zanagezent
project at the canter of development policy is quite significant,
in that it assumes ssallholder knowledge is the chief constraint om

increased production. Extension services exist to provide farmers
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vith information regarding improved husbandry techniques. As such,
they have been part and parcel of agricultural development efforts
the vorld over, and not infrequently the target of reform efforts.
In the past, howvever, they have generally been supplemental to core
prograas designed to provide additional resources to smallholders:
land reforms, irrigation schemes, and credit provisions for seed,
fertilizer and machinery. The NEP, in coantrast, is based on the
assuaption that significant production increases can occur via
sizple changes in husbandry techniques vithin smallholders’
resource limits.20 It is accompanied by no cradit or other
resource-£focussed projects.

Vith the rather spectacular failurs of Kenys's previous
development effort, the Intagrated Agricultural Levelopment Program
(IADP), which focussed on credit provision, both the Vorld Bank and
the MoA concluded that the zost immediate comstraint on developzent
vas not lack of smallholder resources, but inadequate provision of
basic services, particularly extension information. After a
significant effort on the part of the Bank to convince Ministry
offici;ls of the value of the Bank's nev extension system, the NEP
vas designed and udop:ed.zl It began with a pilot project ian two
districts and vas expanded over a period of three years to include
all high-value agricultuzal districts in the country. Its chief
focus is on improving maize husbandry, though other food and cash

20por a general description of this type of Vorld Bank
program, being initiated in a aumber of countries throughout the
vorld, see Benor and Harrison (1979).

101: walcola Hall, Economist, MoA, March 12, 198S.
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czops are also included. In Kisii, the NEP has been operational
since 1982. Extension personnel have focussed primcipally on
aaize, bananas, and coffee. (A saparate tea extension servics is
operated by the Kenya Tea Development Authority (KTDA], a
parastatal body administering all smallholder tea production.)

I argued at length that resources are severely constrained in
Boavanda due to the nature of straddling and the insecurity of most
households. 1If this asgessment is correct and the NEP is vell-
administered (i.s., Bomvanda residents receive proper husbandry
information from the XoA), the program's success in Bomvanda vould
be limited to the degree that rescurces are a greater constraint
than the policy assumes them to be. Household response would
presunably vary in relation to the resources each household could
mobilize to t.lk. advantage of the nev techniques learned from
extension agents. This section analyzes the degres to vhich
extension recommendations and proper husbandry techniques have been
adopted, not only for maize, but also for coffee and tea, in order
to assaess the impact of resource constraints on response to

developaent policy.
Haize
Maize is unquestionably the central focus of the NEP in

Kisii. Extension wvork schedules and personnel are oriented around

assisting farmers in maize husbandry. The recommendations given
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the grsatest emphasis involve nothing sore than changing planting
e;cnniqpcs. Instead of the "traditional® Gusii method of planting
paize and beans gseeds in the same hole (maize is almost universally
intercropped with nitrogen-fixing beans), MoA recoumends planting
each on separate rowvs, preferably vith two rows of beans in betveen
each rov of maize. Extension personnel also give farmers specific
spacing recomzendations, rather than the random traditional method,
recommend using hybrid maize seeds to any farmers not already doing
30, and using petro-chemical ferilizers. The planting techniques
themselves, hovever, are the heart of the progran and are claimed
by MoA to increase production significantly even without hybrid
seed and fertilizer.

Adoption of at least one of these racommendations is
relatively videspread. Hybrid maize has been videly grown
throughout Vestern Kenya since the 2id-1970s.22 Tventy-four of 69
Bomvanda farmers planted exclusively hybrid seed in 1985, and a
further 26 planted hybrid on at least part of their land.
Generally, hybrid is used more regularly in the longer season of
February - June and “locsl® seed is used for the shorter August -
Decenber season bacause the latter matuzes more quickly and,
according to Bomwanda farmers, is more rasistant to the hailstones
and high wvinds common in the second season. Many of those who did
not purchase hybrid cited lack of cash as their resson. Virtually

all recognize that, despite its slightly higher risk of failure in

2254e John Gerhardt, The Diffusion of Hybrid Maize in Western
Kanya, (ICCYT, Mexico City, 1975).



290

bad veather, hybrid vill provide higher returns than local maize.
Those not purchasing, often vomen vhose husbands could not or wvould
not provide the seed, lacked rescurces, not knovledge. Most
Bomvanda farmers could plant most of their maize land vith hybrid
by purchasing one large sack at a cost of 72 shillings. W¥hile this
is not extremely expensive, for a voman using her veekly zarket
earnings (amounting to 30-50 shillings) to provide the bulk of the
family's subsistence, it can bde a cost beyond the possible.
Pertilizer use is much less common and much more expensive.
Only five farmers, four of the six Pioneer cultivators and a Vage-
laborer vho iz an MoA extension agent, applied approximately the
proper amount of fertilizer to their maize both saasons of 198S. A
further 19 applied some fertilizer at least one of the tvo seasons,
though msny of these used only a small sample packet given free to
farmers by the MoA. Pertilizer use is rare for the same reason
hybrid seed is not universal: cost. A bag adequate for one hectars
of maize cost approxiaately 200 shillings in 1985. Given current
maize hectarage asong Bomvanda farmers, this vould require per
household expenditure of approximately KShs. 160 for Follovers, 100
for Vage-laborers, 65 for Farmers and 90 for Pemale-headed
households. Coaparing this with current capital expenditures
(calculated from Table 6:2 on a per househoid basis), this wvould
represent a 70 increase for Pollowvers, 512 for Vage-laborers, 362
for Farmers, and 871 for Pemale-headed hougseholds. Given the low

to aegative savings rates of all non-Pioneer households and men's
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control of investible capital, it is not surprising that these
significant increases in capital input are rarely provided. Most
vomen would have great difficulty saving adequate cash for such a
purchase, and aen generally prefer to invest in cash crops,
depending on incressed input of vomen's unpaid labor to maintain
adequate food production.

In addition to the cost, Bomwands farmers are not convinced
of the benefit of fertilizer use. Many suspect that application of
petro-chemical fertilizer one season necessitates future
application Eo prevent a decline of soil fertility. They fear that
even if in a given season they zanage the fertilizer investment,
they will not be able to repeat it in the future. Only the
vealthiest are confident of their ability to make such a
significant investasnt continously. The asize officer at the local
MoA research station assured ze this vas an incorrgect but very
conmon belief in Kisii that extengion work had not yet overcome.

He also noted, however, that the most recent resesrch shows that
profit rates from fertilizer applicazion peak at about 100 kgs. per
hectare and drop as fertilizer is increased to 125 kgs. and beyond.
Extension agents vere recommending 125 kgs. tc maximize output per
hectare, even though this was not the most profitable option. In
this context, it is not too surprising that Bomvanda farmers vere
reluctant to follov MoA advice fully.23 Expansion of land and/or

labor input is a safer, non-coatinuous and proven alternative to

2301: Mr. Murori, Nyanza Agziculiuxal Research Station,
Risii, May 29, 198S.
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fertilizer and thus given priority. Most farmers also apply cow
dung to their msize fields, wvhich is rzecognized as beneficial by
the MoA, though the exact amount that should be applied and
accompanying husbandry techniques are not cnova. 24

The hesrt of the MoA maize recommendations involves neither
hybzid seed nor.fertilize:. Officials recognize the vide
acceptance of the former and the lack of capital for the latter.
Instead, the alternative planting techniques are the central focus
of the extension program, based on the assumption that any
addicional labor required is available within samallholder
households. Extension agents are quits active in Bomvands and the
nev techniques are fairly wvidely known. Of 44 raspondents, 34 vere
avare of the nev techniques and could correctly describe the basic
methods suggnud.” 0f these, 12 planted all of their maize using
the nev techniques in 1985, 18 experimented vith the techniques on
part of their crop at lesst one season, and only four did not use
then at all. Vhile this represents quite good response, it is
certainly far from universal for something that vas to be such a
minor change in hushandry with no additional ‘expense’ to the

farmer.

The sinzle most izportant factor limiting adoption vas the

2401; Mr. Murori, op. cit.

This represents only a rough seasure of knowledge.
Respondents wers asked to describe the basic planting zethod --
maize and beans in separate furlowved lines. Their knovledge of
spacing betveen plants and between lines was roughly correct,

though they were not asked to state the exact distance in feet and
inches.
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obvious need to increase labor input. Planting maize and beans in
separate rows requires measuring and furrowing the land before
planting and makes veeding difficult because the space betwveen rovs
is quite narrov and the beans can be easily uprooted. Seven of
those who did not fully adopt cited the increagsed labor input as
their chief reason. It is common to hear farmers discuss the
increased vorkload the new techniques require for both planting and
veeding. In fact, initial recomaendations vere two rows of beans
between each rov of maize, .bu: the additional labor proved too much
and viztually all farmers refused to adopt. Extension agents then
svitched to only one row of beans and gained much greater
scceptance.

Still, the additional labor is clearly seen as & burden.
Planting and veeding aze the periods of greatest uﬂsoul demand
for labor, 3o the additional burdens of the nev tachniques can
veigh heavily. Planting must be completed as quickly as possible
to avoid harvest losses of as much as 25I. Delayed veeding can
lower production by 102 or sore.26 Parmers are vell avare of this
and unwilling to follow nev techniques if they cannot raise
adequate labor to insure that these tasks are accomplished
proaptly. Several who did adopt vers not able to do so fully
becsuse they lacked time to complete planting using the nev sethods
and reverted to the much faster traditional ones. Furthermore, in

comparison to the production loss from delayed planting and

2601: Mr. Murori, Nyanza Agricultural Research Station, May
29, 1983.
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veeding, the production increase from the nev techniques is rather
insignificant, amounting to lass than 102 over traditional
techniques vhen fertilizer is applied at the MoA research stacion.
Bean production increases dramatically, but is of relatively little
concern to Bomwanda houssholds because msize is the aessential
staple food vhile beans are an important but clearly secondary
additional nutrient. This wvas not, hovever, the chief factor
limiting adoption. The vast majority of Bomvanda farmers, seeing
the higher production of the resource-zich farmers vho did adopt
the nev techniques (and who usually also purchased hybrid seed and
at least sose fertilizer), believed the MoA recommendations to be
16und. They did not adopt chiefly because of a resource shortfall.
Those vho adopted the nev technigues could mobilize unusually
large saocunts of labor. Among the households in the labor study,
10 farmers adopted the nevw tacﬁniquns fully. Their total family
sgricultural labor input was 6.5 hours per veek, against S.0 for
the saaple as a vhole (Table 6:6). Adopting households could
aobilize greater labor pover because of their greater vealth and
size. Two-thirds of those vho fully adopted vere Pioneers or
Follovers, many of vhom hire additional labor to meet seasonal
demands. They also had more vomen available for agriculture (1.5
per ‘house’) than the average (1.2 per *house'), making labor
sobilizacion 'in peak season significantly easier. Overall, it
appears that knowledge as such vas not the chief constraint to
additional production. The nev techniques wvere wvidely known and

generally sccepted as increasing production. What limited adoption
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was lack of resources, particularly labor, for the newv techniques.
However, inadequate yield increases from the nev techniques could

in the future limit adoption even further.
Coffee and Tes

Chapter 4 delineated the great differentiation among Soawanda
farmers in coffee adoption rates, timing, and screage. The
previous section brisfly discussed the question of intercropping,
undoubtedly the MoA's principal concern regarding coffee husbandry.
Contrary to what one might expect, intercropping (most commonly
coffee and oaize) is pog practiced by those households with the
least amount of available labor. Rather, the reverse ia the case.
Intezcropping is illegal and detrimental to coffee production, and
Soavanda farmers are alacst universally aware of this. Most
continue the practice in order to maximize immediate overall
production on & given plot, knowing that dy so doing they lover the
producticn of both coffee and the maize vith vhich it is
intezcropped. The practice was particularly videspread in 1985
because coffee prices had been lov for several years. Many farmers
both intercropped their coffee stands and neglected to prune their
coffee because of the lowv prices. SOB.' went so far as to abanden
coffee husbandry coapletely, vhile one Pioneer ‘pruned' her coffee

to approzimately 2 feet high stumps and planted maize around it.?7

271e is illegal in Kenya to upzoot healthy coffee trees once
planted, so this vas her creative means of sidestepping the law
vhile at least temporarily sbandoning coffee production.
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In a situation of general land scarcity, no plot of land can
be left idle or under & low-yielding crop. With coffse prices low,
sany farmers with the necessary labor made use of their land to
vaxisize short-term output, knowing they vere going agsinst sound
extension recommendations and Kenyan law to do so. This allowed
them to gain a return (non-amocnetary) from maize sven though both it
and the coffee produced less than they would in pure stands. It
also means that the coffee is veeded vhen the land is prepared for
asize planting and allows joint veeding of both crops duzing the
maize season, insuring that the coffee i3 much better weeded than
is pure stand coffee in @most households. But intsrcropping also
means the coffee does not receive needed pesticide spraying,
provided by the local cooperative society on all coffee stands that
are properly cared for: well veeded, pruned, aad pure stand. Ounly
a few coffee plots of households vith large amounts of labor
qualify.

Tea is the most recent addition to Kenya's agrarian
revolution repertoire. Its adoption, hovever, have been even acore
heavily affected by socio-economic differentiation than that of
coffee. As noted in Chapter 4, no Farmer or Female-headed
households and only four Vage-laborers produce it. 0f these, only
one, the MOA extension agent, earned significant income from it in
198S. The other three earned very little because of their low-
yielding, ill.cared-for plots. Tea, especially vhen prices aze as
high as they were in 1983.85, can represent & significant increase
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in lsbor productivity if a minimally adequate capital and labor
investaent is possible. Planting raquires building a aursery and
obtaining necessary equipment to create & greenhouse to insure the
seedlings survive their first year, during which they auast be
constantly vatered by hand. They are then replanted and must be
veeded zegularly for two years before they will begin to yield a
harvest. The labor and capital demands result in rather limited
initial field sizes. 1Indeed, only the largast grover in Bomvanda
cultivates a full acre of tea, the minimal size recommended by the
XTDA for an "economically viable’ plot. Harvest after the third
year is continuous, varying in quantity with the rains. It still
requires frequent veeding and izmediate picking vhen leaves are
teady in order to maximize yield. Vhen properly grown, thera i{s no
space betveen bushes for intercropping. Only one grover vho vas
not harvesting his tea and another vhose wife refused to provide
labor for it (and instead in:afplmted it against her husband's
vigshes) veres intercropping tes and food crops.

Yields from tea vary enormously. The most successful growver,
a Follover, earned almost 3000 shillings in the 1984-85 seasonm,
wvhile the second highest, a Pioneer, earned approximately 1500.
The average for all Boavanda grovers, hovever, was only 678.
Earnings vary wvith labor and husbandry practices. The largest
grover hired a regular laborer exclusively for his tea plot. Vhen
initiating cultivation, he was able to use funds from his zetail

shop and/or his son's government clerk position %o do hire the

“
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laborer. Once the tea matured, especially vith prices so high, it
generated far aore revenue than needed to pay the laborer. When
prices fall, hovever, this margin shrinks. In an extreme
situation, his steady off-farm income could allow him to continue
caring for his tea £ield in spite of temporarily low prices or late
payzents from the KTDA. His two wives, & son, two to three
daughters, and a daughter-in-lav help vith picking as needed.
‘Altogether, the household provided an incredible 40 hours per veek
for tea alone. (Compare this with the average fotal agricultural
labor in Table 6:7 of less than 30 hours per week.) In contrast,
all tea growers in the labor study averaged only 9.7 hours per veek
cultivating tea. The tvo Pioneers and another Follower who produce
tes in substantial amounts also hire regular laborers using off-
farn funds to do so, supplezmenting this labor vith day-laborers
and/or soae family members as needed. The less successful grovers
attespt to harvest and veed the crop vith their limited family
labor, which is reflected in their lowv yields.

The four largest producers and the local agricultural
extension agent are the only of 13 Boamvanda tes cultivators to
apply fertilizecs regularly as recommended by the KTDA. All but
the largest buy onme 17S shilling bag per year (the largest grower
buys tvo), the cost of vhich is subtracted from annual earnings.

It is not surprising that most growers choose not to consume nearly
one-quarter of their 678 shillings in earnings on fertilizer. Of

course, if they did their yield would increase substantially if
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they could provide adequate labor to weed and pick the czop.za The
sverage vorking day for these hougseholds is already rather
lengthy.29 Increasing it substantially to produce tea vithout
reducing it elsevhere would be difficult.

Because of high tea prices, nine additional Bomwanda farmers
had buile nﬁ:u:iu and vere attempting to initiate production by
the end of 1985. These included one Pioneer, four Followers, one
Vage-laborer, two Farmers, and one son in a Female-headed
household. Of these, only the Pionesr and one Follower had off-
fara income adequats to hire labor to care for a relatively large
plot of young tea for three years until harvest can begin. Most of
the rest vork under the normally s::i.ined situacion of most
household labor in Bomwvanda; it is difficult to imagine how they
vill be able provide the labor adequate to produce tea on a
gsignificant scale.30 ¥ost also lacked the capital (580 shillings)
to invest in the KTDA package of seedlings and equipaent for a tea
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28me District Tes Officer reported that yields from well-
cared for tes plots doubled at least from application of adequate
uoun:z of fertilizer.

9¢ the eight tea growers not using fertilizer, three vere
in the labor study. The men worked unusually long days of 7.3
hours and the vomen vorked exactly the overall average of 8.8
hours. Of the eight, only two had hired labor to assist part-time
vith tea. None could hire labor exclusively for tea production as
the lnsaut gzovers do.

These cultivators may be able to mobilize some labor
exclusively for tea, in that the aen in these households work an
unusually short average day of 5.5 hours. On the other hand, the
vomen vork an unusually long day of 9.7 hours. Tes production on
any significant scale requirzes, at ainisum, the regular labor of
several family ameabers, as the example of the largest grover
deacnstrates. Thus, production on any scale other than minute
1eeas problematic.
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aursery. Instead, they borrowed cuttings froam neighbors, buile
their own nursery, and vhen possible borrowed a neighbor's plastic
cover to .c:un the greenhcuse. vhen a cover vas not available,
they planted gseedlings without it, knowing that mcst would not
survive. Several of these households have transplanted the
surviving seedlings and intercropped thea vith maize. This, too,
wvill lover eventual tea yield, but is seen as necessary to aaintain
some production froa the land in question while the tea matures.
Hence, it is unlikely that more than two or three of the nine will
schieve the potentially large incogse that led them to invest in the
crop.

Both coffee and tea have had important roles in straddling in
Kisii, providing significant agricultural income for a number of
households. Hovever, husbandry and resulting production levels are
much lover than the ¥oA and KTDA would like to achieve. Lack of
movwledge of proper techniques, hovever, is not the chief
constraint. Proper husbandry is generally videly kmown. It is not
folloved either because the returas to the labor and capital
required are not sdequate, as is the case for coffee, or households
cannot mobilize the needed resources vithout shifting them from
other productive activities, thersdby reducing their overall
diversity, increasing their dependence on a given market, and thus
their risk and insecurity, as the case of tea illustrates.

Xisii has seen asssive agricultural transformation over the
past several decades froa the introduction of high yielding cash
crops and hybrid maize. However, in Bomwanda only a small ainority
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has achieved the full benefits of these crops because they are the
only households able to mcbilize adequate resources to take
sdvantage of the opportunities present. Insecurity causes most to
continue to grov substantial smounts of their own food while
producing several cash crops, thus limiting their dependence on any
single zarket. Their resources, however, ars inadequate o allov
them to practice the best husbandry techniques and thersby achieve
reasonably high productivity in all crops. Knowledge of those
techniques is generally quite good. Lacking is the ability to
mobilize resocurces and/or the economic incentive to do so. Given
tie consistently and dramatically low return to family agricultural
labor, it is not surprising that non-agricultural endeavors and
reducing insecurity take precedence over increasing production in a
given sector. The NEP has performed vell in conveying knowledge of
better husbandry techniques to Boawanda farmers. Their limited
adoption of those techniques, however, revesls the linited
resources they have available and their need to diversify the use
of those resources to pursue straddling and ainimize insecurity for

leng-tera reproduction.

Conclusion

Straddling and insecurity shape the structure of the
housshold economy in Kisii. Agriculture plays a significant role
providing a base for simple reproduction, but is not an important

factor in households' atteapts to achieve expanded reproduction.
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¥en's off-farm income and their ability to insure that vomen use
the bulk of their earnings on daily subsistence give them control
over the vast aajority of investible surplus. This they diffuse
over a variety of agricultural and nom-agricultural activities to
pinimize risk. Vomen alsc spresd their limited resouzces, chiefly
their laboz, over a number of activities. Overall household
resouzrce allocation is usually the result of more or less constant
negotiation between husband and wife. Both, hovever, recognize the
necessity of straddling and feel the insecurity of market
dependence.

The initial adoption of the high-value cash czops on vhich
Kenya's ‘agrarian revolution® is based was part of the rise of
straddling. Insecurity, hovever, causes aen and women to invest in
as sany different cash crops as possible, vhile also maintaining s
significant level of food production. The result in recent years
is ever-shrinking individual plots of each type of crop in each
household, negating the sbility of most to invest in capital inputs
for a given crop and spreading household labor so thinly that
proper husbandry techniques sre difficult to follow. NMost farmers
are avare of proper husbandry and accept the bulk of the
recogaendations made by MoA extension personnel. They, do not,
hovever, sdopt them uniformly because they often lack the resources
to do so.

Labor is curzently the key rescurce limiting improved
husbandry. Family labor is gensrzally strained because it is

diffused over a wide variety of activities. Hired labor is
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available only to those with adequate off-farm incomes. Such
households engage in overall agricultural expansion, purchasing or
hiring land, hiring labor, and investing in capital inputs to’
increase their production per hectare and per capita. This
provides a significant part of their simple reproduction, allowing
s greater shars of éif-fn:n incone to be used for investments in
expanded future reproduction. Returns to unpaid (largely vomen's)
isbor remain low, but well sbove those of their neighbors who
cannot make such investzents. The other extreme is those who, due
to lack of altermatives, labor harder and harder on their limited
land to maximize immediate production in order to survive,
simultaneously driving the returm to their labor power to very low
levels. These tvo models provide the major options available to
Bomwands households. The agrarian revolution and current
development policy have had a significant impact, but the full
benefits have accrued only to & minority of the participating
households, and the resource barrierzs to the remainder seem
formidable. Development policy, even vhen effectively implemented,
as the NEP appears to be, can have only limited impact without more
fundamental changes in the ability of ruzal households to mobilize
resources to respond to developaent opportunities. Vhat then
should aors appropriate policy be? Tentative guidelines and

theoretical conclusions await the final chapter.



CHAPTER 7
Further Evidence:
Straddling in Kisii and Renya

Though the case study presented in the last three chapters
has been essential to explicate and snalyze straddling as s model
of social reproduction, its limited scope makes confident
generalization difficult. Past research has shovn that Kenyan
rural households bhave a history of combining agriculture and off-
farm activities (see Chapter 3). This chapter will argue that this
historical pattern continues, vis straddling, throughcut Kisii and
elsevhers in Kenya. I will present data froam a survey of 30S
randoaly selected Kisii households, a previous labor use study in
Kisii, and secondary literature from elsevheres in Kenya to verify
the videspread nature of straddling and drzav attention to

variations within ic.

ssraddling in Risid:
Besults of 3 Household Survey

Income Levels and Souzces

To coapare the Bomwanda results with a broader sample of

Kisii households, I conducted a survey of 305 randomly selected

304
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households from three locations (sub-district administrative areas)
in Kisii. The survey scught to astablish levels of housshold
income, sources of that income, economic and agricultural history,
and current agricultural practices and rzesponse to goverament
developaent policy. (See Appendixz B for a complete description of
the survey and sethodology.) The three locations were chogen to
provide s cross-section of the diatéic:. One vas generally
scknovledged to be one of the zost ‘progressive®’ area of the
district, situated in the higher side of the discrict (5200-7000
feet in elevation) and practicing unusually intensive tes, coffee
and dairy p:oduction.‘ The second, in which Bomwanda I;s
situated, is perceived as less vealthy chan the first, but clearly
actively engaged in the agrarain revolution, groving extensive
coffee and sngaging in tea and dairy production to the extent
possible at their lover elevation. The third, in the lowest area
of the district, is considered relatively *backvard® in all
economsic, socisl and political terms and vas assuded to be
gsignificantly poorer than either of the other twvo. I vill refer to
thea as Locations 1, 2 and 3 in the order presented to avoid use of
the awkvazd Gusii nases for thea.

Selecting the three differing sub-locations allows us to

exanine the extent, stage and effects of straddling under

11t vas also the area of the district from vhence came the
most important “Paramount Chief®' under the colonial regime, vhose
grandsons and nephews are today important businessmen and/or
government officials. Gusii throughout the district recognize it,
though grudgingly and with a sense of injustice, as the
unquestioned leader of the district in terms of econoamic and
political pover.
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presumably differing conditions. In addition to checking the
reprasentativeness of Bomvanda, this raises a number of interesting
questions, such as: does the higher elevation and agricultural
potential of Location 1 allow for more independent agriculture and,
hence, less straddling? Does the rslative poverty (if it indeed
exists) of Location 3 mean that straddling has not developed and
social reproduction in thosebcoununi:iea :eniins closer to the
classic pessant maodel? Are the short- and long-term effects of

_ straddling -« limited response to developaent policy, possible
class formation and landlessness -- occuring in the other arsas,
and to what degree?

Ansvering these questicns with a ‘one-shot' survey is
difficult, but ve can discern key indicators and interpret them in
light of the straddling arguaent developed in Bomvanda. I will
first present & broad array of descriptive statistics detailing
income levels, the extent of apparent straddling, and ita apparent
effects on adoption of cash crops, use of bired labor ia household
agriculture, and land transfers. FPinally, I will present the
results of sevt:ai regression analyses atteampting to link
variations in off-farm income vith variation in maize husbandry,
investment in agricultural intensification, and cuzremt
agricultural income, in order to demonstrate the significance of
straddling for cuzrent agricultural developament efforts.

That the inicial assumptions regarding the three locations

vere accurate is demonstrated in Table 7:1. Starting at the first
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TABLE 7:1
Survey Household Characzeristics

Locations
Iotal 1 — k]
Household Pop. 5.0 §.23 4.49 5.26
Land per Person 1.26 1.58 1.03 0.96
(Acres)
Hsld Income 2774 3621 2223 1729
(KShs/capita)
0ff-farm Income 1689 2241 1289 1070
(XShs/capita)
Cash Crop Income 413 716 179 107
(EShs/capita)
Vomen's Business
Incose 498 153 703 S16
(KShs /capita)
Veekly Subsistence
Expenditures 19.8 18.8 26.0 2.0
—(KShs/capita)

rov of the table, ve see total housshold cash income varies videly
by location, with the predicted vealthier Location 1 having roughly
tvice the per capita income of Location 3, and Location 2 in
betwaen, though closer to Location 3 than toc 1. On average, thenm,
Location 1 must be seen as significantly vealthier than Boawanda
and Location 3 as poorer. Hovaver, the single largest souzce of
household income in all three aresas, as in Bomwanda, is non-
agriculéurll. overvhelmingly composed of men's vages. Variation by
location is only slight, vith off-farm income rspresenting betveen
sezlsnd 622 of total income in all three. This suggests that
scraddling, at lesst in terms of participaticn in non-agricultural

activities nionglido agricultural ones, exists in all three



TABLE 7:2

Average Cash Crop_lpcome, 1985
(Pezcentage of Households and Kenyan Shillings/Capita)a
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Location R
Total 1 2 3
2 of Mean Z of Mean Z of Mean 2 of Mean
Crop___|Hslds Income |Hslds Income |Hslds Income | Hslds Income
Milk 23 732 7 ais. 11 564 S 324
Tea 13 1390 60 1550 8 $49 3 208
Coffee| 67 73 61 84 77 60 1] 76
aPercentage of households is percentage of all households surveyed

reporting crop income. Mean income is on & per capita basis for
those households reporting crop income only.

locations. - I should note, morecver, that these figures are
sveraged over all households, vhile in fact only two-thirds of them

sctually had off-farm income in 1985. We acust reaember that these

averages, then, mask a8 high degree of variation; in households with
off-farm income, that income is even more significant than these
data suggest. It should not surprise us, then, if attaining off-
farm income is a major goal of those without it.

Variation in cash crop income follows & similar though more
extreme pattern. Location 1's past history of adoption of tes and
coffee is reflected in its crop income being 4 to S times that of
the other areas. This reflects the spread of tea and dairy
production in Location 1 that is barely present in the other areas,

as shown in Table 7:2. In a ysar in which tea pricass vere up and
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TABLE 7:3

Livestock Owpership
(Aversge Number of Cattle per Hsld.)

Catagary® Total 1 Lgs;g%gn _3
All Cattle 2.51 3.3 1.6 2.18
Local Zebu 1.49 1.46 1.21 2.0
allf-GtIAO 0.47 0.76 0.24 0.15
Pull-Grade  0.5% 1.1 0,18 .03

8eHglf.Grade* is mixed local and exotic stock; 'Pull-Grade®' is
pure exotic stock.

coffee down, ve see that tea and milk both provided vastly greater
income than the such aore videspread production of coffee. The
fizrst tvo were grown almost exclusively in Location 1. Farmers in
the other areas, as in Bomvanda, have recently adopted these when
possible. This amovement began in about 1973, after the Location 1
sample already contained about 40 tea growers, and did not
sccelerate notié:bly until the 1980s. Their numbers and tea income
remain dvarfed telstive to that of Locaticn 1.

Location 1's high level of dairy production reflects their
past investment in high-grade dairy cattle, investments acade
possible by their prior adoption of tea and/or their off-farm
incomes. Nuaber of cattle per housshold presented in Table 7:3
varies significantly by location. Interestingly, cattle ownership
does not vary directly with income. Location 2, the *middle-

income® of the three, has the fewest cattle per household. The
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higher numbers in Locations 1 and 3 are comprised principally of
milk-producing, high-grade stock in the former and local grade
stock in the latter. The large number of local stock in Location 3
reflects the ‘unrevolutionized® (in the sense of the agrarian
“revolution®) nature of {ts farm enterprises. In Location 2,
adoption of coffee and to some extent tea has increasingly taken
grazing land 'Eton local grade cattle (as vas the case in Boavanda),
while significant investment in grade cattle remains difficule. In
Location 1, grade cattle are a profitable part of the agrarian
revolution. In Location 3, hovever, unusually lazge numbers of
local cattle remain, in spite of the small amount of land per
capita available in chat area (see Table 7:1), because profitable
alternatives have not been feasible.

The final component of total income in Table 7:1, vozen's
market income, also does not vary directly vith total income. This
income is principally local weekly salas of farm produce such as
bananas, vegatables, or surplus maize. As noted in the table,
accurste estimates of this incoae are extremely difficult. Income
is generated veekly, but may not necessarily be generated every
veek, depending on seagon and availability of crops for sale. The
survey asked vamen to provide an estimate of weekly income from
garket activities. Because these activities do not take place
every veek and the data vere gsignificantly higher than local
knowledge and cbservation led me to belisve, I divided them in
hli. on vhat I think is an accurzate assumption that most vomen had
produce to sell only half of the veeks in the year. Thus, the data
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represent cough estizates, at best, of vomen's actual income.

Surprisingly, vomen in Location 1 have lover incomes from
these activities than women in the poorer azeas. T suggest this
can be explained vith the stzaddling model. Raecall that success in
straddling and hence the agrarian revolution depended cn the degree
to vhich men re-invested off-farm income in agriculture and vomen
vere villing to provide the labor necessary to zake that investment
profitable. Put simply, in Location 1, vhere the agriculzural
potential and early government developaent efforts vere greater, it
has vorked. Vomen have not diversified their labor allocation into
loczl mazket activities, vhich are relatively poorly paid in tarms
of real hourly wage, because their households have successfully
pursusd straddling, with amen's investment and vomen's labor
combining to create relatively highly profitable agricultural
enterprises. In the other locations, vhere overall income is lover
and the development of the agrarian revoiution less advanced, vomen
have diversified more widely, resulting in the relatively high
levels of local market income.

Market income data are also surprising in that, overall, this
source of income is greater than cash crops. This reflects the -
former's much wider spread across all households. Fev if any
voamen reported earning more money than vhat could be gained from a
profitable tes field, for instance. Couplring ptoducers' average
incone from tea or milk (in Table 7:2) with market income, ve see
that the former, vhen pursued successfully, are significantly more

profitable than the latter. Vomen pursue market trade more
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ac:iﬁely vhen their household's access to off-farm income or their
husband's unwillingess to invest in household agriculture and share
the returng therefrom prevents them from applying their labor in
profitable cash crop enterprises. This explains the only
disczepancy i.n vhat is othervisge a videspread income advantage for
Location 1.

Income advantage has been translated into better housing,
education and food self-sufficiency. Distribution of improved and
‘traditional® housing in Table 7:4a demonstrates the income
diffsrentials across locations. Two-thirds of all housing in the
Location 1 sample is improved, while only one-third in Location 3
is, the difference being split avenly in Location 2. Similarly,
education differencss, which vill probably be translated {nto
futuze income differences, are quite pronounced and vary directly
with current income (Table 7:4b). PFinally, wealth sand cash crop
production does not translate into loss of food self-sufficiency.
On the contrary, Table 7:4c shovs that Lacation 3 households had to
rely on the zarket for a longer period to provide their annual
maize needs than Locations 1 or 2. As in Bomvanda, the common
assunption that there i{s a direct trade-off between food and cash
crop production within households is false. Rather, it appears (as
the straddling model would predict) success at both occurs
sisultaneously. Bach, I suggest, is tied to overall income, in
turn reliant on off-farm income.

The picture of income digtribution and {ts immediate effects

in Kisii i{s not significantly different from that painted by
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TABLE 7:4

Housing, Education, and Subsistence

Table 7:4a
Housing
(Percentage)
Location
Type of
HBousing® Total 1 2 3
Permanent S.9 9.8 4.0 Q
N:24
Semi-Permanent 7.9 8.2 10.5 3.2
N:32
*Mabati® 42.8 50.0 41.1 30.1
N:176
Thatch-roof 43.5 32.0 84.4 66.7
N:179

8 A *Permanent® house has concrete walls and tin/tile roof: "semi
-permsnent’ has sud walls with plaster overlay and tin roof;
*Mabati® has mud walls and tin roof.

Table 7:4b

Education Expendituces
(Kenyan Shillings per capita per year)

Locations

Total 1 2 3
Percentage
of Hlds 76 83 71 65
N:30S8
Msan 455 575 416 178
!xp.b

Spercentage of all households surveyed reporting education expenses.
ean expenditure for those households reporting education expenses.
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Zable 7:é¢

Subaiscence
(Montha per Year)
Lecation  _ ____ Monchs Reporting Purchasing Mize

All 1.58
Loc. 1 1.13
Loc. 2 1.84
Loc. 3 2.13

Ritching (1980) in Central Province. That is, advantages in a
variety of sconcmic endeavors seem to sccrue to the same
houssholds. Off-farm income, cash cropping, cattle, education,
land per capits, and housing all vary together -- what Kitching
calls *bundled advantages.* The survey also shows the limited
extent of the agrarian revolution, even within a distric£ that is
one of the leaders nationwide. Significant income generation from
the agrarisn revolution is restricted to limited areas of the
diserict, areas in vhich off-farm income is also high, as predicted
by the straddling model. The importance of off-farm income, even
in the highly developed Location 1, is clear, giving necessary but
not sufficient support to the straddling model. To show straddling
"exists, the data must demonstrate that off-farm income has been a
significant catalyst to agricultural activities, and that it

significantly affects current agricultural production and

practices.
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The Role of Off-farm Iacome

The straddling model posits that off-farm income is a key
souzce of investible funds for adoption of high-value agricultural
endeavors, hiring labor to break seasonal comstraints, and purchase
or rental of land to expand overall household operatioms. Table
7:5 presents percentages of households that used agricultural,
vage, and other income sources to initiate coffee and tea
production. Vage income ﬁs a significant source of both tea and
coffee cultivation. Note that a higher than average percentage of
tea cultivators in Location 1 (a large majority of all tea
cultivators ia the sapple and the vealthiest among thez ({see Table
7:2]) initiated cultivation vith wage income. Thus, among the more
successful tea growers, 45! relied on off-farm income to provide
the essential initial investment. The same data for coffee, vhich
requires & ouch lower initial investment and vas on average adopted
much earlier, are much lover, though even here 2821 used vage income
to enter the agrarian revolution.

Further examination of the dats reveals a clear trend tovard
8 higher percentage of adoptees using vage income to adopt both tea
and coffee in recent years. This is especially true in the 1980s,
as straddling has become nearly universal. Finally, vhen recent
adoptees (post-1980) are excluded (because they have unusually low
crop incomes, having just begun harvesting in the year before the
survey), those vho used wage income to invest in either coffee or

tea have significantly higher current crop incomes than those vho
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TABLE 7:5
Qt&nn_xnmua_ﬂmsuftﬁsmmmmty
(Percentage)
Locasien
¢xrop Source. Total 1 r 3
Tea Agric. 50.6 48.1  62.5 66.7
Qff-farm
Income 41.9 45.6 25.0 33.3
Other 7.5 6.4 12.5 0.0
coffes  Agric. 65.0 6.1 64.9 74.2
Off-farm
Income 28.1 29.2 26.4 16.1
Qsher §.9 9.7 8.2 9,2

Spercentage of houssholds from vhom information vas available.

used farm income to adopt.

In other words, it would appear that

those with off-farm income, vhile not a majority of adoptees, vere

initially and/or have become the bigger producers, again in accord
with the straddling model.

Table 7:6 shows the importance of off-farm income to the

purchase of cattle, which i{n turn deternines income from commercial

ailk production. ‘¥hile vage income provided all or part of only

292 of purchases of local grade stock, it provided 47X of half-

grade and 362 of full-grade dairy cattle puxchnsos.z This again

shows the igportance of non-agricultural income in providing cash

z'ﬂllf-gtldl' cattle are cross-breeds of local stock and
improved ‘exotic® imported stock, while *full-grade® stock are pure

exotic.
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TABLE 7:6

Sources of Cattle Purchases

(Percantages of Purchases)

Income Souzce for Purchage
Cattle Typed Agzic. Off-farm Combination Other
Local 2ebu 66 25 4 S
N:109
Half-Grade 30 37 10 3
N:30
Pull-grade Y 83 13 0
287

fegalf-Grade® is aixed local and exotic stock; *Pull-Grade®' is

puze exotic stock.

for initial entrances into the *agrarian' revolution.

I argued that in Boowanda, straddling advanced as the more

successful first hired labor to replace male labor on the household

estats and later purchased land to expand their already successful

agricultural enterprises. The extent to vhich these are phenczens

general to the rest of Kisii can be gleaned in Table 7:7. Nearly

257 of all households in the sample hired labor, with this figure

being significantly higher in Location 1 and drastically lover in

Location 3, shpving this aspect of agricultural commercialization

and straddling to be much sore developed in the former. Renting

land vas also undertaken by nearly one quarter of all households,

and varied only slightly by location. Purchase vas undertaken by

fever, though still a significant number, and also varied

relatively slightly.
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TABLE 7:7

Labor Hire and Land Macket
(Pezcentage of Households Surveyed)

Activicy Tosal b} mgm 3
Biring Labor (Full-time) 24.6 5.2 20.0 7.7
Renting Land 'In 24.6 22.8 26.3 26.2
Leasing Land Qut 10.2 9.0 13.7 1.8
Purchasing Land 18.4 17.9 ©20.0 17.2
Selling Land 11.8 6.2 16.8 _17.2

Note that land sales nﬁ more rare than land purchases and
land rental 30 others more rare than land rental from others. This
could be explained by a net outflov of land investment from these
three locations to others in Kisii. However, given the degree to
vhich these locations seem to rapresent the range of agro-econoaic
environments in the district, I doubt this is the case. Rather, I
suspect the difference lies simply in the strong cultural
spprobation still placad on land sales or renting to others, in
spite of its increasing frequeacy. Numerous informants suggested
this to me, and even some farmers vhom I knewv quite well in
Boavanda initially lied to me regarding land sales they had made.
I suspect this translated into unusually low data for land sales
and rental to others in the survey, and that the figures for
purchases and rental from others more accurately reflect the true
extent of the Kisii land market.

In comparing land trends across locations, we note relative
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uniformity except for a slightly more active land asrket (measuzed
by purchases) in Location 2 than elsewhere. I suggest this is
caused by the relative vealth of the ares (not the highest, but
clearly well ahead of the poorest), coambined vith low levels of
overall land per capita (see Table 7:1). The other significant
difference across locations is in land sales. It is safe to assume
that all data on this under-represent reality, but there is no
reagon to assume that the cultural approbation against land sales
i{s grester in one location than another; the locational data
probably accurately reflect the comparative fraquency of sales in
the three areas. Note the much greater frequency (more than
double) of land sales in Location 2 sand 3 than in Location 1.
Agricultural comzercialization (greater in Location 1) does not
produce land disparity within a particular small area. Rather, in
the high potential area, a much higher percentage of households
have been successful at pursuing the agrarian revolution (and
straddling), and thus purchased land in other areas. Those in the
less succesful areas have provided that land.’

The role of off-farm income in pursuing both of these
investments (hired labor and increased land) can be seen in Table
7:8. Nearly 562 of all households hiring labor used off-farm

income to do so. In Location 1 this figure is significantly lover

31f anything, ome could hypothesize that Location 3,
generally farther from government and other ‘modern*® activities and
less involved in high-value commercial agriculture, would be the
ares in vhich the *traditional’ cultural forces held svay the most.

- If this is the case, however, then the differences between

locations {n terms of land sales are actually greater than depicted
in the data. :



Sources of Hized Labor and Land Purchase
(Percentage of Households Reporting Such Activities)

TABLE 7:8

320

Activity sSgurce Iosal 1 2 me?
Hired Labor Agric. 42.7 51.0 31.5 0
0ff-farm 42.7 31.4 57.9 100
Income
Combination® 13.2 17.6 5.3 0
Other 1.4 0 5.3 ]
Land Purchase Agric. 39.3 30.8 36.8 §3.6
0ff-farm 42.9 46.1 57.9 27.3
Inconme
Combination® 9.0 22.9 0 e
Other 8.8 0.0 5.3 9.1
Land Rental Agric. 59.0 57.5 64.0 53.3
0ff-farm 28.8 30.3 24.0 33.3
Incoze
Combination® 9.7 12.3 8.0 6.7
_Other 2.8 9.0 4,0 6.2

&scombination® is some combination of agricultural and off-farm

income.
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(31.42) because of the importance of tea and ailk income. .l'he
latter two sources accounted for over half of the labor hired by
agriculturally generated income in the overall sample and in
Location 1 specifically. Note that in the other locations, off-
fara incoae vas used in the overvhelaing number of cases. While
the total number of cases of hired labor in Location 3 was rather
ssall, all vere provided by off-farm activities, again denoting the
absence of highly profitable commercial ag:icul:unl activities in
that location.

The zole of off-farm income in the purchase of land is less
extreme, but no less clear. Again, a aajority of all land
purchases vere nade with funds from off-farm income. In contrast
to the case of hired labor, land purchase from off-farm income is
mors prevalent in Location 1, less so in Location 2, and even less
80 in Location 3. A reasonable question i{s why in the
agriculturally rich location, agriculture can fund its own hired
labor but not fund land purchase. The ansver lies in the amount of
land purchased. Land purchases using off-farm income vere
generally significantly larger than those using agricultural
incose. The vealthier households of Location 1, the most successul
stzaddlers in the sample, had agricultural enterprises that vere
fully self-sustaining and profitable, including paying for their
own hired labor. These same households, however, still used off-
farm income to expand the base of their agrarian enterprises,
buying relatively lazge nev fields for further p:oductio:_z. Less

vealthy land purchasers in Location 3, on the other hand, used scme
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agricultural surplus to buy much smaller pieces of land at lover
prices.

Finally, the role of off-farm income in rental land does not
conform to the general trend. Indeed, we see that off-farm income
provides vell under half of all land rental (and the amount of land
rented does not vary greatly for those using or not using off-farm
incone). Exp'lainj.ng this ancmaly is important for the straddling
mwcdel. The answer lies in the purpose of renting land as opposed
to purchasing it. I argued that in Bomwanda renting land vas done
principally to overcome teaporary or long-term land shortage vhen
purchasing land vas not affordable. Households renting land vere
characterized by particularly low levels of land per capita and
thus vere overcoming this burden, not expanding their overall
agricultural enterprise, The amcunt of money needed to remt is
alsc much less than that needed to purchase. The situation is
sinilar for the surveyed houssholds as a whole. Table 7:9 shows
the purpose of renting land also to be different from that of
purchasing. Those renting land from others had significantly less
land per capita than those not renting. Conversely, those reating
their land gg others had significantly more per capita than those
not doing so. Clesrly, renting land is sn adjustment by unusually
land-poor houssholds unable to afford purchasing land outrighe.
Note that those buying land had greater initial land prior to
purchase than did those not buying. Thus it is clear that land
purchase is not a response to inadequate land per capita, but

instead is an expansion of s successful household's agricultural
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TABLE 7:9
Land per Cap

(Aczes per capita)
Land Purchased Land Sold Land Repted In  Land Leased Ouc
Jas No leg No ___ Y¢s No Yag No
1.61 1.05 1.5 1.19 0.85 1.26 1.60 1.11

enterprise.

As in Bozmwanda, the obverse is also true. Those selling land
had no excess of it relative to those not selling (see Table 7:9).
Their reasons for selling alsc parallel the Bomwanda findings. Of
the 36 zeported land sales, 10 vers caused by domestic financial or
health crises, 10 by the need to pay school fees, 7 to provide
bridevealth, and the remainder for improved housing (8), starting
local businesses (2) and aiscellanaous other attempts to éxpnnd the
household economy or improve the standard of living in the short
tarn.% Thus, & full 7SI (27 of 36) of land sales vere caused by
immediate reproduction crises or attempts at belated expansion via
education (and hence straddling), and only 251 by belated attempts
at economic diversification or *luxury® consumption (such as
improved housing). As in Bomvanda, land sales vere permanent
losses of land by those with no over-abundance of the rescuzce, and

undertaken mainly out of necessity due to unguccessful past efforts

4the total of the parts sums to ;ore than 38 because some
respondents gave two distinct reasons for selling land, or sold
land more than once, each reason or sale being counted separately.
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TABLE 7:10

Sources of Housing Construction
(Percentages of Houses Built)

income Source Zor 2
Housing Type® agric. 0ff.famm Conbinatio;% Land Sales Other

Permanent 8 n 21 0 0
N:21
Semi-Permanent 1l 66 6 3 6
N:24

- Mabati 40 49 6 3 2
N:140
Thatched Roof 53 i3 8 1 S
N:116

85 *Permanent’ house has concrete walls and tin/tile zoof: *semi
-permanent*® has mud walls with plaster overlay and tin :oof
*Mabati® has mud walls and tin roof.

Decombination® is any mix of agricultural and off-farm income.

at straddling or belated attempts o straddle more successfully.
The £inal area in vhich off-farm income should be examined is
aot directly productive, but no less important. Housing, as noted
earlier, varies greatly scross the locations, with the wealthier
being much more able to build improved houses, a key symbol of
status and vealth, in addition to an important investment in
improved family health. Table 7:10 shows the extreme importance of
off-farm income in building such houses. A full 921 of ‘permanent*
houses, the ultimate symbol of membership in the rural elite, vere
built at least in part vith off-farm income. Seventy-four percent
of *semi-permanent® and 567 of the much more common °‘mabazi* (tin-

roofed) houses vere also built at least in part vith off-farm
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income. Farm income built a majority of traditional, thatch houses
only.

These data are significant for understanding the overall role
of men's wage income in hosuehold reproduction. The appazent cole
of off-farm income in housing is greater than it is in agricultural
investaents, I suggest, because of the long-standing cultural
definition of housing as & male responsibility. Off-farm income
that might otherwise be used for agricultural investment is at
lesst identified as being used to build vhatever improved housing a
family can afford. Because agricultural income is not
automstically and consistently defined as a man's or a voman's, it
i3 rarely identified as the source of housing. Thus, the true
overall importance of zen's off-farm income to housshold
reproduction probably lies somevhere betveen the figures for its
role in agriculture (around S02 of investments in most activities)
and the higher figures for housing. Impzoved housing, particularly
the concrete, glass and metal “permanent’ house, is unquestiocmably
the principal sign of rural elite status, and is built almost
exclusively by male professionals. Achieving this status, and the
entze to political power and social position that goes with it, can
assist in the overall economic project of a household as much as
purely productive activities, and i{s almost completely dependent on
off-fara income. The importance of men's off-farm income in
building this housing thus belies its great importance to social
reproduction as a vhole.

The descriptive data from the three-location survey broadly
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confirm the straddling model as applicable, with slight variatioms,
to all of Risii. The significance of off.farm income to total
household income is clear and consistent across locales. 0ff-farm
income is alsoc the source of roughly half of all significant
sgricultural investments and improvement, wvith the partial
exception of coffse adoption (and that has changed for recent
adoptees). Hiring labor and purchasing land, key parts of the full
developaent of straddling, are videspread and dependent on
significant amounts of off-farm income. Land sales are made not by
land-rich households, but by those of low income and in need of
emergency assistance or assistance to begin straddling, as the
acdel suggests. Pinally, rural elite status, as represented by
housing, is almost completely dependent on off-farm income,
explaining the general desirze to attain such income that the
visitor to Kisii sees all around.

Vithin this model of straddling, hovevef. there exist
izportant variations in extent and timing. The locale that is of
greater inherent agricultural potential and vas an early recipient
of colonial education and the agrarian revolution is today, as
local knovledge maintaing, significantly wealthier than other
sreas. On the other end is the lov-lying azea in vhich relatively
lictle coffee and tes adoption has occurred. The former has more
income and advantages from almost all sources, confirming
Ritching's results from other areas of Kenya. Surprisingly,
however, the data do not present the "backvard’ ares as one in

which little market activity exists and ®"traditional® or ‘'peasant’
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households continue to exist on self-sufficient agriculturs. On
the contrary, Location 3 households are currently more dependent on
off-farm income to adopt agrarian revolution crops, purchase land,
hire labor or build improved housing than vealthier areas. A
strong land market, both purchases and especially sales, alsc
exists in the poorer area, which is known elsewhere in Kisii as an
area in vhich the ambitious and wealthy can acquire land relatively
cheaply.

Thus it sppears that as straddling has been borm and is now
fully developed in some areas, households in poorer areas are left
to attempt to amimick it. They require off-farm income to gain
education, agricultural improvements, or land to expand their
limited reproductive capacity. It seems key aspects of straddling
-- dependence on off-farm income for other activities and land
sales -- are arising without the area passing through the history
of adoption of the high-value cash crops that blessed vealthier
areas. A number of the current probleas straddling faces in
Bomvanda, for instance, are arising in Location 3 without the
concomitant wvealth successful straddling provided. The continuing
population pressure on land (see land per capita rates and
household size in Table 7:1) makes it likely that these trends will
continue, forcing incressing landlessness without the wealth that
accompanied the process slsevhere in Kisii.

Conversely, in Location 1 straddling developed early, as off-
farm income led to cash crop adoption, education, improved housing,

hiring labor aad £inally land purchase. Por this area of unusually
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high.potential land and veather, straddling and the agrarian
revoiution produced less apparent internal differentiation than in
Bomwanda. Because of past straddling, curreant agricultural
production i{s of such high profitability, it is actually less
dependent on a daily basis on off-fara income then that in the
other locations. Tes and milk production in particular provide
income that is constant and high enough not only to hire full-time
labor, but aven to purchase some land and improved housing. More
households in this location, then, resemble the vealthy "middle
peasant® the Swynnerton Plan intended to create than is true in
other areas. Even asong these, however, the largest producers
initiated cultivation vith off-farm income. Vhat is significant is
the lizited area that supports such households, even within a
district that has alvays been in the forefront of the “revolution.’
Straddling aﬁpca:s to be a useful framevork for understanding all
three Kisii locations. Given the variations betveen areas,
hovever, it is not clear vhether straddling's comstraints on

. current agricultural production and development potsntial vill be
the same as {n Bomwanda. This f£inal question, of utmost importance
to the utility of the model for explaining development patterms, is

explored in the next section.
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dtzaddling and Asziculture: A Regression Analysis

The causes of a households' agricultural practices and
productivity are many and complex, as ve sav in Bomwvanda. But the
straddling model posits that certain factors are unusually
important for understanding household agriculture and response to
developaent policy. In particular, the level and use of off-farm
income and labor availability, either family or hired, are crucial
variables. To assess this srgument using the broader survey data,
I conducted regression analyses on three dependent variables using
s total of eight independent variables, together measuring income
level, land size, agricultural investment, labor availability and
knovledge of governament-recoammended husbandry techniques.

The independent variables ameasuring income vere total
household income or total non-sgricultural income, depending on the
regression, as discussed belowv. Land size vas measured simply as
household land per capita. Agricultural investment vas seasursd as
the monetary total of reported expenditure on seeds (principally
for maize) and fertilizer. Labor svailability involved two
zeasures, The first is & messure of family labor input into maize
(unquestionably the principal use of family labor in Kisii) that
veighted equally the number of family members reported to work
regularly in maize fields (with children measured as half of ome
adult) and the nusber of tasks in which each family member was
reported to have assisted (planting and veeding). The second is

the total monetary outlay on casual and full-time hired labor per
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household. Knovledge vas measured by the father's years of
education (often positively correlated in Africa wvith agricultural
knowledge and isproved husbandry) and & direct measurs of
respondents’' knovliedge of currently recocmmended husbandrzy
techniques for four key crops and cattle. The latter vas included
in regressions as five distinct *dummy® varisbles, the £irst
dividing those who knew the correct techniques for at leas:t one
crop from those vho knev none, the second dividing those vho knew
correct techaiques for at least two crops from those who did not,
etc.5 (See Appendixz B for full details and discussion of both
dependent and independent variables.)

Using these independent variables it is hoped that the
effects of income and labor can be isolated from those of land size
and knowledge. Finally, & ‘dusmy® variable was included for
location, bifurcating the sasple into those in Location 1 and those
in Locations 2 or 3. The latter were lumped together because on
most indicators, as shown above, they are closer to one another
than they are to the vealthier and more productive Location 1.
Thus, the effect of local environment vas controlled for.

The first dependent variable analyzed is a composite measure

of aajize husbandry practices that veighted equally application of

Sthe dunsy variables vere used instead of a composite ordinal
scale of agricultural knovledge becuase using ordinal level
variables in regressions is a highly disputed technique (See
Achen.) Many argue it i{s acceptable in that results vary little
vhether one uses an ordinal level variable or divides it into
several dumay variables. In the regressions below, however, the
ordinal level variable proved insignificant in all cases, vhile
different levels of knovledge, represented by duzamy variables,
proved significant in different regressions, as I discuss below.
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improved planting techniques, timing of planting, year in which
improved practices vere begun (if in fact they had been), use of
fertilizer on maize, and type of fertilizer used (if any), with
each being either *0° or *1°' and the scale running from 0 to 5. It
is thus an ordinal-level variable vith a feluivcly sgall amount of
variation. Actual variation, in fact, vas less than it agight have
been, given the relatively uniform answers given to the question of
vhat planting method vas used. The °T and V* method described in
Chapter 6, che principal focus of the goverament's current
agricultural development effort in Kisii, was gepgrtad zo be used
by the vast sajority of respondents. Casual observation and
discussions with MoA field staff, however, led me to conclude these
figures vere inaccurate. It is clear on sight that the majority of
fields do not use the nev rov-planting techniques. At best, as in
Bomvanda, a majority of farmers ars experimenting vith the
techniques on a small part of their fields and reported this
because they are fully avare it is the ‘approved® method desired by
the government. As always, respondents are unsure of an outside
interviever and possible reprisals from local officials if °wrong*
angvers are given, thus they tended to give the 'figbt' ansver,
Vhat this does show is the rapid spread of the correct information
regarding the nev methods, as I found in Bomwanda also (see Chapter
§). In any case, in combination with the other part of Ithe naize
husbandry variable, I concluded the data did vary emough to allow
analysis, though results, especially explained variance and
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parameter estimates, vould undoubtedly be low.

The results of tvo regressions using the maize husbandry
independent variable are given in Table 7:11. The first presents
the entire, eight variable model. Given the nature of the
dependent variable, the explained variance (R2) of 24.82 is rather
impreassive. Exazining the beta veights (vhich standardize all
variables to the same scale, thus showing the variation measured in
standard deviations from the mean of the dependent variable, given
a variation of one standard deviation from the mean of the
independent variable, we see that hired labor is the most important
factor explaining maize husbandzy, followed by agricultural
investment, the agricultural knowledge dummy variable (vhich in
this regression separates the five respondents vho had essentially
perfect knowvledge from the remsining 300) and total income.

However, & number of the independent variables' estimated
pazazeters are not statistically significant at the .05 level (952
certainty that the estimated parameter from the sample accurately
represents the actual population parameter) comm@only used as
minizally acceptable. Removing these leaves only four
statistically significant independent variables, shown in the
second regression. Hired labor remains by some distance the most
important flct;t in explaining maize husbandry, folloved by total
income, agricultural knowvledge and land per capita. These four
slone explain 212 of the variation of the dependent variable, and
at least ®ildly confirm the straddling model: labor (in this case
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Regression Results: Maize Husbandrys

Dependent Variable: Maize Husbandry

Adiusted RZ -- 0.248

Pirst Regression

Independent 3eta Beta

Variables Estimate Veight T-statistic
Hsld Income/Capita 0.00004 0.106 1.724
Hired Labor (Shs) 0.0034 0.364 6.25*
Ag. Rnovledge Dummy?  1.268 0.111 2.01"
Pather's Educ. (Yrs) 6.022 0.070 1.15

Ag. Investaent (Shs)  0.0007 0.152 2.575"
Paaily Labor in Maize 0.025 - 0.070 1.22
Hsld Land/Capita 0.040 0.084 1.536

(Acres)

Dependent Variable: Maize Husbandry

Adjusted 32 .- 0.21

Second Regression

Independent Beta Beta

Variables Estizate Veight T-scatistic
Hsld Income/Capita 0.00007 0.186 3.37"
Bired Labor (Shs) 0.0033 0.355 6.47%
Ag. Knowledge Dummy®  1.115 0.120 2.28"
Hsld Land/Capita 0.053 0.107 2.03"

(Acres)

* significant at the 0.05 level.

8See Appendix B for details on comstruction of variables and survey

ssthodology.

Dunmy variable dividing those with perfect kmowledge of proper
husbandry techniques on survey from those without.
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hired) and household income explain husbandry practices much more
cthan knowledge. I suggest, as is the case in Bomvanda, respondents
adopt the improved husbandry techniques only when they have the
labor tao implement them sffectively, which requires higher off-farm
incuome to hirze labor because the new techniques are more labor
intensive than previocus practices.

The second dependent variable used vas an independent
variable in the first set of regressions: monetary measure of
annual agricultural investment. The results using the same
independent variables of the seven variable model and then reducing
it to oaly those variables that proved significant are presented in
riblo 7:12. Again, not all variables are significant in the more
complex model. Explained variance (R2) is lower than in the
previous regressions, showving the relatively veak explanatory pover
of the overall asodel. Within this, hovever, the beta veights show
total income and location, not surprisingly, have the strongest
relationship vith agricultural investment. Farmers in Location 1
have higher production levels and, within this group, those wvith
higher incomes can invest in more inputs than others.

Removing the statistically least significant variable --
father's education -- results in all other variables becocaing
adequately significant, as seen in the second half of Table 7:12.
Once again, anoui levels appear to determine investment zmore than

any other variable, vith the remainder -- labor, knovledge, land



Regression Results: Ag:iculr.ﬁnl Investment?

Dependent Variable: Agricultural Invescment

Adiusted R? -- 0.173

TABLE 7:12

Pirst Re

gzession

Independent Beta Beta

Variables Estizace Veight T-statistic

Hsld Income/Capita 0.016 0.209 1.3"

Hired Labor (Shs) 0.237 0.118 1.93

Ag. Knowledge Dumay®  100.1 0.114 2.00"

Father's Educ. (Yrs) 6.703 0.102 1.62

Paaily Labor in Maize 8.236 0.109 1.81"

Hsld Land/Capita 11.55 0.113 1.98"
(Acres) '

Location Dumay® 90.836 0.174 2.94

Second Regression

Dependent Variable: Agricultural Investment

Adjusted R? .- 0.182

Independent Beta Beta

Variables Estimate Veight T-statistic

Hsld Income/Capita 0.019 0.231 8.02"

Hired Labor (Shs) 0.321 0.152 2.59" -

Ag. Knovledge Dummy?  134.0 0.153 2.79"

Family Labor in Maize 11.73 0.1%51 2.69"

Hsld Land/Capitas 13.47 0.123 2.26"
(Acres)

Location Dumay® 75.72 0.140 2,487

* significant at the 0.0S level,
8See Appendix B for details on construction of variables and

survey msthodology.

ivides respondents with knowledge of at least four of the
£ive husbandry techniques surveyed frca those with lesser

knovledge.

CDivides Location 1 households from Locations 2 and 3

households.
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and location -- roughly equally inpo:tm:.s Note howvever that the
combined effact of hired and family labor is greater than aven
income. Given the limited explanatory power of the model as vhole,
ve can conclude that income levels and labor availability aze
notably more important in determining levels of household
agricultural investment than are knovledge, land area or locatiom.
The final and most important variable analyzed is total cash
crop income, vhich is the best measure of crop productivity
available. Clearly the differing income potential of different
crops makes this an inadequate aeasure of productivity. But given
farmers' propensity to shift production among their diversified
agricultural portfolio in response to current price, it dces
zeasure farmers' overall levels of wvell-being and agriculturzal
developaent reasonably well. Only those vith significant and
diversified past investment can shift production to crops currently
profitable and thus maximize income in any given year. Pinally,
keep in 2ind that these data are not an actual statistical picture
of crop production for 1985 vhen the survey vas conducted. Though
variation in the independent variables from year to year is
undoubtedly slight, crop income data vere for the most recent crop
year (running June 1984 to June 1985), while off-farm income, labor

availability, etc. vere measured at the time of the survey

SNote that the dummy variable for agricultural knovledge used
in this regression divides those who knew recoamended techniques
for at least four of the five subjects surveyed. Only vree
respondents vere in this category, representing an unusually
knovledgable ainority. And yet the importance of this knowledge in
explaining investament remained relatively slight.
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(November 1985). Thus, the statistical picture is only one of
likely status and overall relationships among the variables, not an
accurate portrayal of a given year.

Table 7:13 presents the results of these regressions.
Explained variance of this model is amuch higher than the others,
confirming the laportance of straddling in determining overall
sgricultuzral income. Location is a significant and strong factor
in deteramining crop income, as those in Location 1 are notably
digtinct froa others. More important than location, however, is
family and hired labor, especially when the affects of the tvo are
mentally combined (see the relevant beta veights in the first
regression). Surprisingly, with hired labor and location
controlled for, the relationship of non-agricultural %o
agricultural income is statistically insignificant snd extremely
veak. Howevar, given that I have argued that the most important
link between off-farm income and sgricultural production is via
hired labor, the sodel still provides significant confirmation of
straddling. Actual knovledge, at any level (any of the five dummy
vaziables) did not have a significant relationship with crop
income. The strongest relationship among the agricultural
knowledge variables is presented in the first regression, and is
both weak and insignificant.

The second regression in the table presents a revised model
including only those variables for which statistically significant
ulationshipn exise. Explained variance remains a strong 332 using



TABLE 7:13
Regression Results: Cash Crop Income per Capital

Pirst Regression

Dependent Variabie: Cash Crop Income per Capita
Adjusted B .- 0.331

Independent Beta Beta

Variables Estimate Veight T-statistic

Non-ag. Income/Capita 0..00S 0.019 0.36.

Hired Labor (Shs) 1.065 0.173 3.20

Ag. Rnowledge Dummy® -169.0 -0.094 -1.82"

Father's Educ.(Yrs) a.n 0.108 1.92

Panily Labor in Maize 109.0 0.468 8.78"

Hsld Land/Capita 16.11 0.051 0.99
(Aczes)

Location Dummy® 374.8 0.236 4.385*

Second Regression

Dependent Variable: Cash Crop Income per Capita
Adjusted B2 .. 0.330

Independent Beta Beta

Varisbles Estimate Veight T-gtatistic
Hired Labor (Shs) 1.110 0.181 3.u:
Father'a Rduc. (Yrs) 25.42 0.127 2.43 N
Panily Labor in Maize 109.0 0.470 8.91$
Location Dummy® 411.9 0.25% 5.015*

* significant at the 0.05 level.®See Appendixz B for Zutails on

construction of variables and survey
methodology.
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ivides respondents wvith knovledge of at least three of the five

husbandry techniques surveyed from those with lesser knowledge.

©pivides Location 1 households from Locations 2 and 3 households.
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only four independent variables, and the beta weights show labor
availability is clearly the amost important factor, followed by
location and father's education as a loose measure of agricultural
knovledge.

These regression analyses present a veak, albeit clear,
confirmation of the straddling model. Given the difficult}es of
collecting accurate data via a ‘one-shot® rural survey in Africa,
the zesults should not be taken lightly. Agricultural invescgent
was relatively strongly related to household income, vhile maize
husbandry and total crop income are zost strongly related to labor
availability. Significantly, knowvledge of proper agricultural
techniques proved to be much less important. Only the most
knovwledgable minority differed to a statistically significant,
albeit veak, degree from the entire saaple in its maize husbandry
practices; only a slightly larger and less knowledgable minority
differed froa the pack in their agricultural investment. No
aeasure of knovledge had a statistically significant crelationship
vith crop income. This lends support to the thesis developed
earlier for Bomwvands that knowledge of nev techniques, the current
focus of Kenya's NEP and overall agricultural development strategy,
is not the primary determinant of agricultural production or
incone. Indeed, the survey revesled, vi.l the obvious
aisinformation given the enumerators regarding maize planting
techniques, that kmowledge of the improved techniques is quite

videspread. Izproving income, however, seems to depend zore on
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labor availability (with agro-ecological environment controlled
for) than on knovledge. The overall picture is one of household
incoze (of vhich the major component is off-farm income) and labor
playing crucial rzoles influencing agricultural practices,

investzent and income, as straddling would suggest.

Qthex Evidence of Straddling in Risii

The survey of three locations shoved that the likely
indicators of straddling -- off-farm income and labor playing
crucial rzoles in determining income, cash crop adoption, and
improved husbandry -- are present in a population auch broader than
just Bomwanda. Thers remains the question of vhether this arguaent
can be expanded to all of Kisii and beyond. Earlier studies of the
district confirm the representativeness of the sample arssas in most
terms, but limit the apparent spread of straddling within the
district. They also show, hovever, that without straddling, the
income effects of the cash crop revolution are less than they are
often assuaed to be.

An extremely detailed aerial land survey conducted in late
1983 in Kisii provides the best information on, among other things,
the spread of cash crops, cattle and isproved housing (Lake Basin
Developzent Authority 1983). I wvish to analyze the latter because,
as discussed earlier, it i3 a key indicator of overall income.

Assuning an equal propensity to invest in housing, an ares with
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TABLE 7:14

(Hectares per Square Kilometer)

Modern Cash Grade
Location  Roofs® _ Crops _ Tea  Coffee  _ Cattle
Kisii District 112 7.18 3.81 1.49 13.0
Location 1 149 6.6 2.10 3.30 13.40
Loscations 2/3 136 2.0 0.1 1.30 4,79

a7{n or tile roofs per square kilometer.

more improved housing will have higher overall income levels. The
survey counted metal roofs, the first step in improving housing in
Renys.’

Table f:lb presents the data for Kisii as a vhole, Location 1
from my own survey and Locations 2 and 3 combined (the only vay in
wvhich the land survey reported them). Surprisingly, all three
locations in my survey are belov average in cash crops per ka2,
especially lov in tea per kan?, and only Location 1 is above average
in coffee cultivation. Fully 42.6% of the district's population

resided in locations vith heavier cash ¢rop adoption than that of

"The possible alternative to higher income as an explanation
of the presence of more metal roofs would be a local shortage of
thatching aaterial. The land survey, hovever, shows great
uniformity in thatching grass availability thoughout the district.
Given the nearly universal rsports, from Kenya and throughout
Africs, of the high propensity of rural Africans to build improved
housing when they obtain increased household income, the latter
seens the only likely explanatory factor for variation in numbers
of metal roofs per acre noted in the laud survey.
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Location 1, while Location 2 and 3 had the lowest rate of sdoption
in the entire discrict. It would appear that the locations are
unrepresentative in the sense of being *backvard* in the agrarian
revolution. The only exception to this is grade dairy cattle, in
vhich Locstion 1 is slightly above the district average, vhile the
poozer locations are far below it. Overall, the locations vere
quits representative in terms of improved cattle stock, 281 of che
district population rasiding in locations vith more dairy cattle
per kn? than Location 1 and 352 in areas vith fever than Locations
2/3.

In contrast to this initially *backwazd® image of the
locations I surveyed, note that they all had more ametal roofs per
kn? than the district average. Indeed, only one location in the
district had more metal roofs than Location 1. If the hypothesized
correlation betveen inproved housing and income is accurate (and it
is in my survey and many others from throughout the continent),
then all thzee locations would appear to be among the vealthiest in
the district, {n spite of their relatively limited adoption of cash
crops.

Several lessons can be drawn from this brief discussion.
Pirst, ve can conclude that it is possible, in contrast to the
stzaddling model, to have significant cash crop adoption without
current high levels of overall income. Tvelve locations (of 17)
had cash crop adoption levels well above that of Locations 2 and 3,

and yet also had fever improved houses per km? than did those
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locations- This means, firse, that either straddling is not the
predominant model of social reproduction in those aress, or their
off-fars income is not enough to invest in improved housing and can
only provide ainimally adequate inputs into household agriculture.
It also means, however, that the ‘agrarian cevolution® by itself is
not encugh to provide the incoms levels often asscciated with it.
Only via straddling can hounnhold reproduction levels increase
adequately to provide such amenities as improved housing. Thus,
these dats limit the extent and degree of straddling, though how
seversly is unclear. Clarifying this would requizre current income
and/or agricultural production data from the other locations of the
district. The data also re-affirm, however, the importance of the
model in explaining the overall wvealth levels seen in Kisii and
often attributed to the agrarian zevolutiom.

On the question of labor use, the survey and Bonwands seenm
more representative of the discrict than they are in terms of cash
czops or income. A labor use study conducted by the Kenyan
Ministry of Agriculture of a random sample of households from
throughout the district, using data collection techniques quite
different from mine, yielded results quite similar. The survey
shoved the average Gusii male farmer (not including those men who
provide no farm labor) worked just 3.6 hours per day in agriculture
and the average woman 3.2 hours. This is actually slightly greater
than my Bomvanda findings, but is taken from a sample of

development loan recipients who probably are °*better® farmers, with
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mozre labor to expend on the farm than the avetuge.a In any case,
the lov level of overall labor input in agriculture is clear. (The
survey did not collact dats on non-agricultural labor use.) The
average household was reported to have 1.82 adults available for
farm labor and overall about two-thirds of all such labor was
provided by women. Both of the figures ?onfizm oy Bomwanda
findings.

More important than overall labor input, however, as I argued
in Chapter 5§, is seasonal demand. The government survey found that
for maize and beans production, peak season labor demand was 752
yighn: than average demand for the lover-elevation agro-ecological
zone in vhich Bomwanda i3 situatad and nearly three times above
average demand {n the higher elevation zone {n vhich Location 1
from @y survey is located. Because only one season of maize
cultivation is possible per annum in the latter zone, overall maize
labor input is lower, but peak demands become even mores extreme
than in Boowanda. Similarly, peak demands were approximacely 802
higher than average for tea and over three times higher than
average for coffee. The survey concludes that peak seascn demand
is a crucial variable that must be considered in farm planning and
notes that the most effective vay farmers can overcome this key

constraint is chrough hiring labor. This confirms the trends

Sthe sanple wvas of 75 households taken from registared
reciplents of the Small Holder Credit Scheme, of which 2000 KRisii
families bave partaken. Generally, recipients of such loans tend
to be more educated, vealthler and presumably mors agriculturally
productive than the average smallholder.
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explained by the straddling model in Bomwanda. The centrality ot
labor in the agrarian regime, even in densely pépula:ed Kisii, is
clear; access to hired labor, cbtainable principslly from off-farm
income, is crucial. It would appear that the labor trends found in
Bomwanda aze confirmed by other available data.

No other research on Kisii has fully explored the connection
of off-farm income, agriculturs and gsocio-economic differentiation.
However, vhat evidence exists seems to suggest straddling {s common
in areas of the district not covered by my research. Moody (1976,
64-65) shows that off-farm income pravided 562 of Aveiagc total
incoae in a ssaple of households in Ritutu, a location of higher
elevation than Bomwanda and not covered by my survey. Por the same
area, Carlgsen (1980, 180-89) argued thst off-farm income increased
differentiation, and off-farm business opportunities represented
the principal focus of iavestment of surplus cash in the late
1970s. He also found (163-65) that hired labor was unquestionably
the most important and expensive purchased agricultural input.
Finally, Wilson in the early 1970s noted that in another area of
Kisii *(t]hose with the financial resources to purchase land
frequently have regular employment away from the family farm®
(Wilson, 1972, 134).

Straddling, as a process of social reproduction that provides
the non-agricultural income needed to overcome labor shortage, is
likely to exist in all of these areas. The only feasible
slternative is that pre-straddling communal labor groups continue

to operate elsevhere in the district and provide needed boosts in
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peak seascn input. Xongstad and Monsted, however, found that such
groups are used only slightly in their survey over a number of
locations throughout Vesteran Kenya, inéluding one location in Risii
a0t included in either my survey or South Wanjare, whers 3camwanda
1ies.9 Given the general psucity of such groups in all areas
surveyed, it is safe to assume they are of minor consequencs,
leaving off-farm income and straddling as keys to agrarian success
in s ouch wider arss. The areas of Kisii with extensive cash crop
adoption but apparent lov levels of income (based on lov levels of
laproved housing) aay vell be testigonies to this connection. They
either do not straddle at all, or do so on average at a relatively
lov level, allowing for cash crop adoption and maintenance, but not
significant inprovements in overall household income and
reproduction levels. Further research in these areas is needsd to

resolve this issue fully.
Variations in Straddling in EKanya

In Chapter 3 I presented macro-level data indicating the
continuing connection between urban wage-earners and rural
households via remittances froa the former to the latter. This
suggests straddling is a quite common phencmenon. However,

households active in both sectors are not necessarily straddling

cecesvascsecwsacscncnsevacconaw

91n addition, @y survey found very slight use of communal
labor groups, especially the amasaga best designed to seet unusual

pesk demands throughout the three locations. See alsoc Kongstad and
 Monsted (1980, 56-38).
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bouseholds. To be defined as straddling, households must be using
their urban income to invest in education and agriculture,
principally via improving labor productivity and hiring additional
land and labor. A reviev of recent resesrch from various
agricultural districts of Kenya revesals both the bresdth of vhat
appears to be straddling, and the variations wvithin the model.
Presumably the aress of greatest similarity to Kisii are the

districts of Central Proviace, the Kikuyu heartland in vhich the
Mau Mau arose and for vhich the Swynnerton Plan was initially
designed. Today, Central Pravince is widely acknovwledged to be the
heart of the agrarian revolution and the most successful and A
poverful region of the country. Cowen (1976, 7) has shown that
initial cash crop adoption in Murang's District (Central Province)
vas financed by off-farm wages vell before the develcment of the
Swynnerton Plan. Indeed, he argues that the latter and subsequent
international involvement limited vhat could have been a more rapid
development of capitalist production processes and land trangfer to
the vealthier and more productive. That off-farm income remains
crucial is clear from the Integrated Rural Survey (IRS) conducted
in 1975, shoving that for Central Province as a whole, non-
agricultural income represented approxisately half of all household
income, this figure being slightly higher for tea growing areas
than for (lower elevation) coffee areas (Geist 1981, 191).

V Njonjo (1977, 375-76), using datas collected by G. Lamb and by
Coven, shows that 452 of all coffee income in Murang'a is gained by

one-thizd of one percent of Murang'a smallholders, suggesting a
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high degree of socio-economic differentiation. Hired labor in the
same district, along with others immediately adjacent to it,
represents a8 larger share of total labor input than anywhere else
in Renya, indicating vhat appears to be & relatively advanced
process of socio-economic differentiation arising from straddling
(Gwyer 1972). In neighboring Nyeri, Wilson found in the early
1970s that 102 of all land had been transfered via the market at
prices beyond the reach of anyone without significant off-farm
iﬁccma (Wilson 1972). Another survey showed chat 372 of all land
in Central Province was owned by the wealthiest 1I of the
population (Moody 1976, 54). Njonjo notes that as early as 1960 in
Kiagbu, the immediate hinterland of Nairobi, the smallest 4% of
land holdings had been abandoned by their owners -- left in the
hands of relatives to use -- as they vers inadequate for any viable
agricultuzal production (Njonjo 1977, 334).

Comparing these areas with Kisii provides some interesting
{nsights. The IRS data were grouped not according to District, but
according to agro-ecological zone. Overall, IRS shoved that the
value of Central Province coffee regions’ agricultural production
vas 102 higher than that of the agro-economic zone in which Kisii's
coffee growers lie, vhile the difference in tea groving areas vas
as much as 502 in favor of Central Province. They also show that
production was conceatrated on the main cash crops -- coffee and

tea -- in Central Province to a greatar degree than in Risii.l0

evonea

10pata in Geist (1981, 168). The data are divided into *Tea
- Bast of Rife,® “Coffee - East of Rift,* *Tes - Vest of Rift® and
*Coffee - Wast of Rift.* °Bast of Rife* represents Cantral
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Similarly, Central Province incomes, in both coffee and tea growing
regions, were significantly higher than those of the agro-
ecological zones in vhich Kisii lies (Geist 1981, 195). Gwyer
(1972), analyzing labor use data for 1971.72, shows that Kisii
farmers used very little hired labor coumpared to those in Central
Province and neighboring districts. Overall, however, EKisii
farmers used more total labor on food crops and tea, though less on
coffee, than their counterparts in Central Kenya.

This greater output, greatsr use of hired labor, but lower
overall labor input in Central Province could be explained by
several factors. As noted above, socioc-economic differentiation in
Central Province appears well advanced and, based on land market
and use of hirzed labor in agriculture, may be greater than in
Kisii. However, the IRS data indicate grester income equality in
Central Province areas than in the agro-ecological zones in which
Kisii is situsted. The latter zones include districts other than
Kisii, so accurate comparison is not possible. The appareat
greater equality of Central Province compared to areas weat of the
Rift Valley, hovever, must be explained. The most likely ansver
lies in the combination of very favorable agricultural environment
and proximity to the Naizobi labor and produce markets. Central

Province farmers, especially those of Kiambu, are undoubtedly vell-

Province and neighboring Eabu and Meru Districts, while Vest of
Rife cepresents Risii (coffee and tea), Kericho (tea), and Nandi
(tea) Districts. Unfortunately, data wers not published on a
district by district basis, so these represent the best astimates
of the differences between Kisii and Central Province.
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advanced straddlers. A higher percentage of them have been
successful at straddling than in Risii because of the small amount
of land needed for successful intensive cultivation and, more
{importantly, their early and constant access to the Nairobi labor
sarket. Following the straddling model, this would result in
greater use of hired labor, as successful straddlers hize the labor
of the less successful, vhether other Kikuyu or migrants from
alsevhere in Kenya.

Second, Gwyer shows that the cultivation of hybrid maize is
greater in Kisii than in the more ‘*advanced' Central Brovince. As
noted abave, overall agricultural production is more concentrated
on cash crops in Central Province than in Kisii. Overall, Risii
farmers appear to be diversifying production to a grester extent
than those in Central Province. Hybrid msize production draws
labor away froa the higher-value cash crops in Risii, thus lovering
overall agricultural income reiative to Central Provinca.
Straddling and access to Nairobi appears to have produced
relatively vealthy Kikuyu farmers hiring large amounts of labor and
being secure encugh to diversify less severely than similar Gusii
farners. The formers' ability to specialize (relatively) is
undoubtedly due to their greater ability to hire labor, and to
their continued access to Nairobi, providing the essential off-fam
income at levels that are undoubtedly above those obtainable by the
sverage Gusii zan. 7These more favorable environmental factors and
further development of straddling probably mean that fewer
households in Central Province sust follow the high-labor-
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intensive, low-returns-to-~labor option of the poorest households in
Bomwanda (see Chapter 6). In Central Province, the pcorest have
most likely acved their labor further into off-farm positioas, for
which Nairobl provides much greater opportunities than are open to
many in Kisdii.

An interesting final comparison in central Kenya is Embu
District. Haugerud (1988, 168-69) describes the district in terms
virtually equal to my conclusions from Kisii, including the role of
off-farm income, socio-economic differantiation, crop
diversification, snd eventusl class formation. Eighty-£five to
ninety percent of households in her survey had some source of non-
agricultural income. As in Kisii, the one gquarter of all
households vith a regular, salaried employee were in the best
position, the average salary being five times the income generated
by the typical 350-tree coffee stand. Guyer's data show that
aslthough Embu farmers cultivate very little hybrid maize, their
focus on overall grain production i3 greater than in Central
Province. Embu's use of hized labor on coffee is close to that of
neighboring Central Province, but hired labor for other crops is
extremely lov (in contrast to Central Province, in which hired
labor‘'s share of total labor input is uniforaly high) and quite
similar to Kisii., Embu, at a lower elevation and slightly less
accessible to Nairobi than most of Central Provinca, appesrs to
vesemble Kisii. Overall labor input is significantly greater than
in Centrsl Province (though not quite as high as Kisii), vhile

hired labor is not as important. Further investigation would be



352

needed, but it appears that Embu may be in a stage of straddling
very similar to that of Kisil.

A significantly different situation is found in Nandi and
Kericho Districts, both participants in the agrarian revolution and
straddling, but vith further local variations. Both produce tea
and surplus maize, have much lower overall labor input than Kisid,
and hired labor at a rate approximately halfway in between the low
level of Risii and high level of Central Province (Gwyer 1972). A
key to understanding the distinction of these districts is their
much greater land abundance. Kosgel (1981, 113-22) found that tea
adoption in Kericho was zore heavily dependent on hired labor at an
earlier time than any cash crop i{n Kisii. The role of off-farm
income in providing this initial labor (crucial for tea, in that
the crop does not produce profitably for several years after
planting), hovever, wvas not universal. While she does aot provide
any systematic evidence, miscellanecus oral histories showed
significant numbers of esrly sdopters using off-farm income, while
others vere sble to hire labor by selling suzplus cattle or maize.
The latter had unusually larzge un:ia. much larger than virtually
all in Kisii, and could thus generate greater agricultural surplus.
Oboler (1985, 160) reports that initisl commercial maize production
increased greatly in Nandi at the end of Vorld War II with the
investzent of returning men's severence pay, An example of early
straddling, even in a land-abundant area. Part of the explanation
for land sbundance in Nandi vas the twventy-five percent of the

entire population that became squatters on the neighboring *White
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Highlands® land (Oboler 1985, 157-58). HNandi and Ripsigis, the
residents of Kericho, wers vell-represented among squatters and in
the post-Independence transfer of settler land to Africams. This,
along with pre-colonial land abundance, have had s significant
impact on the effects of straddling.

Relative land sbundance combined with tea production have
given these two districts unusually high household incomes v;.th
relatively fev of the negative side effscts of advanced straddling.
Straddling, however, dces appear to be occurring. Undoubtedly due
to higher soil fertility, and to their having only one maize season
per year, Kericho and Nandi farmers expend less labor on their
farms than do Gusii farmers, vhile receiving higher agricultural
incomes. Data collected at spproximately the same time by Carlsen
in Kisii (1980) and Oboler (1985) in Nandi reveal the latter had
agricultural incomes over three times the former. As noted above,
Nandi and Rericho farmers use hired labor much more heavily than do
Gusii farmers. Oboler (198S, 219) reports that in Nandi this labor
is often provided by tenants from other ethnic groups. Nandi give
tenants rights to cultivats some of their excess land in exchange
for labor on the landlord's crops, especially tea. This labor is
also usually paid a small cash vage. She reports that significant
socio-economic differeniation is occurring in Nandi and the poorer
households are unable to hire laborers or maintain tenants, leaving
then with lomger working hours, lower incomes and lower
productivity than their weslthier neighbors. Men in poorer

houssholds actually spend more time in off-farm wage labor or
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business than do wealthier men. The latter, from land abundance,
are able to avoid heavy wage labor.

However, straddling is still present. Non-agricultural wage
enployment or business is the principal use of men's labor tige,
and sons' education is gseen as an important investment; the
pressure of the end of land abundance is beginning to be falt,
which will presumably increase male wage labor activities and
further differentiation as the land zich are better able to place
their sons in off-farm employment. Oboler (198S, 229) concludes
that differentiation is increasing, resulting in land sales and
probably eventual class formation. While she does not discuss the
exﬁcn: to which this is directly tied to off-farm income, the
process appears essentially the same as in Kisii. In Rericho,
Buch-Hangsen and Kieler (1983, 32) report s similar process of
differentiation and land sales, in vhich the vealthy have hired
labor, purchased additional land, and invest in off-farm
businesses, while the poorer increasingly sell land and labor.
Clearly, the relative land abundance of Nandi and Kericho ruduces
the current role of off-farm income, but the trends suggest the
eventual emergence of & pattern similar to Kisii.

Azeas of less fortunate agro-ecological sake-up and/or access
to off-farm income remsin to be investigated. Exaaining the low
income, low agricultural productivity Cosst Province, Geist (1981,
§0) argues that: .v

*The succesaful smallholdings involve all three income

sources (focd crops, cash crops, and off-farm
activities). Central (Province] smallholders are doing
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the same things as coastal smallholders but much more

successfully...(A] central contributing factor (is] the

nature of the relationship of the peasant household to

the non-agrarian sectors of the economy. Viable

smallholider agricultuze seems increasingly dependent on

off-farm income of a regular sort.’
She found that involvement in vage labor long-precedsd investment
in cash crops and continues to define income lavels within Coast
Province and between the cosst and wealthier regions such as
Central Province. Migrant men heavily support Coastal families on
the land, providing principally subsistence, vhile only those with
the highest off-farm incomes a;n able to invest in cash crop
pioduc:ion. The latter are the regions' ‘progressive’ farmers and,
she notes, are better able o obtain and utilize davelopment
resources than are their poorer neighbors (Geist 1981, 166,580).

Hunt (1984, 168-79) found similsr, though slightly less
extreme, conditions in semi.arid Meru. As in the other areas, she
ceports differentiation based on access to off-farm income, notes
that the sverage regular salary is vorth five times the income of a
typical coffee field, and found that 85-902 of all households have
some type of off-farm income. She also describes farmers'
inability to zespond Qo asize husbandry recommendations that
appears identical to that found in Risii, labor shortage being the
crucial variable. In both these areas, straddling seems to exist
and be sccompanied by the familiar socio-economic differentiation
and limited policy response. The lower agro-ecological environment
and, pechaps, less politicul integration into the colonial state
(especially on the Coast) have meant that the wealth accompanying
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aearly straddling in Risii and elsewvhere was extremely limited and
overall levels of poverty significantly higher.

The £inal situation in rural Kenya we must sxplore ars those
areas combining high population density and a low.potential agro-
ecological environment. Hers, houssholds engage in both
sgricultugze and non-agricultural activities, but the latter are
even mors important than they are in any of the previous areas
exanined. This producss more extreme soclo-economic
differentiation, based overwhelaingly on off-farm income. Hovever,
most households in such areas do not technically straddle as I have
defined it. Agriculture is of such lov potential that it serves as
& partisl support for basic subsisztence and little more.
Households do not invest in improving agriculture, and appesar to
seek ultimately to leave agriculture entirzely.

Most similar to Kisii {s Kakamega District in Western
Province, nearly as densely populated, and long known as a source
of migrant labor. Patterson (1980, 17-18) shows that cash crop
production is extremely limited dues to small land size and
envircnmental limitations, the average household satisfying only
one-third of s fasily's staple food needs. This results in men's
off-farm income being overvhelning important. Indeed, over 902 of’
households have some type of off-farm income. Education, he
suggests, has for some time been dependent on a father's or
brother's steady, off-farm income; secondary education seams to be
particularly heavily dependent on relatively high and constant off-

farm income (Patterson 1981, 18-19). Differentiation in the form



357

of land sales is relatively slight in the community and land
borrowing at no charge is frequent. This anomolous situacion,
however, is explained by the significant (152 of all originally
resident households) complete ocuc-migration. Because Rakamega land
is of relatively low productive potential and parcels are so small,
sen vith the ability and desire have invested in land slsevhers,
principally in the Settlement Schemes of the 1960s, and left their
parcels at home for use by neighbors or relatives. By the late
1970s, houvi:. land in the Settlement Schemes had become
prohibitively expensive for all except the most highly paid civil
servants or businessmen (Pattsrson 1980, 10-13).

A sinilar situation is found in Kisumuy, vhere 912 of cash
income derives froam non-agricultural sources, while the average
household can provide only half of its staple consumption. An
entire season's cotton production (the most significant cash crop
with the exception of a sugarcane devslopment scheme) is often
worth little more than one month's average off-farm wvage (Moody
1976, 25,87-71). 1In sum, these areas display an extreme form of
dependence on off-farm income: °*Peopls...see their economic vell-
being tiaed to income derived not from their land but rather from
exployment or ulf-wploymnt. It is a reality vhich receives near
univeral acknowledgement among village households® (Patterson 1981,
6). Agriculture is of such low potential that household goals
appear to be pure abandonment of the land if non-agricultural

income scurces srs secure and udequau.u Unfortunately, no

llrnterestingly, while living in Risii I was frequently told
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economic histories of these areas exist. They have long been
sources of migrant labor. At scme point, prasumably, some type of
low-income straddling vas more f£sssible and vas pursued. While
further investigation would be required, it is entizsly possible
that these areas have moved beyond straddling emtirely, with
relatively fev farmers emerging as successful rural capitalists
because of extreme environmental limits. Today, such azeas

reprasant & vorst-case scenario of the eventusl outcome of

stzaddl ing.
Conclusion

This review of survey data in Kisii and case studies from
throughout Keayas shows the significant variation within straddling.
However, it also shovs the common Qlemunt in most areas. As Geist
(1981, 18) notes in comparing the impoverished coast vith wealchy
Central Province: "The penetration of market forces and the
disruption of subsistence modes have been equally as marked in the
coast as in central rural Kenya, but the outcome has beean much less
fortuitous.® This market integration has produced the social

reproduction model I have termed straddling. In much of Central

swecnccs cwae

that the Luo, the residents of Kisumu and neighboring districts of
low sgricultural protential and extreme out-migration, are very
different from the Gusii. The former prefer tc take their wives
vith chem vhen moving to the city if at all possible, vhich Gusii
aen generally consider quites objectionable and irresponsible. This
‘cultural® differance i{n local parlance appesrs to have clear
economic roots -- reflecting the diffarence between the Gusii's
straddling and the Luo's inability to do so.
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Province and gome of the higher elevation arzeas of Kisii,
straddling has produced relatively vealthy households, whose wealth
is based on superb access to the Nairobi labor market and/or an
extremely favorable environment. Thaese households eaploy wage
labor and achieve agricultural productivity levels surpassed by
nons in Kenya. Vhether this has produced more extreme socio-
economic differentiation remains unclear. Survey data based on
income would suggest it has not, vhile land purchases suggest it
has. PFurther resesrch is clcn:lf aeeded to understand the
implications of straddling in such areas.

Areas of land abundance also appear to fair vell under
straddling. BHowever, even in these, gsccio-econocaic differentiation
and land sales appear to be emerging as the land sbundant era
inevitably ends.l? They may soon resemble szeas such as Bomwands
or Haugerud's reseazch site in Embu, in which initial weslth
generation via straddling has given way to increasing socio-
economic differentiation and probably agricultural stagnation, as
the transition to nev models of social reproduction prograsses. In
areas of even lower agricultural potential, the negative effects of
straddling seem clearer, with differential income and differential
ability to respond to policy greater, even at lower regional income
levels. Pinally, in those areas of EKenya combining high population

density and low productivity most households have lost the ability

L2tnis inevitabilicy, as I discussed in Chapter S, is a
product of straddling, as households benefit from increasing the
aumber of children they have, even more true in a land abundant
situation than it was in Kisii.
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to straddle eatirely, and che shift to a more purely 'vofking class
with patches of gardens® (Njomjo 1977, 357) social reproduction
process seems nearly complete.

This chapter has shown, then, both the breadth of and the
variation in straddling in Kenya. Local agro-ecological
environment, proximity to labor and produce markets, and initial
land sbundance obviously amattsr to the immediate effects and
development of straddling. In the long term, hovever, it appears
that in onl} the most blessed pockéta can straddling perhaps be
maintained as s social reproduction model. More common appears to
be the frequent rsports by resesrchers of budding class formatiocn
via land salss that, I suggest, will produce a transition from
straddling to & new social rsproduction process. This trip around
Kenya, I hope, has shown che utility of the straddling model. The
€inal chapter will attempt to defend and tentatively demonstrate
the utility of the broader focus on sccial reproduction for

explaining variation in peasant market integration and policy

vesponse.



CHAPTER 8

Conclugion

Having developed the social reproduction framework and used
it to analyze and explain development patterns and contradictions
in Bomwanda, Kisii, and Kenys, I auat nov summarize the utility of
the framevork and tentatively suggest its applicability in a wider
context. This chapter will defend the utility and importance of
the social reproduction framework for explaining the phenomena we
have examined in Risii, discuss the broad policy-related
conclusions that come from this analysis, demonstrate the
theoretical importance of the framework vithin the broader
political econonic debate on zural Africa, and tentatively attempt
to apply the approach to other situations on the continent.

I have argued that focussing analysis on processes of social
reproduction ss conceptualized at the outset of this thesis is
useful for a number of aspects of the African agrarian debate. The
framevork i3 centered on the clear identification and analysis of
distinct patterns of intra-household resource flow. This provides
2 model of househcld and individual behavior that {s neither so
broad and abstract as to be of little practical utility nor so
narrov and precise as to demy all possibilities of comparative
analysis and theory building. Examining social resproduction
requires the analyst to include the effects of the larger political

36l
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econocmy on the rural hougsehold, but not to agsume those affects
will be uniform. It allows for variation in peasant cesponses to
narket intsgration; yet by concentrating on cesource flows that are
essential to s rather broad range of households, it provides the
possibility of delineating videly applicable models of social
reproduction that will facilitate comparative analysis. Finally,
concsptualizing social reproduction as s historical process, rather
than a static "snap-shot’ of the rural political economy, provides
an understanding of the dynamics intermal to household reproduction
if the external environment is left unchanged.

As ve have seen in Kisii, the framevork provides an analysis
of household response to palicy and market signals, and an
assessment of development potential. Indeed, I suggest the
franevork gives s more completes analysis of sgricultural productiom
and potential than do narrover analyses of agriculture slone. The
social rsproduction approach places agriculture within household
reproduction in the same vay that household members themselves do.
In Kisii, there are a number of examples of howv this can aid
development policy analysis. Historically, straddling describes
hov the agrarian revolution developed so quickly, largely sealf.
financed by peasants, and vhere the limits of this expansion are.
Market integration, as has been the case elsavhere in Africa,
introduced rural households to market insecurities. Straddling in
particular left women in positioms of rather extreme insecurity.
This, combined with straddling's emphasis on education and off-farm

income (which the agrarian revolution cash crops never overcame),
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limited the degree to vhich Kenyan peasants wveres willing to become
specialized commodity producers.

The result is the rather counter-intuitive discovery that in
the most densely populated district in Kenya, labor is the most
severs constraint on increasing agricultural productivity. The
absolute amount of potential labor powver is clearly not inadequate,
but seasonal agricultural demands under the resource diffusion
characteristic of straddling leave women in particular with little
labor available to respond to market or policy changes. Men could
provide additicnal labor to agriculture, and undoubtedly vould to
soue degree if returns vere higher. But the necessity of off-farm
income in straddling means all aen will continue to expend time and
resources trying to obtain off-farm employment or business
opportunities. Greater returns to agriculture could modify this
behavior, but the probable amagnitude of any changes in agricultural
profit would not be adequate to alter the general pattern
fundazentally.

Perhaps more important than the immediate constraints is the
analysis of an ongoing process that straddling reveals. The
internal dynamic of the amcdel creates significant socio-econcaic
differentistion that appears to be entering a phase in which it
will become basic class formation: the key resources of land and
labor are shifting from those vho have not succeeded at straddling
to those who have. Clearly, this varies from area to area within
Kisii end differs for other districts in Kenya, but the logic of

the process temains the same. Hunt (1984) has shown the degree of
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landlessness to date in rural Kenya. The question is vhether the
process will continue or has stabilized; the answer requires an
understanding of the process underway. Straddling suggests it is
wvill proceed in almost all sreas of the country, though with
varying rapidity and degrees of sevatity.‘

As this occurs, the ability of households to respond to a
given policy, aimed at all rural households, will incrsasingly
diverge. The developing landed class will have the resources to
increase production in response to improved tachnology, knowledge
or narket conditions. The increasing numbers of effectively
landless vho also sell their labor power to their wealthier
n;ighbott will not be able to mobilize any significant resources in
agriculture, no matter hov favorable the environment. Long-term
agricultural productivity depends on the nature of the raproduction
process the landed are able to adopt. To the extent they have the
incentives, resources, and security to invest in increasing
agricultural productivity individually, long-term development
prospects in Kenys may not appear as bleak as some, such as Hunt,
have suggestsd. However, the ability of this landed class to
absorb continuously groving numbers of laborers is cpen to
question. The latter may well represent the ultimate developmsut
challenge to Kenys, as rural households transcend straddling.

WYhere does this leave Kenyan policy options? This thesis has
not been a detailed examination of Keayan policy and cannot provide
a blueprint for the future. Howvever, broad guidelines for policy

can be suggested from the analysis strzddling has provided.
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Focussing on resources as the chief constraint on Kenyan
smallholder production does not imply that a resource-based policy
is Kenya's best option. Such a policy would inevitably involves
some type of credit program, the results of which have been showmn
to be oarginal at best throughout Africa. Raikes (1988) is only
one of the more recent authors to demonstrate the myriad ways in
vhich African smallbolders °misuse* (i.e., do not use as creditors
request) development loans. His research in Risii shows, in fact,
the effects of straddling on Kenyan credit programs. sé:nddling
households used credit, as they do any monetary income, within the
cqnf:!.nu and logic of the straddling process; aducation, land
purchase, and housing received priority over specific agricultural
uses for vhich the credit was esrmarked. As long as straddling
tesains the dominant process of social reproduction, agriculture
will not be given priority, and sny monies from development loans
will be used to achieve success wvithin the straddling framework.
My analysis suggests a differsnt kind of *resource-based®
policy would be more beneficial. The resouzce that is the single
most important constraint on agricultural production i{s labor.
Men's labor, at least at the margin, can presumably be induced back
onto the farm by increased producar prices; women's labor, hovwever,
is not in surplus and cannot be increased noticably regardless of
prices. A nev resource-based policy effort could focus on freeing
women's labor. Especially combined with higher producer prices,
this would undoubtedly increase agricultural production. Women

have fewer non-agricultural alternatives than men and are therefore
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more likely to expend any added labor time available to them in
agriculture. Therefore, an important ‘agricultural® development
policy would include improved health care, especially preventative,
to lover women's time lost to illness and pregnancy, or technology
that saved wocamen time in gathering firewocod, cooking, and/cr
fetching water. Ioprovements in any of these areas wvould free
vomen's labor for agriculture. Combined with higher producer
prices, the effects would be more significant for most houssholds
than any directly agricultural development efforts, especially in
the short term.

In essence, straddling suggests that st least certain aspects
of the Basic Humans Needs approach, vhen dirscted specifically at
women in Kenya, could have clear short-term benefits for
agricultural producticn. These aay not, however, show up directly
in incrsased msrketed production, unless accompanied by higher
market prices. The now familiar argument that low prices are a (if
not the) principal constraint on agricultural development in Africa
is clearly of relevance here. Though Kenya is far from the worst
offender on the continent in these terms, any increases in producer
prices would undoubtedly induce scme labor -- mainly men's -- back
into agriculture. Hovever, increased prices alome would not
fundamentally alter straddling or the trends it is curcently
producing. Smallholder ucu:i:y is the last area that should be of
immediate policy attention.

The insecurity of market involvement and rainfed agriculture

is one of the chief causes of the resource diffusion found under
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stzaddling. To counter this diffusion and thereby increase
productivity would require greatly enhancing the security of
agricultural commodity production in Kenya. While the history of
state-organized marketing boards, allegedly designed to minimize
producer price fluctuations, is checkered at best, some type of
extra-aarket protection of the farmer would be required to induce
specialization and increased productivity. Unless the natural
market (domestic and/or international) for a particular crop is
strong enough to support significancly higher prices and allow the
financing of some type of control of producer price fluctuations,
this option would probably prove prohibitively expensive from the
state's viewpoint.

Increasing prices, sscurity and women's labor availability
are only shozrt to medius-term solutions. They represent stopgap
seasures that will preserve s maximum percentage of the population
in smallholder agriculture until other employment opportunities are
strengthened. In the longer term, straddling households are
inherently unstable production units. They will increasingly be
" differentisted into a landed farming minority and an effectively
landless majority that will have little or no agricultural
development potential. The process is vell underwvay, though varies
from area to area sround the country. Hunt's (1984) solution of
massive land transfer from the large-scale African bourgeoisie to
the landless would also provide only temporary relief, in additionm
to being politically unfeasible. Without policy changes to enhance
radically the security of agriculture and the availability of
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vomen's labor on the farm, land reform would simply create sore
straddling households. Given the history that the new land
beneficiaries have lived through elsevhere in Kenya, it would be
likely that the process of differentiation and declining
productivity of the majority would occur faster than it has
alsewhere., (Also, the land available for any such transfer would
be of the lovest usable quality in the country and would therefore
lead, as in Kisumu or Coast Prvince, to rapid shifes out of
agriculture.)

This leaves ouly one feasible long-term policy alternative:
shifting focus away from smallholder agriculture, as currently
defined, as the center of development efforts. That i3, the
incipient class divisions in Kisii, if further developed and
generslized to the rest of Renys, may vell have to be accepted to
increase long-tern development. The new landed class will, in many
areas such as Kisii, remsin *smallholders® and may wvell eventually
improve productivity levels of smallholder agriculture. However,
the sector as s whole will support far fewer households as
‘peasant’ producers. This will force Kenyan development policy to
turn to the dilemma of employing those who are no longer viable
smaallholders. Agricultursl policy under this scenario should
explicitly focus on those who have the resources to respond
favorably, attespting to insure them adequate returns nnd security
to sncourage investment in further sroductivity improvements. 1In
fact, these are the households vho have benefitted most from Kenyan

poelicy in any case (Geist 198l1). For the rest - the vast majority
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-- non-agricultural employment opportunities will be needed.
Pinding such activities, either in a growving rural, non-
agriculturzal sector or in the urban areas, vill be far from easy,
and is beyond the purviev of this thesis. The straddling acdel and
dynasic within it, {f accurate and as widespread as they appear,
vill necessitate such an effore.

Thus, the sf.ilddling model of social reproduction lLeaves
Kenyan policy vith & two-pronged challeange. In the short term,
improving prices snd security against market fluctuatioms (which
vill be economical only if world prices over the long term can
support the effort), and increasing voaen's available labor through
inprovements in health cars and household-level technology, will
saxinize the number of people who can continue to be supported by
the smallholder sector. For the majority, this will providé only
teaporary relief from the long-term effects of straddling. Non-
sgricultural employment generation, vhether urban or rural, will
inevitably bacome Kenya's principal policy pre-occupation. The
degree of severity of the problem will vary widely from one
district to the next, based on sgro-ecological potential and access
to agricultural commodity markets. Only the most favored areas,
containing a small percentage of Kenya's total population, will be
sble to avcid the long-term probles.

In & broader contaxt, the social reproduction framework
employed herein can provide significant assistance to answering
some of the unresolved questions in the theoretical debate on rural

African political economy. All three of the frameworks delineated
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in Chapter 2 assume or assert certain propositions regarding
household reproduction. The current comsensus in the
developmentalist paradigm, represented by World Bank positions over
the lagt five to ten years (World Bank 1981,1983), argues that a
liberalized economy with free-floating market prices will allow
maximum development and benefit the bulk of the African pesasantry.
This assumes that smsllholder households can and vill be viable
agricultural producers, supporting approximatsly their current
share of the population, if prices, markets and other government
policies are corrected., As wve have seen vith the straddling model,
this assupption may well be incorrsct for sany African
ssallholders. Despite proper pricing and marketing policy,
straddling ceveals that most Kenyan smallholders will not remain
viable commodity producers and have little long-term development
potentiasl. Examining social reproduction processes throughout the
continent is an nun:iall pre-requisite to assessing the accuracy
of the assumptions made in the developmentalist argument and
therefore the utility of their policy recommendations.

Scholars working in the loose underdevelopment paradigm and
carrying on the °peasant debate® also assume or assert a vide
variety of possible reproduction models. While a complete review
of these is impossible here, suffice it to note the importance of
social reproduction to the debate. Though some of these scholars
do empirically delineate clear processes of reproduction, they too
often argue for their generalizability throughout the continent.

Furthermore, for the all-important question of class formation, an
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explicit examination of social reproduction is essential. Defining
class under the common rubric of relationship to the means of
production, trangitions from peasants to rural capitalists or
proletarians can only be fully understood by examining social
veproduction. This process -- houssholds using resources they
control to survive and improve their standard of living --.Ls at
the heart of the definition of the peasantry and must be analyzed
before proclaiming any rural smallholders as having shifted from
peasant status to any other. The straddling model demonstrates
that African smallholders are often neither fully peasant nor
proletarian., Defining exactly what they are, and therefore how
they behave and react to market and policy signals, seems to
tequire the social reproduction framework.

Pinally, the structuralist Marxist school, both its modes of
production and simple commodity production components, also
requires a focus on social reproduction to resolve ranliﬁing
disputes. Most Africanists have come to the conclusion that the
MOP franework is of extremely limited utility, yet the phenomena it
attempted to deal with -- households that appear neither truly pre-
capitalist nor fully capitalist -- are apparent to all. The social
reproduction framevork allows an analysis of such households
dizrectly, laying the foundation for broader theorizing that is
based on clear empirical referents tather than excessively abstract
deductive models incapable of operationalization.

Perhaps more important for future reseazch is the simple

commodity production (SCP) framework, which I suggested in Chapter
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2 is the most sophisticated and empirically useful approach
developed to date. Friedmann's (1980) pure @odel of SCP vs.
peasant houssholds is of little empirically utility in Africa, in
that many (probably most) African honuho;ds seen to fall betveen
these two theoretical polls. She suggests the commoditization that
sccompanies the complete dissolution of communal mechanisams of
rasource sccess will incrsase competition among the newly
individualized households, thus increasing productivicy, and
forcing a transition to the pure, specialized commodity producers
of the SCP paradigm. My focus on the actual processes of social
reproduction, hovever, has shown that commoditization and
dissolution of communal institutions does not necessarily lead to
specialization and continuously increasing productivity.
Bimuoin'e (1977,1979) application of the SCP apprecach to
Africa is of much greater utility, but remains at a premature level
of universality. My less rigid social reproduction framework
aslloved me to shov that under straddling initial market integration
improved productivity and incomes, in contrast to Bernstein's
*simple reproduction squeeze® model. His hypothesized self-
exploitation of rursl households in the face of declining terms of
trade may or may not occur. Under straddling, a significant
slternative has been non-agricultural activity, some of which is
better cemunerated today than agricultural labor was earlier in the
century, vhen household estates wvere larger and soil more fectile.
The reaction of households toc market integration is more complex

than Bernstein's model allows for, involving as it does conscious



373

models of vsocial reproduction that are reactions to particular
envizonments.

Alternatives to self-exploitation on the farm may exist, as
they have in Kenya, and this can radically alter both the immediate
standard of living of the rural poor and the process of social
cransformation that market integration initistes. Bermstein's
model leads the SCP household to indebtedness and produces the
familiar tripartite ‘rich, middle, poor® differemtiatiom schema.
The social reproduction framework applied to Kisii has shown that
land sales and off-farm income are two of a number of possible
alternatives to indebtedness. It also suggests that .
differentiation is at once more cogplex and quite possibly more
far-reaching than Bernstein's mocdel admits. This variation in
zural response to market integration and state policy is what the
socisl reproduction framework attempts to model, enabling the
analyst to captuce the essence of a complex reality vhile remaining
clear and concise enough to allov eventual comparative analysis.
vhile Bernstein's model is quite useiul, and undoubtedly applies in
a number of situationms, his assertion that it (s applicable to the
entire contineat without theoretically significant variation seems

difficult to support.



374

Social Reproduction Processes:

A Tentative Compazative Analysis

To show very tantatively and schematically the utility of the
framevork for broader application, this concluding section will
attempt to delineate other possible soclial reproduction models in
Africa. This effort is based on a selection of secondary sources,
among them some of the finest empirical research done in rural
Africa, using and re-interpreting these within the social
reproduction rubric. These models, which remain extremely
tentative and are outlined principally for heuristic purposes, are
drawn froa the Vest African cocoa belt, Gambisn rice and groundnut
- farmers, Hausa dryland farmers, and Malian grain producers.

The cocoa region stretching from Ivory Coast to Cameroon is
one of the more intensely studied areas of rural Africa. Several
major wvorks will be used to demonstrate that the roughly common
history of introduction and expansion of a popular (currently the
leading) African éxpo:t crop did not produce identical reactions
from the smallbolders involved and has not resulted in ideantical,
or even similar, processes of social reproduction to date. Sara
Berry's vork in Western Nigeria is perhaps the best available in
the secondary literature for re-interpretion in terms of social
reproduction. Once cocoa production was fully established, but
unutilised land remained available (thoughout the 1950s and 1960s
in many places), cocoa-growing households passed through three

digtinct models of social reproduction relatively rapidly. If
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successful, a household moved from being non-cocos growers to being
successful cocoa farmers with significant non-agricultural income,
to shifting out of cocos altogether.

In the initial stage, a young family would migrate from a
non-cocoa aresa to cocoa land and probably become tenant farmers on
unused land of an esrlier successful settler. Uhile the
inmigrant's new cocos trees vere maturing, the hugband would hire
himself out as an agricultural laborer on established farms
(probably the one on which he wvas a tenant), thus securing an
income for family survival and often credit for his newv cocoa
{nvestment. After his own farm vas mature, he would increasingly
shift his labor-time to his own farm. His wife at this point would
probably begin her own independent trading business. Eventually,
he would enter the second model, hiring labor and accepting tenants
himself, and using his profits to buy mcre cocoa land and educate
his sons (Berry 1975, $4-89).

In her earlier work, Berry concsptualized these farmers as
self-sufficient agrarian capitalists (1975, 3-11). She noted,
however, that successful cocos growers educated their sons, who
tended to leave cocoa cultivation for urban positions in the state
apparatus or private enterprise (1975, 193-95). The sons, her more
cecent vork suggests, shifted into the third model of reproduction.
The degree to which this third model -- moving most resources cut
of agriculture -- was a conscious goal of cocoa farmers in the
19508 and 1960s is unclca:; It would appear that it vas combined

vith the goal of continued cocos production, in that farmers
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invested in both nev cocoa land and education (1975, 116-17). Thus
something similsr to straddling, though not necessarily including
the invegtment flow of non-agricultural income into agriculture,
had emerged by the 1960s.

This second model -- the successful, independent smallholder
cocoa grower -- vas becoming increasingly difficult to pursue as
land became scarce (1975, 207-08)., It was radically altered by the
oil boom that hit Nigeria in the 1570s. The shift to an oil-based
economy and the rapid growth accompanying it, particularly in the
public sector, increased the relative value of education, off-farm
income and access to state employment. This produced a new model
of social reproduction; politics and trade replaced cccoa as
principal economic activities. Access to state resources, public
employment, and the oil-induced tertiary sector drev labor and
capital out of sgriculture.

This nev model of social reproduction focussed on maintaining
and anhancing one's position within kin-like social networks.
These veras used as the principal paths to trading opportunities and
state access. PFarmers, traders and professionals began investing
heavily in social goods such as large homes, schools, or small
development projects in their town of origin in order to enhance
their position in their own kin network (Berry 1985, 78.83 and
106). Traders intentionally kept the scale of their businesges
saall and productivity low because of the necessity to spend
vtlubl-o ntanagedent time cultivating custocmers and ianvestors via

kin-like mechanisas (1985, 137-65). Cocoa farms vere often drained
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9f resources as farmers shifted to trade, educated their children,
or used farming capital to make socisal investment in accozdance
vith the nev model of socisl reproduction. Diversification of
sccess to resources became an all-important goal, and production
became subsezvient to {t. Thisg, I suggest, represented a basic
shift in the conscious model of social reproduction pursued in
Western Nigeria. Vhile there vere familiar slements in both the
cocoa based and the recent kin-.network based models, priorities and
relations between various economic and political activities
shifted, and the place of agriculture fundamentally changed.

In other azeas of the cocoa belt, radically different
reproduction models vere developed. In Ghans, Bukh's vork (1980)
suggests a nodel of reproduction combining cocoa production and
migrant labor not unlike straddling. Early cocoa profits were used
to educate sons to move into highly paid off-farm employment
throughout the colonjal era. Since Independence, the overall
decline in the Ghanaian econoay, and of cocoa prices and production
in particular, have sent young men into migrant labor as an
alternative to low cocoa prices. Unfortunately, Bukh provides no
dats on resource flows within houssholds to show whether or not
',uigzlnt labor supports food production and/or cocoa as in
straddling. In any case, the model is significantly different from
any of those delineated by Berry for Vestern Nigeris.

Finally, Guyer (1984) depicts two further possibdle models in
the history of cocoa production in Camercen. Prior to World War I,

Beti chiefs managed to utilize the indigenous institutions of
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polygyny and male clientage to raise huge amounts of labor and
enter large-scale cocoa production, while those men not involved
entered nigrant labor to flee high colonial taxes. Higher cocoa
prices and stable taxes in the inter-war period, combined vith
changes in matrimony laws, resulted in dissolution of the chiefs'
huge estates and the adoption of cocoa as a smallholder crop. The
result by the 1970s wvere relatively undifferentiated smallholder
households that did indeed resemble the classic pessant household
model. Most households vere self-gufficient for basic subsistence
(even though Guyer suggests overall lavels of nutrition have
declined from earlier in the century) and produced cocoa and
pechaps other food crops for sale. This self-sufficiency vas
possible because of adequate land per household, government-
increased cocoa prices in the 1970s, and the nearness of Yaounde,
vhich lowered transport costs for cocoa and provided an ample
narket for surplus foodstuffs. She notes, hovever, that pacents
incresasingly view education as crucial to their children's futurs,
as land scarcity begins to arise. Large-scale education expenses
cannot be supported by agriculture alone as currently practiced,
raising the possibility that a form of straddling may wvell arise.
Margaret Hasvell presents less clesr but nonetheless
recognizable processes of social reproduction in her 25 year,
triple study of a Gambian rice and groundnut producing village.
Her three studies, conducted in 1947, 1962 and 1973, clearly show
the agricultural intemsification and markat integration common to

almost all of Africs. Out of her data a somevhat vague model of
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social reproduction emerges. In 1547, the village appears to have
been a cather typical Vest African Moslem village with significant
distinctions in social status based on birth and religious
trsining, though only moderate economic distinctions. Pood
production and communal labor groups were crucial. Production of
groundauts for market vas well established, but not essential to
household reproduction (Haswell 1975, 28-69). By 1973, socio-
economic diffedentiation and individualization of most economic
activities at the household level vere well advanced. Those
households vho had become wealthy vere those vhose heads wera able
to maintain relatively large households intact as economic entities
and vho had invested heavily in s diversified base of human
capital. They educated or othervise trained their children in a
vide variety of fields -- trade, professions, crafts -- and used
these to zaintain a steady off-farm income to supplement and invest
in agriculture. The strong and steady income alloved them to avoid
indebtedness and, in several cases, become local moneylenders,
adding this enterprise to their diversified household portfolio
(Baswell 1975, 173.79). While the precise zelationship betveen
agricultural and various non-agricultural activities is not clear
{n her work, it is clear that the large, diversified household
became the model of success by the 1970s.

An alternative process of social reproduction, also well
established, vas one of indebted agricultural production ccmbined
vith male labor export. Agricultural production vas not self-

sufficient in 80Z of village households. This poor majority relied
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on gseasonal indebtedness and sending sons olseihe:e to vork.
Unlike straddling, hovever, these sons were rarely able or willing
to invest their wages in household agriculture. They reprssented
pure labor sxport (Haswell 1975, 185-206). Haswell does not
discuss the conciousness of the poor zajority so it is unclear if
this represonts a failed attempt at straddling or a recognition
that landlessness and a completely non-sgricultural process of
reproduction 13 inevitable for most sons of the pcor. What seems
clear in this case is the impossibility of making the transition
froa the reproduction process followed by the poor to the
successful model, indicating that some type of class formation,
with tvo distinct processes of sccial reproduction, is vell
established.

Polly Hill's pioneering vork in Northern Nigeria can also be
used to map out a tentative depiction of social reproduction
processes in modern Hauss society. GHer earlier work depicts, as
dces Haswell's, stratified peasant comaunities in vhich subsistence
agriculture and marriage are the lynchpins of social reproduction,
with aarket sctivity representing s supplement, espacially for the
wealthy. She suggests that socio-economic differences were not '
cusulative and, therefore, class formation unlikely to occur (Bill
1972). Her second study, coapsring the village 62 the first study
to a such more densely populated area elsevhere in Northernm
Nigeria, suggests that population pressure resulting from the

internal dynaaics of the peasant community induced nev processes of

social tep:oductionl .
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The model of succsssful and expanding reproduction, as in
Kenys and Gambia, combines successful agriculture with trade or
sons' off-farm incomes. As in Haswell's case, Hill's daca do not
allow us to understand the relationship between agricultural and
non-agricultural activities, though she asserts that agriculture in
vealthy households continues to be largely self-sufficient -- not
reliant on non-agricultural injections of capital. Land purchase
snd labor hire ares key components of the model, however, and it is
unclear hov especially the former could occur without external
support (HIll 1977, 127-29).

A second model, pursued once again by the poor majority,
focuses on unin:nining the pre-colonial social institution of the
gandu (pl., gandaye) as a survival scrategy. The gandu is & father
lnd_his married adult sons who poocl their resources under the
father's management in order to enhance reproductive capability.

In her esarlier study, Hill depicted rising tensions between elders
and juniors in gandaye, as sons desired to obtain independent
status as early as possible (Hill 1972, 167-68 and 184-85).
Increasing populstion pressurs and limited ocutside employment

reversed this trend in the second village she examined. Fathers

lthis is @y interpretation. The peasant reproduction
process, based as it is on low-productivity family agricultural
labor in aress of high infant mortality and rising out-migration of
sons, encourages very large families to insure adequate productive
labor power and old-age security. Response to improved health and
decreasing fara size is inevitably delayed, often by as much as a
generation, resulting in the near universal *over-population® of
[OST peasant areas at some point in their developament process.
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kept sons in gandaye by promising to retire and rs.distribuce land
early. Pregerving a larger economic unit intast improved the
chances that some member of the group would have an income on any
given day and thus be able to provide for the others (Hill 1977,
138-44). Vith unemployment and underemployment extremely high, and
nsar landlessness prevailing, the gandu vas successfully
zasurrected and maintained as s social institution, nov transformed
into essentially a survival mechanism.

Though Hill argues class formation s not occurring because
many of the sons of weslthy households will themselves be poor, it
seens difficult to imagine how the reverse would occur. As she
notes, it is exceedingly difficult for the son of a poor man to
become rich -« to make the transition from the gandu based model of
sacial reproductiocn to that of the successful farmer/trader (Hill
1977, 141). As such, rigid stratification, at sinizum, seems to
have occurred as the previcus peasant model of social reproduction
has been transformed into two distinct zodels, with movement
between them extremely difficult.

J. V. D. Lewis (1979) presents a final example in which a
clsar model of social reproduction exists. In contrast to most of
Africa, Lavis' study in Mali is an example of a village that
successfully limited market dependence. Once again, it appears to
be & fairly typical peasant village, providing the bulk of its
subsistence and some limited marketed production. Scme sons also
migrate temporarily to work on plantations to the south in Ivory

Coast. This case {a unusual because village households have



383

insured that their sons migrate only temporarily, returming to
davelop subsistence agriculture as their fathers have. They
succeeded in doing this by intentionally using production
techniques known to be lass productive than available alternatives,
but that use large amounts of labor. Maintaining these low.
productivity techniques, they have successfully insured that their
sons return to provide the labor necessary for household and
villlg-A survival. The sons ars uncertain of their future as
migrant laborers and thus agree to return to insure their
households survive as smallholders. As Lewis puts it, this model
of social reprocduction has *two poles of production®: agriculturs
and (male) descendents. Within it there is clear differentiation
based on household size and composition, religious status, and laand
size, but all households are structuraily similar and pursuing s
largely identical descendent-based model of social reproduction.
Unfortunately, Lewis provides little data or gpeculation on the
dynsmics of this model or its chances for long term survival.
Undertaking & comparative examination of these cases and my
owmn froa Kenya, certain similarities are apparent. These are based
on the underlying process of market integration of peasant
comaunities and the insecurity and risk this entalls for peasant
social reproducticn. Alternative models of socisl reproduction
tepresent differing pessant responses to market integration.
Variations among them depend on differing characteristics of market
integration and diffsring peasant ability to utilize social

{nstitutions to asase the integration process. After initial
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integration, the in:crnnl'dyuanics of a given social reproduction
godel and/or new externsl stimuli can produce still other models.

The chief similarity among the cases is the {ncreased
diversification within successful peasant households. This
diversificacion is in response to eccmomic insecurity caused by
narkst, veather or political uncertainty. Its specific character
snd degree vary from case to case, with important implications for
pessant raspoass to policy and state-peasant relations. In the
extreme cases of Western Nigeria under the oil boom and Kenya under
straddling, diversification can have severe negative productive
consequences. In reducing the isportance of any single factor for
social reproduction, diversity may also enhance political
quiescence, as peasants are less likely to focus political activicy
around state infringement on a key resource or sector of a strong
and clearly coaceptualized reproduction model.

A ralstively strong and clear model of social reproduction,
such as that in pre-oil boom Western Nigeria, the Yaounde
hinterland of Cameroon, or in Kisii, can sharply focus peasant
activity and expectations. This, on the one hand, 2ay make it
easier for policy-makers, if they understand the model, to
anticipate peasant response and design policy accordingly. In
Kenya, increases in women's agricultural labor input will only come
via substantial increases in revards to that labor and increased
security that future rewards vill be forthcoming. In Vestern
Nigeria, vhen the state lowered cocoa prices significantly in the

late 19608, peasants responded vith a rare cccurrence in Africa:
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open and aggressiva resistance and public demands for policy
change. At the time, cocoa prices were crucial to the escablished
snd accepted model of social reproduction. Berry notes that when
real cacoa prices fell in the 1970s, there was essentially no
peasant response because activity had shifted to trade and
competition for state employment (Berry 1980). Once the model of
social reproduction had shifted, pessant response to agricultural
policy changed significantly. Similarly, those knawledgable of
Kenys would, I think, agree that a threat to access to educgtion
would be much more politically destabilizing than deteriorating
agricultural producer prices.

' Peasant ability to utilize pre-existing social institutions
also produces variation in models of social reproduction. Whers
social institutions can bea saintained, the vorst effects of extrems
poverty may be avoided and political stability may be greater. The
gandu based reproduction process among the rural poor in Northern
Nigeria, for instance, may vell be politically stabilizing, in that
it provides at some minimal level for most or all members of the
toclety; if required to survive in the market ags individual
households, many would face disaster. In Kenya or Bukh's research
site in Ghana, on the other hand, faw if any social sechanisas
exist to aitigate the effects of increasing landlessness in azeas
like Xisii. Most observers see the long-term political stability
of Kenya severely threatened by the growing landless problem, which
aight be aitigated if gandu-like institutions existed.

Current models of social reproduction and households' varying
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success in following them profoundly influence abilicy to respond
to even the best designed development policy. In Mali ve see the
only case I am aware of in vhich the kind of activity Hyden posits
actually occurs: conscious limiting of productivity in the
interests of maintaining s peasant community with limited market
dependence. State influence probably will be far from total as
long as this peasantry remains ‘uncaptured.’ In Western Nigeria,
the current model of socisl reproduction based on maintaining kine-
like social networks, and thereby access to resources, channels
capital and labor out of productive activity and into
*unproductive® social expenditure. Inducing capital flow back to
cocoa, for instance, will probably require raising producer prices
high enough not only to cvercome the greater profitability of non-
agricultural sctivities, but also the zisk involved in a
significant shift away from investment in kin networks.

Finally, vhere aultiple social reprcduction processes exist
in & given peasant community, and moving from one to the other is
extragely difficult, rural class formation is clearly undervay and
future response to policy 'an be differsnt for the households in
differing classes. In Gambia and Northern Nigeria, the wealthy
success stories may be able to mobilize additional resocuzces to
respond to agricultural development policias or nev market
opportunities, but those barely surviving, vhether by indebtedness
or gandaye, will find such response beyond their meager
capabilities. Indeed, Matlon (1981) has presented compelling

evidence from elsewhere in Northern Nigeria showing the poor have
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lowsr agricultural productivity and potential than their wealthier
neighbors. The question is vhether the pcor can ever hape to
mimick the wvealthy, or vhether such a transition from one model of
socisl reproduction to another is forever beyond the possible. In
Kisii, this development is in its incipient stages, but promises
the same dilemma for African states: how to pursue development
objectives of increased sgricultural productivity while also
providing some type of income and survival for ‘peasants” wvhose
reproduction process no longer allovs them to respond to sven vell
designed and implemented sgricultural policies.

This comparative analysis is quite tentative, intended
principally to suggest the possible utility of the social
reproduction model applied to a variety of settings. The chief
problem, it seens, will be to delineate models of social
reproduction that are as videly applicable as is straddling. The
extreme variety of possible peasant responsas to market integration
and the political and policy effects these differsnces might have
are crucial. PFor development of theory, howaver, ve require social
teproduction models that apply videly. This will alloe
developaent of theories explaining the broad diffsrences found
azong the models. Infinite variety, vhich much work in ecomocmic
anthropology and economic history has provided, dces not allow
comparative anlaysis. Excessive generalization, howvever, loses
czucial complexity and makes the resultant models theoreticslly
over-developed and irrslevant to policy. Though not a fully

developed comparative theory, the social veproduction framework
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allovs the analyst to observe directly production processes, policy
tesponse, rural differentiation. and class formation, showing the
crucial connections between the lattsr two and the first two. The
framswork is in this sense pre-theoraetical, providing initial
models that can then be used for theorizing the aver.present
political economy questions of the nature of African peasant

integration into the market economy and subordination to national

states. A comparative analysis of different reproduction processes’

is necessary to develop such theory, a task that this thesis has

shown the importance of but cannot seriously undertake.



APPENDIX A
Case Study Methodology

Research Site

The selection of the research site within Kisii included a
significant element of chance, though it was far from a random
process. [ began oy study of Risii in Nairobi by earzolling in a
local language school to learn at least the rudiments of Ekegusii,
the Gusii language. Vhile this effort vas a long vnj from
completely successful, it did yield me entre into rural Kisii. My
languags teacher 2agerly offarad to have me live with his family.
After visiting them for & fewv days I realized that the research
location was too close to & tarmac road and Kisii town :o‘bc ideal
in the sense of being °‘typical,” and that his family wvas clearly
vealthier than average. (They were one of the Pioneer families in
the study.) However, the local connection and vhat I hoped would
be immediate acceptance by the local community led me to decide to
accept the offer and make that compunity the basis of my study.

This decision was quickly rewarded. In amy first week in
rasidence the family had & feast veicoming the spirits of their
ancestors and their neighbors to their recently completed permanent
house. The entire community wvas present. The father of the family
used the occasion to introduce ae, explain why I was living with

them and vhat I would be doing, and requested all his neighbors to
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accapt me openly and help me in my research. This introduction
proved invaluable. Only one person out cf several hundred members
of the hBouseholds I interviewed inicially feazed my presence,
suspected me of vorking with the government and being intarested in
taxation or land, and initially refused to cooperate. He was soon
convinced by his neighbors that his initial fears vere unfounded
and eventually became a good friend and excellent informant.

A fewv other community members remained reticent and not completaly
forthcoming throughcut @y stay, though these vere generally people
vho were also for one reascn or snother estranged from che
compunity as a vhole. Their reticence did not significantly
jeopardize my results. The most severe of theses was a sister-in-
lav of the family I was living with, vho was engaged in a long-
standing land dispute with @y family and used her refusal to
cooperate wvith me as & wespon in her war against the family. Other
members of the extended family did cooperate, however, so most
esgential information about that family was available to me.

I chose to pursue an in depth case study of one small community in
order to understand the historical evolution of the development
process, involving all aspects of household reproduction over time.
VYhile auch current economic information can be glesned from a
cross-sectional survey, historical and social/cultural information
cannot. One of wy i{nitial assumptions was that both of the latter
would be crucisl to full understanding, raquiring a case study. I
vas resideat in the community, except for brief trips back to

Naizobi when essential, for eight months. I feel the detailad and
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historical knowledge gained was well worth the loss of
generalizability and/or representativeness, which the larger survey

vas intended to correct. (See Appendix B and Chapter 7).

Research Procedures

Upon arrival in Risii I hired s full-time research
assistant/translator. Though I vas attempting to learn skegusii‘
my two months of lnnguagg training and one year to complete the
project made full language ability impossible. My attempt to learm
the language, hovever, and my ability tc greet my nev neighbors and
carry out basic conversations, gained me a great deal of
credibility. For most Bomwanda residents, I was the first White
other than & missionary they had ever known who took the time at
least to try to learn their rather difficult, tonal language.
Though quite fully capable in Swahili, I did not use the ‘naticnal’
language for ay research because sost Bomvanda residents speak
Swahili for purposes of trade and business, but are not comfortable
enough in it to carry out what vere often long interviews on very
particular local subjects. This was especially true of women and
elders. My research assistant proved a true °*natural’ at his job
and invaluable to me in a number of ways. In addition to an
engaging personality and natural curiousity, he wvas from 2
aeighboring clan (eamate). Therefore, he had no particularly
strong friends or eneaies in Bomwanda, though he had kin-ties to a
aunber of wives of Boawands men in the community. This assisted

our entre without endangering our relations with any particular
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households.

Virtually all interviews vwere conducted by us jointly, him
asking the questions that I requested and translating the ansvers
into English, me writing the angvers (I did not use a tape
recorder, finding it an obstacle and not necessary for the type of
data I vas collecting) and asking him the next question. Each
interview began with a set of basic questions on key information,

" but vas open-ended enough to explore any interesting subjects that
amerged. The latter {ncreasingly occurred as time weant on. In
aach household, ve tended to develop a clcose relationship with a
particular member, who essentially became u key informant. This
vas neither a formal nor intended process, but provided much
information. While possibly biasing rhe results in the direction
of the key informant's perspective, it had the advantage of
developing trust and eventually slloving us to ask and receive
honest answers to numerous gensitive economic and social questioms,
such as *witchcraft,® asrital problems, birth control, and
household income uses. Eventually, key informants began to
volunteer information they thought I vould be interested in, and
usually their guesses about oy interests vere quite accurate. For
particular subjects on vhich I thought oy normal househbold
informant might be biased or not knowvladgable, I made s special
effort to talk to the most relevant household member.

The subjacts of the intervievs were many and varied. For
each subject, we conducted at least one interview in each household

(ot each house, depending on the subject) in turn before turning to
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the next subject. Thus, we interviewed each household a3 number of
times, visiting each at one-and-a-half to tvo wveek intervals, aach
tizme arriving vith a nev and exhausting set of questions. We began
vith 8 household census and basic genealogy, though ve did not
conplete the latter with wives in households, in that I found the
information not terribly useful in understanding socisl
interactions. We proceeded with intervievs on land use, off-farm
sconomic activity and its history, housing, education, marriage,
agriculthrnl inputs and sales, non-family labur use, illness,
contact with MoA extension sgents and knoivedge of extension
recommendations, and agricultural history, not necessarily in that
ocder.

Land use wvas directly approximated by measuring the parcels
of land under esach crop for each house in each household. This vas
completed during the long rains season of 1985 and information on
changes in land use over the previous tvo years and the later
season in 1985 was gained via interviews. Questions vere also
asked about land market activity and control over land-use
decision-making. Similarly, interviews wvers conducted reagarding
@aen's and voamen's off-farm vork and business, current and in as
zmuch historical detail for each household member as possible.
Housing construction costs, xethods and sources of funds vere
queried. Another series of interviews asked about adults' and
children's current snd past education, its cost, and hov it was
paid for. Ve recorded marriage histories for each household:

dates, bridewealth sgreed upon, bridevealth paid, bridewealth
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souzrces, marital disputes and separations. For esch of the two
agricultural seasons we recorded agriculturzal inputs, both capital
and labor, for each crop in each house. We also gathered
information on the history of adoption of all cash crops, costs of
adoption, sources of funds, and previous use of land. Non-family
labor use interviews included current and historical information on
communal laboz group participation, reasons for joining or quitting
such groups, and use of full-time and casual hired labor. Finally,
interviews on local loans, contact with and knowledge of extension
recommendations, major illnesses and their effacts were conducved.

The labor-use and household budget data vere collected in
ssgentially a separate study. Twenty of the 36 households were
randomly selected and I hired a separate reseacch u:is:ﬁnt. an
uneaployed secondary school leaver (as vwas my principsl assistant)
and son of s Vage-laborer in the compunity. He visited each house
in each household once per week, recording frea the informants’
memory all activities of all economically productive house members
for a three day period (the day of the interviev and the two ‘
preceding). He also tended to develop key informants, but made
sure he talked to individual members if necessary to obtain the
necessary data. He also asked the key informant, normally che wife
in the house, vhat expenses she had incurred over the past week and
vhat incoae had been earned by veekly market sales. Ve developed
as coaplete 2 list as possible of all consumption items and incoge
sources in the community, vhich he read zo each respondent, asking
them if they bought each item and how much they spent on it.
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Often, on items such as ailk, this involved simply racalling the
number of times the item was bought over the last week and
gultiplying by the fixed price of the item. I collected the
responses from him daily and checked for inconsistencies or
omissions, l;u: this vas hardly necessary, in that he vas extremely
diligent (indeed, more so than I would have been had I spent seven
months doing this very tedious but important work). Thus, thoge
households in the labor-use study were normally visited twice each
weék. once by oy assistant and me for an extended interview, and
onc:'by ny.ucond assiscant on his own, gathering the labor-use and
budget data. Needless to say, great forbearance on the part of the

community vas neeaded, received, and greatly appreciated.



APPENDIX B

Survey_ Methodology_and

Regression Variable Construction

Sample Selection

The thres locations surveyed vere selected o be
representative of the district as & vhole. The extent o which
this turned out to be true is discussed in Chapter 7. They vere
relatively accessible and represented vhat in local knoviedge were
thought to be vealthy, mcderate and pcorer areas of the districe.
They elso repressented the tvo aajor religious groups within the
district, Seven:h Day Adventist and Catholic, s distinction that
many Gusii viev as explaining the diffotehcas in wealth between the
different areas. Location 1 was Nyaribari Chache, Location 2 South
Vanjare (in which Bogwanda lies) and Location 3 North Vanjare.

The households surveyed within each location were selected in
two wvays. A random selection vas made from MoA lists for the
locations of °‘Contact Parmers® -- those farmers that are visited at
regular fortanightly intervals by agricultural extsnsion agents as
part of the NEP (see Chapters 3 and 6 for discussion of the NEP).
These wvere an easy group to locate because their names were given
on the lists and the MocA maintiained detailed maps to their
households as part of the T and V system. Sixty one of these

farmers vere randcmly selected, half from Location 1 and and a
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quarter esch from Locations 2 and 3, this being the relative sizes
of the locations' last recorded populations.

Por each Contact Parmer, four neighbors vere randomly
selected, bagsed on distance froa the Contact Parmer to the right
and left of his or her household. Homesteads in Kisii lie on
hillsidas, each running in & strip from top to bottom. Thus it is
easy to look at a hill, identify the Contact Farmer, and count
homesteads to the right and left. A randoam selection of households
running from five households to the left to five houssholds to the
right vas made using & random number table. Thus, the sample
ultimately included 61 Contact Farmers and 304 ‘neighbors.® The
tvo groups are autually exclusive because the T and V system of the
NEP is designed to spread the Contact Farmers evenly geographically
across the population. The saaple over-represented the Contact
farzers relative to the entire population, which vas necsssary to
obtain statistically significant results for both the Contact
Farmers and the neighbors as separate groups. The results in
Chapter 7 are not reported in this way because diffsrences batween
the tvo vere not significant -- attesting to the representativeness
of the Contact Farmers as & group ancd the proper implementstion of
cthe NEP in Risii. This also implies that over-representation of

the Contact Farmers did not significantly bias the overall results.

Survey_Methodology

The survey was conductad by £ive enumerators over a two week

period. I trained them in using the survey, which was a *one-shot®
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survey of each household, interviewing the most knowledgable family
seaber present at the time of interview. (Rarely if ever is a
Rigii household completely davoid of people at a given moment.)

The form on which ansvers wer: recorded is reproduced at the end of
this appendix, with Ekegusii vords translated into English at the
end. The questions themselves vere written by me and translated
into Ekegusii by & university graduate vho assisted me with the
project. The snumerators wers all secondary school leavers, one a
secondary school teacher himself, and fluent in English.

The form is fairly self-explanatory, but I will attempt to
elucidate the more complicated segments of {t. The firstc page
reprasents a household census, educational data gathering, and
marrisge data gathering. The census and the entire form attempted
to account for relatively complex extended houssholds with several
*houses® within them. The latter are listed as *Family®* 1 to 3 on
the form. This effort, which is rare in tural surveys of Africa,
was less than completaly successful, It relied on the respondent's

definition of his or her °*household® (omochie), which often did not

include what I would have probably considered a household. PFer
instance, in s number of cases young families with only two or
three children, sll under age five, identified themselves as
separate households. This is extremely unlikely. Most of these
probably had living parents and vere at least partially still part
of a larger household. The enumerators, workiag quickly and trying
not to tax the patience of respondents, could not engage in an

extended dispute cver the definition of the household.
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The result was an under-representation of extanded
households, though not an extreme one; most households in Risii
today are nuclesr, with pazhaps a single, economically inactive
grandpagent living vith the family. In analyzing the results, I
tested the diffarence betwveen those that sppeared to be false
housebolds, such as the young ones described above, and the rest on
a number of key responses for which I thought they might
significantly bias the results, with the intention of excluding
cthem from the final results if necessary. I found no signficant
diffarances. Unfortunately, this did mean that I did not receive
as coaplete data as I might have regarding vork history and
original cash crop adoption. Often younger respondents did not
know fully the household history, lived by their fathers or
fathers-in-lav, so data were missing. On the other hand, marriage
and bridewealth history vas more complete, in that all family
members have been told this information at one tize or another, no
matter hovw far in the past it might have occurred. An extanded
household, in any of its several forms, is an extremely complex and
fluid entity that cannot be easily identified and surveyed rapidly.
Pev have tried: I tried, but did not fully succeed.

The second page sddresses issues of land size, market, and
use. Land size vas simply asked of respondents and reacorded.
Undoubtedly, this is not completely accurates; the only alternative
would have been to rscord full names and land plot numbers and
ssarch the land register. This would have raised great suspicion

and been flatly refused by many respondents I'm sure, and would
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also not have been complets accurate, in that many land transfers,
especially generational sub-divisions, are not recorded im the land
rogister. .

The third page recorded basic cash crop history. The final
tvo questions on decision-making for food crops received what I
would tern ideclogical answers: the vast majority of respondents
identified men as the chief decisicn-maker, as is the ideal norm in
Gusii culture. I am sure this was a highly inaccurate portrayal of
actual daily decision-making, so the results vere ignored.

The next page recorded information on basic crop husbandry,
principally for maize. Practice of MoA extension recommendations
vag only tested in {ts dasic form: planting in lines rather than '
randomly and using hybrid seed and fertilizer. Knowvledge and
practice of precise line spacing vas not gqueried, being
impractical. Even farmers who know the proper spacing would in
@most cagses hold up their hands to shov the enumerator or shov him
on & stick, rather than stating the exact amount in feet and
inches, lsaving the enumerator to judge the knovledge level
hiaself.

The labor use section on page five was perhaps the most
difficult to design. I wvanted some comparison with my detailed
labor-use data in Bomwanda, but could not come close to this in a
one-shot survey. I settled on asking hov many and which family and
non-family members regularly engaged in each of the major
agricultural sctivities that consume most labor time. Hired labor

was divided into aonthly, salaried workers, vho nommally work gsix
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days per wveek, 3-5 hours per day, and casual vorkers normally
called ‘*contracts’ in Kisii, hired for a specific vage to do a
specific tagsk on a short-term basis.

Data on work history on page six vere also incomplete. As
stated earlier, msny young respondents did not know complete
histories. Hence, I believe I obtained good data on curreat jobs
and some on aajor, long-term past employment, but novhere near
cooplete past employment records. Doing so would, again, have
tested the patience of the respondents and greatly lengthened the
time needed to conduct the survey. »

The final page was printed in two versionsg, both of which are
re-printed herein. The first is the survey of Contact Farmers.
The £irst eight questions on this vers taken from the MoA surveys
of Contact Farmers as part of its own evaluation of the
effectiveness of the NEP. The rest, which is identical to that
given to non-contact farmers, asks for general information on
knovledge level and practice of MoA recommendations on key crops.
(Maize is covered earlier, on page four.) These questions wvere
left relatively open-ended, asking each farmer what he or she knew
sbout current government recommendations regarding each crop
vithout having the enumerator state vhat the recommendations were.
This alloved me to try to guage active knowvledge of ‘modern*
cultivation practices but left the possibility of many respondents
simply stating they knev nothing in order to end the interview
quickly, for instance. It also meant that the measurement of

knovledge vas necessarily rough. The enumerators did not quiz
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cespondents on knoviedge of exact names and amounts per hectare of
fertilizer, precise spacing of crops, etc., though occasionally
such detail vas volunteered by the unusually vell-informed. 1In
zost cases, respondents stated their rough knowledge of corrace
zeasures, vhich were counted as acceptable knowvledge in oy tallies
and in construction of the *agricultural knowledge® variables used
in the regression analysis (see below). Hence, this to some extent
over-measured knowvledge, accepting rough-knowledge as correct, vhen
respondents often did not knovw exact details.

The questions asking for respondents' actual practices were
less successful and wers not used in the analysis in Chapter 7.
Baving enunciated the 'correct®’ practices, farmers nearly
universally stated they engaged in them regularly. Ever fearful
that a ‘vrong® answer would be used against them, they gave what
they believed to be the ‘right® answer. As I gstated in Chapter 7,
this I found to be obviously an inaccurate measure of actual
practice, but a clear indication of knowledge of recommended
practices, not to mention an interesting ingight into relations

betveen farmers and MoA staff.

Regression Variable Construction

Most of the variables used in the regression analyses
reported in Chapter 7 are self-explanatory, though some need
further elucidation. Among the independent variables, the measure
of family labor uss on maize is problematic. As noted above,

measuring labor use in a one-shot survey is extremely difficulc.
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The variable constructed used the data recorded for family members
only on the first two lines of the labor use section of the survey
report form -- on page 5 of the form. These asked respondents how
many adults and children regularzly prepared land, planted, and
weeded naize (virtually alvays intercropped with beans). The
variable veighted equally the number of laborers (with children
counting as one-half of an adult) and the number of tasks they
participsated in., The result is a variable that is difficule to
classify clearly as ordinal or interval. In many respects it is
interval, assuaing equal energy in vork by different adult-
equivalents and weighting the different tasks equally. Whils these
sssumptions are problematic, they seem the only vorkable ones
svailable. Even if this is rejected and the variable is considered
ordinal (which it clearly seems fair to do -- a higher score
presunably means overall more labor available for maize than does a
lover score), use of ordinal variables in regression analyses is
sccepted by amany, especially one that might be considered interval.
(See, Achen 1982 for a discussion of this.)

The other difficult independent variable is that for
agricultural knovledge. The data used for this sre the responses
to the five questions on knowledge of extension recommendations on
the last page of the survey report form. Responses vere scored as
0 or 1, depending on wvhether the respondent could correctly
identify at least one recommended practice for each crop. Again,
this provides only a very rough measure of knowledge, but seemed

the only one feasible. The scale on this thus ranged for 0 to S
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and is clearly an ordinal level varisble. Achen (1982) suggests
that such variables can be used as one ordinal variable or divided
into discrete *dummy® variables, ranging from 0 to 1 and sub-
dividing the sample into those with positive or negative scores on
the variable. In this case, five dummy variables were used because
the single ordinal variable proved to have & non-gignificant
relationship with all the dependent varisbles. The firse dummy
divided those who knew at least one correct response from those who
knev none, the second thosa‘vho knew at least two correct responses
from those who only knev one or none, etc. Each regression vas run
using each dummy variable; oaly the duzmy that had the most
significant and strongest relationship with the dependent variable
in each regression was reported in Chapter 7.

Pinally, the dependent variable measuring maize husbandry
practices was constrfucted in a similar fashion. It veighcted
equally vhether or not a farmer planted at the correct time (at or
before the rains started), planted in separate rows (again, only &
rough mesgure of use of the *T and V* method preached by MoA
staff), the year in which use of the recommended planting technique
had begun (dividing the responses as pre- and post-1983 and thus
measuring the impsct of the NEP itself), the use of fertilizer, and
the type used (dung or purchased petro-chemical, the latter being
assumed superior and clearly part of MoA recommendations).

The variable is thus ordinal and has a range of only 0 to S,
virtually guazanteeing that explained variance in any model using

it as the dependent variable will be slight. Also, because
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respondents gave vhat they vieved as °*correct’ responses to thaese
questions in the survey, variation vas espacially slight. Use of
hybrid seed was ignored altogether, in that it was nearly
universally reported as being used. A better measure was the cost
of the seed, showing how much each farmer applied, which was
included in the agricultural investment variable. Because the vast
cajority stated they did use the T and V planting method (an
obvious falsification in many cases) and most do plant at the
corzect time, variation in ‘maize husbandry® mainly repressented
variation in fertilizer use and year in which improved planting was
claimed to have begun (again, this probably reflects knowledge of
H.oA recommendations mors than actual cultivation practices). This
vas seen as the best zeasurs available, given the limits inherent
in a survey of this type.

In conclusion, I hope I have shown to the reader the extreme
difficulty of constructing and conducting this type of survey in
ruzal Africa. I did this at the end of eight months of full
residence in the ares. Vithout this detailed knowledge, I would
not have even known many of the correct and interesting questions
to ask. Even vi}:h this imowledge, I found no way to obtiin
accurate information on all sensitive subjects, due to the {nherent
suspicion of an ocutside enumerator entering a household to conduct
a one-shot survey. My results, I think, sre reasonably accurate
and could not have been improved on without a significantly more
detailed and time-consuming effort, in which I personally would
have had to participate in each interview and visually verify as



406

auch information as possible.

The survey was designed in a number of inscances to ask for
the same information in a number of ways. I personally coded the
entire thing, thus insuring that if I noticed discrepancies I made
a judgement about which response wvas correct. For instance, very
fav households admitted operacing home breveriaes, which are
universal but illegal. Hovever, the same household would often
note that a vife's business vas the source of funds for a
particular activity. Thus, I could make an intelligent assumption
in such cagses that a brevery, or black market import-export trade
(not common, but certainly one option in & district only a two hour
ride from the Tanzanian bucder), existed, evem though I would not
knov the income generated therefrom. Such is the roughness of data
collection and inherent problems of doing a survey in rural Africa.
In the end, it proved useful co compare vi:h the case study, but no
substitute for the latter, without which I would not have even been

able to construct a survey asking the right questions.
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