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B 1RA 

Th1 tud) t out to rind ut the prev I ale f fi mil I td nd 1 impact n th h' elih o 

the rth AJ I trict f Ken) a n . tud 

area 1 n of the poore t in the crt • leveL \'e the national a\ rage o 4 % Th 

mam occupahon was found to be ub 1 ten gnculturc. The area ha neither cash cr p 11 r mdu trie. 

o land t a major res urce equentl the r enrch trove to find out if Ute return fr m the ale of 

their mam res urce ha had a it1 e impact 11 thctr lives b m 'tng lh m a 'e the pov rty line. The 

research u cd household que t1onnaire to nn ut the pre alencc. r and mtpa t f the pra 11 e 

on tho e who had old land. Tile qualit f life/well being ' a Judged by mg th charactenst1cs f 

pove as documented b the central bureau f tatistics Ill en a. llte ,·ulnera le group tJtal are 

women and the outh were al o in ten ie' ed to rind out their pm1 11 n the pr chce D1 cuss ion \\ere 

held "ith orne Di tnct Head of Department in ia a D• trict. Th Ia\\ and pol1c1e that apply to land 

usc and land transfer in the area \\-ere anal sed to rind out wh · the area has rem incd rooted in poverty 

fort four ears afler independence despite e cral o enuncnt poltcie addres ing devel pment m rural 

areas and povert • reducti n. The stud found ut tJtat tJte sale f famil land in the area v a c mm n 

but were mostJ distres al due to lac of an · other ource of in me to addre unmcdiate famil} 

need like chool fee , medical and e en funeral e pen c . The pncc of the land ld were too lo' to 

make an significant po itive change on families li es on the I ng run. Titerc ' a no igmficant 

difference behHlen the qualit r of life of tJ1 e ' h had old the land and tho c wh had n t e. ccpt that 

the ellcrs had less land and had n l lvcd all their financial problem r climbed out of povert) 

Finall the tudy uggestcd poliC) mea urcs that can be put 111 place to addrcs uslainable land u 111 

the area and help the community climb out of povert '~ithout necessaril geltmg nd of the onl · 

resource they ha e. TI1e tud sugge ted that the concemcd auth ritics should n 1 leave the land market 

in ub 1 tence agriculture area lo the concept f ' iUing u ·er ' illing cller a a d pcrate eller can 

lK:CC t an price \\Jlhout thmlmg of tJ1e next generation r 

m me. 

I ng tenn oluli 11 t lack of 111 11 tal) 



R 

ROD TI 

1.0 lntr duction 

Th 1mponance of land as a k and finite resourc for m st human ttv1ties in ludmg 

agncultur mdustry, forest() , energ) producu n, settlement, recreauon, \'.'ater catchm nts d 

storage can not be o eremphas1zed. It is a ftmdamental factor of product1on, and through mu h 

of the course of human lustory, it has been ughtl coupled to economic growth. s a r uh, 

control o er land and its use is often an obJ ct of mtense human interactiot . 

The fundamental characteristic of land is that 1t 1s immob1le m the ph 'Sical sense due to the fi ct 

that land is immo able compared to other resources. Non land factors of production ha e to be 

brought to the land to initiate product1on and then afier a compulsory tlme deJa from planting, 

tilling and harvesting out puts have to be transponed from the land to the places where 11 is 

consumed and /or sold. 

In rural areas this spatial immobility of Land ties up land u ers making them less able to rrugrate 

and access information creating information asymmetri , thin markets and imperfect 

competition The quanti and qualit. of infTastructure transportation services or marl-et 

information access are crucial for the functioning of rural markets and the degree of integrauon 

of rural producers into market for inputs, outputs and consumer goods (Holden, 2007) such 

the rural folk ho rei on land as a source of livelihood try aJI means of production to get 

mcoomum benefits from it. Where the above services are not adequate as in most parts of the 

rural areas in Ken a land production can be so low that the title holders rna belie e that if the 

e change their land for cash the cash will help them solve their immediate fmanciaJ problems 

faster than\ ailing for the products from land. 

The freedom to transfer or otherwise dispose of rights over Jand is general! considered to be an 

integral part of a robust property system (Go 20 2). Ho\ ever this is onl so if it promotes 

development on both s1des of tbe exchange. If the return from the sale nl sol e immediate 

problems like in the so-caJled distress sales there should be a folio\ up on the seller to see if 

he/she contributes to the development of the nation or tf the e.xchange contributes to po ert 

reduction. Policies should be put in practice to regulate the market just like in all trade in ol ing 

other commodities. 

This study set out to fmd out the prevalence of sale of famil land in North AJego location of 

iaya distnct in Ken 'a This is one of the poorest areas of the country wath po erty incidence 



great r than 67% Th reasons for this p tice \\ re also studied and the impacts on the 

li\ehho ds of th communit} ' ere ought The meth dology used m ·olved h usehold 

questionnaares that brought out the pre aJ n of sale of famil land and wh ther or not it had 

brought an significant changes to the ltv of those that sold land. Govemm nt officers and 

th local elders were also inten-iewed Land laws and policies gove:rrung the process of fam1l 

land sal v ere anaJyLed and their contnbuuon to th practice brought out 

1.1 Background 

orth AJego Location is one of the three Locations of Boro Oi\ is1on of ia ·a district inN an1a 

Province Ken a It has an area of 6. 7 square kilometers. The population according to 19 

census ' as ,882 males and I 0, 216 females totaling to 1 • 98. It has four sub locations 

name! , Hono, Komolo, . algunga and 'amila i a was created as a District in 1967 and 

orth AJego location borders Siaya District headquarters to the orth. 

The people mainly practice agricullure though they keep livestock as well. ccording to Alieno 

and Cohen, (1989 before 1900 the people of the area did not just go aroWld building anywhere 

m the terrain. The land ' as rational! · organized and people ' ere settled in concentrated 

residential units. Defensive requirements ' ere important while collective settlements and 

plannmg of the use of land was critical. People blam the breakdown of this system to the Pax 

Britatmica era when the defensive uses of the residential units became less significant. 

ln lhls viev the desire of each inw idual to have his ovm domain became explosi e. There ' as 

a proliferation of homestead building and reallocation of functions of land. oils that v ere 

thought to suit traditional crops like sesame, millel and finger millet becan1e individualized 

where members of one family would live and plant maize and cassava The land quick! 

detenorated and the special resources and specialized production organized b larger ociaJ 

units \ ere replaced b_ the monotonous repetition of small farms producing basic stables. The 

tradtllon that was later introduced in the nineteenth century where sons had to move out of 

residential units in turns did not help matters 

The recommendations of the Swynnerton plan of 1954 to help impro e African agriculture onl 

fanned the problem of individualization of land fore cry adult fell the need to have title to his 

0\\11 land to allo' hjm deal in it. One could charge, sell or culti ate his land as be w1 hed as 

long as be had title to it. To do this many people opted to allow adult male family members to 



h \C th ir O\m rill to aJlo'' lh m manage thetr porttons. Th \'e e. plan tion do not m 

ommunaJ O\ rner fup up rior to tndl\JduaJ \\rn rship A difficult ari rom the ru raJ 

contradiction that comm ncrs claim equal tgnmenl of land, ' hereas the land IS quite dtverse 

(Ha nstu, 2006) 

Wh n 1 a' as created as a dtstn 1 headquart rs th use to ' tuch land could be put b came 

even more aried. Indi •duals wanted land near the nev center for speculation se urit , 

ace ibility estates development and related uses. 

1.2. tatement of the problem: 

Tile millennium development goal No.1 is eradicating CJ treme povert and hunger. Boro 

Di ision is the poorest in Sia a District. ccording to the Welfare monitoring Survey (WM ) 

of 1997 report, 54% of the population in the district v as food poor ' hile absolute po ert 

accounted for 5 % of the population. 7.52% ' as in hardcore povert •. The national figures 

were 52% and 56% respectively. The current report from the Kenya Integrated Household 

Budget urvey (KIHB released in 2007 states that 65% of people in anza Province are 

beiO\ the poverty line while in Alego constituency, the figure is 67%. 

Boro ts also identified as one of the dtvisions in the district ' ith high po ert levels. lt has poor 

soils and unreliable rainfall (GoT<. 2004: 7). orth AJego location does not ha e an 

substantial cash crop nor does it boast of an industry. nder these conditions of poor soi l 

fertility and unpredictable rainfall patterns, families use all their a ailable resources land) in 

trying to meet their baste needs thus perpetuatmg po ert 

and is the only resource that God ga e man at the beginning of creation. On it man deri es 

In lihood, it is the source of' ealth and strength Ambwere 2003). Proper use of this resource 

is a guarantee of good li elihood. h n fa tors of production especial! capital is Jacking there 

is a temptation to get nd of land in exchange for this capital with the false hope that another 

resource rna replace land. When this does not ~ ork out people become desperate, for once 

dispo ed ofland cannot be recycled. 

The Po erty ReductiOn trategy Paper (PRSP) identified ten main causes of po ert m Ken a 

and nearly half of them had direct linkage -. ith land issues. Among the factors identified as 

causing porert in iaya District,. are lack of cash to buy farm inputs, lack of cash crops, 

maccessibility of loans and negative attitude towards agriculture. 
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The 20<L 20 ia ·a ISLnct D \elopm nt Plan stat that th mrun e on mic activity in th 

d1 tnct 1 ub 1stence agn ulture '"here m 1 pan1c1pams are' om n formmg aim st 0% of the 

farm \! or force. The 2 0 KIHB mdic t that 9 % of people in ia a ha e agriculture as 

lhe1r mrun economic ~ of rural areas m Ken onsequentl for the 

ruraJ based population having fertile land IS a necessit ' and not a choice. The PRSP also states 

th t onl 37% of tht land 1 under culti at1on and can be I rmed as rughl potential. ith n 

other source of income and the poor s il fertility, sale of famil land to raise cash for !her 

farnd needs is common. North Alego L cation, smce at borders ia a rban center has read 

bu ·ers for the land. While it is argued that property rights of individuals rna be interfered with 

1f sal 1s restricted Kodhek et al. 2 00), the quesuon that goes begging is '' hether the end or i 

better ofT with or without the sold piece. The Pareto optimality criterion stated that any change 

that makes one individual bet1er ofT and none worse off IS an impro ement in social welfare. 

Comersel , a change that makes none better off and at least one ' orse off is a decrease in 

ocaal welfare. Economic development is defined as 1mpro ement of life of an indi idual 

' ithout making the other one worse ofT. 

The w nnerton plan of (1954) bad suggested under sectionl2 that the African farmer be 

encouraged to farm his land ' ell and to participate in the general agricultural planning and 

coordinated development of his local community and of specialized agricultural industries in 

' hich he rna be concerned. To achieve this, the plan suggested that the farmer be pro ided 

with amongst oOter things, technical assistance, high priced cash crops wiili long term demand 

to alto" him meet cash demands from his famil and marketing facilities to secure outlets for 

his crops and stock produce. 

It IS this plan that suggested secure tenure through indefeasible title to encourage farmers to 

in\' t their labour and profits into development of land and enable them to offer it as securit 

agamst fmancial credits as he wi hed from a\'ailable sources of finance. Registration of titles to 

land ' as to allow Africans to buy and sell land amongst themsel es and to mortgage lands 

agamstloans from the government and other agencies. 

In orth lego location. the above scenario of cash crops to offset famil financial needs does 

not exist, marketing for agricultural products are limited to Ole local population and due to this, 

credit from banks are hard to come b . This stud will find out if these are the reasons behind 

the sale of famil land. The scenano of the Africans trading in land amongst themsel es will be 
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tm ligated b · finding out if the sale of land has impro\ d producllon and brought po itivc 

change or not. 

Du to the lo'" producth it} of the land in orth I ego and Jack of finan to impro\'e the 

agncuhuraJ produclt n man · men m the I cation seek emplo_ ment outside the dtstrict. 11us 

leaves women as hou ehold heads and tn harge oftilhng the land (PRSP 2 01-2 04 . 

I fowever since in most cases the are not plot owners th • ma not have a sa m the sale of the 

famtl • land. Ho .. vever, they are still e. p ct d to pro .. tde food for the farnil . ll1s Important to 

find our how these members of Lhe families cope ,,;th this situation. While sharing out of land 

and use amongst famil members ke p thas resource wtthm the famtl •• sale of the arne 

reduces the farnjJ resource base and being the onJ resource a famil ma be owning it is 

amportant to find out if this action makes the farnil beller off economtcaJiy or worse off in the 

long run_ 

The introduction of cost sharing in public education and health servaces in the 199 s an en 

added on parents and the entire population a burden ne er e ·perienced before ( kuro, 2002). 

This ' as ' hen Structural Adjustment Programmes ( AP ) ' ere introduced in en a These 

imposed austerit measures, which served lo worsen the situation when it came to land, and 

land reforms in ia a. As indicated earlier, the peopl of the area to be studied sin the 

colonial period mo ed to urban areas to gain employment, but the AP were marked b a 

freeze on reaJ emplo 'lllent and retrenchment for those aJread emplo ed. The casualties arising 

from the SAPS turned to farming and non-agricultural activities to survi e. Land came under 

intense pressure for domestic food production. Those ' ho initially had little interest in land sa' 

its acquisition a matter of urgency. Lov cost public schools for e ·ample, e ·pected parents to 

pa tuition fees, building fund and de elopment fund among others. Man families due to the 

lac!. of proper income from farming could not afford this. 

As population pressure on land continued to mount and soil fertility declined, more and m re 

labour was forced orr lhe farm to ensure household survival further undermining agricultural 

production (Okuro, 2 02 . The eventual result of this process was t 'PicaJI the sale of part of 

the homestead land to meet some immediate famil.. crisis e.g. , se ere illness particular! 

lllV/Aids, school fees and food for consumption). h s \\h were succeeding in pur hasing 

this land eventually differentiate the rural societ into landed and landless groups especiaJI 

where most of the family land ' as sold off. This stud set out to find out if these sales ha e 



tsted the p pie of orth !ego m improving thetr It elihood in the ba l.ground of the 

poverty situations d cnbed above 

1.3. R ear h qu tio : 

I. What are the und rlymg factors lh t mak the landown rs sell their land? 

2. Do the proceeds from the sale of famtl , land make a positi e impact on the h elihoods 

of the famil members? 

3. What role do vulnerable famil members pia m these land transactions and ' hat 

s1rategies do the adopt to cop with lh effects? 

4. What strategies can be adopted to promote sustainable land use in the area to eradicate 

poverty and enhance development? 

J.4.0bjective of th tudy: 

The objectives of the stud will be to: 

I. Determine the pre alence and reasons for the sale of famH land in the area. 

2. Determine if the practice of sale of famil ' land has a positive impact on the li es of 

famil members. 

Find out the role vulnerable fwnil members pia in these transactions and how the 

cope with the aftermaths. 

4. Propose ' a s of promoting sustainable land use and promote de elopment in the area in 

order to eradicate poverty. 

1.5. Ju tification of the study 
According to the Report on Kenya 20 5 prepared b the ministry of Education for UNES 0 , 

Kenya·s population 1s predominant} rural : about 65% of the total population li es in the rural 

areas. The number of people in en a li ing belo\! the poverty line has ris n from 44.7% in 

1992 to 52% in 19 7 and 56% in 2 02 \! hereb 82% of them li e in Rural areas (GoK, 20 5). 

In the Rural Po erty Report 2 01, the International Fund for Agricultural De elopment argues 

that, to be succe sful, po erty-reduction poJjcies must focus on rural areas. Yet rural poverty 

occasiOned by U1e decline of the agricultural sector has continued to trigger rural to urban 

migration. To curb this trend \ ays of impro ing life in the rural areas must be sort and a 

research of possible causes of po ert in the rural areas is justified. 



7 

and 1s the mru.n res urce m iaya Distnct and in parttcular m orth Alego location due to the 

mam act1vit} of subs1 1 n e farmmg, lindtng ut ho\\ th r 1d nt use 11 (land t up port the1r 

lhelihoods and 1mprov lhe1r wa · ofhfi IS of utmo 11mportan e. 

mong the factors identified as causrng po,erty in the area ac ordmg to the PR P report were; 

lack of cash to buy farm inputs, Ia k of cash crops, mace sibilit of loans and n gath e attitude 

IO\\Ilrd agnculture. Ttu study would find out if these rna b the reasons h farm owners ell 

the1r land. 

If it can be identified that saJe of land e entuall leads to more po ert in the area, ' ays of 

assisting the people g t farm inputs into th land instead of selling it ' ould be look.ed at. When 

the purchasers mo e into the area 11 has to be found out if their acti ities assistth locals or not. 

This may be positi e for the area or positl\'e onl on the bu er 

Land tenure and policies \ere also identified as of maJOr concern in the PRSP. hould this 

report come up with results showing that this practice is negative on the majorit , a clear land 

policy to guide the practice will suggested. 

In the proposed National Land Policy document (2005), among the justifications of Land Policy 

reforms are: Se ere land pressure manifested in terms of fragmentation and sub-economic 

'parcellation of land particularly in the high potential areas of the small sector and changes in 

land use patterns, under utilization and abandonment of agricultural land especial! in areas 

severely ravaged b HIV/AID pandemic. 

As a result, the carrying out of this study is in line with the national land policy and its findings 

wtll help stak.cholders in understanding the reasons and efTects of the sale of famil land on the 

livelihoods of the inhabitants of orth Alego. 

Jf a just dhision of tasks, possibilities and means should pre ail in a society it is natural that 

particularly the poor population groups should be the object of study. nited ations; 1979: 15) 

Failure to in Jude the poor in a national econom rna be considered as neglect of an important 

(both economic and cultural) potential Thus the causes of possible causes of povert ha e to be 

l5olated and solutions sort. 

1.6. R ear h llypoth i : 

ale of fanul land has positi e impacts on the livelihoods of the famil members. 



It mativ H poth 

m rnb 

aJe of family land has n ganre 1mp ts on the ltv lihoods of famil 

1.7 i nificanc of th tudy: 

The sigrufican e of the stud is 

in e one of the reasons of high po\ert I~ els in the area is I k of tnte st 10 

agriculture, the stud wtll ftnd out if saJe of famit · land is a factor in this issue. 

2 If the stud finds out that this practice has a negatt e 1m pact on farm I members ' a s of 

controlling the activit) can be formulcued b th concerned bodies. 

3. The land control Board procedures and methods of granting consent for saJ transfer 

will come into focus since a further r earch to 10 esugate if all stake holders are ever 

onsuJted before a famil asset like land is disposed of 

1.8 Re earch Methodology: 

The research methodology is a way of systematical! olvmg the re earch problem that will 

assist in e aJuation of arious research decisions before the are taken ( Kothari 20 4:8). The 

study sets to find out ~ hy land owners sell their land and if they meet their objectives of doing 

so. It also seeks to identity if the u elihoods of famil members ar improved b the r ulting 

proceeds from the sales and what policies can be put in pia e to assist the people curb the 

practice if it is not positi e in their Jj es This section explains the data coiJection methods, the 

sampling methodology, the units of observations measurements of ariables and the analytical 

techmques and tools of data anal sis and presentation used during the stud . The methods used 

reflect the research problem, the purpose of the study and the theoretical framev ork. 

The following data collection methods ' ere applied in this research: 

1.8.1. Data collection. 

With the help of four research assistants the researcher undertook a surve with household 

quesllonnaires administered on the community. The ass1stants \ ere trained for a da on 1 th 

pril 2 06. After familiarization with the questionnaires as e peeled, each ' as assigned a 

locauon to co er : 

The survey instruments ' ere prepared to bring out the folio' ing information: 

• For the sold land the reasons for Lhe sale. 

• The use of the proceeds from the sale and if the objecti es ' ere meL 

• If the famil. is now better off after the sale. 
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• For lh • Jandow11ers \\ho ha\e n ·er ld \\h) it has ne\ r b en old. 

• The s1a1 us in t rms of'' ell bemg of th fam1l: that h not old 

• The role the ther members ofth fanul · plav during lh tr uons of the sal 

• If the sellers arc sausfied ' th the pro 

• The immediate area that should be addr ed to lifl th' area out of po,ert~ 

1l1e nlStrum nts had qu Lion to nable the re earcher to find ul p v rt 1nd1cators 1n order to 

determme 1f the sale of part or all of th famtl land had a positive or negatl\'e impa t on the 

livelihood of the farrul members. Th povert indtcators were those strued b entral Bureau 

of tat1stics and other researchers. 

The r earch r al o ,; ited se•.-eral d1 tnct deparunental offices to fmd out th programmes th 

ha e in orth AJego locauon and their opinion on the subject of land sales. pecificall the 

Dtstrict Lands office ecretary to the control board istnct Land Registrar, District 

Agriculture Officer District Li estock officer, Distnct Ph sical planner, Clerl to council Sia a 

Councy counctl, District Em ironmental officer, Distnct ducatJon office, AJego songa 

Constituency De elopment Office, District ' orls office and the Chief of the location The chief 

was of greru assistance as he facilitated easy access to the intervie' ees. 

orne homes \ · th outstanding projects that can pull the residents of North AJego out of poverty 

were vts1ted to bring out the fact that this area has potential with the nght land use policies and 

finan ial assistance. 

1.8.2 ampling D i n 

The Registry Index maps for the location were studied to ha e an idea of the expanse of the 

location and to help m samplmg of the hou eholds. The area has three registration s lions, 

omolo, Hono and yalgunga The characteristics of the area were found to be fair! 

homogeneous and it \\as found appropriate to in ten iew at least 30-respondents per sub location 

as per minimum acceptable sample size (Mugenda and Mugenda, 1996). On visiting the chief it 

'"as learnt that one sub locatiOn, yalgunga had b en split into L\ o. yalgung and ·amila so 

respondents were mterviewed here instead of 30 as had been earlier planned. A lolal of 110 

respondents \\ere thus intef\iewed. The interv1ews were carried out between June 4th 2 7 and 

June! th 2007. 
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I. .3. ondary ata: 

Data from thts sour e was mrunl from pubh hed r port and the Intern t Data p c1ri to 

orth !ego locat1on r le\anl to hvelth ods and d velopment \\ere sour ed for from the 

departmental heads at th 1a a distnct headquarters. 

l. .4 Data naly i t hniqu : 

The analysis of data and interpretation of result is nece sary to build up an intellectual model 

\\here relationships in olved are brou l out careful! to dra\ meaningful 1nfer nces that 

ensure facts and figures are seen in light of the set objectives. Data anal is tails data 

enfication and repre ntation and 1t' done through logical organi/.ation of data and tabulation 

These in olve steps such as categorization, coding, tabulation, statistical and casual inferences. 

Literature revie\ \ as carried out on past research on sale of famil land and its impacts on 

livelihoods. The rural de elopment strategies that have been initiated in Ken. a were studied and 

discussed. Re iew v as also done on U1e li elihood asset and lhe uJnerability conte..xt to 

find out ''hich of them result in sale of farnil • land. Policies, Institutions and process of land 

transfers w·ere also studied to find out ho\ the ' contribute to the practice of sale of famil ' land. 

Rele\anl topograph1cal map and district boundary map ' ere purchased and used in preparation 

of the base maps. 

Recent publications by established authors on the subjects of li elihoods, sale of famil land, 

povert. levels and indicators (mainJ from the Central Bureau of Statistics \ ere studied. The 

data collected \! as anal zed using qualitati e and quantitati e methods. nal sis was then 

carried out using P software to determine whether the sale of family land is a common 

pra uce in the area of stud and the reasons for the practice. Pie charts, graphs and tables ' ere 

used to depict results. The Characteristics of povert as described b ' B v ere used to 

determine whether sale of family land has a positi e or a negati e effect on the livelihood of the 

affected families. To present data in maps IS applications were used. Re ommendatioos to the 

concerned bodies ' ere made. 
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The approach of data colle uon is summanLed tn table 1. 1. 

Table l l Anal cal framework 

r o ctclcnnulc the 
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faaul)' land 
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To suggest 
wh 1 

pohaes can be 
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povuty 

\\~tore the r:naan r-ns 
lhal make t.nd owncn sell 
thea lllld' 
H prevalent •• lh" pr et tc? 

Do the proceeds from ulc o( 

fllllaly land make: a posatavc 
ampocl on the lrvdlhooc!s o( 
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Wh 1 role: clo ''Uin.cnble fanuly 
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uansacuons and boa do lhcv 
cope ...,lh ctrccu of the salcs1 
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~~~ 
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·ucceufuJ 
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If thq• are aiTccted 
ncpllvcl h !hey cope 

Laws and pohcacs th11 ccntrol 
sales nnd transfers 
Laws and pohacs thai g•ndc 
t.nduse 
Extent of unpltmcnLlUon 

l \\'h dod u need to 
w:!lat' 
3 Wh•t tlad 'OU do With 

the resuhma cash? 

~ l'o v.h t pu.,..c u 
tho cash put~ 

S Dad you oohe the 

problem for "'btch 

you sold the I nd? 

6 111 )'OW' hlc better olf 
Q...:ahon.s lo 

famtl~ !anti' 
8 Hu )ml' h llhn<>ll 
hccn pGIIIIVcly 01 

ncpuvcly afJceted by 
thc~lc:? 

9 II htvo you 
addressed lhll 

5tlWIIIOn? 

Quesuocu to 01stncl 
heads of dc:panmcniJO and 
focussed BJOUp clsscUUIOI\I 

Prevalence of the 
praeucc., reasons 
111JU>e01r~una 

... h 

The IUCCCU of the 
J>W1)C'C of..,lhng 
I nJ 
Asseu the IMng 

und.ud o( the 
rc:spor><kna 

II !hey do not ha~ a 
say IIDd !hey are 
AJTCICU>d bow can 

they be assiSted 

llo to address the 
ncs,atavo ctrccu of 
the sale 

If the laws and puhetcs 
arc dfcctive tn con~rollmg 

and aurdana ~opc:r usc of 
the rCIOUice{IIUid) 

Procca of .sale n« 
lraMpAtc:nl 

to all fanuly members 
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1.9. tru ture f Th R port: 

1l1e tru lure of the report , .. ,11 b foliO\\ bapt r on contams th mlroductr n, 

b kground of the problem, statement of th problem. obJ tsv of lhe tud • JU uti ation of 

the stud ', stgnifican e of the stud) , the m thodoloro and final! the problems and lnrutallons of 

the stud 

hapter l\\0 is Ltterature revie\\ , \\ht h g1 es the con ptual ba kground to the r earch 

problem. The rural de elopment truttall es in Ken a rete ant to the area of stud ' have been 

anal 7ed literature on sale of farrul land Ia\ s govemmg land use transfers of land m en ·a, 

Reasons for sales of land in Ken a and Povert levels and measur are co ered The 

hvetihoods conceptual framework is discus ed and earlier r earch done on the subject 

hapter three gj es th background of the stud area including ph siograpluc characteristics, 

population, agro ecological zones. human settlements, land use, population structure poverty 

status and socio cut tural background of the area residents. 

bapter four looks at the prevalen of saJe of family land and reasons \ h 1 famil t land is sold 

tn orth Alego location, Implications of the practice on li elihoods of the family memb rs, 

oping strategies b r the vulnerable members of the famil and PoJjcy implication and strategies 

arising from this practice. 

bapter five is an analysis of the findings brought out on chapter four. 

hapter si ts a summary of findmgs, conclusions, Recommendations and areas of further 

research. 

1.10. Probleo and Limitation oftb tudy: 

The limitations of this stud · ' ere the a ailability of r ources and as this \ as purel an 

academic research not all aspects were covered. Access to mformation from relevant bodies and 

securing permission from agency/organizations to carry out the studies ' as another limitation. 

The trulhfulnes of respondents could not be guaranteed especial I on le els of income and wh 

they sold their plots and the use they put the cash to. o t of the data was in analogue form and 

transformation to digital informatson took a lot of time and resources. 

ccessing the respondents~ as difficult as most landowners are tovm d\ ellers \ ho ' ere a a 

10 their areas of employment. Ho' e er this ' as offset b th fact that most of those intervie\ ed 

were therefore th real rural d\\ellers that reside and deri e their livelthoods in the area 
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t.l l finition oft rn1 . 

Lhchhoods 

uo 

Pa' Bntannica -

Rural area 

n means of m king a (j, ing or emplo. ment 

P ople of the nat coumry near Lake teton a tn western Ken · and 

orthem ganda The language they sp ak is dholuo 

refers to a p nod of Bntish unpenaJtsm after the 181 Battle of 

aterloo, '"luch led to a period of o erseas Bntish expanstonisrn This 

led to the spread of the nglish language, parliamentary democracy, 

technology, the British Imperial stem of measures, and rules for 

commodity markets based on ngli h common Ia\! . 

An open count • or town or village, not part of an urban area, with 

limited population and rural in character i.e. pertaining to agriculture or 

farming production and simple quiet li ing. 

Ruralli elihoods- Wa s and means in '' hich people li' ing m rural areas make their li ing 

or are emplo ed. ajority of people in the rural areas of Africa depend 

on natural resources for their livelihoods. These include ri ers. land and 

forests. 

Urban center - May be defined b the number of residents the population density, the 

percent of people not dependent upon agriculture, or the provision of 

such public utthues and sef\'lces as electricity and educatton. 

(Population Reference Bureau 2005 
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II P R \\' 

R 

2.0 Introduction: 

This chapter will look at the rationale of rural de elopmcn~ the efforts that have een put in 

pia e to mitiate dev lopment in lh rural areas m Ken ·a, fa t rs that determtne land market , 

how they emerge and the rules that control lhem m Ken a Finall it \ 111 lool. at ruraJ 

livelihoods and the characteristics of poverty. 

2.1.The rationale of improving nu-allivelihood 

Desplle rapid urbanization in developing countries the mass of lhe populat1on still has a rural 

wa of life and earns its li"ing in agriculture (UN. 1979.42 The World Bank in 1975 stated 

that Rural De elopment is a strategy des1gned to impro"e the economic and so ial life of the 

rural poor. Since rural development is intended to reduce po ert it must be clearl designed to 

increase production and raise producti ·t . It is concerned wilh the modernization and 

monetization of rural society and with its transition from traditional isolation to integration with 

the national econom •. 

The objecti es of rural de elopment therefore extend be ond any particular sector. It includes 

not onl the stimulation and improvement of agriculture and the social ' elfare of the rural 

population, but also mcludes the development of towns, illages in the rural areas, road 

improvements, water supplies, rural industrialization, better housing, schools, and health 

facilities and facilities for ne marketing opportunities. They encompass impro ed 

productivit , increased ernplo ment as ' •ell as minimum acceptable le cis of food, shelter, 

education and health. Due to the above inrohing man dJfferent and interrelat aspect of 

rural life the word integrated was prefi ·ed to rural de elopment to create a ne\ multipurpose 

thrust of rural planning. It IS to be at least in th ory balanced and lhe related and rein­

enforcing nature of diiTerent sub sectors of the rural s stem necessitates formulation of 

development policy and planning similar to that of national de elopment planning. 

Chambers. (19 4: 12) gave four reasons wh# priorit should be gi en to Rural De elopment 

First that majority of the people in Africa live in the rural areas. In the Rural Po erty Report 

2001 , the International Fund for Agricultural Development argues that, to be successful, 



pO\ert}-r duction polici must ocus on rural areas t rural po\'ert) o as1 ned b~ th 

d hne ofth agncullural sector has conunued to trigger rural to ur an m•gratron. 

econd the high costs of urban housin ' and sem health hazards of shant towns and 

un mplo)ment ' h1ch causes msecunt) sh uld lead to th promot1on of additional income and 

emplo rm nt opportumu in rural areas 

Th1rd the poorest of the poor h e in rural areas; th · are least 10 contact with the modem ~ orld, 

least influential political! . least likel_ to ha e adequate land and capital for a decent life, and 

hard t for go ernment to help. The abl bodied and more energeti mo\ e to urban areas. 

widO\ the old, deserted ' i es !he feeble and very ro ung remain behind. 

Fourth, the importance of self-suliicien m food to save foreign exchange and keep down 

urban wages, the need to develop cash crops to earn foreign exchange ''here there is lack of 

rruneral and oil for e ·port. the existence of under exploited land and labour that can be brought 

into production. the desirability of increasing rural purchasing pO\ er to pro ide markets for 

ne'' urban products are enough economic reasons to shifi priorit towards agricultural 

development. 

In addition to these reasons, when technology has to be used to improve production the poor 

al~ a cannot afford it and technological progress is ofien accompanied b below the povert 

line Th.is is because '"hen measures lo increase production are introduced in a community ery 

fe\ farmers adopt the proposed changes leaving others languishing in po\ert . 

2.1.1. volution of r ural development in K n a 

In the ears folio\ ing independence in Ken a the go emment formulated arious 

Policies through parliamentary sess1onal papers, special policy reports and commissions 

focusing an economic growth, aile iation of po ert , redistribution of resources and 

de elopment facilities uch as industries infrastructure and social services and amenities. There 

was also emphasis on decentralization and devolution of decision mak-ing and planning 

processes. 

esstonal paper number 10 of l 965 in particular underlined th need to corr ct the development 

Imbalances inherited from colonial policies. Emphasis ' as on the need to recognize the role of 

regional local and rural le els of development in the national econom and to decentrali7e and 
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redistribute dev lopm nt and plannmg. Howe' er 1t emphasl/ed on de\ eloping ar 'enrich d 

"ath r ources ' hile ncouraging p ople from I s en do\ ed ar:- to mo' e to th nch areas 

llus has r ulted in margmahzauon of man) parts of th countf) especially those that were 

thought to be opposation areas b succ i v governments. 

Th 1 ue of rural development in th 196 had been addr sed through the pecial Rural 

D velopment Programme RDP This " as a pilot project carried out at Di isional level 

experimenting on lh de elopment possibllit1es m response to the di ersity of ecological, social, 

cultural. political and economic conditions of the rural sector of the econom (Maleche 2000). 

TI1is programme focused on working v ith the commumties in Project identification, 

coordination, commuruty participation monitoring and e aluation and project implementation. 

In 1983 the government introduced the istrict Focus for Rural De elopment (DFRD) where 

the district was established as the basic unit for planning at the local le el. ach District 

through its De elopment Committee DO ' as to be re ponsible for rural development, 

planrung and coordination, project identification implem ntation. management of resources, 

overseeing of local procurement of good and services management of personnel and 

dissemination of information to the public. The District Planning Unit (DP was established 

to strengthen th District De elopment officer s office and acted as a secretarial to the District 

E ·ecuti e ommittee DEC) in da to da coordination of planning and implementation work. 

The district and the District treasury was established to enable officers utilize funds budget for 

proJects ,,;thin their Jurisdiction. However, le el of participation by communities \ as minimal 

due to lack of sensitization (Maleche 2 ). 

This programme' as a good idea since it \ as a catal st for harnessing and mobilizing resources 

to ensure their maximum utilization for de elopment of the rural areas. Its major weakness \ as 

that funds for implementation of the proJects were not de olved and the sectoral ministries stdl 

had to rely on the c ntralized mother ministries to allocate funds for their projects on the sectors 

identified. It also lacked a legal frame' or 

ccording to the Repon on Ken a 2 0 , prepared b ' the mmistry of Education for CO, 

Ken a's popuJation is predominant! rural, about 65% of the total population li\•es in the rural 

areas. The number of people in Ken a lh·ing belo the poverty line has risen from 44.7% in 

1992 to 52% in 19 7 and 56% in 2 02 \ hereby 82% of them li e in Rural areas GoK, 2 05). 
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In 2 >. 7 °o of K h' ed m rural ar of' h1ch 49. 1% r considered to be poor ( oK, 

2007 Th main sour e of h\ hhood m th rural are ri ulture T 1mpr 'e the II\ · of 

the rural population th refore their a ncullural product1 1t · has to b mer ed ThJs an be 

done b formulating policies that would favour the rural poor. It is agamst this background that 

the go mment of Kenya has )ear 10 year out come up ' ith licy pap rs to address rural 

povert) These includ the follo\ mg, 

(a tionaJ Food polic . ional Pap r o.4 of 1981. 

The obJeclnres of this policy were to meet an ever increasing demand for food stemming from a 

rap1dly e. ·panding populauon. meet food requirements from domestic production and make the 

agriculture sector a major source of emplo meot. 

The trategies included ontinued expansion of producti e in estment with pnmary objecli e 

of provision of basic needs and alle iation of poverty through growth in agricultural output and 

con ervation of natural resources. 

b) Poverty Reduction trategy Pap r 2001. 

The paper identified amongst other things the following pnority areas: 

Food security: Il noted that causes of food insecurity were prolonged droughts and lo\ 

agricultural acti ity, lack of effective earl monitoring, lack of strategic reserves, high post 

harvest losses and lack of effecti e control of li estock and crop diseases. 

Thus IS ues identified that were to be addressed ' ere. lacL of food pr ervation techniques, 

ensuring community based seed multiplication, e ·pensi e farm inputs, development of 

irrigation farms, introduction of altemati e cash crops, protecting of water catchment areas. and 

encouraging community based reforestation. 

From these issues it can be seen that introduction of cash crops lo strengthen the cash base of 

families in some areas was not done and this stud could suggest ' a s of factoring this in the 

area of study. 



(c con mi It co r) trnt 

2 7: 

for~ alth mtd mployrn nt tion 2 J -

11us paper recogruzed amongst other thmgs the 1mponanc of national s cum • Ia\ and ord 

to enhance a conduci e atmosphere for e nomic growth 1mpro ement of infrastructure and 

in e tment in human capital through ducation and better health fac1lities. The goals were· 

creat1on of 500 00 jobs e ery ear, reducing the po en le els b 5% and acrue ing a high 

GOP growth rate amongst others. 

In equit and po ert reduction, this strategy suggested the following among I other thmgs: 

focus on reducing transpon costs by improving rural roads and reducing fuel taxes reducing 

factory operating costs by bringing down electricit costs and strengthening information to 

improve access to marl.ets. develop a coherent land policy to address land use and 

administration, land tenure and land d li ering s stem . This stud focused therefore on 

' hether a policy to guide sale of famil land in order lo streamline the practice to enhance 

po erty reduction on both sides of the trade. 

(d) 1 ion 2030 

The Policy Paper was launched in March 2 6 

Among issues regarded as priority is Agriculture and Li estock with an emphasis on high alue 

added to primary farm products. The go mment mtends to bring in as man planning pia er 

as possible to boost the economy. 

Thi \ision is aimed at wiping out po ert •, famine, mass unemployment and preventable deaths 

from malaria and ' ater borne diseases. There is a National Economic and Social ouncil 

), which intend to pa special attention to agriculture manufacturing and li estock 

industry. This policy 1s still at its initial stages and this stud can onl gi e suggestion that can 

be hoped will be considered ' hen it comes into fuJI operation. 
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2.1.2. ur nt Rural " lopment initi a th in en)' . 

\: ith the change of ovemment 1n 20 several tmllall\es ' ere set up to address rural 

d \elopm nt in lhe countl) Th e ha\e a.Jmed at alle iatmg po ert • and a\ai hng funds 

dtrectl>. for development at the local I vel Table_ I 1 a umma.ry of th e initiatt es. 

T ble 2 I umma.ry of rural de\'elopment ini tiatives in Ken ·a Compiled b author. 

I N FUND NAME Policy!Lcgsl Sector Obj the PI nsl 
0 Frum wor k P rogramm 

I 

I To impro'c ~~Crvicc delivery Co I.ASOAP 
I.A111' l..ocal Authority 19\19· Lcga I !.(IWII lhc pUbliC Annual 
LASD l runsfer Fund Dc .. c:l pmen -to 1mpro'e li!lllnei I y rs in accordanc:c p 

I managcmc:nr of local ouncib w1th Mn-e 
-to elimmale outslnndmg debts 

2. RMLF Road M:untenance 1993-Lcg:d R ds -To collect rc\crwe for an c\er 
Lev Fund 1999-Lcgnl lnfrn lruCtUJ" increasm dem nds lor roa AnnUJJl R ds 
Kenya Rood c mamtcn:lllCc Programme 
Board 

3 CACC Con ti tucncy Aids Policy Cnbrnet IICOilth -To Je up owarcne and Constituency 
ontrol b comnu nee promote bchuvrour change in liD & National 

C mrniSSIOil 2003 inclusi\ e manner 2Y~ 
-To curb nd contr the pread 

I ofHfV!AJOS 
.J DBS D• trict Bursary 1993 Educnlion -To help needy students to 

CBF cheme 200 Pohcy access cdiiC411on opportururics 
Con tituc:ncy -To cushiun wunnnchi from tho Annual 
Bursary Fund impact or h•sh mcidcnces of 

po\erty, mtlat1on o.od ciJect of 

rcor - ·- I HJV,AID _ 
s c IIIUCilC} 2003-Lcgal Con tituenc mancc: devdopment projects in 

Oe\elopmcnt Fund the COUilll) · 210 constirucncjc, Alnll 
Dcvcl pmcn country ide. 
I 

6 FPE Free: primary 2003·Policy Educntion To nchiew the Mi llennium 
Edueauoo Developrneru 0 Is for Annual 

Educ:ahon fora.ll 
7. NALEP N tiona! 2000-Policy Agriculture -To promote the socio-ocooomic 

Agnculturc & LJ,·_t de\ lopmerll of the agricultural Annual 
Lr' lock sector 
F'Cten 1on -Contributmg 1 rds the 
Progrnmme. Notional prionl)' of poverty 

aile iotion 
a.- --vE"F" Youth Ent.crpri 2006-Pol~ Youth Tocr tc opportumtie • for the 

lund youth 10 If ad,·anccmcnt nd AMUJJI 
create employment 

9. NWTF National Water 2002-Lcgal Water lmpr"O\c m:IJ\tlgcmcnt & Suppl) AnnUJJI 
Tru 1 Fund -;, ~fwatcr __ 

iO RFLr - Ruml Electricity l998 --- Annual Elcctric•t To finance c:lcctrifi Lion of ru I 
Lcvv Fund o.nd Other UndtliCrved areas 

II PAF Po,'trty Alle\'iation Dc\'clopmcn Annual 
l'und I 

1'2 WEOF Women Enterprise Proposed I Dc\elopmeur Fund 
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2.2 od a commodi 

carcll.) as the bastS for onorru 'alu • and fi r th cmergen e of mark ts (Hold n. _ 7 

Ilowe\er, the econom1c literature also p 10 towards man_ oth r factor5 that rna ntribute 

po iti ·el or negative! towards \\helher land markets cmerg . These factors anclude, in 

addition to land scarcit ·~ unequal distributton of land, imp rfect markets for non-land fi tors of 

product10n. a\allabiht) of mfrastructur rv1 . seasonalit . sho ks and tmp rfections in mt r­

temporal marlets credit and 1nsurancc go\'emm nt p licies and prOJe , and traditional 

institutions that substitute for, stimulate or hinder land market formation. and is principal! a 

factor of production hence is subject to sale just as much as any other commodity ' ould be. 

aturaU therefore, it ' ould be a breach of property rights to bar ind1viduals from purchasing 

and selling it as they wished. Institutions, poljcies and legal systems ha e to be put in place to 

regulate the market. Those ~ ho participate in the market should gain from it and be able to 

impro\'e their livelihoods from the proceeds of the sales or the produc from the dealings. 

2.3. hy Land Market E i tin the r-ural ar-ea . 

The fundamental characteristics of land is that it is immobile in the ph sical sense due to the 

extremely high costs of mo ing land as compared to other resources (Holden~ 2007 . In fact 

land is immovable. Non land factors of production ha e to be brought to the land to initiate 

production and then after a compulsory time delay from planting, tilling, and harvest time, out 

puts have to be harvested and transported from the land to the places ' here it is consumed and 

/or sold. 

This spatial dispersion of production leads to high transaction costs espe iall in land abundant 

economies where other factor markets also tend to be imperfect for this and other reasons. In 

rural areas this spatial Immobility of land Lies up land users making th m less able to migrate 

and access information creating information asymmetries, thin markets and imperfect 

competition environments. The quantity and qualit of infrastructure Iran portation servi es or 

market information access are crucial for the funcltoning of rural marl-:ets and the degree of 

integration of rural producers into market for inputs, outputs and consumer goods Land scarcit 

is a necessary but not sufficient condition for the emergence of land markets. There must be 

sufficient heterogeneit among agents in the econom • such that a smgle price of land attracts 

v illing sellers and bu ers simultaneous! •. Imbalances m ratios between 
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fa tor of product1on a ross producer and the b sc charactenstsc thnt th fi to o 

produ tton also serve mplemen rath r than ub htut tn lh productton pro s due 1 

to\\ I tictttes of subststution) create opporturut1es for effic1en gains through trade in fi tors 

of producllon as long as the transaction costs im ohed are not too lugh On th oth r hand, with 

p rfect mar~els for all oth r factors of productton and outputs, there is non d for a mar et fi r 

land as one rru sing market does not lead to an loss of em 1 n ) ln su h a wort th ressdual 

profit would be the land rent and the h do' value of land ' ould be independ nt of who owns 

the land, and would onJ. depend on land characteristics and exogenous prices. 

The freedom to transfer or otherwise di p se of rights o er land IS gen rnll) considered to be an 

integral part of a robust property system GoK, 2002) Howe er, here land is considered 

producli e. characteristics of factors of production will determine whether landowners sell their 

land or keep it to make profit from il These chara terishcs specific to rural areas are gi en b 

Holden 2007) as; rural markets tend n t to fun tlon welt and hired labour does not give a 

perfect substitute for family labour in farm production, a high supervision requirem nt is 

required for this labour, hiring of labour rna require cash outlays before benefits of the work 

can be harvested and sold. Cash shortages and Jimjted access to credit markets may thus also 

linut hinng of labour and consequent! production efficrency For example to start zero grazing 

one rna need to employ a farm hand, grow apier grass. buy drugs for the animal, put up 

shelter for the animal(s) and purchase the heifer and then wait for about a ear or two depending 

on the condition of the animal before starting to collect an mone from the milk sales. 

The dominance of and seasonality in rain fed agriculture due to limited in estment in irrigation 

in frica causes synchronized production with related patterns of input demand and output 

suppl where timing of operations becomes crucial for productivity and for profitability. Rural 

foB, ' ho cannot afford pri ate pumps for irrigation cannot e en start small scale horticultural 

farming to boast income and food production for their families. This introduces the idea of risk 

taking whereb the peasant farmer has no control of the prices of his outputs as the cost of fann 

inputs are not considered by the final purchasers of the outputs. Risk also introduces a need f, r 

Lnsurance markets or substitutes to such markets. 

These may be in the form of credit markel buffer stocks of essential commodrties or h e lock 

or famil net\ orks. Where the non-farm sources of incom are constrained, even 
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land 1 If plays an important role as a ft t) n t Th right to ha' e access to land h been n 

as a b 1 human right nnd has b impl mented b Ia\ with a tr ng mphas1s n an 

egalitarian distribution of land e g. m th10p1n 

tud1es on land markets m orth ego ''ere not available but Holden ' nllng in 20 7 on 

GrO\\ing Importance of and Tenancy and ats Implications for fficien and qui m frica 

ob er\ed that in some as , land market participation mn be the b sl choice in a second-b ·t 

world, where short-term needs for fo d or to co er medical e ·penses take precedence o er 

long-term needs due to lacl.. of fun uonmg credit and Insurance markets In the short run this 

rna be a question of life or death ' hile in the longer run the land market 'causes" the 

hou ehold to fall into po ert . Land markets rna: ' pro ide an opporttmity for landless or land­

poor households to access land and thus a basis for survi al and po ert reduction according to 

th agricultural ladder hypothesis. 

Much of Holden's research highlights that land rental marl.ets are ofien bencfi ial for the p or. 

Policies that faciJjtate land rental markets should therefore in general be good for po ert -

reduction. When it comes to land sales markets, the evidence is more mi ·ed and he does not 

draw an strong conclusions. He sa~ that it is possible that land sales markets are not as bad as 

their reputation and that they may benefit the poor if proper land policies are in 

place. Howe er, furth r research should be conducted to stud these markets. Land policies m 

general should be formulated to enhance efficient utili/.aJion of land while protecting the land 

nghts of the poor. Where policy distortions hinder efficient utilisation of land, such d1stort1ons 

should be carefull removed ' hile minimising the potential conflicts invol ed. The gap lefi b 

th1s stud is therefore whether land sales are beneficial to the poor or not Thjs stud ' 'II 

focussed on thi aspect in orth lego 

2.4 volution Of amily Land ale In Kenya. 

fier the second ' orld war the persistent lo\\ productivity on the reserves and a growing 

political insurrection in some parts of en a led to a liberaJ proposal for land-tenure reform 

' hich continued to shape the e olving landscape in aJl parts of Ken a (Kasperson Kasperson 

and Turner 199 
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ln 19 3 th mmiSlJ) of agnculture mandated Mr R..J f '' _ ·nnerton an as istant Otr: tor of 

gn uhure to go round lh count F) and lie l '1 ' s from h ads of depnrtments. provtn 101 

teams and ' here nee ary w1th the fnca.n and De elopment Board and draw up a fi e ear 

frican and Oe\elopm nt plan. h ''as to accelerate agncullural de\"elopment of Nati e Land 

units m some provinces mcludmg ·arva and western m the colony nus plan focused on 

m reasmg agricultural producti ity, en 1r omental and resource usc and con rvation 1n the 

regtons as a means of raismg the standard oflivtng of the regional communit1 

Known as the wynn rton plan 1954 tt suggested under section 12 that the African farm r be 

encouraged to farm his land well and to participate 10 the general agricultural planning and 

coordinated development of his local community and of specialized agricultural industries in 

\\tuch he may be concerned. To achie e thts. the plan suggested that the farmer be pro ided 

\\lth an10ngst other things: 

• Technical assistance to de elop his land on sound lines, ha ing regard to the ecological 

conditions under which he lives. 

• High priced cash crops for ' hich a long term demand is probable and ' hich will help 

pro ide the money needed for e,· panding needs of his family, financing his famil 

operation and backing for agricultural credit as he rna require. 

• Marketing facilities to secure outlet for his crops and stock produce and 10 command 

fmance to establish processing factories. 

On land tenure the plan observed that sound agricultural de eJopment IS dependent upon a 

s ·stem of land tenure which will male a ailable to the farmer a unit of land and system of 

farrrung whose production\! ouJd support his farnil at a level taking into account prerequisites 

derived from the farm comparable with other occupations. Jt is this plan that suggested secure 

tenure through indefeasible title to encourage farmers to im·est his labour and profits into 

de elopment of land and enable him to oCfer 11 as security against financial credits as he wished 

from available sources of finance. Registration of titles to land ~ as to allo Africans to bu and 

sell land amongst th mselves and to mortgage lands against loans from the go emrnent and 

other agencies_ The plan foresa\ and recommended that a government policy be reversed to 

alto" "able, energetic and rich' Africans to acquire more land and bad or poor farmers less 

creating a landed and a landless class. 
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th r bJ tl\·es of th plan \ ere to ad r o\fncan land problems b refonning land tenur , 

onsohdatmg fmgmentcd h ldmgs, 1 umg fr eh td tule. tnte afi1ng and developmg fn 

agnculture, pro id ing a c ss to credtl, and r mo' ing r tncu ns on gro' ang rop for e.\ pOrt It 

c ns•sted of a three-phase programm land adJudication to "phase out" u tom tenure, land 

c nsohdation into one blocl.. per hous hold to elimanate mall , dispersed parcels, to allov 

great r pecializat1on, and to real1L n mies of s lc an h crop pr 

registration to pro ide for securit. of ownership and to e ta lish a land mark L erall, the rum 

' as to facilitate increased m estment and employment m agriculture and to increase rural 

mcomes and the "productivit ·" ofland koth-Ogendo 19< I; . 

In North Alego location the abo e s enario of cash rops to otTseL famil financial need do 

note ist, marketing for agricultural products are limited to the local population and due to this, 

credit from banks are hard to come b . This stud ~ ill fmd out if these are the reasons behind 

th sale of family land. Further the scenario of the rich hard \ orking fanner bu ring off the poor 

farmer wiU be in e ligated by finding out if the sale f land has impro ed production and 

brought positive change or not 

lndi idualization of land holdings as recommended b the Swynnerton plan meant that the 

customary land tenure was eA'tinguished agga, 2 6 . ince only male heads of households 

-. ere registered as parcel owners the rights of women and children were undermined and they 

were left landless should owners decide to sell the land. This study \ ill therefore find out if the 

v omen and youth ha e a say in sale of farnil land in orth AJego location and how the ha e 

coped with the resulting situation. Swynnerton's assumption that indi iduaJization of land 

holdings would open up possibilities of loans for farm improvement and encourage cash crops 

~ ould mean that all arable parts of Ken a are now endo~ ed with cash crops set out to find how 

the people of orth At ego ' ere affected b these suggestions and wh ' the area lags behind well 

being surveys despite these suggestions. ince land is the main resource in the area the dealings 

m it should bring an impro ement on the li es of the owners as envisaged by the wynnerton 

plan so this stud stro e to find out if these intentions were ever met. 
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2. nd enur in K n • and i implic ti n on land u 

Land l nure is a system of land holdmg that embodies legal and contracted arrangements und r 

\\tuch p pie gain cess to and utiliJ:e land It contnbut rul and procedur that 

govern th nghts dut1 and libent of the pe pie in th'tr u e and control of land resourc 

TI1ere are threes stems of land tenure m en a-: Customary and Tenure, Freehold tenure and 

Le ehold tenure. 

ustomary Land Tenur is a complex of mdigenous s ·stems of land holdmg pract1 ed b 

ariou ethnic groups and communities v ho li e \•lith the boundaries of v hat is now Ken a 

There were probabl as man different indigenous S)Stems as there are different ethnic groups 

\\ith different customal) laws under \\hich they held. controlled and occupied their land. 

G nerall land v as regarded as a famil trust held or controlled e1ther b a fanul group, a clan, 

chief or a group of elders. Every member of the famil group or clan was ntitled to a share in 

the land for cuJti ation or grazing purposes. lndi iduals onJ had ested rights of occupancy 

and use of land for subsistence purpose. In this sense land was a social economic asset that 

created a bond bet\ een the members of the family, group or the clan. 

Free hold tenure is an interest in land technical! known as free simple absolute possession. It 

1S the greatest interest in land a person can possess. 1n practice it is onl restricted b use of 

legislation or planning regulations. It is not ubJect to payment of rent. The land that '\i as in the 

native reserves that was held by the county councils known as Trust Land was adjudicated and 

registered as freehold tenure as the right holders were ested with absolute ownership. The land 

in the area under stud is such land registered under the Registered Lands Act ap 300 of the 

Ia\ of Ken a This act allov s an per on to acqwre ab olute own rship to an land once 

he/she has been registered as the absolute owner. On regtstration of trust land after adjudjcation 

those v ho were registered as right owners acquired freehold interest on the land. Abu er of the 

same land acquires the same land rights as the pre\'ious 0\\11er. The decision to gi e freehold 

ulle tn respect of rust Land after adjudication was made in 1957 primarily because the c lonial 

admimstrati e reali/.ed that Africa landowners would not accept leasehold title from the crown. 

as this v ouJd ha e established absolute rights of the crown to their land, ' hich was a bone of 

contention a1 the time. 
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L eh ld tenure ss an snt l m land for a tenn of , \\ruch must always be certain 

It IS usual I) granted ubJ t to th paym nt fa rent In rent rs n t 

pa able and the leas r s 1d be granted under peppercorn af demanded Leases an.: al 

restncted to defirute u The lessee can onl) uuli1.e the land fi r the purp se for which 11 was 

aJio ted and rut) proposal to chang such use mu be referred to th government for 

consrderatJon and approval 

The above types of tenure have a beanng on land use as has been put b. se eraJ wri ters agga 

2006) observed that the indi iduaJu.auon of customary land as envisaged in the Swynnerton 

plan could have benefited th rural areas m situatJons of dynanuc t hnology and well 

functioning markets. nalTordable input prices, poor! developed financial s stems may result 

in exorbitant administrati e charges and poor delivery of credit services to rural areas leading to 

people preferring ofT farm activities. l11e area under stud suffers aJI these dra' backs and this 

stud set out to fmd out if land O\Wl r sell their land as a result of these drawbacls. The 

literature by Syagga also asserts that many able bodied males went to work in European famlS 

lea\lng the rate of production in the native reserves lo\ . North Alego locauon is known for IO\ 

agricultural production resulting in threats on the livelihoods of the inhabitants. This study will 

find out if the li elihood strategJes are positive! affected b the sale of the land, which is a 

major resource. 

The paper b S ·agga 2006 concludes b_ asserting that lack of access to basic infrastructure 

and inequality means isolation from markets and services. Having no pO\ er supply and water 

for producti e acli iti and dail existence threatens maximum use of land as a resource. This 

tud ' ill therefore strive to find how the people of North Alego cope with these shortfalls and 

1f the sale of farnil land assists in alleviating the lack of necessities. 

Ambv ere carried out a research on policy implications on Land subdi' ision in Settlement areas 

specificaJI Lumakanda settlement cheme in Western Ken a in 20 3 and found ou t that, 

• Acquisition of factors of production to enhance agricultural production leaves man 

farmers Yulnerable to manipulation leading to sale ofland. 

• Most farmers are unable to expand scale operations and are therefore handicapped 

increasing problems of viabtlit particular!_ in ab orbing shock that go with rain fed 

agriculture 
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In a stud_ carried out m 2002 in Komb wa dm aon of Kasumu Dastrict b l.uro n the place 

of land tribunal an th land reform pr h ob en ed that p pulation pr ur > n land 

nllnu to m unt an sotl fertihl. d lm • more and m n for ed ff th 

fann to ensure h useh ld survtval, further undermining agn ultural productaon e e entuaJ 

result of this process is l picall the sale of part of the hom lead land to m t som tmmediate 

famJI ' cri is e.g, e er iUness particularl~ HJ I ·d , chool (i and food for nsumption) 

Tho e" ho are succeeding in purchasing thts land eventual! ' differentiate th rural ociet into 

landed and landles groups further comphcaung claims over land These land bu ers at tJmes 

pa • installments hoping that the econ mtc satuation wtJl impro e to enable them pa in full. But 

reali7ing that things are not an better, the buyers end up unabl to pa for the e lands in full 

uch occurrences normal! end up bee ming land disput in urgent need of arbitration in an 

independent and reliable land tribunal or court oflaw 

What all these studies did not find out ' as v he1her th e sales of farnil land \! ere ha ing a 

positive impact on Lhe livelihoods of the sellers or not. Thus a case for this stud in North AJego 

location to lind out this factor is of importance for it can be applied to other parts of Kenya and 

help stake holders formulate policies that can lead to more sustainable land use. 

2.6. Laws Governing the U e and Dealing in Ag•icuJtural and in Kenya: 

Land use in Kenya is controUed b se era! acts of parliament. Most of these depend on the type 

of tenure under \ hich the land is held. Jt is beyond the scope of this study to mention aiJ of 

them but a fe\ relevant to the area of stud · are discussed briefly belo\ 

2.6.l.Tbe Land ontrol Act ap 302: 

The history of agricultural land market regulation goes back to 1944 \ hen the colonial 

go emment, alarmed at the spectre of speculation decided to subject all transactions in 

agricultural land to a system of official consent (Go 2002). This mechanism \i as e .:tended to 

African areas in I 5 that ' ere undergoing tenure reform arising from Lh wynnerton plan 

(1954). The colonialists felt that if not guided the new individual African proprietors might 

render themselves landJess b engaging in indiscriminate transactions through the market. Thus 

the procedure of appl_ · ng for consent at the land control board v as established. 

The Land ontrol ct is applicable to agricultural land, which it descnb as land not within a 

munictpality, township or trading center. Land Control Boards as established under section 5 

must sanctlOn an dealings on agricultural land whether subdi ision, transfer, lease or 
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mongaye emb rup of lh Land ontrol Board consists of th DJStnct OllUT\Jssioner of the 

OtStn t the land c ntrol area ts tluat d. not more than 2 other publt fficers, pe o 

nomm ted b the count} council and not le s than three and not more th t e 1 persons 

restdent \Vi thin th area of JUnsdtctJOn of the board all appomted b) the mm1ster The act aJlO\\ s 

or appeals to the Pro' inCJal ppeals Board and Land ontrol ppeaJs Board 

~ . 

nder ecuon 9 the l rms of tummg d0\\11 c nsent of transfer are pell out and among them are 

~ The tenns and condtlions of the transactions (including the price to be paid are 

markedly unfatr or disa£hantageous to one of the parties to the transaction. 

Incase of subdi ision if resulting parcels will negative! affect agricultural producti it . 

2.6.2 Th Land Acquisition ct CAP 295 of 1968: 

This Act gives pro isions to the minister under section 6 to acquire land compulsoril for 

pubhc mterests in defense, pubLic safet • public order. public moralit • public health. town and 

county planning or the de elopment or utilization of an property in uch a manner as to 

promote public benefit The act also sa s under section 7 that the commissioner of lands ma 

cause such land to be marked and measured and cause a plan to be prepared. 

2.6.3.The Phy ical Planning Act ap 28 of 1996 

The ph •sical planning act of 1996 is an act of parlian1ent providing for the preparation, 

tmplementation and enforcement of physical de elopment plans. The act was enacted to provide 

a frame\ ork for conflict resolution through liaison committees from the distric provincial and 

national le els and also provides \: hat should guide land uses through physical de elopment 

plans (local in urban areas and regional in rural areas) and a mechanism to guide and enforce 

development control through Local Authorities and N MA. The acts have 

linkages \vtth the en ironmental monitoring and coordination acts and requjres that a 

panicipatory en tronment impact as cssment be done on projects wtlh a greater impa t on the 

physical environment and those in environmentally fragile areas. This stud will fmd out if thi 

has been followed in the transfers of farnil land in orth Alego especial! ' here there has 

been subdivision and change of use from agricultural to other uses. 
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2. .4. ricultu r (t ap 1 of 1 0 

11us ct covers all agncultural land tn K nya gnculturalland IS defined as all land, ' hich is 

used for the purpose of agriculture, n l be.ng land \\htch under an ' Ia\\ relattng to town and 

count planning is proposed for use for purposes other than agriculture. ll allo\ for th 

establishment of the central Agncultural Board, Provin tal gncultural Boards and District 

gncultural Boards Th Central gricultural Board has among others fun lions of advising 

the minister on all matters of allonal Agncultural poll · and coordinating agricultural policy 

matters affecting more than one province. 11us board in tum delegates fun lions to the District 

and Pro incial Boards. 

The Act also allows the minister to: make rules to guide the preservation of the soil and its 

fertility by setting out rules to control prohibit or regulate usage of land for agriculture and 

h~estock grazing. make land de elopm nt orders to impose de elopm nt programmes. 

(development programmes are the adoption of such system of management or farming practice 

or other system in relation to the land in question as the central AgricuJturaJ Board may 

consider necessary for the proper development of the land for agricultural purposes • 

cause to be prepared a draft scheme for the purpose of implementing the actions above. 'This 

scheme will show the area affected b the programme. finances; holdings comprised in the area 

affected and such like details. The minister will adopt the scheme so prepared and present it to 

the ational assembly for approval declare a crop to be a special crop and establish an 

authority for promoting and fostering the de elopment of that crop for such an area and specify 

membership of such an authority. 

2.6.5. Forest Act ap 385 

This act provides for the establishment, de elopment and sustainable management including 

conservation and rational utilization of forest resources for socio economic de elopmenl of the 

country. Tite ct establishes the Ken a forest ervice, -. hich amongst other things has the 

following functions of, protecting forests in Ken a in accordance with the Act, managing all 

pro isional for ts in consultation with owners promoting forestry education and training, 

providing forest ·tension services b assisting forest owners, farmers and associates in 

sustainable management of forests, enforcing the conditions and regulations pertammg to 

logging, charcoal making and other forest utilization acti ities, enforcmg the provisions of the 
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ct and an • for II) or land use rul and regulallons mad pu uant thereto or oth r 

''ntten Ia'' · 

llu Act also aliO\\S for communrt · panrcrpatron m th management of forest under section 

46 Under section th re is pro' 1 ron for a management plan which is a systematic programme 

ho\\mg all actinlles to b undenaken m a for tor pan then.~ f durmg a p riod of at least fi e 

years and includes con.senation. ulih/.atron. rh rcultural stud. , cultivation and management of 

forest trees) operations and infrastructure de,elopments 

Ho' ever, the Act has Lhe following ,. eakness: 

It fails to gi e consideration to the 1 cal communit in relation to forest and land use 

management m their areas· It has failed to protect forest resources from indascriminate 

e, ploitation; It empo' ers the minjster to degazette forests wtthout consulling the public· and 

fines imposed on inruscriminate cutting of trees are negligible. 

2.6.6 The Enviroom otal Mana ement and Coordination Act no.8 1999 

This act allows for appointment of provrncial and District nvironmental committees ' hich are 

charged with the proper management of the environment within a Province or District. ection 

58 reqwres that any de elopment as in second schedule will be carried out only after an 

environmental impact assessment has been done. Such de elopments include new townships, 

industrial estates shopping centers and complexes etc. 

2.7.Poverty And Povea1y Measur : 

Poven is a complex multi-dimensional phenomenon whose relati e levels vary considerabl 

over space and time. (CBS, 20 3). Hence no uniform standard is available for measuring it, 

even though it is widel viewed as the lack of sufficient income. Despite rears of effort in 

fighting po ert m1sconceptions remam about the poor. wh they are poor and \ hat is needed 

to help them lift themselves out of poverty (Kimalu Nafula, Manda, Mwabu, Kimenyi, 2001 . 

Some groups in the population often face a combination of the predicaments associated with 

po erty lo'> income illiteracy premature death, earl marriage large famjlies, malnutrition, 

and illness and injury- which lock them into unacceptably low standards of It ing. Based on 

the 199 Population Census projected numbers the 20 51 6 population stood at 5 million 

The rural population accounted for 79% while urban accounted for 21%. Poverty in Kenya is 

still a rural phenomenon ( BS, 2007). 



2. 7. I. finition : 

Po ert ma be defined m absolut or rclatl\'e terms ( oK 1' < • Absolute povert 1s stat 

''here one cannot rru e the mcome requ1red to meet th e penditure for purchasing a specifi d 

bundle of basic requarem nts RelatJ\ p \Crt~ IS \\hen one cannot purchase a bundle of basac 

needs available to a referen e so rat group, uch as p pi w1lhin a median m om le el 

Vanous reports (Go I 97, 2 ) define po erty in en a in the absolute sense- as a situation 

\\here mdi iduals cannot raise the mcome required to meet a gi en level of basic needs usunll 

over a p riod of one month. 

o determine absolute poverty, an absolute poverty Jan is needed that is, an income le el at 

\\hich an individual just meets the cost of a specified bundle of basic needs. The critical role of 

a povert line is to identif who the poor are in a societ . 

2.7.2.Poverty line : 

nee po erty lines are defined the can be used to measure food po erty and o erall absolute 

po erty. Food po ert is an indicator of the inabilrt of a household to satisf its basic food 

reqUirements. To identify the food poor, a food povert · line is needed. This line indicates the 

mcome le el below v hich people cannot meet their mimmum basic fo d requirements. To 

identif the food poor, a food po ert line is required. In 2006 the B defined the food 

po ert line in monthl adult equi al t terms ofKsh.988.00 for rural areas and KShs. 1474 

for urban areas. 47.2% of Kenyans in the rural areas were described as food poor verses 40.5% 

in urban areas in 2 6( B 2007). 

Hard core po ert is an indicator of the inabilit of a household to meet its basic food needs 

e\en ' hen all income is spent on food . ln 2 06 19.1 ~ of Kenyans were in hard-core po ert 

(CB , 2 07). F and WHO describe fl od povert line as the cost of purchasing 225 calori 

per da per adult 

The headcount index for absolute po' ert indicates a household's inabilit to meet all its basic 

(food plus non-food requjrements. Summing the food e penditure required for food nergy 

intake of 2250 Kcalories per da per person and th non-food expenditure allowance ga e the 

overall absolute po ert line. The non-food component is usuall taken as the mean of non-food 

household expenditure for households within a particular neighbourhood of the food povert 
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line nus neighb urh d is t 'Picall. d fined lh dastnbution of e p n iture comp m 

hou ehold 2 % b IO\\ the po ert lin and I 0 o ab ve it ( Kamalu l al, .. 0 I) In I< 7, the 

overall bsolute pov line was estimated as h J_Jl p r month per dult m rural Ken a and 

h 2 8 m the urban areas. In 2 th B reported that 46% of en ans were poor and in 

~ant.a prO\ ince PO\ ert le els were 47 (, , 

2.7.3.Poverty Gap. 

The po erty gap pro ades anformation on hov. much poorer the poor people are relative to the 

poverty line - that is the depth of po\ert) ( B . 2003, 13) It measures the a erage expendature 

shortfall or gap for the poor within a gh en area relauve to the po ert line. lt ts obtained b. 

adding up all the shortfalls of the poor tgnoring th non p or) and di iding this total b the 

population. It is a crude a of estimating the minimum amount of resources necessary to lifi 

the poor out of po erty through perfectJ targeted cash transfers geared to' ards closing the gap. 

Though informati e this measure has ~ eaknesses in that cash transfers are not practicall 

possible and the measures masks inequaht among the poor since some may only be a fe, 

shilling below the po ert line and others m have very little money at their disposal . 

2.7.4.Proxirnate Poverty Indicators and baracteri tic : 

Pro imate indicators of poverty are the factors associated with po ert . They are ' proximate' in 

the sense that they are contemporaneous with po ert , that is they are found together with 

poverty (Kirnalu et al, 2001). They are the immediate determinants or immediate consequences 

of po erty. Proximate determinants of po erty are commonly known in the literature as the 

·characteristics of the poor. 

Poor households are characterized by insufficient food, perpetual hunger and heavy reliance on 

handouts, skipping meals, cutting meals. lack of land, Ia k of proper housing, poor health, and 

mabilit to educate children and pa medical bills. 

The Po erty Reducllon trategy Paper (PRSP) published b lhe ministry of planning in Ken a 

tn 2 1 pl6) quoted qualitative surveys that have shown that po ert manifests itself through 

hunger malnutrition. illiteracy, lad.. of shelter and frulure to access essential social services 

such as basic education, health. water and sanitation. Howe er, a study carried out on the 

chronically poor and the implications on agriculture in Western Ken a in 2003 it was argued 

that, the poor lack a regular source of income or social ne~ orks upon \\hich to tum for support. 
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Here. remiuan es from employed chaldren consntute a l omponent of the li\ lihoods o 

poor household and as such the poor t o are tho e Without an · soc1 I e urat and tha 1 

pegg d at the famJI · Jerel. lt is also apparent that acces to some food alone as just a bare 

mm1mum and do not warrant bemg considered non-poor Instead. for as long as one struggle 

to SUI"\ 1 e and Lhey Ia l food stoc or assets then the are sttll poorThe P P summarized the 

charactensllcs of Lhe poor as stated b ll and WM II of 1994 and 1997 as follows. 

2. 7.4. J .Oemographi 

Kno'< ledge of demographic charactenstr of households and farrulies is useful in poliC) and 

programme formulation both in the ec n mic and social fields. uch characteristics are useful 

m planning education, health and housing programmes (Kimalu et al. 20 I). 0 erall. on 

average, the poor ha e larger households than the non-poor. ccording to the 1994 " elfare 

momtoring survey GoK 199 ), the a\'erage household 1.1. for the po r ' as 6.4 members. 

compared with 4.6 members for the non-poor. Large familie dilute famil resources and di ert 

resources from long-term in estment as they tend to de ote a disproportionate! large share of 

their budget on foo~ leaving little for education and other in estments. 

Rap1d population growth is generally iewed as one of th main causes of deterioration in li mg 

standards. The total fertili ty rate is the number of chjJdr n a woman is e peeled to have in her 

lifetime. In 1994, poor women had a significant! higher ferti lity rate of 6.6 children than non­

poor women, ' hose rate was 6. 1. The data show also that rural v omen irrespecti e of whether 

they v ere poor or not, had a higher fertility rate than urban omen. 

The 1997 welfare monitoring surve oK 2000 found that female-headed households were 

poorer than male-headed ones. In the rural areas, 31 .2% of the poor households were female 

headed, while in urban areas this ' as 25.5%. The respechve percentages for males \ ere 17 % 

and 29.8%. 



2.7.4.2.11ou b fd inc m • nd e p nditUI : 

In m and e. p n llure are vel) tmp nant anabl in th anal~ sts of po ert Jn a tud · t 

amme the effi ts of poven) on ricultural produ tton tn 1ava and 1h1g districts (Pia 

Hebmck, Omosa, 20 a participant ts quoted as commenung. 'La k of a Qurc o{ m ome 

you have no cJuld to · nd you money However, lj~vou hav ey . hands and leg ·, J:'OU can get 

somethmg to eat. Bw, you cannot produ e many sa ks of maize or keep a grad ow because 

t/1 re IS no money to buy fertilt cr or .fo d jor the cow' 

2. 7.4.3.1ncome 

Wage employment IS a major source of income in urban areas, \\hile li estock and crops are the 

main income sources in rural areas. in rural areas, income from v ages is tmportant in 

nabling households to avoid pov rt . In ruraJ Kenya, the non-poor denve a large share of their 

income from cash crops GoK 2000) In contrast, subststence farmers are among the poorest 

and most ulnerable groups. In Tan7..ania, people \\hose main source of income is farm produce 

are fi e times more likel r to be poor than are v age earners (World Bank 1997). 

2. 7.4.4.Expenditur 

Being poor means de oting insufficient resources to consumption. The results of the 1994 

welfare monitoring survey (GoK 1998 show that the poor spend a larger proportion of their 

expenditure on food (71 %) than do the non-poor (59%). 

2. 7 .4.S.HeaHh 

ccess to health care has long been considered as pt otal in helping people acqujre core 

capabilities that permit them to escape po erty. Poor health is seen as a cause of po erty. 

Furthermore, po ert perpetuates ill health. because the poor. compared with the non-poor, are 

less likely to report health problems and are Jess likely to seek treatment in the e ent of iUness. 

The poor ha e fe, sources of basic health care. Public health institutions in Ken a are 

characterized b long queues of patients. The time taken to reach a health fa ilil is considered 

an important indicator of accessibilit to health services. The 1997 v elfare monitoring surve 

found that most poor households in rural areas took over one hour to reach the nearest health 

facilrry. In urban areas, this t1me was between I 0 and 30 minutes. The first destination for the 

s1 k poor in rural areas ' as a public dtspensaJy (26. 7%), a drug store or pharmacy (23.2% , or a 

pnvate doctor (20.8%). The maJOnt of the non-poor use private sources of medical care 

(51.4%). Access to health services by the poor meaning availability, 
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affordabilirv and ph~ teal tbilit. of drugs and c nsuh tion seni h been limit d 

0\\1n 1 factors rangtng from ost sh nng to long dt tan · t health f'l tliri ·n1e I< 7 

\\elfare monitoring sun e. found that onlY 3 %of the cluldr born to poor households \\ere 

dell\cred at health facdtlles, compared w1lh 2.3% of ch1ldren bom in non-poor 

hou ehold . MaJnutnllon 1 h1gher m Lh p or than m non-p r household • as are stuntin • 

' astmg and eight deficiency among child r n 

2 . .4 . ducation 

ducation is considered as a ehicle for po ert} reducuon Mv abu et al . 20 sho\\ that 

po ert is highest among people wtlh ut an schooling. Accordmg to the1r study, there ' as 

'1rtuall no po ert among households headed b universit • graduates O\ ever, the precise 

mechanism through \\hich education reduces povert 1s not ''ell IJtown. Although education 

mcreases the chance of escaping poverty, it is not a guarant in 3\0iding po\ert ' altogether. 

In the 1997 ' elfare monitoring sunrey near! t\' o th1rd of the urban poor had attained 

secondary-le el education, and 63.1% of the poor had reached pnmary-level education, the 

h1ghest educational level for the rural poor (GoK 2 The sun·ey also found that 22.7% of 

children from the non-poor households ad,•anced to secondary school compared with II% of 

hildren from poor families. However, there appear d to be no difference between enrolment 

rates in primary school for the poor and the non-poor, but there ' as a large disparity in 

secondary school enrolment b po ert status, where the non-poor reported a gross enrolment 

rateof30.8%, which' as near! double the 15.9% rate for the poor (GoK 2000b . According to 

I EF (1995 , ' hen food gets scarce, parents pull children out of sch ol to conser e their 

energy and to sa e on scllool-related penses. There is anecdotal evidence that some parents 

marT) off their daughters earl • for dO\\ries to enable the rest of the children to continue 

schooling Kimalu et al 200 I . There are high repetition rates among the poor, especta11 · in 

standard 8, as most of them cannot afford secondary school fees. In orne cases children either 

have to repeat standard 8 or drop out of school e en if the ha e passed the national 

exarmnations \\ell enough to ad\ance to secondary school. Thus, man poor people are unable 

to educate their children beyond the primary scllool le el. The poor also tend lo send their 

children to ine pens• e, ill-equipped schools. A povert assessment in en a orld Bank 

I 5 found that at the primary school le elthe bottom e ·penditure dec1le had 
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a net hool enr lm nl of 6 ° . compared \\lth 76°il or th top dectle and 1 th sec nd 

h I I \'el. the b nom d tl had a n t nr lment of~ ·~. ompared \\lth about 20% for th 

top de ile. llowever, education is not en ugh by ttself to nsure cape from p \Crt Kri hna 

et al, 2 an edu at d 'iiJagers remain poor on a ount of lack of access to opportuntties. 

Furthermore, in an econom • qutte sharp!_ segm nted b non-marl.et barn of mformatton and 

acce s. htgh transaction costs lim1l Lh effic1ent use of human capabtltti and indi 1dual 

resources. 

2.7.4.6. ater and anitation 

ccording to the 1 7 \ elfare monitoring surve ·• rhers, lakes and ponds were the major 

sources of drinking ' ater for the p or in most of districts. ccess to safe \: ater and an 

sanjtation varies by po erty status and localit . During the dry seasons, 3% of the poor 

households and 53% of the non-poor households were reported as using' ater from protected 

sources. Two thirds of the rural poor had no access to safe drinking ' ater. In the 200 /20 6 

KlllB 57% of Ken ans had access to safe drinking water and in the rural areas whi h contain 

the majority of the poor, 4 % had access to safe drinking water. Sanitation and water disposal 

sen·ices are scarce in most cases for the poor in both rural and urban areas. According to the 

l 997 welfare monitoring survey 5 .3% of the non-poor households and 72.2% of the poor 

households had no access to sanitary facilities. The 2005/2 6 KIHB indicated that 4.2% of 

Ken ans use adequate,. ays of human waste disposal . 

2.7.4.7 Agricultural production 

On a erage, the non-poor culti ate more land (4.1 acres) than the poor 3.8 acres). Moreo er, 

the yield per acre for the non-poor is considerabl higher than that of lhe poor, owing to the 

differences between the two groups in accessing fertilit..ers quality land credit, irrigation and 

other agricultural inputs. In 1997, the poor spent on a erage a thlrd (Ksh 1611.3 ) of what the 

non-poor did h 4794.60) on agncultural inputs. On a erage the non-poor households own 

more cattle, sheep and goats than do the poor (GoK 2000). The 1 94 \ elfare sur e found that 

the non-poor earned more than two and halftimes the money the poor did from cash crops, and 

nearl ' one and half Limes more from li estock products. 

The PRSP (20 I, p 18 states that certain occupations such as subsistence farmers 46% and 

pastoralists (6 % poor), have a higher than average incidence of poverty. ubsistence farmers' 

account for 50% of the poor in Ken a 
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2 . .4. .Hou ehold am niti 

The t pe of cooling fu I a given hou ehold uses is an important indicator of its standard of 

lmng sang electnctl in tead of firewood. for tnstancc, sav time that can be spent on oth r 

produ the activitJes The poor engage m xcessi"e us of' ood fu I and unsafe human w te 

dtsposaJ which negatn• I • affect the envtronment reducing land potential ·p tall in the rid 

and semi arid areas GoK, 200 I) Thi makes the struggle for survival more difficult leadmg to 

o er exploitation of land and ' ater resources. When this happens more time is spent on fetching 

water and the distances to fuel wood increase ,,;th time This affects agricultural output leading 

to food insecurity, malnutrition and poverty The rural p or depend o en helmingly on 

collected firewood, ' hereas the urban poor have access to both charcoal and paraffin. The 1994 

' elfare surve found that in rural areas, 97.5% of the poor and 85.4% of the non-poor used 

fire\ ood for cooking. A majority of the rural poor (92 4 %) used paraffin for lighting, compared 

with 83.7% among the non-poor. The poor had fewer consumer durables uch as radto , 

bicycles, cemented v ails and iron sheet roofs. This study will use the a o e qualitah e 

characteristics of poYert to assess the v ell being of the communi I in the area under stud . 

Kn hna et al 2 4) carried out a stud in 20 YiUages in taya and ihiga districts on escapmg 

po ert and becoming poor and found that . illagers unanimous! • agreed that households 

progress upward out of povert b first acquiring food, then clothes then basic sheJter, then 

money to pay for their children s primary school costs, and then acquiring small animals, 

mcluding chicken. sheep and goats. Once household ha e reached and crossed this part1cular 

stage, they are no longer regarded as poor \ ithin villages in this region. It is on this that this 

stud will base its findings to judge whether the sale of family land has assisted the people of 

orlh Alego location in either climbing out of po ert or not. Krishna's study also observed that 

th ability of agriculture to occasion gro' lh for the poorest households is depend nl on \ hcth r the 

sector is predisposed to do well and secondly, whether the poor are in a position to reap the ben fits . 

Whereas agriculture seems to keep the poor going it is not structured to enable them leap out of 

persistent pa erty. The fact that they arc poor tcods to limit their ability to participate effcctivel in 

th sector particular) with regard to occastorung a meaningful tum around. Yields are lov because 

of lack of resources with which to mvcst in agriculture. The study recommended that mvcstmcn 

that require relati ely large cash outlays arc not feasible " nc l steps ' for poor h uscholds. 

Howe er. there arc sc .. cral lov cost w in which hous holds can make io rcmental welfare gains. 

On this line this stud. will recommend policies to be put in place to help uplift the standards of 
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L1velihood comprises the capabilities, assets {including both material and social resources), and 

actiVities required for a means of living. livelihood is sustainable when it can cope with and 

reco er from str ses and shock and maintain or enhance its capabihries and assets both nO\\ 

and in the future. ""hile not undermining the natural resource base. 

ustainable livelihoods approaches ha e evol ed from three decades of changing perspectives 

on po erty, ho' poor people construct the1r li es. and the importance of structural and 
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instllutaonal issu The concept of ··th lihoods.. has b orne incre mgl popular in 

de elopm nt thtnlung as a wa of e nomi ti\ tues poor people 

undertake m th tr totalltaes The focu of d velopment thanlang m th I 970s on emplo ment 

and "J bs"' has W' n '\! ay to the realt1..au n that while JOb creata n m the formal ector contmues 

to be one important strategy for po ert) reduction, the reallt for poor people m the outh is 

that urvivaJ and prospent}' dep nds on the pursun of dtverse and multiple activities 

samultaneously, b ' different famaly members. talcing advantage of differ nt opportunities and 

resources at different times. 

sets interact wi01 polictes, inslltuta n . and proc es to hape th hotce of li eliho d 

strategies. These. in tum, shape th li ehhood outcomes, ' hich are ofien th t pes of impa t ' e 

are interested in. Ho' ever, those outcomes are not necessaril the end point, as th feed back 

into Ole future asset base. 

The ulnerabilit_ context encompasses; trends in population resources, and economtc 

mdicators such as prices, governance, or even technology; 

hocks such as changes in human or animal health. natural disasters, sudden changes, or 

conflict; and seasonality in prices, agricullural production, loss of employment opportunjties 

natural resource depletion, its availabilit . or cost of health and education which demands cash 

resulting in sale of other assets like land and dimirushing returns from farms. They can also 

force people to abandon their home areas and dispose of assets (such as land) premature! as 

part of coping strategies. 

ulnerabilit here refers to things that are outside people's control. h is usually negati e but it 

can also pro ide positi e opportunities. It is not objective "risk Olat matters but people's 

subjective assessments of things that make them vulnerable. These matter because botll 

percei ed and actual vulnerability can influence people's decisions and h nee their livelihood 

strategies. This is especially important ' hen Ole only source of li elil1ood is Land and one has 

no control over its use or disposal. It is further serious when the factors of production for thls 

asset are hard to come by. The asset base upon whlch people build their li elihoods includes a 

wider range of assets than are usuall considered. Rather than looking onl • at land or other 

classic ~ ealth indicators. the sustainable li eliboods framework suggests considerauon of an 

asset portfolio of fi e different types of assets: 
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• atural c p11a/ are resources from \\hJch rna be ·tr ct consumable go ds sential 

to ltvelth od e [I od, bwldin mat nals and mclud land, "' ter, [I r ts, marine 

resources. atr qualtl) . ero ton prot tion. and bt dtv •r II) 

• Physical capllal mcludes lransportauon. roads, bwldings, facton to provtde 

emplo rm nt as nn altemati e 1 subsistence agriculture, shelter, \ at r suppl_ and 

santtat10n. ener •, lechnolo , or mmunicauons. 

• Finan tal opl(a/ includes avm cash as well liquid assets credit formal and 

informal • as\! ell as tnflows state transfers and rerrultances). 

• Human aptlal includes educauon, skills, kno\ ledg , health, nutrition, and labour 

PO\ er. 

• octal capital includes an ' networ~ that increase trust. abilit to v ork together. access 

to opportunities reciprocity; informal safet nets; and membership in organi:t.ations. 

Though most ersions of the sustainable li elihoods frame-. orl. are limited to these fi e kinds 

of capital, some add political capital as a sL th type of assel, which can include, for e ample, 

cttizenship, enfranchisement, and membership in political parties all assets that can be key in 

obtaining or operationalizing rights o er other assets. 

Policies, in titution and proce e aiTect how people use their asset in pursuit of different 

livelihood strategies. This bo · on the diagram refers to both formal and inforrnal institutions 

and organizations that shape li elihoods b: influencing access to assets. li elihood strategies, 

vulnerability, and terms of exchange. The may occur at multiple levels from the household to 

community, national and even global le el . The public and pri ate sectors, civil society, an 

community institutions may all b rele ant considerations· laws as ' ell as culture are also 

included. AJJ of these influence people's Ji elihood strategies, i.e., the choices they emplo m 

pursuit of income security weU being, and other producti e and reproducti e goals. 

What is important about the li elihood strategies approach is that it recogrt.Ues that households 

and individuals rna pursue multiple strategies, sequentiall or simultaneous! .. As Chambers 

\\Tote in 1997: 

They main1ain a portfolio of acth·ities. Different members of the famil seek and find 

difli rent sources of food, fuel, aruma! fodder, cash and support m different wa s in 

different places at different limes of the ear. 
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Their li\'ing is impronsed and u tamed through th 1r lt\elihood c pabtlities. through 

tangtble as et m the form of store and resource • and thr ugh mtangabl' assets m th • 

form of clamlS and access ( hambers. I 9 7 I , ) 

nus means that. e'en an the context of research, we sh uld not assume that pe pie with other 

businesses are not im olved in farmmg or should \ e o erlook e en small li ehhood 

stratewes. becaus the can be very unp rtant, espectall for the poor, ' ho Oen pursue man 

h\elihood strategt either to make up enough income or to provide a measure of securit 

(Tostensen,20 3). The pursuit of multiple actmties can ha'e tmportant 1mpltcations for cash 

and labour availability at different times of the ear and for the rele' ance of specific 

development interventions for poverty reduction. 

Livelihood outcomes encompass man of the types of impact of interest for the stud on 

povert . Potential outcomes include con\entional indicators such as income, food security and 

sustainable use of natural resources. utcomes can also mclude a strength ne asset base, 

reduced vulnerability, and improvements m other aspects of weU-being such as health, self­

esteem, sense of control, and even maintenance of culturaJ assets, preservation of naturaJ 

resources like land in this case stud , and thus have a feedback effect on the vulnerability status 

and asset base. 



42 

H 

DO D 

1.0 o rapbic cation 

North Alego location is one of the two locations in Boro Division of ia a 01stnct., yaru.a 

Province in Kenya It consists of 4 sublocations narnel Komolo, Hono N algunga and 

amil The location is bordered b entral Alego to the West, East Alego to the East and 

Siaya Township to the outh. To the orth it is bordered by Central Ugen and West Uholo 

Locations of Ugunja Division, and to the orth East borders orth Gem and North West Gem 

of Yala Division all of iaya District The location has an area of 56.7 quare Kilometers. It 

lies between latitudes 0° 05 and 0° 08' and longitudes 34° 15' and 34° 21 '. 

Mapl Map2 

-·-
Administrative boundaries of Boro Division -locations 

Map3 
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Map compiled by author 

J.l.Physiographics and atural ondition : 

3.1.1. Relief: 

-~\ 
) \ _,_, 

Map4 

HOIITHWlST G(M 
lOCAl 

---- location Boondarles 

------ Sub Location Boundaries 

HONO Sub locations 

The location rises in h ight from lowlands of 1220m to the highest of 1400m on Mb~a Hill. 

There are two major rivers namel Luanda/ ese and Huludhi. Part of Luanda ese is Abura 

dam, which is the source of water for ia a Town and parts of orth Alego location. ee Map 5 

below. 
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3.1.2 ro 
colo · calJ. 

ecologJcal J.On 

under 

D 

lo er parts of 

DntSIOn and 

4 

spread agro 

L I TO L 3 \\ith a mall area 

a Distnct 

L 1 /O CO\ers 

gunja. upper part of th Boro 

ala dJ rtSJons. orth ego 1 in 

th HJgh Ramfall &\anna Zon tuch covers 

aJntudes of bet een 12 meters -135 m ters abo e 

ea le-vel w1th an a erage rainfall of I mm to 

13 mm per annum. 1lus zone is too d r for coffee 

but is suitable for cotton, sugarcane groundnuts oil 

seeds maae beans wtute mille orghum and root 

crops. Animal husbandry is po ible in the whole 

zone Go 1 7 The soils of the area are dark 

bro·wn loarns v rt th llo bro·wn sand loams. 

3.1.3 limatic: 

...,.___ .. ~, 

iaya District eJ periences bimodal type of rainfall. On highlands it ranges b ween 800mm -

2 mm annuall while in the lov lands its 800 - 16 mm i a District De elopment Plan 

2002-2 

The long rains fall beh ~ March and June with p · in April and Ma while the hort rains 

fall between August and o ember. Mean temperatures are 15° mirumum and 30° 

maximum 

3.2 Population: 

ccording to the 19 census th total population ofthe location was I pe o compo ed 

of 4661 households holding 2 males and 10216 females. The District total '\\as 4 0 184 

persons and Boro Otvision had 7455 persons in the same penod. The population densi 

337 persortS per square Kilom er. 



abl I. Populatt n ) e . numb r of h 

ource I 9 census 

10.21 
2,9-tO 

. 32 
2.131 
2.1 I 

.2.l.Popu1 tion pr j ction 

Table3 2 omptl b ' author 

19 

2634 
2 22 
192 
17 

d it) . 

R u - II ld 

.9% 

Total 

6151 
6129 
468 
630 
23260 

337 
41 
31 
330 
294 

The femal male s . · ratton is curr ntl 12 I . The most tughl populate 1 flo no foliO\\ d 

closet b omolo Tius can b attributed to thear pro. imit to iaya Town and thetr sizes. 



1 

3. Infra tru tur : 

.I Phy i J infr lnt(tu 
MaJor ph_· teal con tram hampering onomtc d ' lopm t of rural are ar I 1.: of aJI 

\\ealh r fi der r d and Ia I. fan organ11ed marl. ung tern th r mfr. tru ture tmportant 

for norruc dev lopmenl are plan for processing ncultural products, tr ing stor , 

m tunery mamt n ce worl..shop . 'ill. e teehmcal and gncullural sch I beller public 

water suppli an teleph ne sen tees R pu lie of 1 7 

e state of mfr tru lure in th lo lion 1 d plorabl . Th mam road _ conn ctmg 1a a 

own to Busia istnet and the orth part of the Distnct IS imp as able dunng the rruny season. 

There IS no tarmac road in the loca110n and the main mode of public transp n ts non m torable 

1 e bicycles, waJktng and handcarts 

e ele tricit suppl is onl along th1 road thus ser m onl dere marl..et an recentl • 

Kobare market and baga Mission he main health cent r are KaJuo health enter and 

fbaga MissiOn Hospi tal run b the atholic Church therwtse ia a 01 trict Hospital is 

wtthm 30km from the furthest comer of the location but gt .. ·en the poor roads infrastructure it lS 

rarel a choice for man. 

Water suppl is also restricted to the main roads as the main ptpes suppl ing ' ater to Sia a 

t0\\11 folio\ this route. Ironicall the location hosts the main dam, the storage tanks on Mbaga 

H1ll and th pumping station along th ta ra dere road 

Health faciliti 

The mam h lth centers are aluo health enter and baga Mis ion llospital run b th 

atholic hurch Otherwise ia ra District HospitaJ is ' 1thin krn from th furth I com r of 

the location but gi en the poor ro ds infrastructure it is rarel a choice for man 

Water suppl is also restricted to the main roads as the main pipes suppl ing ' ater to ia a 

t0\\11 folio thi r ute. lroni aJI th locauon hosts the main dam, the storage tanks on Mbaga 

H11l and the pumping station along the ia ·a dere road 



ccordmg to th KlHB for 2 , primary chool enrolment m iaya 1stn 4 o 

compared to 2. J ~ for yanza pro\mce chool the enrolment r for the 

Dt tnct \\as 2 as compared to 18 7% for anza and 18 I Yo for the \\-h le count . In onh 

ego, there ar a total of fifteen Pubh Primal) chools m th Dtstrict wtth on nrolment of 

pupils m 2 7 e are thr econd cbools With an enrolment of 62 guls and 22 

bo. 'S The prepnm msntutions ha e fourteen PublJc chools and two pn ate ones wtth a 

total enrolment o 83 children. 

PI te 1 Types of cbool buiJdin in tb tudy area 

Manyalo Primary hool KoWi 1 Primary School 

ur«: F~Jd urvey 2001 
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.3.2 und allocat d to lnfra tructu proj t in orth I o from 0 olv d fund : 

Th re are se,eraJ funds from de,ohed funds m the diStnct and the researcher \\as able to get 

d tails of some as outhned m tables to 

Table 3.3Roads Maintenance Le\ 

Year 

2 003/200-t Gombc Hono 104,4 0.00 

20 12 05 
Ula17Hono!Kobare 740,000. ()() 

200512006 
Nil Nil N1l 

2006/2007 
Kobarc!Uiudhi 7.5 1,96R,O 0.00 

2007/200 
Kobarc!Uludhi 10 32 ,0 .00 

Total 3.137.4 0.00 

Compiled b author from data obtained from District Public Works office, ia a 

Table 3.4 Local 

Year Project N.;.:am::..:..:...:::c __ 

2002/2003 N akongo Primary School 

yalgunga Primary chool 

KaJuo Health Centre 

2004/2005 .. 

Amount 

150. 0.00 

150, 00 00 

700, 0 

300,0 0 

2005/2006 R d Grading & Calvert ot d ne 

2006/2007 ·algunga - Kaluo Health 
entre 

186.980.00 

I 0.000.00 

(07) 

Gmdcr to be 
purhased 

ompiled b author from data obtained from Sia a ount ouncil. 



Table 3 PrOJ 

locanon 

funded b Alego onga onstitueo 

Pro"ect 

MbagaMixed 
N ralgunga Pmnary 
Rachuoo}'O Pnmar) 
HoooSch I 
BoreH L 

1-looo Primary 
Man ala Primary 
N '8lJlila Prim 

ma Unit for the 
Deaf 

215299 
215299 
215299 
55 3 

Ralwala-majina Rd 27000 

t 

2 

231237 

23459 
231 
234593 
64 67 

34 

Compiled b author from data from Alego Usooga constitu n 

lopment fund m orth 

ln 2 5 - 2 se eral water projects were proposed and the Ministry of Water ~ to isil 

sites for e aluation. 

3.4. Ho in 
Housing types in the location is predominantl of tempor: material ' ·1th gr -thatched 

houses bemg the most common Homes are spatiall arrang d in the traditional Luo pattern of 

the mam house facing the gate and ons building at the left or nght of the mam h use wtth their 

bac to the fence. Also common are the so-calJed semi p rmanent houses made of corrugated 

iron sh and mud walls. 



3.5. ttl m nt p tt m : 
Human settlem nt result from the con ntrahon of peopl and uvttt tn an ar a 

populauon growth changes m soctal and culturaJ aJu and • emergmg te hn logt 

and economtc stems enlement p ttems m th lo tlon foliO\\ th 

de,elopment \\htch is concentrated around the area tO\ d 

Kobare ark t These areas ar along the mam road C2 lmkmg orth ego to 

Headquarte and ia a to th main isumu Busta road to th orth High con f 

settlements are also found around Mb ga catholic Mission and Hono chool. The other p uems 

then follow Agr ecological zones ' ruch characterize dtspersed settlement, delineated 

elaborate farm boundaries especaall h dg and some barbed ' ire fences with th a' er el 

high potentJaJ areas of Komolo and parts of amila subl catton attracting lugh numb rs of 

settlements. 

3.6 Land Tenua· . 

The three types of land tenure in en a were discussed in chapter 2. The land in the stud area 

is registered under free hold title own hip, and ' as adjudicated in the 196 s. Th land ' as 

allocated to individuals based on customary rights. Th registration sections were th n 

entraV Alego ono, Komolo and algunga They are regt tered under the Re · t red land 

act. Cap 3 0. 

3.7 Pov rty lev I : 

The Ssaya sstrict Developm nt Plan 2 2 - 2008 reports that by 2 2 the pove le els in the 

district had reached 5 .02 percent The for I 7 reported that 4% of p pulauon m 

iaya,. as food poor while absolute po ert · accounted for 5 %of the population 7.52% of the 

people m ia: a ere in hardcore rural po ert . The B report on ' here are the poor published 

in 20 3 estimated that North lego had 62% of the population belo\ the po ert line 

translatmg to J I 77 indiVIdual lmng below the povert lin . 

ln the current report from the en a integrated Household udget survey rete ed in 2 7b, 

68% of people in Alego are est1mated to be lh ·ng below th po erty line and the co tituency is 

rated number I 87 in the po ert rankings m the republic out of 21 . 1- nchest, 

210 poorest 2 7a . 



and nd conomi cti\i ti : 

ike most parts of taya Distncl orth ego location s main li\lt)' is ub i ten a •riculture 

mvolvmg culth ation of mai/e. mtllet cas a a. S\\ t potato s , orghum and banan . 

70~o of land m ia a distnct IS under food crop (Distnct D elopm nt Plan 2 Thi 

translate to 69 Ha for orth Alego ocat1on Th mrun t 'Pe of 11\estocl.. t... pt are local 

Zebu, sheep goats and chtcken. There are pockets of drury cattle k pm m ·am1l ar 

The area ts good for cotton and sugarcan growmg but these ha\e not en tat... n up otton 

growmg 1s bemg introduced b dommion group through dtstnbutJOn of fr s ds but mo t 

farm rs ar reluctant du to loses th had m urred dunng an earlier e · rctse n the am 

Table3 .6. rop yields for the penod 20 -2 

Yields chie ements Per Hac. 

CRP 

MAII.E 

BEAN. 

Source Distnct Agnculture lllcc 

mmon 

Non-u o fcn•li.ll:r 

Local seed & lore planllng 

Ina c:quale plnn11ng malcnal 

Ca va d1 pr I m 

Dry r 

PI led 111 

Mil , AI. yo A th 

D1 ppcanog mp 

cmc:nt d \ lop t 



The main form of formal employm nt ts on agncultural s tor. wtuch ts rrurumal lMe 

at dere local centre operates at belo\ capacity and therefore mplo rment opp rtumu ar 

negligible. Bicycle Taxis (border border) are also a major economic acti ·ty. Brick makmg is 

another activity though environmental! it is blamed for defor tation and soil osi n oth 

ermronmentall degrading acti ity is charcoal burning, which ts an occupation in th ar 

dere has some shops for both wholesale and retail and a major open air market while obare. 

Nyalgunga and Nyamila have small time shops leading to pet trading. Social groups engage in 

income generating activities like dairy farming around Got enga illage in amila sub 

location. There exists small scale horticulture along the ri er banks but smce th rei on 

rainfall it does not do so \ ell Lack of cash to purchase ater pumps and pipe was a major 

complaint. Map 8 illustrates some of these land use. It should be noted that subsistence 

agriculture dominates the land use. 

Plate3 Land u esamJ)les. 

Horticulture along stream banks. 

Residential Use in Hono Sub location. 

Source: field urvey 2007. 

Brick making. 

Subsistence agriculture (~a a 



N 0 R T H A L E G 0 L 0 CAT I 0 N LAND USE MAP 
Scale 1 :50 000 
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3.9 ocio cultural Backgr·ound . 

The stud area is inhabited b, the Luo of Ken a The u p pie enugr t d from th udan 

during the 1500s ( tieno and Cohen I 8 ) . Prior th 1 0 • the uo op rat d un • o-p t raJ 

s tern in iaya, pro u ing mainl milk, buller. blood and o 1onall m t attl ' ere aJ 

used for wealth accumu lation and e changed for land r t pa the bndc pnce. hiOmg 

cultivation dominated and was subsistence oriented. The mam crops grov.n w re fing mtllet 

(Eiu me coracana), sorghum (. orghwn vulgare), field pea (P1sun1 ·atNum and melo 

~ ucumi melo) (Mango, 1999). Farmers used iron blad d h for hght edb preparauon 

eeds were broadcast and manure was not applied s stemaucall . Fishing for ·ub 1 tence w 

also important. Men ' ere main)_ responsible for caule and fishing and v om n for crop 

production. 

During the l 0 s, cattle rearing continued to be th dommant actl\ ll) and an acti \'e trade m 

cattle operated between Uganda and Tanzania, which passed through ia a. 

During this period Luo people started to settle ' hich result d in a transition rom 

shifting cult:i ation to fallow-based agriculture. Staple foods ' ere millet, fmger millet and 

sesame. Migration to ia a also in reased during this p riod because of\ ars among Luo clans 

and the high population density in their region of origin in the udan. The \ ere also attracted 

to the northern part of Sia a because of its good rainfall and a ailability of suitable land for 

arable farming. The Luo adopted the cropping practices of neighbouring Bantu people and 

started to grm new crops such as bananas, maize and s-. eel potatoes 

When the colonial go emment stopped the e ·pans10n of tribal lands, people were forced to 

settle where the were and concentrate on arable farmmg. Reserves of clan land had ceased to 

ex1st and land scarcity ' as aggravated b in reased p pulation pr ur . ons could onJ 

acquire land by subdividing their parents· land. Thus when land adjudication was started in the 

1960s onl those v ho had settled in the so-called ancestral land regist red the1r rights. The luo 

are strictly a patrilineal society (MjruJ..a, 20 1: 11) and onl male members of a 

famil are entitled lo inheritance. The e. ·tended famtl 

conservative cui lure that respects elders. 

ery clos krut and resul in a ery 
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II PT R 4: 

HF D G: 

As mdicated in chapter 2 Land is a major resource and It 1 b heYed to b d gh n nght 

For those who do not ha e any other source of h ·elihood m terms of v e mpl ym nt thc1r 

livelihood depends entirely on the land. Ho they utilize 1t and make tl upport th ir hv can 

be a matter of life and death. lbis chapter looks at what th people of orth o do ' th ar 

land and if it is of benefit to them or not and theLr tdeas on the subJ t of d1 p sal of thi 

important resource. 

4.1.Pre aleoce of and ons for ale of family land. 

The practice of sale of family land was found to b comm n m orth Alego f th 

respondents 62% bad old part of their land and the mam reasons were gJ n as payment of 

cbool fees 32% funeral e penses 17% and to bu food I I %. lmpro an of farming and 

medical expenses were other major ~ons. 

% of u by aublocahon 

I •Yt6·~ __ ___: Hono . Komolo ON~~ ON ~ 

Figure 4.1 . Prevalence of ale of Famil and ource: Field surv • 2 7 

The sub locations bordering Sia a town (Hono and ·algunga shov ed htgher mctden of 

sales pointing to urbanV.ation creeping into the local:ton 



Reasons for s I out land 

To pay school r 

Funeral arrangerrents ·-·--·--·· 

To buy food ·-·--· 

To ~ove Fermng ·-·--· 

To rreet med.c.l cost ·-·-· 
To start new buainesa 

To build • houae 

Col*fn!IT8.-.ge soi erosion on lind 

Land not productJYe 

Farriy d•pl.t • 

Faraway fromhome 

Rot too b~g for hm 

For lnBIIute conslructJon 

Forced to s by the governrrert 

0.00 500 10.00 15 00 20 00 2S 00 30.00 35 00 

P.rc.nt 

Figure 4.2. Reasons for selling famil land ource. 1 ld urv 2007 

The period o er v hich sales were done ranged from I 7 to 2 7 ~ h re b m t of the 

sales were done in the period 199 to 2 0 (5 % 1lu supports the 'i b Okuro 

who stated that the introduction of cost sharing in pubhc education and health servr after 

SAPs were implemented in the I 9 added on parents and the enllr populat1 n urden 

ne ·er perienced before. Lov cost public chool for exampl . pected par n to p 

twtion fees, building fund and de elopment fund am ng othe . Those \ ·h had formal 

employment in the public sector v ere laid off and the lo v agncultural productJ n of the 

land could not support the abo\e e penses. 

comparison of the results abo e and the official figur of transfi m orth e o 

location from the district land reg~strar s record mdJcated that mo t of th 

transfers were not recorded as only 7 4 entries ~ re recorded between 1999 and 2 ee 

table 4. 1 



Table 4.1 Recorded Land Transfers in orth Alego locauon 1 

from iaya District Land registry record 

Year 1999 2000 2001 2002 
1 2003 2 

No. of 9 4 4 4 I 5 I 
Tran.sfurs 

I 

to2 ompaled b auth r 

2 2 

2 II 

Of those not born in orth Alego a good numb r aid they cam due to busin 
opportunities and a ailability of affordable land. ee figure 4 .3 below: 
Figure4.3 

Reasons for moving into N. Alego 

73% 

Affordability of land o marriage o bussiness 

Reasons for moving into North Alego. ource Field survey 2 1 

4.2. Impacts on livelihood of the family membe . 

When asked if the sale of family land had a positive impact oo the lives of family members 42% 

said it bad while 5 % said they were either worse off or ere the same. How ver 

whether they succeeded on the reasons that made them sell the land 65% agreed and 35% said 

they had not succeeded. On close scrutiny this was found to be because of the funeral expens • 

buying food and medical expenses reasons since these are short-term problems that go awa 

immediately funds from the sales are a ailable. Of those who sold land to pa fees 52% said 



they had succeeded in th ir goals since tho e educated had b tter j bs \\hile 

ttll ould not pa 1i n selling land t m t medt at 40~' h d h1 

wtule the rest aid some of the ick had d1e or ontmu d bem 1 I. 

The ites sold aried \.\.ith the highest bemg a res. .{,of th Jan sold • than 2 r 

' hile 52% ' as less than l acre. The av ra e farm s11es in this ar 

Republic of en a, 2 2-200 indicatin that the p pi 

for immediate needs and continue with th 1r normal hv of 

n the standards of li ing of the populat1on the resul tnd1cated that. 

n uJture 

tare, 

r:u fund 

• 61.9% of respondents rei ' on ri ers and streams as thetr source of' ater compared to 

46.7% giv n for ia a district m th KlHB 2 for commurut1 m Ken a or Rur J 

Kenya the figure is 33.4%. nl 7 . %of resp ndents had p1p d \:at r d ptte the fa t 

that the location hosts the main am suppl 1ng 1a a tO\VIl, '' er tr tment wor · and 

pump stations and the storage tanks. For those ' ho h sold part of th ir land 93% of 

them relied on ri ers for their source of water 

• On the source of cooking fuel ~o of the responden that had old part of the land 

reported to using fire\ ood same as those ' ho had not sold land. Onl I 6% of 

respondents use LPG as a source of cookmg fuel with 13% using charcoal at one hme 

or another. 7 .7% of Kenyans in the rural ar 'ere reported tor I on wood fu I~ r 

cooking in the 2 06 KIHB. In ia a the report ga e the p rcent as .5% Wh n 

asked about an other source of mcome 42% of th respondents dmJtted to rei ng on 

remittances from their adult kids 16%' ere on formal employm nt and 22% had th ir 

own busin ses. The rest reli d on pensions and savings. The a crag monthJ m orne 

in mon tary terms was Ken ·a shillings 4300 

• The major method of human waste dispo al ' ·as p1t latnn \\ith 89% of th 

respondents using this method and the remainmg ing n ighbour's toilets. or rural 

Ken a the KD-IB report of 2 ga\'e the figur" as 7 % u mg p1t latrin . 94% of 

respondents said they disp se of household olid waste m thetr farms and onJ · 2% rud 

they had a compost pit. 

• As for education le els 67% of respondents had up to prim le el of educall n onJ 

and onJ I % had gone to tertiary in titutions 



• % of those int ie ed · d th O\\ned d h utJ I d 

occupying. 

• The house types in the area were found to be predominant) of lh t mpora.ry t ilh 

61% owning these temporary structures. Amo thi group 65~ had old part of lh 1r 

land and only25 % of those that had sold bad permanent h mp ed to of 

those that had not sold. 

Figure 4.4 House types in the area of stud 

ource: Field survey 2007 

• Distances to health facilities aried with onl 41% living w1thm 2 km from a pubhc 

health facility. 5 %of these vi it Kaluo health enter. 

• Agricultural production did not shov any sigruficant ampro ement \\<hether famal I d 

had been sold or not ·th production per hectare being belo\ lh esttmates gi en b the 

district agriculture office. The e timates are 5 ba 10 bag and 5 bags for orghum, 

maize and beans respecti el . This as based on a erage farm sit and minimum to no 

fertilizer additions. See table 4.2 belo : 

Product % Of respond nts 

abo e district estlha 

Sorghum 22 

Maize 20 

Beans 20 

Table 4.2. %of respondents producing abo~-e a erage e ·pected staple crops 
ource Field survey 2 7 
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50% of the respondents practiced mi. ed farming v. ·th I z u 1tle d rru tin 

The families owned bet\ een 3 to five co s nl 1% of th m '' er m rio us ru farmm d 

poultry keeping. 

4.3 Coping strate&ies by the vulnerab m ben of tb famiJ • 

Of the family members that ere interne~ ed and were not the regiStered O\ n 33 ~ · d th 

would ha e gi en consent to the sales if they bad been consulted whtle the oth r 7% ~ uld n t 

ha e gi en consent 57% of them felt that the land should be left for famil. u e as th pnc 

were too Jo to help the famil financial! m the long run 

Those whose lives had been negati\.el affected b the at stated th • had tned to make end 

meet or started small businesses. At the same time th stated several re ons wh th pr lice 

had negati ely affected them amongst which was that th now had I land to cuJuvat and 

wondered where the ne.xt generation will till 3~A, s&d they nov. had I land and 8 * d 

po erty levels had increased. See figure 4.4 belo . 

Negative impacts of Sale of land 
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Figure 4.5 Reasons wh sale of farrul. land lS negatl eon the lives of th residents 
ource Field urvey 2007 

1n group discussions many expressed despair at th practice v here b the local cluef rud he 

o~ carne to know land had been sold when a stranger moved into the area or when famal ' 

conflicts arose. The local administration also felt if consulted first th would check the 

background of the purchaser from hts chief to stop th practice of cnnunals seeking re uge m 
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the locatiorL ome childless \vido also ha ·e a habtt of llin ofT all th ·r 1 

arrangem :nt iVith the buyers to take car of th m until they d.i 

In some cases those inteTVie' ed said that sons " ho st aw • from the area o en co h me to 

find a large piece sold b parents onl to tum agamst the purchaser d top lumlh fr m 

developing. It is at this point that the chief is alened It i n t un mm n for th 

intervene and ask the purchaser to agree to be refunded tus m ney and gi for 

those who felt the practice of sale of famil land had a positive impact on th 1r It had 

reasons that can be described as having solved their unm "ate proble Th e r are 

summarized below: 

L Assists the landless acquire agricultural land. 

u. Helps people sol e financial problems without much struggle. 

m. Helps people educate their children. 

4.4 Reasons for not elling Land: 

On the other side of the study the group who had not sold any land Jg% of respondents had 

several reasons for not doing so. These reasons are summari.ted in figure 4.6 belo . 

Reasons for not selling land 

0 
c; 
• Q 
~ .E 
=~ - ... 0 

60 
50 

Figure 4.6 Reasons for nol !ling land 

4.5. Vi of the People of ortb I o on sal of family land 
The respondents having said that the practice of sale of family land \\as not positi eon their 

li elihoods gave several areas that they felt they could be assisted to ltft their living standards 

and also discourage the easy way out of selling land to raise cash for immed.iate famil needs. 



The areas are sum.man7cd m la le 4 3 I " 

Table 4 3 (ssues of pnoril , ource. ield sun 20 7 
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The causes of sale of family land were found to be maml 

land owners as the area has no major onollllc actt' t1 · for farm rs 1 

when crops fail or v hen the bread ' inners loose their jobs. The 1mpl mcnt uon of Ps \.\85 

major turning point for many families in ant.a pro ince as the peopl f the area fi r a I ng 

time relied on ~ age emplo m nt to support th 1r famil1 hoot fe had to be paid and health 

facilities ..,; ere no longer free. The dreaded malaria slluat1 n was wo ened with the onset of 

HfV Aids and the population found itself m economic crossroads. With close kmt culture o 

e rtended family and belief in Education as an escape from po erty, all r ources a ailable had 

to be sought to make the situation bearable. 

In the study area therefore the main factors that were found to be the mam causes of sale of land 

could be classilied into the following categories: 

1. Economic 

2. ocio cultural 

3. Urbanization. 

4. Institutional and legal frame\ ork 

5.1 Analy i Of factor that cau e al f family land. 

5.1.1 Economic factor 
orth Alego location has no major industry to support wage employment. espite the location 

bordering Sia a district headquarters this has not brought any ad anlages to the people, as ia a 

is more an administration center than an emplo rm nt cent r The sorl are tnfertil d do n L 

yield as per e ·pectations due defici ncies particular! · tn nitrogen and ph sphorus Mango, 

1999 . This may be due to a ariet of reasons, including natural! lo\ inherent le Is in the 

soi~ continuous cropping, lack of crop rotation remo al of crop residue from the fields, non­

application of sufficient organic and inorganic fertlh/ rs, reduction of fallo~ penod and soil 

erosion. The removal of fertilizer subsidies m I 90 also contribut d to the decline m maite 

yields (Mango 199 ). The overal l downward trend in the area under maize seems to be the 

result of continuous land divisions and the establishm nt of new houses and comp unds on 

pre iousl farmed lands. 
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Howe\er even with correct agricultural pr lJ Lh r tum on 

cannot up port the populatton due to the mall farm s11 id 

1 pr tt 

together ' ith intervie-. s with o emm nt offic1als p mt to n ati\c tutud " rd 

agriculture as the main impediment to agncultural pr du l1 n 

The d1 tnct gnculture office menuon th follm ·mg n trrun 

• Zone ani tude in fanning- Fe.. active m farrrung 

• Labour deficit - ld men and women are the m n arme outh m1grate to t wn for 

boda oda " or bic ·cle riding). 

• Di eases and p ts - e.g. for cas 'a. t mato , bnnan 

• Inadequate plantmg materials P or stor e 1 han tang, u of all th pr du ·e d 

dependjng on buying at planting. 

• Unreliable rainfall- late arrival of rains, at times une\'en throughout the season 

• Inadequate implements for land preparation e.g. pi ughs, tr tors. 

These factors point to the fact that wh urgent cash is needed lh re IS no fall bad and the 

alternati e is the use of the onJ r ource a rulable. ccordmg to Holden 2 7 on th uppl 

side of land sales mark ts the poor m b forced to sell th 1r land due t or 

hardships ('distress sales') and such sales t nd to tal.. place at unfavorable prices due to the 

circumstances v hile th wealth are capable of tabng ad anlages of such situattons and 

accumulate land. Distress sales may tal..e place becau th are the b t opllon of the poor in 

that sp ific situation because other alternatt\ ar mferi r or n n- ~ t nt orth •o 

re iewed in chapter 2 has ery fe\ optjons of ec nomtc acu ittes to support famthe ' h n 

livelihoods undergo shocks Ambwere 2 pointed out that those m amul..anda s II land for 

reasons such as offsetting of loans education, farm mpu and ho pttal bills. In th case of 

Larnu and a 42% sold for education purpos wtul ofT! ttmg of loan ' · · 2 'o. In rth eg 

none of the respondent sold land due to loans pomllng to th fa t that p pie her fear loans 

They ha e the belief that if one charges his/her land 1t wJJI be sold mce the d not h 'e 

confidence in agriculture giving returns to offset loans 

The I d. of financial incomes in the area IS reflected b · lh number of th ''ho old land to 

meet basic requirements like to build houses bu food and meet med1cal . ·p nse . nth 

positive side ho' e er are those who sold to start business (3 4% , but the research \ as n l able 

to conclusive! follow up on what type of business \Vas started or how succ ful th were. 
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gro based industries lack in the area but th Ginn · 1 d re, \\hi is m th I 

operational though operatmg at beiO\\ capa II_ • Tht i b majonl\ 

area and iaya district in general have n 1 gam onlid n e m non planttng. Th p 

cited former failures of the cotton sector as the reason for lac"- of mter l tn the crop lhi 

lies in the LM2 agro ecological zon suitable for sugarcane. and unO ''ers as crops 

There v as no e idence of these crops m th areas '1 tied during the fi ld\\ orl. It \\ uld be 

interesting to know the reasons for this for a talk wtth th nculture office re eaJ d th t th 

office had decided that people in the area ha e a negath e attitud tO\ ·ards ri uhure. 

5.1.2 ocio cultural r on 

As early as the 1940s, labour migration to ganda, rur bi as well as other n an tit 

became an important li elihood strategy for the Luo ango, I 98) Throughout the 1950s and 

J 960s, the district was still a net food e porter main I sup pi · ng food to uo labour mtgrants 

living in cities. Ben een 1970 and 19 0, onn t10ns wtth maJor ctlt m W tern and entral 

Kenya improved and several small and me<lium-stL d urban centers panded in a The 

population in Siaya District doubled between 1969 and I 8 ( erural Bureau of t ti tics, 

J 969· 1996 ), with the a erage population density rising to 250 peopleJsq uare Km. and reaching 

4 peoplelkm 2 in the high rainfall areas. 

The intensi e cultivation of food crops, including mai/e, using nev hu bandry practi es uch as 

frequent tillage, together with the absence of soil protection measures, e ·acerbated soil eroston. 

This accelerated during the 1970s and 1980s when soil degradation b am widespread rop 

yields started to decline in man places and farmers r pond d b hanging the crop 

composition. Aerial photos for Luo land show a sharp in rease in the cultiv tion of bananas, 

sweet potatoes and particuJar1y cassa a 

During the 1970s and Os in estments in agricultural r earch and d velopment to en urage 

innovation in Luo farming systems ere lo\ . pilot proJect to introduce htgher alue robusta 

coffee and small-scale dairy production was carried out in the more humid areas of Si a, ' hile 

community-based groups promoted smaJJ-scale production of high-\'alue egetables, frujts and 

other products to gen rate cash tncome During th s th government promoted the 

e pansion of sugar cane production. I lowe er, this has not pre ented a decline in farm mcomes 

Accelerated migration has resulted in serious Jabour shortages on farms, with man becoming 

de facto female-headed households. Man households ha e become dependent upon the cash 

remittances from migrant famil members for the purchase of food. This is supported m the 
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results from the study area and the r port b} the distnct · cultur office st ted 

resulting in plot O'\-Vn rs not valumg then plots and n Je ling agn uhur • n r u h 

circum tances, it is easy for a purchas r t com ince a lando' ner to II ht h r plot 

The Luo ulture of elaborate sending olT of the dead and subsequent m m ri s intr du 

serious financial problems in the families should ther b an berea,em ts · r m the r ul 

this came onl • second to the payment of chool fe 1n r ason for ale f farm! land It 1 a 

culture that will take time to die gi en the close knit famtl · uni that reqUJre the nu lear fruntl 

members to be present during burials of parents In umakanda., Ambwere (2003) found thts 

reason to be minor as regards sale of famil} land in the ar 

When the Luos migrated from udan in th 15 Os th ettled at thetr pr ent hom '"here the 

study area is situated. The main crops grown were finger mtll sorghum. field pea and melons 

Farmers used iron bladed hoes for light seedbed preparation. eeds were bro dcast and manure 

~ as not applied systematical! . Fishing for subsistence ' as also important. Men ' ere mrunl 

responsible for cattle and fishing and ' omen for crop production. The land w own 

communal! and e ery member of the famil • was accounted for Ho\ e er wtth registration of 

titles after adjudication in the 1960s, indt iduali"".a11on of farms cropped m. onl male m mbers 

of the community were registered as owners thus e eluding worn n and undermining their 

rights. 

The a ailability of titles as en isaged in the wynnerton plan l 54) encouraged pe pte to deal 

in land as they wished including selling, mortgage renting and such other transactions itling 

thus introduced sales of land in the stud area and e eluded other members of the communit 

from excising their rights. It opened the door for Iandi s pe pie to also bu land m the area due 

to the Jo, prices. Though land not registered ma n t be formal! transfl rred. use of non-title 

documents can still be used igot Adhola et al, I ~ 4) but tn the stud area all th se 

intervie\ ed had their tjtle deeds. 

5.1.3 rbanization: 

Trends of urbanization were noticed in Hono and algunga sub locattons due to the man 

residential houses noticed. These ' ere attributed to the idea of bu ers preferring ar wtth 

infrastructure, as is the case in this area The fairl far orr (from ia ·a toY.n sub locat ion of 

amila recorded the least sales. ettlers also bu rural land to t; I safer from ' h re the 
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originate from so the are more likely to purchase land "1thin lh \'tcmlt of t0\\1\ rnth r than 

far from it. 

5.1.4. In titutionaJ and I gal fram ork 

The Ia\ s that go em land use and transfers of land m enya were d1scu ed m chapter 2. 

Ho\ ever these la\ s have important fa t rs that aiTe t th sale of famil land It 1 1rnportant 10 

scrutinize them in connection v ith the r suits so far gathered To do so the report wlil lool.. 

the statutes tha1 ha e a direct effect on land use and sale ofth land an the area of lud 

5.1.4.1 The Registered Land act ap 300). 

This act allows any person to a quire absolut o, .. ner h1p to an land n e h he has 

been registered as the absolute wn r. On regi tration of trust land aner adjudication 

those who were registered as right owners acquired freehold interest on the land 

buyer of the same land acquires the same land rights as the pre\ tous owner All the 

respondents had titles und r this act and thus tho e that had s ld land lo t own rsh1p 

irrespecti e of how much the had received in exchan . 

5.1 .3.2 The Land control act ( ap 302 . 

This act does not impose an legal requirements onto the titleholders to seek consent 

from their spouses/familie before selling land. Th re IS onl an admimstr ti e 

arrangement that came as a result of fonner pr tdent Moi's directi e that title holders 

seek consent from their spouses and/or adult children before elling land (Mu ·ok 

1999) The Njonjo commission of 2002 observed that land control b ards ha e glaring 

short comings. They meet at the behest of the chairman who in ia ·a IS the dt tnct 

commissioner. Though the secretary to the ia a land control board put up a bra e fi e 

and outJjned the correct procedure for applying for consent to transfer land it is an open 

secret that special boards are comened at places other than public forums to give 

consents for transfers. The nomination of b ard m mbers is done w1thout an 

consultation or regard to technical e ·perien e resulttng into authorization of 

uneconomical, inaccessible and poor! planned land units ( o 2002). The Njonjo 

report also found that the sale of famil land has been done b ' crafi members of the 

famil rendering the whole famil landless. Though onl one case of landlessness w 

found m the study area the results have shown that some of the vulnerable famil 

members would not have gi en their consent to the sales. This observa1ion was 

supported b the views expressed b the chief about luck of consultation before sales 
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Due to family members who "er found to be \\are of the loss of land t purch it 

, as e ident from the disparity or r ult fr m th fi ld urv~ and th \.h tn t I d 

registrar's office that man · land sales tal-e pi utsid lh I Jd do' n pr ur . 

These are not recorded at the registrar's office. llow \er this stud · dtd not mtervtew 

specific purchasers to find out tf they had tiU as m t \\ere eit.h r ntee land0\\11 rs 

or were hostile to the intervie\ ers 

.1.3.3 The Agriculture act: ap 3 1 

This act as alread~ explained in chapter 2 covers all agncultural land tn Ken ·a Among 

the responsibilities of the agricultural boards as sttpulat d in th act, 1 prep rau n of 

schemes to implement de elopment programmes that can mvol e land u e and ' hat 

crops should be grO\\'ll in an area These rules can e\en be imposed -et nowh rem th 

stud area ' as there such a programme despite the fact that the area has no cash crop 

yet agro ecologically 11 can support several cash crops It ts th refor not a surpnse that 

the people in this area ha e a negative attitude to\ ards agriculture as claimed smce to 

them agriculture has no direct ben fits . This rna_ be contributmg to th practice of sale 

of family land as an alternative in raising much n eded cash. 

5 .1.3.4. The Crop production and i estock act. ( ap 321) 

The act reguJates the quantity of land thai could be used for food crops or liv tock, 

' hat types of crops to be grown in \\hich areas, urgmg agricultural land owners to cease 

growing a particular type of crop in their area, encouragmg the right type of crop to be 

grown in the right areas, reducmg li estock number to a level appropnate forth area. 

all in order to give the farmer maximum returns while guarding en ironmentaJ 

conservation. Just like the agricultural act., from the results on crop production and the 

lack of cash crops in the stud • area it can be safely concluded that lack of gu1dance on 

the crops to b grown has rendered econom1c returns m farm belo\ e~p tat1ons 

leading to sale of famjl land. 
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.llmpact of aJ of family land on th li lihood of th p pi of · r1h 

The 1mpacts of sale of famH ' land on the hvehhood of the people of rth n.: n t 

din~ctl visible from the stud •. Howe' er the research r ln\ed to bnng out th ,j 1bl 

characteristics of rural li elihoods that could directl sho' the standards of life d compared 

th m with existing national statistic of v ell being in Ken a reat care .,: • taken l bnng up a 

comparison bet\ een those lhat had sold land and those Lh 1 had not TI1 m ~or 1mpacts w re 

thus classified into the follov.ing categories: 

• State of well being 

• Landlessness. 

• Escape from po erty 

• Economic. 

5.2.1 tate of well-being. 

The li ing standards of lhe people in this area were found to be Jo, and the results indicated 

that the state of ' ell being was belo' the national a ·erage in all fronts except for distances to 

the nearest health center and primary schools. On the remaining fronts the li ing standards did 

not shov an sigruticant improvem nt with the sale of family land except where respondents 

agreed that thei r kids had finished their education and were no\ emplo ed in good jobs. The 

standard of li ing in the study area is generaU , homogeneous with a fe, pockets of the retirees 

and teachers Jiving abme the rest when it com to household amenities. The District 

agriculture office in its 20 5/200 -li elihood surve , listed the foliO\ mg as the main 

occupations besides farming: Small business trade,Brick making, Tailonng, arpentry, Bicycle 

repair, Cobblers, Masoruy, Illicit bre\ , Charcoal burning, Emplo ees - teachers & ci il 

ser\'ants, and bodaboda cycling. 

The above point to the lack of meaningful emplo ment in lhe location and reflects the 

desperation of the population to make nds meet. The livelihood survey also mdicated that som 

people sell the land to buy bicycles 10 carryout la.xi business. This stud therefore concluded 

that there is no major impact of the sale of famil land since the production of the land had not 

been impro ed due to luck of cash to bu farm inputs and the lack of mter tin agriculture both 

by the departments responsible and the popu lation. If one e changes a commodity with anoth r 

there should be a comparati e ad anlage as to the reason for the 
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ex hange. Selling off a resouice that cannot be recycled \\llh nsumabl is n nomJcall 

\iable . 

. 2.2 Landlessn s. 

When factors of production are not forthcommg land can be a urden to lh lando\\ner He/ he 

may feel like getting rid of it with the hop thnt the e. chang pnce wtlllin th m out of hard htp 

and later on when the reco er they will purchase other p1cces Wh n thi ruts then uch p pi 

become landJess. However on the other nd of the scale are Lh se that have b om Iandi due 

to either these same reasons or population pressure in other parts of the country uch people 

ill want to purchase land in order to support their li elih ods 1t has been frequent! tated that 

land sales cause a concentration of land on the hands of a fe, wealth tndividuals but thi 

supposes that the so called distress sales are common. Ho' e ·er studies collect d b Holden in 

2007 indicate that se eral researchers ha\ e found that in Africa land-poor famili in Benm. 

Ken a, Uganda and Mala\vi amongst other countries purchas land from land nch house holds. 

In Kenya after the recommendations of the Swynnerton plan in 1954 the floodgates ' ere 

opened for dealings in land in that financial! able farmers ' ere to purch e land from weak 

poor farmers to encourage agricultural production and set an example to others. What this 

recommendation did not foresee was the decline in agncultural production that even hit those 

that were not reall read to sell their land . As a result there has been no rule that has stopped a 

landowner from selling all his land . 

The secretary to the land control board in iaya had indtcated that the board som times stop 

transfer of family land if the seller had too linle land to uppon Ius family. During the case of 

stud , onl one such case was found. 

5.2.3 Escape from poverty: 

Land markets rna: provide an opportunity for landless households to ac , s land and thus a 

basis for survi a1 and povert reduction. One path could be if the landless cou ld mo e from 

being wage earners to being tenants and then, if land sales are legal th could buy land and 

become own operators. Another ""ay would be if poor land O\vners could sellth 1r land and th n 

migrate to start new business and then bu · land agam \ hen their financtal base tmpro es 

However if land markets are in the form of distress sales like has been established 
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m the area of stud due to luck of a1tematn e safety ne th n lh land mar et m "' 

fonn of e ;:pensi e insurance. (Holden, 2 07 

As a matter of fact it' ou1d be of help if IMdowners were counseled on busm s tip an order to 

enable them stan nev business from the proceeds of the sale!> In orth Alego th h d 

old land to start business srud they had succeeded but at \ n t p able to establa h th ·t nt 

of success. The respondents ' ho \ ere against sale of famtl land also stated that th re should 

be business courses/promotions to enlighten people on the w forward an the pr cuce of 

business besides being provided ith loans to start the businesses 

5.2.4 Economic Impact : 

Land is one of the major factors of production an basic econ macs h is a r our that as so 

basic that no meaningful activity can take place without it. Thus ' hen someone owns it they 

tend to feel safe e en if it is unproductive. Scarcity is the basis for economic aha and for the 

emergence of markets. However the economic literature also poants towards man other factors 

that may contribute positive] or n gati ely to ards \ hether land markets emerge These 

factors include, in addition to land scarcity~ unequal distribution of land, imperfect markets for 

non-land factors of production. seasonalit_, shocks and imperfections an inter-temporal markets 

(credit and insurance), government policies and projects. and traditional anstitulaons that 

substitute for, stimulate or hinder land market formation 

Africa has for long been seen as a land-abundant continent Ho' ever, land scarcity is increasing 

in parts of Africa, Like the East African Hjghfands and parts of oulhem and entral Africa due 

to population increase and population concentration (Holden. 2007). Unequal distribuuon of 

land persists toda and partl it has been reduced through various forms of land reforms. 

Urbanization and globalization processes are another amportant reason for population 

concentration and increasing and competing demands for IMd. These processes also cause 

increasing pressures on traditional stems of tenure that partl tend to I g b lund in th ir 

adjustments to the new pressures. This also puts pressur on governments to introduce land 

reforms to facilitate growth, pro,ide securit of tenure and reduce po erty. Howe er, the route 

towards ' ell-functioning credit markets based on the fonnal propert rights of the poor, seems 

long and thorny in Kenya elling of famil land can ometim be done to offset loans tf land 

was used as collateral or b banks if the property owners fail to pay loans taken using land as 

collateral . 
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Getting credit through using land as collateral in a pi e hl.c orth !ego 1 n t \ i c becaus 

farm rs depend on rain fed agricullur and the area 1 hnr t n/ed v tth 011r lin Je rrunfl JJ. 

1echanization of production' as note tdcntm lhe area and lhi h r ultcd in lo" ·cultur I 

production. This puts fear in the farmer and stops himlh r fr m ventunng int th ani. credtl 

business. Results from this stud did not see an evidence of ources of h from lhe ban 

The residents of the area reasoned that tl v ould be bellcr t 

seller lhan risk sale b the bank. 

1l th land at ' tlhny bu er wtlhng 

The Economic impact of the sales of the land ' as therefore narrO\\ed do\ n to insuffi 1 nll d 

prices that cannot support alternati e means of incom or tmprovem nt of agncuhural produce. 

It can only support the immediate farm I e ·p nses. The lov pr du !tonal make landowners 

ulnerable to temptations of quick cash offered b the bu rs This lea them wtth less land 

for cultivation and at the same time econorrucall)· lhe are still bad I orr. 



7 

T 

u RY OF FINDING 10 

RE OMMENDATIONS: 

6.1 ummary of Finding 

It has been found that sale of famil land is a common pract1ce to ratse c. h for 1mmedmt 

famil · use. The people in the area of stud onl have land as a maJOr factor of product1on Land 

needs capital to be productive and the area' as found to lac~ an form of rndustn Indeed sn 

the ' bole district there is no major industry so the on! sour e of hard cash is fom1al 

employment from the Government of Kenya and the fe, parastatals operating in the area. The 

road net' ork is poorl maintained resulting in poor access to markets and reducuon in mobiht ' 

to sell agricultural produce. This results in lack of motivation for the p ople to produce in 

abundance. Transportation is by non-motorized means mostl bicycles and wal~ng. 

The reasons for sale of the fan1il ' land were m the majont of cases distress sales. That is saJes 

done out of desperation with the hope that there will be a solution in the near future to the 

immediate problems. chool fees is an important family e penditure th t is amportant to the 

community in North Alego location. This is because of the unproductiv land which ma~e 

people believe that only education can lead them out of the circle of po ert associated with 

subsistence farming. Funeral e>...1>enses as another reason given for sale of famil land. To 

those who are not members of this commurut it cannot be c mprehendecl ho' a major resource 

like land can be exchanged for a temporary expense like a funeraL But it cannot be ignored 

since a good percentage had confessed to selling land for this reason. The attitude of the people 

in the area has to be changed on this practice otherwise the future will see man such sales. 

part from the later the reasons for sale f famil land an orth lego cation are in tandem 

by those found by Ambwere (2003) and observations b kuro 2 2). 

Tostensen (20 3) observed that disposal or sale of assets like land or li eslock vas done to 

compensate income loss or release funds for investment purposes. 

Lack of sources of income for the community manifl ted 1 elf in the other reason for sale f 

family land. Quite a number indicated the sold the land to buy food . Th1s ag in pointed to IO\ 

crop production whereb one rna ha e land but without factors of production it cannot help. 

Thus the land is sold off to raise cash for sun1 al. 
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The main health center m the area gave the major ailments as mal:uin. B and th HI\ reJ t d 

ailments. This is an area that has be n hit b In I id lh r gi' en fl r sale o 

farrul · land was medical expenses. Before 2 4 the medtc u n 1n all ho pitals " \ery 

expensive for this type of ailment. Thus families became d perate when br d \\lM • becam 

til and the only resource had to be sold to counter the scourge. th r reasons thi tud ' found 

made the community sell land in luded stactmg of bustn s, unproductl\e land famal dt put 

house construction and compulsory acqutsition. 

It is also important to mention that all those that had sold part of thetr land had till to tt Thts 

could be another reason for sale of land mce the r gt L red own r ' ere n ' pr 11 mg ''h t 

was en isaged by the Swynnerton Plan of 1 954 that plot owners couJd ha e th fr d m to deal 

m them to open up the market for those financially able to purchase land and devel p tl. 

The livelihood of the people of orth Alego had not been p all el afTe ted b th saJe of 

family land. No defmite trend could be established as to the difference in the quality of life of 

those \ ho bad sold the land or not. The wa. of life ' as still homogenous and onJ pockets of 

di1Terences could be seen on families recet ing remittances from grown up children or pensions. 

Ho~ e er the research could not establish if these' ere as a result of earher al . The succes ful 

dairy farmers intervie' ed had started the practice from money from the hu band's employment 

or from social groups. 

The cash from the sales cannot aJJow major in estments mto other income generating activiti 

as in most cases the same cash ' as used for purchase of consumabl The marketmg of 

produce was a factor that hindered ti elihood assets from growmg due to transportation 

problems mentioned before. Products like milk had to be transported to far places using bicycles 

and e eo ~ alk:ing or to neighbours. 

Those \ ho had not sold land had onJ_ not done s becaus th reas n d thnt the returns were 

too low and they had no reasons for elling their land . But th wa of life for the majorit ' as 

the same as those !hat had not sold. The characteristics of povert dtscussed m chapter 2 were 

tested and found to be present throughout the location Irrespective of sales or noL ompared to 

the 2006 KIHBS, the figures on po erty indicators were quite clo e 1f n t h1gher than those 

listed in that document. Thus this stud concluded that the sale of famil land does not hav an 

positive impact on the livelihoods of the communi! . 
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The community members that do not own the famil • land t 

land is sold. The stud found that this group ts against the al 

' ·as slo' I creeping into the soCiety ostensen (2 3 

negatively affected b loss of assets, people use different cop 

to art small bu ·tn ''b n 

and clai d that lnndl sn 

h li 

pp meal. 

removing children from school, borro ·ng from fnends, usm er d' ·ellin · 

from health facilities. The chief of the area confessed that p ople of qu llonable har ters 

were finding their v ay into the location due to the sales. 

The vulnerable group as not easy to come b so this stud cannot l'l'Ulke an strong 

conclusions on this issue. The women interviewed v ere th msel es plot own rs due to 

inheritance. 

These findings finall look at the opportunities that ere found in orth o. Th can be 

grouped into the following categories: natural features and env1ronmen socaal groups, human 

resources and proximity to se eral institutions. 

The area has several rivers and streams all with water through out the year The Mbaga Hills are 

a rare natural beauty that stand out throughout the district and is home to the water tanks 

suppl mg Siaya town and environs. The small-scale horticulture fanning takut place nov can 

be harnessed by small dam constructions to avoid depending on rams. Duong the time of 

fieldwork the farmers were anxiously waiting for the rains since they had JUst transplanted the 

seedlings. The District Environmental Officer decried the lack of tree plantmg culture rn the 

area and ga e an example of how the bric makers haYe to tra el longer d.Jstao to b fuel 

for baking their bricks. The area has no gazetted forests and 1t 1 onl Mbaga Hills that ha e 

been officjalJy planted to .fight soil erosion though the locals pri atel own th hill. 

ocial groups in the location are doing a 

commendable work t:tying to initiate income­

generating actJVJtJes. It was a surprise to find 

Dairy cattle in the area supported b Oyombe 

Women Group hich has a form of merry go 

round sharing a heifer and distributing the calves 

to members. Zero grazing js then a must due to 

the dominance of local breeds and this is not 

cheap. It requires initial capital of about Ksh. 80 0 

Plate 4 : Zero graang at -enga 
Sor~rce: field szowv 1007 

0 that is beyond the majori in the area 
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Another regulation that should be put in pl ts the enfor m nt ofth agn ultur tint th• 

land control board ''h reb the board h ul not penmt an · I d to b trut f rr unl th 

purchaser puts mto \\riling his 'her tnt nd d u e of land and the cller hi mtend r • ons 

Funher the agro ecological zones should be taken senou I · and nforced b) the partm nt o 

agriculture. Given the opportunities m the cotton export sector the Mmtster of nculture 

should invoke land de elopment rule to th area to make the communH t e up olton 

farming. 

The concerned authorities and G s should lobb for funds to asstst the locals start mcome 

generating activities like that already mentioned on dairy farming. The stud found out that the 

locals need business management cour to empo' cr them to uulite thetr si.Jils m a \ a · to 

discourage land sales and encourage ung adults to sta · in the area 1lu can be done b 

encouraging G s and CBOs to ' ork in the area with the locals to tdentifi thetr capabihues as 

regards use of the a ailable resource that is land. The area is lagging behind in de elopment 

because of neglect and not due to the v eather or climate. For ears the onJ source of livelihood 

has been subsistence agriculture and remittances from outside the area· this sh uld be put to a 

stop. 

The group that does not own land suggested that since land aJes are not benefic1aJ to an one in 

the long run and onJ solves immediate problems leaving less land to culti ale, it shouJd not be 

aUowed. However this stud, suggests that a land policy on sale of famil land should gi e 

provisions that application for transfers should include a letter from the chief and at least two 

senior family members or elders to recommend sale or not. 

6.3.0 Conclusions 

One of the characteristics of land as a resource is that it is strictly fixed in quantit inelastic and 

is belie ed to be a gifi from god. Ho' ever, it totall depends on other factors of production to 

be useful. The people of North AJego location do not have all these factors of production and 

this means that the cannot inake maximum use of this resource. The area being next to the 

Siaya District headquarters, an assumption is made that the land has a comparat.i e ad anlage 

o er most land in the district. Howe er this stud has revealed that the prices of the land m the 

area are lo\ , as land buyers have taken the advantage of the desperatton of the locals to 

purchase the land at ery low prices. The situation has not been helped b the attitude adopted 

b the authorities of\\~lling seller willing bu er. 
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nder se uon of the and ontrol A t ap 02. th Lan c ntrol board ru p '' 

aD} transfer if the purchase price ts unfair to the s II r I ro" C\ er, the practice 1 that the b nrd 

never goes into this and onl rubber-stamps the sales • ubdt\JSJOn is also to be stopp under 

this section if the resulting parcels are agnculturally uneconomt al, from the '"" sold the 

stud has re ealed that this 1S never con idered. 

To understand v h the people of orth !ego locat.ton s II Lhctr land, one has to folio\\ the 

value the attach to different aspects of thetr li es and the history of the communjt For a long 

time the area' as a labour supplier to other parts of Ken a. Tho e \\ho have don \\ell m the 

society have held go emment jobs through educational qualifications. People therefore value 

education and see it as a way of escaping from po ert When one has to choose beh een 

educating their children and agriculture natural! they will choose education thus the reason for 

the many sales due to school fees pa m nt. The funeral penses aspect can be rased through 

strong campaigns b community leaders and the go emment for it is a widespread culture that 

will take time to die out. And fmall if the' ar on HIV/Al ts' om then the medtcal e ·penses 

toll on the population will be taken care of. 

Because of the strong subsistence orientation, large amounts of the resources are devoted to 

maize production for own consumption; income from mai/.e including both the imputed value 

of the home-consumed maize and the maize sold in the market constitutes e little of l.be 

household incomes. This implies that e en a dramatic increase (e.g., 100%) in mai7.e yield alone 

may lead to a relati ely modest decline in poven · m th area. although esumatmg likely 

household responses to such a scenario \J ould require much more in-depth anal •s 

6.4Areas of further research: 

The reasons gi en by the people of North AI ego for sale of famil land ' ere numerous. Some 

of the sellers said they were successful in their objecltv for elling. The stud ' as n table to 

follow up on this and it would be interesting to do a further research on th se that had 

succeeded and jf the saJes had made them impro e their' a of life or tum around comple1el 

from po erty. 

A study should also be carried out on ,., ays of ass•shng the IMd control board to be able to 

ascertain that applications for sale of land are based on economic sense and not willing buyer 
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'''llling selJer. A willing seller may not ha e an> other alternative wa s of sol\'ing immedt le 

fanul · fmancial needs and is thus ad perate seller 

The district agriculture office should come up \\1th a wa of imp sing agricultur t b ed on 

agro ecological zones and a study to be carried out to in ttgate wh the area h remruned 

rooted at the bottom of the po erty index map in Ken a desptte allth opportumll · 

described previously. The key question should be " h tradtttonal method of cultt auon sllll 

dominate the area 44 years after independence despite IO\\ returns from th practice. 
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D PARTME p 

THE 1 P 0 LE OF F. 
EGO LO 

Declaration: This infonnation is confidenllal and wtll be used purel · for 
onl . 

ltTfl 

Oi h·ict: ia a Divi ion: Boro Lo ation: N. 
3 yalgunga 4. yamila 

ego ub I cation: I II n 2 om I 

Date of interview . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . .. . . . . . .. 
ame o mtervtev er . . . . .. ... . . . .. . ... .. . . . . ... ... ... ... ... .. uest• r · . Q . nnrure number .. 

HO SEHOLD Q E TIO IRE (to b an red by bou hold h ad onl 
It pondents infonnation 
I. Name of respondent (optional) .................................................................. . 
2. Age ...... ... .... .... ............... ................ ··· ......... ······ ...... ····················· ..... . 
3. Sex: l.M 2.F 
4. Marital status: l.Married 2. ingle 3.Di orced 4. eparated idowed/v 'dover 

Educational background: 
l.lnformal education 2.Preprimary ~ d . 3.Primary 4. econd d. 5.Tertiary d. lher 
(Specify) ....................... . 

6. Religion: !.Pro testant 2.Catholic .muslim 4.0 ther specif ....... ......................... . 
7. Ethnic background ............................................................................... . 

I. POP 
. Hov man people occup_ your house? 

Males ..................................... . 
Femal .................................. . 
Total number ........................... .. 

Member Age ex Marital 
Status 

d ucational Occupal.ion 
e el 

Father 
Mother 

Place of other 
employment economic 
or eduction a ti iti 
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n. MlGRATl TREND 
9. a) ere ou born in . Alego? I Yes 2 o 

b) lfnol' here do 'OU come from ................................................ . 
c) When did ou come to . Aleg ? 

d) Reasons for your coming to orth Alego vatlabth of a!Tord 
Marriage 3 . Business opportunities 4 oved wath par nt ther 
(specify . 

10. a) Ha e you or an of 'Our famil m mbers moved out of . lego tooth r ar other 
than through marriage? 1. Yes 2 o 
b) If es to where ......... .. ......... .... . .. 
c) Reasons for their moving out of N. !ego 1. ecurit reasons 2 employm nt 
else' here 3 .lack of land 4.sold all his/her land 5. thers (specifi 

11 . Which members move in and out ofN AJego? 
Age Time 

Males: Children 
Workim~ nooulation 
Aged 

Female: Children 
Working population 
Aged 

A. HEALTH SERVICES 
12. (a) Are there health facilities in this area? (1) Yes 2) No 

(b) How far do o for the health facilities? 
Locality Distance 

c) What is the le el of service'? 1) Good (2 Average (3) Poor 

13. (a) Are there public schools in this area? (I) Yes (2 o . 
(b) Do our children go to chool? (I Yes 2) o 
(c Ho\ far? 

(1)< 500m (2)500m-1km (3 1-5Km (4)5-IOKm 5 > IOKm 



H7 

Distance T1m to travel 

.--- ----
ursery 

Primary 

econdary 

14{a) ' here do ou go for recreational acuviti ? 

1 IUP L 

lS.Do ou own this land? l.Yes 2. o 
16. (a)Do ou have a title to it? 1. Yes 2. o 

(b) How big is our land? I <1 Ac.2 I-3Acs. 3) 3-SAc. 4 >SAc 
17.Has an part of the land been sold'? !.Yes 2. No (If no go to 2 
18. What size was the pjece that was sold . . . . . . . . . . . . .................................... . 
19. Why was it sold? l.To meet medical costs. 2. T pa chool fees.3. o bu farm inputs. 
4.To procure domestic animals. 5 To buy food . 6. To start a ne' business . thers 
(specifY ...... .. .... ............ .......................... .. 
20. Which ear ' as the sale? ... .. 
21. How much did you gel from the saJe? ....... . 
22.Did the farnil succeed in' hatever project made the land to be sold? 
23. (a)Do ou trunk our famil is no' better orr than be!i re the sale? bserve the li ing 
standards of the family) . l.Yes 2. o 

(b) Gi e reasons. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. . .. .. . . .. .. . .. .. .. . . . .. . .. . .. . . . 
24. [f ou have ne er sold an r part of our land, ' hat are the reasons? 

! .Process e ·pensi e 2.Have no need to sell 
3.Cannot get enough mone from sale 4 topped b famil 

5. Others (specify) . .. . .................. . 

(Observe status of the famil then go to 26) 

2 . If ou do not own this land were 'OU consulted during the sale? I Ye 2 . o 
26. WouJd ou have aJiowed the saJe if ou were contacted I Yes 2 o 
27 If no' hy ... ... ... ... ... ... . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... .. .. . . .. 
28.Has our livelihood been affect positi\el or negat1 el with the sale . I +- e 2. -ve 
Explain.............. . .... ........ ........ .. . ... ... ... ... . . 



88 

29 Ho\ have ou coped ' ith the negauve effect of the sal of 1Md'1 I mall busm 
2.Looked for employment 3.Tried to make ds meet. 4 ther sp tf ) ••• 

30 Where do ou dispose of household soltd \ aste? 
l.ln m land 2.0n the way 3.0thers specif r) ...... . 
(Obser e size of plot and evidence of hapha1.ard ' aste dispo al) 

31. What means of human waste disposal do _ ou use? 
J .Pit latrine 2.Septic tank 3 .Bush 4 . eighbours toilet 5. thel's sp if 

32. How do you guard against soil erosion when tl rains'? 
l .Terraces 2. Plant grass 3 . one 4.others specaf 

33. a) In your opinion do you think the ne\i owners of the sold paeces are takmg care of 
your environment l .Yes 2.No 

b If no why? ............................................................... ...... ................. . 

VI.LAND 

34. What do you use our land for? 1 fanning. 2 AnimaJ husbandry. 3.nu ·ed farrrung.4 
Residential. 5.Commercial6. Others specif . .. .. .... 
35. Do you own an animaJs I . Yes 2. o 
36. Jfyes \ hich and what can you make from them? 

Products Where sold P•·ic~ {)er unit 
Milk 
Cow 
PiP$ I 
Manure 
Sheep 
Beef 
Goat 
Chicken 
Hides/skins I 

37H owmuc hd o_you get fr ? om crop output. 
Type Yield (bam Income Where sold -
Millet 
Bananas . 
Mait.e 
Beans 
Onions 
Potatoes . 

Tomatoes 
Others (specify) 
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II 

II 

kL 

C) 

\ here do ·ou get farm input from and what co t? 

I o uts 
F ernliler 
p estictde 
Animal feed 
Animal medicme 
0 

3 9 Where do ou get thee hou ehold tt m ., 

H ousehold 
F 

B 
0 

4 0. Are there an foods that our famil cannot eat due to cost') 
a) I .Yes 2. o 
b If es' hich? 

4 l. Who does the farm work., I. he mother 2 ather 3 II famil memb r . 
4 .Emplo ·ees 5. Others (specify 
4 2. a Do ·ou ha e an , other source of income? 1. Yes 2 . o 

(b) If yes specify. I. Formal emplo ment 2 Remtttanc from gT0\'<1l ktd th rs 
(specify ........ . 
(c) What is our approximate total monthl income? 

' 4 1 (a Who owns property in • our commumt ? 

Give reasons? 

(b) ln case of deaJjngs in propen ' ts e eryone in the fnnul . c ulted 
1Yes2. o 

Gtve reasons? 

44. (a) Do rou ha e social groups? I. Yes .2. o 
b) If an " hich? 

c) Ho' ha\'e th affected the development of lego'' 

45. a Do ou O\'i this house? I Yes 2 . o 

b If ou don ' t own ho' much do ou pa ' for rent? 

.... ··························· 



46. a) t matenals have y u u d or co trucu n? b en e 

Roof Wall floor 

b) Where dad you sourc these matenals? 
...................................................................... 

0 ................... 0"' .. -. 0 ........... 0 .............................................................................. . 

47 Ho\ man: rooms does our house ha e') 

48. What is the spatial dispos1tion (arrangement) of the built sLructur on our plot? (Observe 
....... ······ .............. . 

.... .. 0 •• 0 ............. - ....... 0 .... 0 ................ ' ...... 0 ••••••• 0 ••• 0 .... 0 •••• 0 .......... 0 ................... 0 0 .. .............. 0 

••• 0 ..... 0 ................. -· ........................ 0 •••••••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••• 0 ..... ' •• 0 •••• 0 ................ 0 ................ . 

49 What determines the spatial daspo tlion (arrangement) of th structure ? 
0 ............................. . 

••• • • • • • • •• • • • • 0 .... 0 •• •o • 0 0 ..... 0 ..... 0 •••••••••• 0 ................. 0 ......................................................... . 

0 a) What do you use for 
, ooking !.Firewood 2.charcoal 3.LP 4.electncit 5. thers specify 
,- Lighting l. Paraffin 2.electricit .3. !hers (specir 
b Where do ou source the above? 

.... . ... ... ........... ... . ... . . . . ................................................. ········· 
How much do you spend on the abo\'e energy source? 

a re the housing conditiOns fa ourabJe? 1 Yes 2 o 
b If they are not fa ourable. ' hat makes them so·> 
b) What do you thmk. should be done to tmpro e the housang Sltuallon in the area? 

lX.rN Tl TIOt AL T 1 

2. a) Do ou belong to an organi/.allon? Y o 
b) peci/)1... . . . . . . . ... . ............... . . 

Of what help are the organ11.ataons to 'ou? 

4. Ho\ is the membershap of these organizations? .. 
. Ho,. many . B. s do . ou ha e around? 

X ~ MMUNJ 'A110N AND INFORMATION 

6 a) Which of the following modes do ou use for communication and information? 

c) 



I Telephone 2 Radao 
7. thers sp afy 

elensaon 
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e' papers . mail r, ara~ 7 ' II ph n 

b Rate the ones ·ou use according t . our prefi renee 
1..... .. . . 2 ...... . 

XllWATER 

·1. a) Where do ou get the\ ater from and the Lime ou s end to fetch' ater 

SOURCE TIME SPENT TO FETCII WATER AMOUNT SPENT PER MONTI!_ 
River/stream 
Boreholes 
Piped \\ ater 
Rainwater 
Wells 
Water spring 
Others (specify) 

b) Which means of water storage do ·ou use? !.Plastic contruners 2.cement tanks .Plastic 
tanks 4 Others (specil)') 
c) What are the problems associated with water supply? I Waterborne diseases e.g. 
cholera) 2. Pollution/contamination 3. navailabilit . 4 . thers (specifY 

Xl/1 PEOPLE. OPJNION ON THE UBJE T 

58. a) In our opinion do you think sale ofland is beneficial to the commuruty in North leg '? 
!.Yes 2.No 

b) tate reasons .............. ....................................... ... ........................... . 

9.a) What should be done to control the situation if at is not beneficial? .................. .. 

b) Is the go ernment doing enough to control this situation? I.Yes 2. o 

60. Are ou satisfied with the process of sale of land? ! .Yes 2 o. 
E ·plain ....................... . 

6l.What service would you like the go e rnment to provide as a matter of priority to assist 
your community to develop fasler? ...... 
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R. 

l What are the mam em 1ronmental concerns in orth AI ego Locat1 n'1 

2. What part does the communit pia in conserving a clean en ironment? 

3. Is there a problem m Implementation of the em~ronmental management act? 

4 Are ou able to implement this act on the ground? 

5. Do you ha\'e a regular tree-planting programme? 

G. What are the main constraints to an acceptable en ironment m orth Alego? 

7. What are the main problems that hinder our work in orth Alego? 

8. When plot are fragmented and sold do ou encounter en ironmental problems? 

What problems do ou encounter in d1scharging our duties in North Alego? 
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D 3. 

D P RT 

IMP 0 0 

FOR THE P LTH OFFICER 

I. What are the key health cone ms in the North Alego? 

2. Are there pubhc health facilities in North Alego? HO\ man and ' here are the ? 

3. Are they sufficaent? 

4 Are the personnel enough and hO\ many are they'. 

5. What methods are m place for proper Household waste dispo al? 

6. Are there public a\ areness campaigns to solve the solid ' aste management problems? 

7. What are the constraints an discharging public health duties? 

8 Do 'OU get the necessary assistance from the communi ty? 

9. What do ou do to nsure that all households have hu man' aste disposal faci lities? 

10. ln •our oparuon does the community do enough to pre ent the ailments that are common 
in orth lego? 

11 . Can the communll. aiTord the health costs in the public health facilitaes? 
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OBI 
10 

I. What are the de elopment challenges in orth Alego ocation? 

p 

2. Js the sale of land m orth AI ego of help to the people in that location? 

3. What are the main means ofli elihoods in orth AJego location . 

4. Do ou ha e an special programmes for uplifting the quality of life of the p pie m 
orth Alego? 

5. Who coordinates de elopment programmes in the location? 

6. Are ou satisfied with the work your department does in orth lego Location and 
ia a district as a\ hole? 

7. If not what are the reasons? 

Do ou come across land less people in the course of our work? 

9. Ho do ou rate the people of orth AJego in terms of po erty? 

10. How often do ou interact with the people of North lego? 

11 . What factors hinder our work in orth Alego location? 

12. How many social groups do ou have in orth Alego locat•on? 

13. Does their work help the people of orth Alego Location uphft the1r h mg standards? 
plain 
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DEPART 

1. What are the de elopment challenges in orth AJego Location? 

2. Is the sale ofland in orth AJego of help to lhe people in that location 

3. What are the main means ofli elihoods in North AJego location? 

4. Do you have any spectal programmes for uplifting the quality of life ofth p pte m 
orth Alego . 

5. Who coordinates de elopment programmes in the location? 

6. How do you rate the le els of poverty in the location? 

7. Are you satisfied with the work our department does in in North lego ocation and 
Sia a district as a whole? 

8. lf not what are the reason ? 

9. HO\ often do ou hold DOC meetings? 

10. What factors hinder our' ork in orth AJego? 

II . What would you recommend to make the DD more effictent'! 



pp D , 

0 IR f 

DEP RT E 

I. Ho' long ha e you operated in this area? 

2. What in our opinion, are the felt needs in this commuruty and what, are ·our pnont 

areas? 

3. What programs/projects are ou implementing in the area? 

4. Do you in olve members of the community in your projects'' 

5. What is the le el ofin olvement of the communit in our projects- in terms of prOJect 

identification, design, planning, implementation, monitoring and e aluation'J 

6. What has been the impact of your projects so far? 

7. What does the community feel about your work 

8. What challenges do ou face? 

9. What lessons have you learnt and best practices have ou developed that can be applied 

elsewhere? 

10. Do ou collaborate with the go emment and other stakeholders 10 our' or~'J J low do 

our roles complement each other or is there any conflict or duplic t1on of efTort'? 

l I . What polic issues stand in the' ay of ·our-. ork with the commumty'J 

12 What strategies have ou put in place to ensure sustainabiht ' of our mtervenllons 

beyond the life of your individual projects? 

13. What is our target in terms of gender and age? 

14. What is . our scope /outreach in terms of area? 



?7 

What linkages do )Ou ha\e with other organi:t.allon? 

)6 How do )OU gets your funds? 

I 7. rn our opinion do you think the practrce of sale of family land is positive or negatl\c n 

the commurut Explain 

What policy changes would you recommend'/ 
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p 7. 

D P R M 

Ill D 

0 R. 

I. What de elopment challenges do you face in orth AJego? 

2. Ho\ do you rate the community in orth AI ego in terms of agricultural act I\ 1t1e '1 

3. What' ould you sa is the main hindrance to agriculture/L• estock de elopmenl m the 
area? 

4. Do the people gro' crops according to the agric-ecological zones? 

Jf not what are the reasons? 

6. Is land sale a factor in the agricultural/livestock rearing practice in the area? ·plain. 

7. Are there great opportunities in dairy farming in North Alego? 

8. Do the people earn enough income from agriculture/livestock to sustain their 
livelihoods? 

9. What factors hinder our work in North Alego? 

10. What' ould ou recommend to enhance agricultural activity in the area? 



PP OL ' 

I. What are the procedures that land owners follow to get consent from the Board before 
transferring land? 

2. ls the sale of land common in orth Alego? 

3 What is the composition of Board members? 

4 Who chooses them'. 

5 Are they representative of the local communities? 

6. \Vhat would ou sa · is the main hindrance to the wor~ ofth land control oard? 

7 Are ·ou satis(ied with the work the board does as regards consent for saJe of land in 
orth Alego Location'' 

8. If not what are the reasons? 

9 Do ou have complaints from famil members v hen registered propnetors have sold th 
land? E plain. 

10 Do ·ou ask transferors to state how much the_ are getting. 

II. How often do ·ou hold Board meetings? 

12 What factors hinder our\ ork in orth Alego? 

11 What ' ould ou recommend to make the board more efficient 


