I |
&

INVESTMENT
& POLITICS

Reconfiguring Eastern Africa’s Pastoral Drylands

EDIVED BY
JEREMY LIND, DORIS OKENWA & IAN SCOONES




Introduction:
The Politics of Land, Resources & Investment in Eastern
Africa’s Pastoral Drylands

JEREMY LIND, DORIS OKENWA
& IAN SCOONES

(@ JAMES CURREY

This title is available under the Open Access licence
CC-BY-NC-ND. Funding Body IDS Sussex.



James Currey

an imprint of

Boydell & Brewer Ltd

PO Box 9, Woodbridge
Suffolk IP12 3DF (GB)
www.jamescurrey.com

and of

Boydell & Brewer Inc.

668 Mt Hope Avenue
Rochester, NY 14620-2731 USA
www.boydellandbrewer.corn

© Contributors 2020
First published 2020

This chapter is an extract from Land, Investment & Politics: Reconfiguring Eastern
Africa’s Pastoral Drylands, edited by Jeremy Lind, Doris Okenwa & lan Scoones

Open Access Licence: CC-BY-NC-ND
Funding Body IDS Sussex

All rights reserved. Except as permitted under current legislation
no part of this work may be photocopied, stored in a retrieval system,
published, performed in public, adapted, broadcast, transmitted,
recorded or reproduced in any form or by any means, without
the prior permission of the copyright owner

British Library Cataloguing in Publication Data
A catologue record for this book is available on request from the British Library

ISBN 978-1-84701-252-4 (James Currey hardback)
ISBN 978-1-84701-249-4 (James Currey paperback)

The publisher has no responsibility for the continued existence or accuracy of URLs for
external or third-party internet websites referred to in this book, and does not guarantee
that any content on such websites is, or will remain, accurate or appropriate.

This publication is printed on acid-free paper

Typeset in 9/11 Melior with Optima display
by Kate Kirkwood Publishing Services

This title is available under the Open Access licence
CC-BY-NC-ND. Funding Body IDS Sussex.



1

Introduction The Politics of Land,
Resources & Investment
in Eastern Africa’s
Pastoral Drylands

JEREMY LIND, DORIS OKENWA
& IAN SCOONES

The rush forland and resources has featured prominently in recent studies
of sub-Saharan Africa. Often happening alongside regional projects to
upgrade and expand infrastructure, this urgency to unlock untapped
economic potential has generated heated debate around the social and
environmental impacts, as well as consequences for livelihoods, rights
and benefit sharing.! More than ever before, the gaze of global investment
has been directed to the pastoral drylands of Africa. This matters because
of the varied land and natural resource uses, social organisation and the
histories and legacies of development that are unique to these areas.
Given ecological uncertainty and the patchy distribution of resources,
adaptability and flexibility have been the basis for sustaining lives and
livelihoods in the drylands (Catley et al. 2013b; Mortimore and Adams
1999; Scoones 1994).

The organisation of dryland societies emphasises decentralised
decision-making, meaning that many voices count in deciding on land
and resource uses. Tenure systems privilege the rights of groups to gain
access to resources, as well as passage to move herds between key resource
areas. Opportunism, such as in cultivating a riverbank after a seasonal
flood, expanding the size of herds in good years or migrating further afield
in search of alternative work and sustenance, defines livelihood strategies
for many (Oba 2013; Little and Leslie 1999; Behnke et al. 1993). All these
facets of dryland livelihoods suggest that the impacts and influences of
large-scale investments in land, resources and infrastructure unfold in
ways that are specific to dryland settings.

The unprecedented increase of investments in these areas also
matters because, until recently, state planners and investors overlooked

1 See for example, Enns et al. 2019; Stein and Kalina 2019; Enns 2019, 2018; Smalley 2017;
World Bank 2017; Pedersen and Buur 2016; Ferguson 2015; Hall et al. 2015a, 2015c;
Laurance et al. 2015; Cotula et al. 2014; Weng et al 2013; Mulenga 2013; Cotula 2013; Borras
and Franco 2013; Edelman et al. 2013; White et al. 2013; Wolford et al. 2013; Fairhead et al.
2012; Mehta et al. 2012; Moyo et al. 2012; Borras et al. 2011, among many others focusing
on the intersections of land, water and green grabbing and investment.
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2 Jeremy Lind, Doris Okenwa & lan Scoones

drylands. The assumption was that drylands were ‘low potential” areas —
unsuitable for farming — and thus were relegated as sites for investment.
The prevailing notion was that pastoral land uses were destructive
and inherently unproductive. Pastoralism as a way of life was and
continues in many ways to be seen as outdated, backward and ill-fitting
in a contemporary nation-state. The presence of central state power and
corporate capital was previously minimal in such areas, but when state
plans and capital investments arrived, new negotiations over rights and
access unfolded.

The recent land and resource rush thus upends established patterns
of state—society relations in the drylands. No longer seen as threatening
borderlands in need of pacification, or low potential wastelands that
can be ignored, in public and policy imaginations these areas are now
seen as frontiers with abundant land and resources that can be exploited
for national wealth (Greiner 2016; Mosley and Watson 2016; Browne
2015). The land rush marks a moment of repositioning for pastoralist
frontiers in national development strategies and economic planning. The
shift is all the more notable when considering that it follows decades
of underinvestment and marginalisation by post-colonial governments.
Ports, pipelines, roads, wind farms and plantations are all linked in the
‘high modernist’ visions of states and private capital (Ferguson 2005; cf.
Scott 1998).

Such large-scale investments are portrayed as part of wider com-
mercialisation and growth imperatives, and even as a precursor to
peacebuilding and the creation of ‘resilient’ livelihoods for pastoralists
(Smalley 2017; Nicol 2015). Yet investments come up against the reality
of existing intricacies of social and economic practices, and embedded
regional systems of marketing and trade; they are always therefore
tentative, provisional and in the process of becoming realised (Enns et
al. 2019; Stein and Kalina 2019). The colonial depiction of these places
on maps as ‘uninhabited’ or ‘wilderness’ is updated in new frontier
visions as expanses of land that are cheap and for sale, while ignoring
overlapping claims to land and resources, based on ancestral precedence,
communal histories and practices of making use of these environments
over generations.

Many influential actors are involved in the global investment push
from international corporates to states and local elites, very often in
interaction (Keene et al. 2015; Margulis et al. 2013; Wolford et al. 2013).
But important questions are raised about who benefits and who loses out,
and whether such large-scale projects do indeed deliver poverty-reducing
development, as is often claimed.

2 ‘High modernism’ refers to an unfaltering belief in the power of science, technology and
expertise to transform nature and generate an ordered, legible, technology-driven modernity.
Characteristic of the development plans of the 1960s and 70s, the features are replicated
in the designs, for example, of investment corridors and grid-like plans for infrastructure
development today.

This title is available under the Open Access licence
CC-BY-NC-ND. Funding Body IDS Sussex.



Introduction: Politics of Land, Resources & Investment 3

As the chapters in this book show, this new emphasis on developing
pastoralist areas through investment in resources, land, infrastructure and
small towns is resulting in new forms of territorialisation, contentious
politics and social difference. The chapters that follow address three
related questions. First, what do investments look like and who frames
their meaning, interpretation and pursuit? Second, how are investments
generating wider impacts, and who wins and loses? Finally, what types
of resistance, mobilisation, subversion and forms of contentious politics
arise?

While states and investors continue to envision large investments
as part of a wider vision of growth and transformation, seen from the
dryland margins, struggles around the framing and meanings given to
oil, wind, livestock, land and water are the crux of many contestations.
By examining the ways in which large-scale investments enmesh with
local political and social relations, the chapters show how, even the most
elaborate plans of financiers, contractors and national governments, come
unstuck and are re-made in the guise of not only states’ high modernist
visions, but also those of herders and small-town entrepreneurs in the
pastoral drylands.

Changes in the drylands

The chapters offer local cases of investment from across Eastern Africa,
stretching from the Gulf of Aden ports on Somaliland’s coast in the
north to the Kilombero rice developments in southern Tanzania (see
Map 1.1). Dryland Eastern Africa — far from being at the periphery of
regional integration and global economic change — sits at the centre of
evolving systems of trade, investment and security that knit Africa ever
more closely with Western Europe (Borras et al. 2019; Antonelli et al.
2015), Turkey (Donmelli 2017), the Arabian Peninsula (Keulertz 2016;
Woertz 2013b), Russia (Ogultiirk 2017; Andreff 2016), India (Carmody
2013), Brazil (Cabral et al. 2013) and China (Brautigam and Zhang 2013),
as well as other parts of the continent, notably South Africa (Hall and
Cousins 2018). Many investments do not come from a single country,
as commercial financing and development investments may involve
multiple partners (Cousins et al. 2018; Keulertz and Woertz 2016; Scoones
etal. 2016; Allan et al. 2012). A web of transnational relations is generated
that links states and private capital through a complex mix of finance
flows, including private companies, finance capital funds, public—private
partnerships and development finance (Borras et al. 2019; also Clapp and
Isakson 2018; Ouma 2016). Much is opaque, making it often very difficult
to trace the origins of investment finance.

Many such networks have long existed (Bose 2009; Beaujard and
Fee 2005), but the intensification and spread of capitalist relations and
new investment in dryland Eastern Africa is changing social, economic
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Introduction: Politics of Land, Resources & Investment 5

and political dynamics.® These perhaps have the greatest impact on the
region’s pastoral and agro-pastoral populations. Dryland Eastern Africa
is home to the largest population in the world still active in pastoralism
(Schlee and Shongolo 2012) — estimated at 12 million to 22 million
people, accounting for more than 60 per cent of the world’s total surface
area supporting pastoral production systems (World Bank 2014).
Changes in the region’s economic life bring into sharp focus the
transformations in capitalism and capital that are reconfiguring political
and social orders more widely. Droughts in the early 1980s devastated
livestock herds throughout the region, precipitating migrations of destitute
herders in search of new livelihoods and relief (Adepoju 1995). Combined
with other demographic and social trends, many pastoralists began to settle.
State, non-governmental organisation (NGO) and church efforts to provide
services — schools, health centres and water points — encouraged wider
sedentarisation and the growth of small towns (Homewood et al. 2009; Little
et al. 2008; Fratkin and Roth 2006; Salih et al. 1995). As growing numbers
of pastoralists settled, states and donors promoted irrigation as a way of
turning pastoralists into full-time farmers. However, most schemes were
capital intensive, technically complex and dependent on heavy machinery,
which left the sustainability of the schemes ultimately dependent on
external commitments and expertise (Sandford 2013; Unruh 1990; Adams
and Anderson 1988; Hogg 1983).* This meant many ex-pastoralist farmers
had to rely on food aid and loans of inputs to cobble together an existence.
Unsurprisingly, many sought to reinvest in livestock-keeping as the surest
way of making a living (Hogg 1987b), a trend that continues in the current
regime of large-scale investments and advancement of global capital.

3 The World Bank’s World Development Indicators (https://databank.worldbank.org, accessed
6 November 2019) include ‘Foreign direct investment, net inflows (BoP, current USS$)".
The data below in million US$ for selected countries and dates show (outside Eritrea) the
massive increase in FDI since 2000, although much variation. The data of course rely on
reported inflows and government statistics, and do not include informal transfers, including
remittances.

1977 1993 2000 2005 2010 2015 2018
Ethiopia 5.85 3.50 134.64 265.11 288.27 2,626.52 3,310.30

Kenya 56.55 145.66 110.90 21.21 178.06 619.72 1,625.92
Eritrea 27.87 1.43 91.00 49.32 61.02
Somalia 7.78 2.00 0.27 24.00 112.00 303.00  409.00
Sudan 8.27 -0.16 392.20 1,561.69 2,063.73 1,728.37 1,135.79

Uganda 0.80 54.60 160.70  379.81 543.87 737.65 1,337.13
Tanzania 2.94 20.46 463.40  935.52 1813.20 1,604.58 1,104.80

Data on total irrigated area across countries are scarce, but in Kenya the area under ‘full
control irrigation’ increased from 73,000 ha in 1990 to 100,000 ha in 2003 to 140,200 ha in
2010, including investment in irrigation schemes in dryland areas (www.fao.org/aquastat,
accessed 6 November 2019).
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6 Jeremy Lind, Doris Okenwa & lan Scoones

By the late 1990s, small towns had grown beyond their roots as sites
of government offices, relief distribution centres and points for basic
service delivery. In many areas, the settlement of refugees and internally
displaced people from the region’s conflicts added substantially to the
population of such towns (Jacobsen 2002; De Montclos and Kagwanja
2000). Many were integrated into local economic life; sharing knowledge
and business acumen (Alix-Garcia et al. 2018; Sanghi et al. 2016). Starting
at first with small shops and vegetable stalls, often established by savvy
refugees and migrants, business activities proliferated and diversified, as
new entrepreneurs sought to emulate the success of pioneer shopkeepers
and traders (Rawlence 2016; Fratkin 2013). This redefined the value
of land and fuelled the growth of local capital as town dwellers and
businesspeople took to fencing plots in anticipation of urban expansion.
Local business elites anticipated opportunities to accumulate and
diversify their wealth, investing in everything from rental housing in
towns to transport services and fenced areas for private grazing (Caravani
2018; Korf et al. 2015). As Clemens Greiner shows in his chapter, recent
trends in large-scale investments are not entirely responsible for changes
in land-use patterns and social differentiation. Rather, they are occurring
alongside long-term developments in Africa’s drylands.

Beyond such towns and market centres, individuals fenced land
to establish medium and small-scale ranches for hired grazing (Catley
and Yacob Aklilu 2013; Tache 2013). As national government and aid
investment in the drylands expanded in the early 2000s, more people
invested in boreholes and leased grazing to herders (Flintan et al. 2011;
Eriksen and Lind 2009). Small irrigation schemes established with
private capital emerged across the region as local investors sought to
supply valuable vegetables and fruits to local markets (Sandford 2013).
Transport services, from motorbikes to public service vehicles and lorries,
swelled in spite of poor infrastructure (Nunow 2013). This encouraged
new marketing and trade activities in livestock, building materials, wild
foods and charcoal (Devereux 2006).

While generating substantial wealth for some, processes of territorial-
isation have had profound consequences for livestock-keeping, social
relations and conflict. The carving up of rangelands, through the establish-
ment of private enclosures, water points and cisterns, agricultural and
fodder plots, ranches and conservation areas, directly threatens adaptive
processes in customary pastoralist systems (Reid et al. 2008). Movements
become more difficult to make and key resource areas are fenced and set
aside for non-livestock uses (Flintan et al. 2011). Resource claim-making
by a new class of entrepreneurial pastoral capitalists has tested customary
social relations based on resource sharing and reciprocal help within
horizontal networks. Many local resource users deeply resent paying for
grazing in fenced sites, or for water from a private borehole, in social
settings where identity, belonging and kinship connections were the basis
for determining rights to access and passage (Eriksen and Lind 2009).
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Figure 1.1 Pastoralist livelihood pathways in eastern Africa

Beyond the resultant resentment and tension, hostility has increased to
pastoralists from other areas who pay to gain access to fenced enclosures
and private boreholes. Conflicts in the drylands are transforming in other
ways, as well, as the value of land increases (Cormack and Kurewa 2018).
Traditional resource-based conflicts and livestock theft are driven by
wider economic agendas and are becoming more difficult to resolve as
relations fragment within groups, and between neighbouring societies
(Lind 2018; Korf et al. 2015; Raeymaekers 2013; Hagmann and Alemmaya
Mulugeta 2008).

Livelihood transformation and changes in this dynamic context are thus
complex and contradictory. Rangeland fragmentation, sedentarisation,
small-town growth, commercialisation and infrastructural investment,
among others, are reshaping access to resources (to support herds) and
markets (for livestock and other goods). This, in turn, is driving decisions
about livelihood choices and creating new livelihood pathways for the
region’s dryland populations.

Catley et al. (2013) distinguish four different pathways for pastoral
livelihoods depending on access to resources (a continuum of good to
poor) and markets (a continuum of high to low) (see Figure 1.1, also
Dorward et al. 2009). Areas and people with good natural resource access
and access to markets are moving up, because they are able to maintain
and sell livestock as a successful business enterprise, commercialising
the milk and livestock trade, selling in high export zones, creating private
abattoirs and finding lucrative opportunities along the livestock value
chain. Areas and people with good access to natural resources, rangeland
and water sources in particular, but who do not have a high level of market
access are hanging in, practising customary forms of pastoralism based on
high mobility, extended social ties for trade, and opportunistic use of key
resource patches within the wider landscape. However, as already noted,
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8 Jeremy Lind, Doris Okenwa & lan Scoones

rangeland fragmentation is constraining traditional mobile pastoralism
because pastoralists are less able to gain access to the key resources that
are needed to manage uncertainty.

When a livestock herd is no longer viable owing to lack of good
resource access or inadequate markets, the household exits pastoralism,
dropping out, at which point its members seek productive activities
not directly linked to their own herds or flocks. Others elect to pursue
economic activities that are not linked to pastoralism directly but make
use of good market access, moving out. The opportunity to step out of
pastoralism into ‘value-added diversification’ is limited to those able
to take advantage of resources that add a high return to their activities.
Still, small-town expansion, better connections with larger centres and
the younger generation’s acceptance of non-traditional livelihoods are
enabling some to earn a living from activities in the pastoral economy
that are not directly linked to pastoralism.

The global land rush, and the associated changes in land values,
patterns of investment and changes in economic opportunity in the dry-
lands, affects these four ideal-type pathways in different ways. Processes
of inclusion and exclusion in new economic activity — whether the
establishment of a wind farm or the carving out of a wildlife conservancy —
result in opportunities for some but challenges for others. The ‘traditional’
extensive, mobile form of pastoralism is increasingly constrained though
land fragmentation and competition. Yet new investments may offer
business openings for others, whether a small-scale service supplier
in a regional town or an emergent capitalist land speculator. All these
processes are radically transforming pastoralism across Eastern Africa,
and the chapters that follow illustrate how.

The global land rush and its aftermath

Debates around the global land rush provide both the framing and the
context for discussions around investments and new territorialisation pro-
cesses in pastoral areas. Land-based investments have multiplied around
the world since 2008, as global capital sought to secure returns following
the financial crash (Clapp and Isakson 2018; Ouma 2016; Visser et al.
2015; Fairbairn 2014; White et al. 2013). Galaty (2014: 83) outlines three
factors driving the upsurge in land acquisitions: food shortfalls, and the
resultant rise in food commodity prices in 2008, indicated that farmland
could represent a lucrative investment; the relative decline of available
land in both industrialised and middle-income countries — a condition
heightened in wealthy yet farmland-poor nations such as the Gulf states;
and the perception that in some developing countries abundant land with
agricultural potential was underutilised, cheap and available.

On the last point, many governments present their drylands as vast
tracts of empty, marginal, uncultivated or inefficiently used land that
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Introduction: Politics of Land, Resources & Investment 9

can be deployed more profitably towards commercial agriculture (Hall
et al. 2015a; Nalepa and Bauer 2012). Thus, land deals are justified by
narratives of scarcity and abundance on both local and global scales
(Scoones et al. 2019b; Mehta 2001).

The recent land rush of course has important precedents; whether
gold rushes in the 1850s in the USA, the South Sea Bubble in 1720 in
the UK, or the sudden spike (then collapse) in demand for tulip bulbs
in Holland in the mid-1630s (Li 2014b: 595). What is distinctive about
land acquisitions over the past decade is its temporality and scope. The
geography is also striking: more than 40 per cent of concluded agricultural
deals globally since 2000 have been in Africa according to figures from
the Land Matrix (Nolte et al. 2016: 16). Africa also leads the world in
terms of the size of land acquired by investors: 10 million hectares out of
26.7 million hectares globally (ibid.).?

Rather than the process of land becoming a commodity, representing
the outcome of a historical expansion of property rights and the rule of
law, it in fact usually results in the abrogation of the rights of landholders
by the state, in the interest of elites and investors (Galaty 2014: 85).
Speculative land investments, as land becomes an asset class, do not
result in increased productivity, but very often in land lying idle (Clapp
2014; Fairbairn 2014). That land is ‘available’ does not refer to whether
those with legitimate land rights are willing to part with it. What is often
taken into account is if a firm can make an arrangement with political
elites to acquire land, usually in the absence of consent or awareness of
those holding the land in question. Taking this further, Tania Li cautions
that consent can become a means of dispossession, when a ‘customary
chief’, who claims to have jurisdiction over communal land, signs off

5 Land Matrix offers data on concluded, intended and failed deals. However, much caution
has to be attached to such figures (Scoones et al. 2013). The focus is on land extent, which
of course underplays the importance of focused, enclave investments for mining, oil
and gas extraction, for example. The data show total hectares and numbers of deals (in
brackets) for the greater Horn region (www.landmatrix.org, accessed 6 November 2019;
there is no data for Somalia, Somaliland or Eritrea, however):

Area in hectares Concluded Intended Failed

(number of deals)

Ethiopia 1,447,101 ha 520,550 ha (14) 380,829 ha (15)
(121)

Kenya 478,103 ha (55) | 135,659 ha (8) 390,575 ha (11)

Tanzania 735,859 ha (77) | 296,300 ha (12) 681,017 ha (13)

South Sudan 2,571,982 ha 1,483,020 ha (9) 424,300 ha (12)
(15)

Sudan 762,208 ha (33) | 3,427,578 ha (10) | 588,000 ha (4)

Uganda 273,250 ha (49) | 12,500 ha (4) 847,975 ha (5)
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10 Jeremy Lind, Doris Okenwa & lan Scoones

on a land deal without consulting the people affected (Li 2014b: 598).

In Africa’s Land Rush, nine contributions assessed the early impacts
and influences of the post-2008 land-based investments (Hall et al. 2015c).
They found that, while land deals often entailed enclaved investments
and the (re)creation of agrarian dualism, with large estates and small-
scale farms sitting alongside each other, on closer inspection patterns of
change were more varied. Not all investments involved dispossession, as
critics feared they would, nor did they imply a simple incorporation into
global capitalism from a pre-capitalist state. Instead, the fate of African
smallholders rests on the terms of their incorporation in investment deals
— something requiring attention to multiple, coinciding processes of both
inclusion and exclusion in the spread of capitalist relations. This suggests
a focus on labour, technology, expertise and markets, as well as land.
Processes of ‘accumulation by dispossession’ (Harvey 2003), driven by
the global forces of financialised, neoliberal capitalism and supported by
states, are thus made more complex by the intersection of the agency of
local actors, institutions mediating resource access and the dynamics of
differentiation across class, gender, age and ethnicity (Hall 2012, 2013).

This book updates the story of Africa’s land rush with a focus on the
drylands of Eastern Africa, asking what has happened over the past ten
years? The chapters show how, far from resisting and obstructing invest-
ment, many have sought to position themselves to benefit from land
investments. A major result is the heightened tensions across groups,
between emergent local capitalists and those whose access to land is
curtailed. Poorer pastoralists may gain employment to complement
or replace their livestock-based livelihoods, while those with small-
town businesses may profit from a boom in the economy, especially
during establishment and construction phases. Speculative behaviour
in anticipation of future development frequently characterises local
responses to investment in many areas. Hannah Elliott’s chapter in this
book investigates investments in land by residents of Isiolo, an important
hub in northern Kenya along the planned multi-billion dollar Lamu
Port—South Sudan-Ethiopia Transport Corridor (LAPSSET). Anticipatory
actions by residents such as fencing, building, occupying, purchasing,
and acquiring legal documents of land are reshaping the social and spatial
outcomes of LAPSSET. While the LAPSSET proposals induced a rush
for land in Isiolo, Elliott explains that this is more than individuals and
groups seeking simple profit. Rather, many see their actions as staking a
claim on the future city.

In his chapter, Ngala Chome explains how diverse local stakeholders
have redefined the state’s modernist plans for a new deep-water port
in Lamu on Kenya’s coast. While the port’s construction advances, the
wider impacts of LAPSSET in Lamu are felt through local struggles
over ownership and control of land, linked to potential future benefits
and sub-national contestations over political power. These dynamics
have transformed what appears to be ‘top-down’, large-scale investment
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Introduction: Politics of Land, Resources & Investment 11

driven by the state’s ‘tunnel vision’ of generating and extracting wealth at
source into something that is intimately networked with local visions of
investment and future economic relations.

The chapters in this book highlight the often unpredictable and un-
expected consequences of large-scale investments when they encounter
local economies and societies. Linda Engstrom’s chapter, for example,
examines the consequences of delays in project implementation in a case
from Tanzania. The project simplifications resulted in an unravelling
of the investment plan, but with major material consequences for those
living in the area. Also in Tanzania, Adriana Blache examines a rice
investment scheme that has generated multiple conflicts through the
creation of different categories of ‘squatter’ vs. original dwellers, fostering
resentment and resistance among local populations.

The social and spatial outcomes of investments do not reflect merely
the state’s high modernist vision of ‘development’, or the interests of
large global capital. Anna Tsing’s notion of ‘friction’ (2011), drawing
on the analogy of a tyre hitting the road, aptly focuses attention on
the interaction between broader — global, national — forces and diverse
forms of local agency. Anticipatory actions by local-level actors, be
they investments in land, resources and property; new forms of social
mobilisation or alliance-making; or the establishment of businesses in
the hope of winning contracts and tenders, reimagine and restructure the
grand plans of states and investors. This renders the distinction between
global capitalist forces and local places and peoples less pointed than is
often portrayed in discourses on investment. Such encounters produce
the diverse impacts and influences of investment and responses to these
in local settings observed across the chapters.

In short, the ‘local community’ is not singular, and the potential for
enrolling villagers may be bigger than it first appears (Li 2014b: 600). Fana
Gebresenbet’s chapter on local responses to state-building in Ethiopia’s
South Omo Valley underscores the temporality of investments and the
different reactions on the ground. The state coerced small-scale herders
and agro-pastoralists into volunteering their labour for road-building in
the Benna-Tsemay area of South Omo in the 1960s. In subsequent years, the
state encouraged private land investments, resulting in the dispossession
of Tsemay herders from rangelands, as well as the destruction of valued
beehives. Workers brought in from other parts of Ethiopia bred hostility
and conflict. Yet a longer trajectory of change in Benna-Tsemay has seen
the growth of towns, services and marketing linked to better infrastructure
and transport services in the region. Over time, the chapter shows, local
attitudes to large-scale investment, even those involving the fencing of
land and resources, have mellowed.

The outcomes of large investments are thus uncertain and contingent
on a number of coinciding processes of enclosure, commercialisation,
commodification and financialisation of land, resources and agriculture, as
well as responses to these by residents of communities in investment areas.
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12 Jeremy Lind, Doris Okenwa & lan Scoones

Visions of the frontier and the making of resource value

This brief overview of debates on land deals sets up our exploration of
investments in pastoral areas throughout the book. Not all of these are
investments in land for agriculture — they also include exploration for
oil and gas, efforts to harness green energy such as wind and geothermal,
infrastructure such as roads and airports, and also abattoirs and other
infrastructure for encouraging greater livestock marketing.

Common to both wider debates on the global land rush and narrower
discussions around investments in pastoral areas is the notion of the
frontier. Official justifications for large-scale investment in pastoralist
areas often speak to frontier discourses — of growing economies and
improving lives through the transformative power of large and capital-
intensive projects. Previously ‘untapped’ regions become reimagined,
revalued and re-made into new ‘resource frontiers’ of global capital. As
Tsing (2011: 29) aptly notes, ‘most descriptions of resource frontiers take
for granted the existence of resources, they label and count the resources
and tell us who owns what. The landscape itself appears inert: ready to
be dismembered and packaged for export.” Thus, the frontier is not just ‘a
matter of political definition of a geographical space’, as Kopytoff (1987a:
11) suggests, but a particular configuration of values and institutions
related to the advancement of extraction and commodification, as defining
features of capitalist development (Rasmussen and Lund 2018).

Imaginations of the frontier often reflect notions of civilisation and
progress. As Clemens Greiner explains in his chapter, the idea of the
frontier owes much to Frederick Jackson Turner’s conceptualisation of
the American westward expansion in the nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries. While the American expansion was associated with rugged
individualism and ‘the wild west’, the frontier of today’s large-scale
investment in pastoral areas has more in common with a penetration-
type spread of capitalist relations and the reassertion of centralised state
power. These are not the wagons and pioneer families moving west in
search of a better life; these are the Learjets and executives of FTSE-listed
oil, mining and biofuel companies in search of new resource wealth, with
convoys of Land Cruisers ferrying ministers and presidential advisers
from capital cities to sites where projects are imagined or unfolding.

In both cases, frontiers represent the discovery or invention of new
resources (Rasmussen and Lund 2018) — land for commercial agricultural
enterprises, hydrocarbon reservoirs beneath rangelands, other energy from
subterranean steam and wind, and even pastoral populations themselves
being drawn into wider markets for everything from pasteurised long-life
milk to mobile phones and online betting. Thus, the dynamics that link
space and resources are not a function of mere distance, but a particular
configuration of values and institutions related to the advancement
of extraction and commodification as defining features of capitalist
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development (Rasmussen and Lund 2018). Or, as Geiger (2008) explains,
based on evidence from Latin America and Asia, the frontier is a zone of
destruction of property systems, political structures, social relations and
life worlds to make way for new ways of resource extraction.

In Africa, large-scale investments are inseparable from state visions
of throwing off aid dependency and achieving rapid economic growth
and national transformation (Mosley and Watson 2016). Thus, states are
discovering resources in pastoral areas that can sustain national economic
development and ambition for rapid industrialisation. Simone Rettberg’s
chapter shows how these dynamics have unfolded over a sixty-year
period in the Awash Valley in Ethiopia’s eastern lowlands. Successive
regimes have sought to deepen and expand large-scale sugar plantations
established on rangelands used by Afar herders. Increasingly, these have
come to define the state’s interest in the region, away from establishing
a security buffer with neighbouring states and instead to asserting the
state’s claim to national resource wealth. Over time, far from resisting
state-driven territorialisation, Afar elites have become complicit in
seeking personal advantage from the state’s agricultural investments.

The frontier is not a boundary between civilisation and wilderness,
but rather a relational space that is characterised by interaction,
connections and conflict (Goodhand 2018; Van Schendel 2005). Frontier
dynamics emerge from the ‘messiness’ of competing spatial imaginations,
and disputes over territorial claims, as existing institutional orders
are unsettled, uprooted and ultimately reconfigured as new kinds of
resources become subject to governance (Boone 2014; Lund and Boone
2013; Sassen 2008). Greiner’s chapter describes the unfolding of these
dynamics in Baringo in Kenya’s northern Rift Valley. In the state’s vision,
Baringo is an unexploited frontier whose subterranean geothermal
wealth can fuel Kenya’s rapid national transformation. Yet this Turner-
like imagination of Baringo as a frontier to be civilised in the interest
of national development enmeshes with the frontier-making practices of
the area’s Pokot elites. These are akin to Igor Kopytoff’s ‘internal African
frontier’ (1987a): elites are at the forefront of land privatisation, involving
the fencing of the most valuable land along new roads linking Baringo’s
geothermal sites with national infrastructure. Uncertainty in institutions
and the threat of violence to stake claims are central to frontier-making.

Thus, this book argues, there are many ways of ‘seeing’ large-scale
investment in the drylands. State actors at the national level see invest-
ments as engines for national transformation, which is inherently good
for dryland areas with legacies of marginalisation and underinvestment.
Invariably, investors promote the benefits of project activity to residents
of nearby communities, through the construction of new infrastructure,
easing transport difficulties and promoting marketing activity, providing
opportunities for work, and creating corporate social investments in
bursaries, classrooms and the provision of water, for example. State
actors at the sub-national level may not see investments in the same
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way, however, depending on how power constitutes at the centre and
the status of state—society relations in their area. The position of sub-
national political administrations can waver between embrace and
hostility. Mixed views of large-scale investments often hold among local
capital, as well. Ultimately, investment is something to be welcomed,
but the terms of inclusion in land deals, compensation, and contract and
tendering opportunities dictate the nature of politics. The views of other
dryland residents, small-scale pastoralists and dryland farmers, cover a
spectrum, from opposition and resistance to the perceived loss of key
grazing resources and farmland, to accommodation in anticipation of
deriving personal benefit, to simple antipathy.

As argued in Africa’s Land Rush (Hall et al. 2015c: 24), simple narra-
tives of the ‘state’ and/or ‘investor’ versus ‘local people’ do not relay
the more complex dynamics and assemblages of interests that mobilise
behind, anticipate and pursue large-scale investments. In the following
sections, we outline four ways of ‘seeing’, from different standpoints.
Across these, it is the production and attainment of wealth and control
that mediates relationships between actors, creating a complex politics of
investment in the drylands. Of course, these actors overlap and intersect,
with for example, global capital supported by states and local elites in the
acquisition and governance of land and resources (Wolford et al. 2013).
But, as a challenge to normative perspectives of mainstream development
and investments, exploring competing ways of ‘seeing’ invites a robust
debate on how these developments are unfolding at the margins.

The chapters that follow emphasise how winners and losers emerge
from anticipation, contention and the multiple ways of seeing an
investment. How states, global investors and non-state actors frame
investments often diverges from local interpretations, as the cases in this
book show.

Seeing like a state

The promotion of large-scale investment in dryland Eastern Africa is part
of a wider vision of regional economic integration and transformation of
the rural frontier, generating legible order for investment, thus ‘seeing
like a state’ (Scott 1998; see below). From the perspective of states, large-
scale infrastructure and resource developments are benign and even
positive as they connect remote rural areas to larger markets and improve
accessibility to outside investors, traders and service providers — be
they government departments or other charitable and private agencies.
Thus, integration, involving investment in trade and transport corridors
to move goods, services and people between coasts and resource-rich
hinterlands, is seen as central to development and economic growth, and
even bringing peace to restive pastoral areas. However, the very idea of
state-sanctioned investments as a type of new development that can bring
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about peace and stability stands in stark contrast with the experience of
Eastern Africa’s pastoralist societies in their encounters with state power
over time. State violence against pastoralists is part of a long history of a
‘civilising’ mission to bring peace and impose a new social order, as the
chapters by Fana Gebresenbet and Rettberg show.

Unsurprisingly, institutions of the state that were introduced — sub-
national political administration and other elements of the security
apparatus — were mistrusted by dryland societies in many places where
wide-scale violence against pastoralists was the official policy of colonial
states and other central authorities (Vaughan 2013; Hagmann and Korf
2012; Lamphear 1992). The response of pastoralists in such areas was to
seek an escape from the state’s reach by resisting incorporation and other
external imposition, avoiding taxation and maintaining an apparently
war-like stance in relation to state attempts to impose its will (Catley et
al. 2013).

Comparisons can be made between the experience of African pastoral-
ist societies and the mobile swidden agriculturalists of the south-east
Asian highlands that James Scott (2009) discusses in his book, The Art
of Not Being Governed. As he explains, hill peoples operate outside the
reaches of the state’s authority when they can. State authority came not
only through the threat of force, but also through the imposition of its
vision of ‘development’. Scott (1998: 88) likens state visions with ‘high
modernism’, whose ideological variants incorporate ‘a sweeping, rational
engineering of all aspects of social life in order to improve the human
condition’. Adding to this, Li (2007) contends that high modernist
projects, like growth corridors, are framed by a so-called ‘will to improve’
by development donors and states, in line with a particular vision of
progress. Central to Scott’s (1998) thesis is the idea of legibility. His
research on state efforts to settle or ‘sedentarise’ nomads, pastoralists,
gypsies and people living outside mainstream society led him to the
conclusion that making a society legible was an exercise in control and
the establishment of state power. Understanding ‘legibility’ as a crucial
problem in statecraft, he argues that

the pre-modern state was, in many crucial respects, particularly blind; it
knew precious little about its subjects, their wealth, their landholdings
and yields, their location, their identity. It lacked anything like a
detailed ‘map’ of its terrain and people. The state therefore views the
complex, organic entities it governs as features that must be organized
in order to yield optimal returns according to a centralized, narrow
and strictly utilitarian logic. (Scott 1998: 2)

‘Seeing like a state’ assumes a particular form in the relationship
between a highland-centric state (as in Kenya and Ethiopia) and peripheral
pastoral areas, often by way of the civilising mission of settlement projects,
irrigation schemes, road-building and the provision of basic services (see
the chapters by Akall, Chome, Fana Gebresenbet, Rettberg and Elliott
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this book). Complementing other works on the region (cf. Asebe Regassa
et al. 2019; Korf et al. 2015; Nunow 2015; Behnke and Kerven 2013),
the chapters in this book show how state projects to ‘develop’ dryland
areas have had a disciplining effect on pastoralist societies. Most projects
have the intended or indirect consequence of sedentarising pastoralists,
or at least minimising longer-distance movements, easing the burden
of governing pastoral subjects through taxation, the delivery of basic
services and other social assistance.

This style of development in turn generates a style of ‘techno-politics’
(cf. Mitchell 2002), where certain types of expertise and technological
intervention are privileged, each with exclusionary characteristics. A
homogenised, standardised, grid-like imposition emerges in the plans.
Embedded within state plans in Eastern Africa is a heavy emphasis on
the notion of ‘unlocking potential’ in particular pastoral and peripheral
farming areas. This is the underpinning of Ethiopia’s state-led approach to
national growth and transformation (Mosley and Watson 2016). Over four
decades, successive governments in Ethiopia have sought to expand large-
scale cotton and sugar estates in the Awash Valley at the cost of restricting
access to key grazing sites for Afar pastoralists, as Rettberg notes. Yet, this
expansion happened despite evidence that the historical performance of
plantations, especially cotton, was far less productive than pastoral use
of valuable floodplains and river water to support livestock. Nonetheless,
from the perspective of central state planners, the conversion of land use
was profitable: this conversion to plantations ‘has transformed a fiscally
sterile grazing environment into a fiscally productive agricultural one,
and displaced independent pastoral producers with tractable taxpayers’
(Behnke and Kerven 2013: 69).

State-like visions and plans of tapping the economic potential of
previously marginalised pastoral areas extend to humanitarian pro-
gramming in the region, as well. As Cory Rodgers’ chapter shows,
populations long thought of as ‘vulnerable’ and requiring assistance,
including pastoralists and refugees, become frontiers for international
investments in humanitarian intervention. In 2015, the United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) agreed plans with the
Turkana County Government to establish a new type of ‘integrated
settlement’ at a 15 km? site in Kalobeyei in Kenya’s far north-west. This
was conceived as a progressive model of refugee settlement and an
alternative to the ‘care and maintenance’ approach inherent in refugee
encampment. Planners envisioned a grid-like market town in which
refugees and Turkana hosts lived side by side, accessing the same basic
services and social assistance, and operating their own businesses. Even
as Kalobeyei’s population swelled to 40,000 in less than five years, the
development has not gone to plan. An influx of newly displaced South
Sudanese refugees, rather than longer-established refugees, has meant
a population that is in greater need of social assistance. Turkana hosts
themselves have rejected the idea of integration, preferring their own
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allocations of services and assistance and living outside the boundaries
of the settlement.

Generating wealth for the state, whether by converting land uses to
forms that can be captured to produce revenue for national treasuries or
establishing new markets encompassing populations previously thought
of as unproductive and a drain on state and donor finance, is the impetus
of many plans for large-scale investment. The development of oil and
coal reserves, alongside wind and geothermal power — mostly in rural
drylands — are integral elements of state development visions in Eastern
Africa. For example, Uganda’s second National Development Plan aims
to enable continued upstream capital investment by global companies in
oil and gas exploration and appraisal in the Albertine Rift, which reached
US$2.3 billion by 2013 (World Bank 2015: 41). Kenya is at the forefront of
green energy development, ranking first in sub-Saharan Africa in invest-
ment in renewable energies. By one estimate, it receives a massive 38 per
cent of the funds OECD countries put into developing renewable energy
solutions in the region.® The Kenyan government is banking on further
large-scale investment in renewable energy production and transmission
to help it achieve middle-income, industrialising status by 2030. Already,
the country hosts the largest geothermal and wind-power developments
in Africa. Investment in the Ol Karia geothermal complex has expanded
substantially in recent years, with construction underway on a network
of pipelines, wells and plants to tap an estimated potential of 1,000
megawatts of energy. In Marsabit County in the country’s north, the Lake
Turkana Wind Power (LTWP) site — consisting of 365 turbines — was
connected to the national grid in 2018.

As James Drew discusses in his chapter, the state’s vision of green
transformation has not translated into significant improvements in
livelihoods for residents near the project site. As construction advanced
on the wind farm in 2015, youth in neighbouring Samburu towns and
settlements blockaded roads in protest against their alleged exclusion
from investment benefits, including compensation for the extraction
of sand and the felling of trees, as well as access to new LTWP jobs.
Protestors directed their ire at local administrative officials as well as
liaison officers employed by LTWP. They were accused of undertaking
selective consultations on project plans, inequitably allocating work
opportunities and keeping the community in the dark over leasing land
to investors.

Beyond investing in big energy in the drylands, as part of plans for
national economic growth and transformation, states in Eastern Africa are
also upping their commitments to livestock sector improvements. These
have a long history, involving the establishment of ranches and attempts
to ‘upgrade’ marketing, aiming to encourage the commercialisation of

5 www.thisdaylive.com/index.php/2018/11/13/report-nigeria-third-preferred-destination-

for-green-economy-projects, accessed 20 November 2018.
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livestock production. The history of interventions in ‘modernising’
pastoral production system based on models imported from elsewhere
has been dismal (de Haan et al. 2001; Scoones 1995). Yet such projects
are being revived in the context of wider investments in the drylands, and
linked to efforts at reducing poverty and boosting livelihood resilience
through market-oriented programmes.”

The formalisation of the livestock sector, including the expansion
of corridor infrastructure, feedlots and processing facilities, feature in
Ethiopia’s second Growth and Transformation Plan. This builds on wider
efforts by the state to promote the export and trade of livestock, most
of which is supplied by pastoralists that have long been marginalised
(Catley and Yacob Aklilu 2013). These efforts extend to investments in
cross-border infrastructure to encourage further growth of the lucrative
regional livestock trade. Ethiopia has a 19 per cent stake in the Berbera
corridor, a US$440 million development encompassing a new 400m
quay at the existing Berbera port in Somaliland, a 250,000m?* yard and
upgrades to the city’s airport. This is matched with an additional US$100
million in financing from the United Arab Emirates to upgrade the 250km
road connecting the port with Hargeisa — Somaliland’s capital — and
Togwajale, a town on the Somaliland-Ethiopia border. The corridor’s
proponents pronounce the anticipated increase in the flow of goods and
associated impact this will have on the region’s economic prospects.
However, as Ahmed Musa explains in his chapter, the development has
already given rise to other unexpected impacts, including new tensions
that are upsetting Somaliland’s complex clan politics.

Official narratives of development come up against critical discourses
and contested political relations from below, themes explored in subse-
quent sections of the chapter. They constitute a new spatial politics of
resource and infrastructural development — one that is unfolding well
beyond the cases in Eastern Africa highlighted here.®

Seeing like a global investor

A different spatiality and way of ‘seeing’ large-scale projects emerges from
the perspective of global capital investors. Although the types of invest-

7 See for example, Cultivating New Frontiers in Agriculture (CNFA), www.cnfa-europe.
org/program/agricultural-growth-program-livestock-market-development-2  and ~ www.
cnfa-europe.org/program/agricultural-growth-program-livestock-market-development-2
(accessed 29 July 2019).

For example, in Angola (de Grassi and Ovadia 2017; Rodrigues 2017), Burkina Faso (Cote
and Korf 2018), Congo (Hall et al. 2015c), Eastern Democratic Republic of Congo (Geenen
and Verweijen 2017), Ghana (Nyantakyi-Frimpong and Bezner Kerr 2017; Adusah-Karikari
2015; Boamah 2014), Malawi (Chinsinga 2017), Mozambique (Milgroom 2015), Niger
(Schritt 2018), Sudan (Verhoeven 2016; Hopma 2015; Sulieman 2015; Keulertz 2012) South
Sudan (Deng 2011), Uganda (Carmody and Taylor 2016), Zambia (Manda et al. 2019; Nolte
2014), Zimbabwe (Mutopo and Chiweshe 2014) and elsewhere across Africa’s marginal
rural frontiers (Larmer and Laterza 2017; Schoneveld 2017; Hall et al. 2015c).
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ments discussed in the book’s chapters vary, as do the physical, social
and political geographies of each focal site, the ‘resource imaginations’
of global economic actors (Ferry and Limbert 2008) is a significant
influence in most of the cases. A range of global investors, from overseas
private capital to foreign state investment agencies and global charitable
organisations and foundations, are turning to drylands as destinations
for accumulating wealth, often underpinned by a type of ‘growth talk’
that emphasises the presumed benefits of large outside investment for
expanding markets and economic activities in marginal rural areas.
Investors emphasise the value of outside capital and expert knowledge to
unlock the potential of land, labour and resources in the drylands. In this
way, these acquire a different value in relation to the interests and logics of
global capital. Elizabeth Ferry and Mandana Limbert (2008: 4) remind us
that ‘nothing is essentially or self-evidently a resource. Resource-making
is a social and political process, and resources are concepts as much as
objects and substances.’ It is not so much the resources and investments
generated, but rather the process of appropriation and redeployment of
these resources within the world economy that generates a new spatial
politics and, with it, local social effects (Friedman 2011). This speaks to
the incorporation of states and local communities into global networks
(Duffy 2000): ‘an economic order based on networks of actors linked in
unstable hierarchies and partial dependencies which are loose at the
level of interaction’ (Friedman 2011: 35).

In ‘Seeing Like an Oil Company’, James Ferguson (2005) argues that
multinational companies engaged in the extractives industry thrive on
the establishment of resource enclaves, a political economic rationale that
isolates resource-rich localities such that they do not only become ‘sharply
walled off from their own national societies’ but also excluded from the
benefits generated by the resources. This is because global capital does
not flow in neat symmetry between its point of foreign origin and sites of
extraction but ‘hops, neatly skipping over most of what lies in between’
(2005: 379). As capital ‘hops’ over its enclaves, repatriated back to its
foreign point of origin, the model of ‘seeing like a state’ is up-ended in the
neoliberal world where developmental states in Africa have less reach and
traction. Contrary to the spatialised political order of standardised grids,
the characteristic mode of ‘seeing’ by global extractive companies has not
entailed homogenisation within a national grid, but the establishment of
highly securitised pockets, often in areas with chronic violent insecurity
and weakened central government authority. These have their own security
and state-like features, as capital travels between disparate sites where rule,
order and capitalist accumulation can be assured. Different ways of ‘seeing’,
like a state or a global investor, entwine in these developments. As Mattias
Rasmussen and Christian Lund (2018: 338) explain, territorialisation is
a strategy of using bounded spaces for particular outcomes; a resource
control strategy that involves classification of particular areas in order
to regulate people and resources. Although states are often privileged as
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territorialising agents in the contemporary neoliberal regime, the spread
of extractive, green energy, commercial agriculture, conservation projects
and humanitarian operations in pastoral areas shows how non-state
actors and organisations also have capabilities to define resources, as well
as order and control land (Peluso and Lund 2011; Sikor and Lund 2009).

However, these processes of sorting sites into global capital-generating
enclaves whether through resource extraction, large-scale agriculture and
irrigation or market-oriented refugee settlements constructed on repurposed
drylands, are not new. African countries and many of the localities in our
case studies have a long history of these encounters (Ferguson 2005). It
bears a remarkable parallel with colonial models of fragmentation and
enclave economics reflected in the long-term implications of formerly
colonised ‘white highlands,” as Marie Gravesen’s chapter shows, or
similarities with the UN market expansion model of an integrated refugee
settlement, as shown in Rodgers’ chapter. Thus, territorialisation in this
contemporary era of state sovereignty is only slightly disguised from the
preceding colonial enclaves. It involves a series of operations that include
establishing a territorial administration, instituting a legal system and
with it the creation of rights subjects and laws of property, establishing
boundaries and mapping space, and, critically, ensuring the capacity to
enforce any and all of this by means of force if necessary.

Territorialisations associated with global investment across dryland
Eastern Africa have a precedent in conservation efforts across the region.
Contentious politics around land and resources in Laikipia, as Gravesen
shows, and in the South Omo Valley, as Fana Gebresenbet demonstrates,
relate in part to the influence of outside investors, as well as states in the
region, to expand protected areas. As conflicts around conservation over
recent decades show, neoliberal forms of territorialisation ‘can be both a
claim to control land and resources, as well as a claim to the authority to
determine who controls those resources’ (Corson 2011: 704). Catherine
Corson, who documents the design and implementation of Madagascar’s
protected areas since the early 2000s, explores the critical role of a range
of donor and private interests in defining the boundaries, rights and
authorities associated with 125 new protected areas, covering 9.4 million
hectares (ibid.). Observing this trend in Kenya, Peter Little (2014: 76)
explains:

What has surfaced as a twenty-first century conservation model in
Kenya is a complex and often contradictory mix of private inves-
tors, wealthy Western conservationists, private corporations, NGOs
(international and local), local community groups, and an accom-
modating state agency (KWS [Kenya Wildlife Services]). What also
have emerged are new strategies of both local political resistance and
strategic accommodation among local communities.

On the extractives front, as Doris Okenwa shows in her chapter on
oil politics in Turkana, Kenya, these processes unfold with new forms
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of global economic integration, and coexist with ‘specific — and equally
“global” — forms of exclusion and marginalization’ (Ferguson 2005: 380).
Since 2010, an investor consortium led by the Anglo-Irish company
Tullow Oil has established an infrastructure for oil exploration and
appraisal across southern Turkana’s rangelands. Viewed from the air, the
fenced exploratory wells are mere pin-pricks in a huge landscape; the
largest visible land-take is a 2 km by 1 km base by the village Kapese,
including an airstrip, accommodation, offices and storage facilities for
Tullow and other large oil sub-contracting firms. Land for the Kapese
base was transferred following negotiations with local officials, including
the area’s Member of the County Assembly and the area chief, as well
as elders and an influential seer. A deal was signed off, with a pledge to
pay the Turkana County Government four million Kenyan shillings® a
month in leasing fees. The Kapese deal spurred opposition and claims
that the company bought the support of local leaders. Tullow has faced
similar tensions in its efforts to acquire land for exploration wells. The
company has negotiated land access on a case-by-case basis. Many have
come to see both elders and seers, who were revered and highly respected
individuals in Turkana custom, as self-interested because of their part in
endorsing deals that deliver few wider public benefits from extractive
activity (Lind 2017).

Thus, even where land takes by global investors are relatively circum-
scribed, the impact on social relations, politics and cultural identity
are significant. As Doris Okenwa explains, in a bid to localise global
capital and counter corporate impunity, ethics and morality have become
integral, and often contradictory, components of capitalism. Extractive
companies aim in principle at promoting inclusivity in investments
and economic growth beyond resource enclaves. These are pursued
through various forms of ‘community engagement’ and corporate social
responsibility programmes that bring together global investors, state
actors at multiple levels of governance, other non-state actors (NGOs
and local civil society groups), customary leaders and interest-based
associations. Yet investor attempts to mediate the process of resource
acquisition and extraction through elaborate consultation processes and
related community engagement efforts often fail to engage effectively with
the dynamic political context of operations. Investor efforts to establish
consultative fora, provide work opportunities for local residents and fund
social development projects often elevate the position of various local
middlemen who seek to broker access to new spaces of local engagement
and, by extension, the resources associated with these.

As a result, ‘capital hops’ are shifting within enclaves themselves, as
local elites grab opportunity and wealth associated with investor efforts
to cultivate closer ties with ‘host communities’, as many chapters show.
What have also emerged are new strategies of inclusion that often take

9 US$1 = Ksh80.31 on 31 December 2010.
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the form of subversion against established hierarchies. As later sections
demonstrate, these draw on wider discourses of rights, belonging and
inclusion. Thus, the spatial politics of resource and infrastructure
investments at the dryland margins are characterised by alliance-making
at multiple levels of governance. The book’s chapters illustrate how
investor visions entangle with other ways of ‘seeing’ by local capital,
as well as smaller-scale pastoralists, dryland farmers and small-town
dwellers, to influence the outcomes.

Seeing like local capital

While the optic of modernity and prosperity spreading outwards into
underdeveloped peripheries is integral to state visions of development
throughout the region and undergirds investor faith in securing social
acceptance of operations, these projects often appear very different from
the margins.

Large-scale investments in pastoral areas of Eastern Africa happen in
parallel to the slow but steady rise of local capital among town-based
entrepreneurs, transporters, livestock traders and political brokers.
Local capital has become an important driver in territorialisation
processes in pastoral areas. Benedikt Korf et al. (2015: 896) argue that
‘the contemporary frontiersman in African drylands thus resembles less
a state-backed settler than a post-pastoral capitalist who acts as a partly
self-governing frontier entrepreneur’. They focus on Ethiopia’s Somali
Region, which they explain has experienced a kind of ‘indigenisation’
of sedentarisation since the late 1990s at the hands of Somali investors,
traders and entrepreneurs. An economic rush in the region, incentivised
by transnational marketing networks, has seen the rapid commodification
of pastoral resources such as charcoal, water points and cash crops.
These have combined with sovereign state claims to territory, such as
the establishment of irrigation and commercial agriculture schemes, to
produce new patterns of territorialisation. As pastoralist entrepreneurs
covet monetised dryland resources, they thus become complicit in the
state’s project of territorialisation and vision of a sedentarised pastoralist
society.

In some cases, frontier entrepreneurs invest capital in reviving
infrastructure from earlier projects that fell into disuse. Gregory Akall’s
chapter documents the emergence of anew class of irrigation entrepreneurs
in Turkana led by individuals with start-up capital, including retired
civil servants and other Turkana who lived elsewhere in Kenya and
returned in recent years. They have made use of a combination of their
own investments and some external support to invest in entrepreneurial
activities, often including fodder production to link to the wider pastoral
economy. They have used old irrigation infrastructure but rehabilitated it
in ways that can be sustained, often by linking it in innovative ways with
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elements of the flood cultivation system long used by Turkana pastoralist
farmers along the Turkwel River. They have invested in pumps and other
equipment and have begun to make profits from their businesses, which
are a mix of individual and collective enterprises.

Improvements in roads and transport services are making markets
and basic services more accessible for pastoral populations, helping to
lift the position of local capital, while at the same time supporting the
penetration of larger capital from outside, both domestic and foreign. As
Musa explains in his chapter, the formally recognised Berbera corridor is
contested locally by different pastoral groups who argue for alternative
routes for new infrastructure, and in one case have themselves raised
funds for an alternative investment in a road to improve marketing.

While certain investments in roads, transport and marketing infra-
structure by states can represent a welcome injection of public resources
in pastoral areas, and address historical marginalisation, the outcomes can
be ambiguous. Drawing on longitudinal evidence from the Borana plateau
in southern Ethiopia, John McPeak et al. (2011) observe that transport
improvements can create new opportunities for livestock marketing and
value-added processing. However, the benefits for the majority of dryland
residents may not outweigh the costs, and such investments may result in
accelerating the concentration of wealth among the better off.

Examples abound in pastoral areas of Eastern Africa ofland and resource
grabbing, or of pastoralists making ill-informed sales of individual land
holdings. A land rush in Kenya’s South Rift Valley, driven by speculators
spurred by the area’s proximity to Nairobi, has resulted in distress sales
by local Maasai pastoralists. This has seen the rangelands become highly
fragmented as the area becomes a peri-urban frontier. This has left many
Maasai worse off through a process they explain as ‘selling wealth to buy
poverty’, whereby Maasai sell their plots within group ranches to buyers,
worsening fragmentation and further undermining the requirements for
livestock-keeping in the area (Mwangi 2007; Rutten 1992).

Yet, the dynamics of land acquisition are context-specific across the
drylands. It is not always the case that pastoralists are victims of the
new push for land. Greiner’s chapter shows how Pokot elites in Baringo
in Kenya’s northern Rift Valley acquire newly valuable plots along
improved roads and other infrastructure developed to support geothermal
exploration. Large livestock owners and other well-connected Pokot were
also behind the push into new territories on the neighbouring Laikipia
plateau. In turn, Laikipia shows the consequences of processes of land
fragmentation over the longer term. Its landscape is divided into an array
of enclosures, where smallholders settle according to shared ethnicity, and
pastoralists negotiate access to grazing at the margins of other large-scale
private conservancies, ranches and national parks. Gravesen’s chapter
shows how land-buying companies, established by Kenya’s new political
elite following independence to satisfy the demand for land, remain at
the centre of land-use fragmentation, ambiguous ownership and disputes
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on the plateau. Many company shareholders (being smallholders from
other areas of central Kenya) did not fence their land because of the dry
conditions that made farming risky and unpredictable. This permitted
livestock passage and settlement of some herders in a new pastoral
frontier. The pastoralists saw the unfenced lands as an opportunity to
make up for their exclusion from the redistribution of lands in the years
following independence. Yet in 2017, ahead of Kenya’s national and
county elections, the expansionist potential of these lands once again
became apparent in a wave of politically incited land invasions by other
groups, including pastoralists from neighbouring Samburu and Baringo
counties. In contrast to pastoralists who had already settled and crossed
unfenced lands over many decades, incursions by Pokot and Samburu
pastoralists in 2017 were encouraged by various elected officials and
aspiring politicians as a way of influencing the election outcomes, as
Gravesen explains in her chapter.

Thus, seeing like local capital in pastoral Eastern Africa entails seizing
opportunities apparent in regional demands for rangeland resources,
booming markets for livestock and livestock products, as well as state
investment in infrastructure and land. As Greiner shows in his chapter,
the advancing resource frontier, along with expectations of rising land
values, accentuates the trend to privatise land. The rapid spread of dryland
farming among the pastoral Pokot happens alongside and entwines with
the early development of geothermal power. Capital investment in plots
and rental property in Isiolo in anticipation of the Kenyan government’s
US$23 billion LAPSSET corridor development and future growth ofIsiolo
town in northern Kenya is fuelling the rise of an investor class, as well.
While the LAPSSET project promises to make Isiolo into an economic
hub along the corridor, Elliott shows in her chapter that it is the actions
of ordinary people propelling the town’s transformation thus far, as noted
earlier.

Cases from elsewhere, including land and resource investments by
local and transnational Somali merchants in Ethiopia’s Somali Region
(Korf et al. 2015), or the rapid growth of a rental market in Karamoja in
north-east Uganda fuelled by well-off Karamojong constructing housing
for recent migrants (Caravani 2018), show that these are not isolated
examples. Rather, they illustrate broader trends that are reconfiguring
access to and control over land and resources in the drylands. Further,
they point to the likelihood of widening inequality, as an entrepreneurial
class positions itself to benefit from investment, while the majority who
are unable to acquire land, establish businesses or acquire training to gain
employment are likely to fall further behind.

These developments are happening parallel to continued investment in
livestock production by pastoralist elites. The regional trade in livestock
and meat was US$1 billion in 2010 (Catley et al. 2013); exports of carcasses
and live animals through the Gulf of Aden ports mean this has increased
still further. Here too, the advancing resource frontier — in this instance,
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value in live animals and carcasses — intersects with the practices of
local capital to accumulate greater wealth. As Musa (this book) shows,
development of the Berbera corridor has intensified political competition
along clan lines precisely because of the anticipated wealth it will
generate. The dynamics of inclusion shift as the large-scale development
of the port and associated infrastructure lead to uncertainty around who
will benefit and who will miss out. Already, the burgeoning livestock
trade through Berbera and other Gulf of Aden ports has concentrated
wealth among frontier capitalists as many poorer pastoralists sell-up
and exit livestock-keeping. Besides investments in livestock, land and
rental properties in growing towns, indigenous capital has flowed into
transport, ranging from lorries and private hire vehicles to motorbikes,
petrol stations and mechanics’ shops.

Commentators have often been too ready to assume that the kinds of
transformations that large-scale capitalist development will generate will
be ‘top-down’ and driven by the powerful. Jamie Cross’s (2014) study
of the economy of anticipation provoked by plans for special economic
zones in Andhra Pradesh in India shows that it is not only the interests
of big capital and powerful government elites that drive the reshaping of
the local places where such projects are located, but also the anticipatory
actions of ordinary people. In Isiolo, while the land rush undoubtedly
relates to the rapidly rising value of land in the town and its environs, and
thus residents’ demands for economic inclusion, Elliott describes how
laying exclusive claims, individually and collectively, is also a means
through which residents seek to ensure political inclusion. Chome’s
chapter argues that, in Lamu, corridor-making creates a new local politics
around a reconstructed indigeneity, with claim-making facilitated by
Kenya’s decentralised politics.

Seeing like local capital therefore suggests a different lens on invest-
ment and land politics, refracted through changing class relations at the
local level and how the contested politics between local elites, govern-
ment and investors are played out in particular places.

Seeing like a pastoralist

What about pastoralists themselves; how do they see investments in the
drylands? As we have already discussed, rangelands have been carved
up and fragmented through the establishment of new investments, and
with this patterns of resource tenure and land control have changed.
Pastoralism as a type of land use depends on access to key ‘reserved’
resources, such as riparian areas along rivers or hilltop forests, seasonally
and during more serious droughts as well (Scoones 1995). Pastoralists also
depend on mobility and access routes to track spatially and temporally
distributed resources, gain access to markets and other services (Turner
and Schlecht 2019).
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From the perspective of pastoralists who depend on extensive
resource use and the right of passage and movement between different
parts of a highly variable and differentiated landscape, new processes of
territorialisation, resulting from both large-scale and indigenous invest-
ments, are a considerable challenge. Rangeland fragmentation constrains
traditional mobile pastoralism, as movements become more difficult to
make and key resource areas are fenced and set aside for non-livestock
uses.

As Li (2014b: 589) writes, although often treated as a thing and some-
times as a commodity, turning land into alternative productive uses
requires a process of ‘assemblage’. This generates regimes of exclusion
that distinguish legitimate from illegitimate uses and users, inscribing
boundaries through devices such as fences, title deeds and other legal
documents, and regulations. In mobile pastoral systems, land is both
passage and a seasonal resource. As we have seen, to the state, land is
something investible through the use of technologies, and the selective
application of law, to assign new exclusive rights. To a global investor,
land may be nothing more than an operational space that needs to be
secured from other uses for the unimpeded extraction of subterranean
steam, oil and gas, or above-ground wind.

For local capitalists and entrepreneurs, many of whom are current
or former pastoralists in these areas, land is something altogether
different — something to claim for speculative reasons — anticipating
future wealth creation as the value of land increases — and/or to stake
claims to belonging and, thus, rights to future compensation, political
representation or power. As Drew observes for the Samburu and Chome
for Lamu in this book, the politics of belonging, linking to identity and
new forms of citizenship are central to how claim-making is practised.
Constructions of identity — through discourses of indigeneity, biocultural
heritage and ethnic or clan belonging — become important in a ‘politics
of possession’ (Sikor and Lund 2009), where land, property, territory and
citizenship become intimately linked (Lund 2016, 2008).

For example, in Harshin in the Somali Region of Ethiopia, traditionally
an important drought grazing reserve that lies on a strategic trekking
route for livestock being exported from Ethiopia and Somaliland through
Berbera, there has been a near total privatisation of grazing areas and
water as the rangeland was carved up into household plots for farming
and private grazing (Flintan et al. 2011). Based on experiences from
Baringo County in Kenya, Greiner’s chapter documents the rapid spread
of dryland farming among the pastoral Pokot, on the one hand, and the
early stages of large-scale investments in the exploitation of geothermal
power, on the other hand. He shows how both processes increasingly
converge and mutually reinforce each other in ways that lead to profound
competition for and revaluation of land.

Seen from the margins, struggles around the framing and meanings
given to resources — whether they are geothermal superheated steam, oil

This title is available under the Open Access licence
CC-BY-NC-ND. Funding Body IDS Sussex.



Introduction: Politics of Land, Resources & Investment 27

or land for agriculture, livestock-keeping or wildlife conservation — are
the crux of many contestations in pastoral areas. Residents of areas where
large projects are proposed or taking shape frame their claims variously,
employing in particular discourses around ecology, ethnicity, heritage
and social justice. Extraction channels resource claims into a ‘rights
talk’ (Cornwall and Nyamu-Musembi 2004) that speaks to questions
of local identity, territory, citizenship and the claims stemming from
these (Lund 2011). Contestations around oil exploration activities, for
example, connect to a social body beyond the enclave, underscoring
the enmeshing of oil extraction with wider politics and governance. As
shown for Turkana in Kenya, the operations of oil explorers, as well as
the benefits of oil development and how these are shared, are mediated
through a number of relationships at all levels from the global, regional
and national, all the way down to the sub-national administrative unit
(county or council), town, and village (Lind 2017).

Ultimately, given the divisions of class, age, gender and ethnicity,
there is no uniform view among pastoralists on the impacts of large-scale
projects; no simple view ‘from below’. Social difference matters a great
deal in terms of assessing both pastoralist perceptions and new investment
and economic change. Men, women, older and younger pastoralists,
for instance, see investments in very different ways. Investments may
create jobs, which allow opportunities for accumulation for some and,
in turn, a return to pastoralism. As pastoral systems transform through
a variety of overlapping pathways (see Figure 1.1; Catley et al. 2013),
diverse forms of accumulation emerge. This results in new patterns of
social differentiation in pastoral areas, with implications for class, gender
and generation (Caravani 2018; Hodgson 2000; Galaty and Bonte 1991;
Rigby 1988). Impacts are non-linear and complex, and simplistic ‘land
grabbing’ headlines usually never tell the whole story. This makes the
processes of negotiation among different ways of ‘seeing’ an investment
in the drylands highly contentious, as we discuss next.

Claim-making and contentious politics

Investments — be they in roads, pipelines, irrigation schemes, oil wells,
geothermal plants or wind turbines — entail the increased presence of the
state and the interests of centralised state power, alongside those of global
finance and large companies involved in developing the frontier. As we
have explored already, they have profound implications for governance,
local politics, security and violence in the dryland margins. Yet, as we
have seen, seeing like a state or a global investor is not the only way of
seeing. Perspectives from indigenous, local capital or diverse pastoralists
complicate the picture. Contestations over meanings and visions matter,
and shape the nature of political contestation and conflict in these places.

In practice, as the chapters in this book show, neither a state-driven
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modernist plan nor enclave capitalism is the result. Ngala Chome et al.
(2020) argue, in relation to corridor development along Africa’s eastern
seaboard, that local contexts and political negotiations result in many
hybrids, as different visions compete and converge. State plans often fall
apart as the realities of contexts at the pastoral margins impinge or morph
into a new project more closely aligned with local capital interests, while
enclaves can never fully isolate themselves and must articulate with other
forms of local capitalism, politics and resistance on the ground.

The concept of contentious politics was first introduced by the historian
and sociologist Charles Tilly during the 1970s. He observed that ‘all forms
of contention rest on performances’ (Tilly 2008: 16). It is unsurprising
that the various ways of seeing investments in Africa’s drylands has
set off a wave of contentious politics, created a range of claim-making
factions and performances aimed at negotiating more favourable terms
of incorporation into investment projects. As groups mobilise to make
claims, particular modes of collective action are deployed, even though
the interests of local actors differ.

Governments and investors may introduce local compensation schemes
and use local gatekeepers to champion ‘development’, although often
without fully grasping community experiences of and responses to new
extractive development. Returning to Turkana in Kenya, the establishment
of an infrastructure for oil extraction in Turkana has happened through
ties that Tullow — the lead oil explorer in the region — has cultivated
with county government officials, emergent local capital in Turkana and
other community voices influencing public attitudes. Extractive activities
have ignited debates around belonging, entitlements and inclusion, as
the oil investors have sought to curry favour with communities and
stem any potential resistance through ‘participatory’ and ‘consultative’
processes. Mirroring the behaviour of Kenya’s national political elites
to advance private wealth, county politicians and officials have used
their positions to leverage local capital by insisting on more contracts for
local companies. Like national officials, they have also sought to derive
patronage by pressuring the company to create more work opportunities,
social investments and funding infrastructure (Lind 2017).

Okenwa takes this up in her chapter in this book. On Turkana’s oil
development, she argues that these processes produce asymmetric power
relations and the rise of brokerage. As a way to secure local support,
or at least acceptance of extractive operations, the oil investors created
casual work opportunities for local residents, financed social projects,
such as building school dormitories and water points, and compensated
residents directly affected by construction and drilling. However,
the negotiation of these social investments inadvertently established
community engagement as a place-making project and a relational
process of soliciting cooperation based on particular performances of
deservingness by emerging community factions and leaders seeking to
lay claims to the resource benefits. As such, investor efforts to ‘partner’
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with ‘community’ members takes on material forms as local residents
assert their own understanding of what a community is, who should be
included, and thus who has a right to benefit. As struggles have ensued
to define what and who exactly is ‘the community’, oil development has
fuelled new articulations of citizenship, inclusion and claim-making.
As Okenwa explains, company efforts to encourage participation do not
ensure equitable distribution or alter the social forces that perpetuate
inequality and engender a kind of social relations that emphasise par—
ticular knowledge systems and essentialist ideas of ‘community’.

What we also find at the heart of these contentions and claims to
benefits is part of what Ferguson (2015) considers the new politics of
distribution in Africa — ‘distributive claims grounded in ideas not of need
or charity but of a “rightful share” (2015: 24). In this light, the contention
stems from a place of ownership and not mere subjects of state charity
and arbitrary corporate interventions.

Conclusion

More than a decade on from the peak of Africa’s land rush, the reality on
the ground has panned out differently from what many expected. As the
chapters in this book show, large-scale investments often have advanced
in a piece-meal way as challenges of implementation have mounted.
For instance, LAPSSET’s high modernist vision has not materialised in
a sudden multi-billion dollar boom, but rather emerged incrementally,
such as through the completion of the Isiolo-Moyale highway in Kenya
and the recent opening of Isiolo’s airport. Mass expropriations to establish
large-scale commercial farms in Ethiopia and Tanzania have by-and-large
not happened, as only a small part of an agreed area is actually farmed.

Still, the reconfiguration of land ownership and use, while perhaps
not as dramatic as the ‘land grabbing’ debate feared, has been profound,
creating a new politics of land and investment in the pastoral regions.
As the chapters in this book show, infrastructure and investments have
ignited intense competition for and revaluation of land, as local elites,
and other domestic and foreign investors, jostle to claim tracts of land.
Development of oil, wind and geothermal reserves has fuelled further
competition around ‘local content’ — the industry term for procuring
goods and services from local suppliers and workers (Ovadia 2016). The
footprint of these developments, and the arrival of workers and contractors
from outside of local areas, sits uncomfortably with the reality of work
opportunities that are thinly spread and temporary.

Box 1.1 lists some of the main impacts of resource and infrastructure
investments in pastoral areas highlighted in the chapters that follow. These
impacts emerge from the terms of incorporation in investment projects
and the differential patterns of accumulation that emerge. They range from
the consequences of speculation and the economies of anticipation to the
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Box 1.1 Impacts of new resource and infrastructure investments

e Restricting rights to land, water, other resources and passage. Examples
include fencing by new land buyers in Laikipia (Gravesen), pastoral exclusions
and displacement in Kilombero (Blache), establishment of state-backed sugar
estates in riparian grazing lands in the Awash and Omo valleys (Rettberg,
Fana Gebresenbet) and geothermal development in Baringo intensifying
existing internal processes of land commodification (Greiner).

e Delays, uncertainties and lack of accountability in implementation. Examples
include the long process of delay in the implementation of the Bagamoyo
sugar investment in Tanzania (Engstrdm) and the long-running contestation
of the KPL rice scheme in Tanzania (Blache). In both cases, responsibilities
shifted between agribusiness companies, financiers and the state, with little
accountability for negative consequences on local populations.

e Land speculation. Examples include land speculation in and around Isiolo
town (Elliott) and around Lamu (Chome), both in anticipation of the major
LAPSSET investment. An economics and politics of anticipation is created,
even in the absence of the actual investment. A similar process occurs in
Laikipia, also in Kenya, through land-buying companies (Gravesen).

¢ Generating immigration. Examples include the influx of South Sudanese
refugees to new integrated settlement established on rangelands used by
Turkana herders in Kenya (Rodgers), resettlement of Konso smallholders on
borders of Boni rangelands in South Omo in Ethiopia (Fana Gebresenbet)
and an influx of new settlers in Lamu in Kenya in anticipation of LAPSSET
development (Chome).

¢ Creating employment and contracts, which may privilege one group over
another. Examples include tensions concerning the allocation of work
opportunities around oil exploration in Turkana (Okenwa) and construction
of the LTWP site (Drew), which also stimulates various kinds of localism or
separatism based on the expectation that a local monopoly on a specific
resource will make possible more local political autonomy.

e Initiating compensation mechanisms over which people then fight. Examples
include Banjuni pressure to formalise land titles in expectation of compensation
from LAPSSET development (Chome), land-takes for establishing oil wells in
Turkana (Okenwa), compensation to households displaced by wayleave for
the LTWP transmission line (Drew) and Turkana resentment over inadequate
social services provision as compensation for hosting refugee settlement
(Rodgers).

e Establishing new security arrangements involving increased state security/
policing presence and/or contracts with private firms and local militants.
Examples include increased state security presence around Awash (Rettberg)
and Omo Valley (Fana Gebresenbet) commercial agriculture schemes, use
of police to suppress protests by farmers opposing evictions in Kilombero
(Blache), establishment of private security presence around oil installations
in Turkana (Okenwa) and the LTWP site (Drew).
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direct results of dislocation and dispossession, to the indirect effects on
local economies, employment opportunities and service provision. This
in turn has consequences for social differentiation, patterns of selective
accumulation and class formation, as well as for local politics, identities
and citizenship. Outcomes are not linear, nor are they always complex.
Investment is neither necessarily ‘good’ nor ‘bad’; it depends on context.

As noted earlier, this book asks three interlinked questions: first, what
do investments look like, and who frames their meaning, interpretation
and pursuit? Second, how are investments generating wider impacts, and
who loses and wins? And third, what types of resistance, mobilisation,
subversion and forms of contentious politics are evident? The case
studies presented in the chapters that follow attempt to answer these
questions in different ways. Overall, they show how the spread of large-
scale investments in pastoral areas, the political and economic interests
driving these, and the new valuing of land and resources they introduce,
is reshaping the politics of resource contestations. These politics matter
for the governance of security in pastoral margins, for whom, and in
whose interests. Investments unfold in contexts that have experienced
all sorts of dynamic change over recent decades, resulting in diverging
trajectories for lives and livelihoods in the drylands. In different ways,
investments are reconfiguring territory, as well as economies and politics,
creating new forms of livelihood beyond conventional pastoralism, as
pastoral settings transform along different pathways. This is significant
for how pastoralists are seen and see themselves, with implications for
the construction of citizenship and wider state—society relationships.
Widespread sedentarisation of formerly mobile populations, the concen-
tration of livestock wealth among elites, and the shift away from livestock-
keeping for many are manifestations of significant structural changes that
have accelerated with the rise of large-scale investments.

This book does not claim to have exhausted all the answers or the
best possible interpretations of the emerging issues. What it does is to
challenge existing assumptions about Africa’s drylands, adding to the
understanding of the future economic and livelihood trajectories of those
moving up, moving out, hanging in and dropping out of the pastoral
sector (see Figure 1.1). Those who moved up into commercialised
systems, and participate in regional marketing and trade, are more likely
to have the capital, social connections and business ties, and knowledge
to take advantage of opportunities opened up by large-scale investment.
The impacts of investment are more ambiguous for those who moved
out into activities not dependent on owning livestock, such as irrigated
farming or town-based trades and work. Opportunities for business
and work around large developments are often restricted, as those with
existing political and social connections capture the greatest share. Many
opportunities are limited in time, as well, coinciding with a particular
phase in project development, rather than something that will endure.
For those who hang in traditional pastoralism and small-scale agro-
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pastoralism, improvements to roads can ease marketing barriers, but for
most, new restrictions on passage and access to resources, as well as the
disruptive influences of investments on the valuing of land and resources
in drylands, may outweigh the marketing benefits. For the many who
have dropped out of pastoralism, large-scale investments do not have the
transformative effects that could lead to sustainable livelihood alternatives
to livestock-keeping. Investment plans and implementation in most cases
have little or no connection to local economies and livelihood activities.
Meanwhile, the more imperceptible influences of investments on territory,
as well as economy, politics, citizenship, will accentuate inequalities and
social difference that increasingly characterise dryland margins.

Resistance, mobilisation and subversion are therefore something to
anticipate as part of the ongoing development of infrastructure, land and
resources across Africa’s drylands. Central governments and investors
often view any conflict in these places as localised disturbance to be
overcome through the provision of more state or private security, corporate
social investment and deals that incentivise local acceptance. In other
words, the governance of investor operations can be largely contained
in enclaves and made separate from wider political and social relations.
However, state and global investor capital is unable to wall itself off — it
has to navigate a spectrum of local interests. National government — the
state — is unable to impose its will without striking deals and cultivating
ties within political society at the margins. It is therefore the entwining
of different ways of seeing — like a state, investor, local capitalist and
pastoralist — and the logics and interests associated with them, which
define the political topography of extractive landscapes and so the
governance of contestations and struggles around these.
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Shifting Regimes of
Violence within Ethiopia’s
Awash Valley Investment
Frontier

SIMONE RETTBERG

Over the past fifteen years the Ethiopian state has greatly increased
its investments in the sparsely populated arid and semi-arid pastoral
lowlands where land is deemed as ‘unused’ (Lavers 2012). Guided by
export-oriented agro-industrial development strategies and a modernist
development ideology, the state has embarked on large-scale mechanised
schemes to expand commercialised irrigation agriculture. Land
investments focus on the large river basins such as the Wabi-Shebelle,
Nile, Omo and Awash, all of which are considered to have high irrigation
potential. With the construction of large dams and the conversion of
prime grazing areas along large rivers into farmland, conflicts with
dispossessed and resettled local pastoralists and agro-pastoralists are on
the rise (Fratkin 2014). While the Ethiopian government has trumpeted
double-digit national economic growth rates, critical perspectives
are that pastoral livelihoods have experienced a ‘negative’ structural
transformation characterised by widespread impoverishment, increasing
social inequality and rising levels of destitution (Rettberg et al. 2017).
Most pastoralists are currently excluded from the benefits of large-scale
land investments pursued in the name of ‘growth and transformation’.
Land investments and large-scale enclosures in marginal dryland
areas are not a new phenomenon in the Ethiopian lowlands. They map
onto the historic Ethiopian centre—periphery dynamics between Muslim
mobile pastoralists inhabiting the lowland areas and the ruling Christian
Orthodox regimes familiar with farming in highland areas. Previous
regimes under Emperor Haile Selassie (1930-74) and the socialist military
junta of the Derg (1974-91) also pursued investments in large-scale cotton
and sugar estates in the lowlands, leaving a legacy of displacement and
dispossession in the pastoral frontier (Makki 2012). The state conceives
arable land in the lowlands as ‘underutilised’, ‘untapped’ and relatively
abundant compared to the densely populated highland areas where land
is scarce, as we saw in Fana Gebresenbet’s chapter on South Omo in this
book. At the same time, large-scale agricultural investments in Ethiopia
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have always served as a tool for state-building and the consolidation
of power in its periphery, countering the widespread assumption that
land grabs undermine state sovereignty (Lavers 2016). An authoritarian
high-modernist state mainly concerned with control and appropriation
often uses the establishment of large-scale schemes as a way to increase
the legibility of frontiers (Scott 1998). Pastoralists uniquely challenge
state sovereignity as their mobility undermines the state’s capacity to
tax, conscript and otherwise regulate the population. This explains the
continuity of governmental policies for an expansion of the plantation
economy in the pastoral frontier in spite of its lack of profitability
compared to pastoralism (Behnke and Kerven 2013).

In the face of increasing resource appropriation by the state, this
chapter examines the impact of past and contemporary state-driven
land investments on regimes of violence and forms of local conflict and
contestation in the pastoral frontier of the Awash Valley. As Hagmann and
Alemmaya Mulugeta (2008) argue, the drivers of conflict and violence
in Ethiopia’s lowlands have changed through the process of increasing
political and economic incorporation of pastoral areas into the state. In
2014 the Awash Valley accounted for 50 per cent of the national irrigated
area (Fratkin 2014). Having unfolded over a period of nearly sixty years,
the impacts and influences of large-scale investments in the Awash Valley
are readily apparent. Once known as an area of exceptional pastoral
wealth due to preferential grazing areas along the river, pauperisation and
food insecurity have substantially risen during the last decades, with new
forms of local conflict emerging. Therefore, the case of the Awash Valley
can also be read as a cautionary story of how lives and livelihoods in other
drylands in the Horn of Africa that are experiencing new, more recent
large-scale investments may develop, including in South Omo (Chapter
10), Lamu (Chapter 2), Turkana (Chapter 4), and Kilombero (Chapter 6).

Conceptually, frontiers are understood as symbolic and material
spaces at the margins of the state where ‘authorities, sovereignties, and
hegemonies of the recent past have been or are currently being challenged
by new enclosures, territorialisation, and property regimes’ (Peluso and
Lund 2011: 668). They are zones of contact between two previously
distinct social orders, where governmental and autochthonous forms of
political organisation compete and multiple regimes of violence, power
and territoriality overlap (Korf et al. 2015; Hagmann and Korf 2012).

The transformation of regimes of resource control goes hand-in-hand
with the conflictive establishment of new property rights and regulations
of access. Territorialisation, the embedding of social relations in bounded
space, is the defining strategy to gain resource control, to consolidate
state power in frontiers (Vandergeest and Peluso 1995) and to increase the
legibility of the society (Scott 1998). It refers to the ‘creation of systems
of resource control — rights, authorities, jurisdictions, and their spatial
representations’ (Rasmussen and Lund 2018: 388). Therefore, territorial
reordering for the allocation of rights, authority and control presents
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one of the main features of national governance in pastoral areas where
national sovereignty is contested. Recent studies increasingly include
indigenous discourses and practices so that territorialisation appears as
a co-constitutive process of governmental and non-governmental actors
within the frontier (Korf et al. 2015). The centre represents frontiers
as zones of backwardness, disorder and insecurity. However, from the
perspective of local inhabitants, the frontier is not a backward, marginal
territory needing to be controlled but a threatened homeland at risk of
being invaded by external powers.

The hegemonial discursive construction of the frontier as ‘no
man’s land’ is constitutive for the legitimate use of state violence and
authoritarian interventions in the name of ‘civilisation’ and modern
development, for example, through sedentarisation (Asebe Regassa et
al. 2018). While violence is often the outcome of conflicts over resource
control and sovereignty within the frontier, it can also serve as a tool to
establish the frontier. A ‘state of emergency’ characterised by violence,
disorder and insecurity is often a constitutive means of governance for the
anchoring of state presence in areas where the state lacks the monopoly
of power (Hagmann and Korf 2012; see also Chapter 10 on South Omo).

Historicising conflicts over land control in the Awash
Valley

The Awash is the longest river in Ethiopia (1,200 km), originating in
the highlands where mean annual rainfall reaches 1,200-1,400 mm. It
descends the escarpments of the Awash Valley as it makes its way to
Afar, a hot lowland region bordering Djibouti and Eritrea. The land-use
potential for irrigation and grazing along the river has made it a bone of
contention between the state and Afar pastoralists inhabiting the riverine
areas. The fertile seasonally inundated floodplains along the Awash River
became the earliest focus for agricultural investments under the imperial
regime of Haile Selassie in the second half of the twentieth century. These
floodplains constitute a small area but are highly significant resources for
Afar pastoralists as dry season grazing and drought refuge. Customarily,
access to and use of resources in the floodplains was governed by a
communal clan-based system of granting land rights. The only area where
Afar practised agriculture along the river was the powerful Sultanate of
Aussa located in the lower Awash Valley (around Asayita), where agro-
pastoralists engaged in small-scale irrigation in the inland river delta.
Another group who claims resources along the Awash are Issa-Somali
pastoralists. With the flare up of Somali irredentism in the second half of
the twentieth century, Issa violently displaced the Afar far towards the
west, so that Afar clans of the middle Awash Basin lost access to a major
part of their rainy season grazing areas (Rettberg 2010). Issa even managed
to establish several settlements along the main road to Djibouti (Undufoo,
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Adaitou and Gadamaitou). The area where Afar and Issa currently come
into contact and violent contestation overlaps with the development
corridor along the Awash River where small towns, administrative
centres, major transport routes and large-scale farms are concentrated
(see Map 14.1). Recurrent clashes along the main road threaten Ethiopia’s
foreign trade, which relies disproportionately on access to the Djibouti
port that is reached by road through Afar.

Imperial and military rule: geopolitical threats and
securitisation

State land investments in the Awash Valley were initiated by the Abyssin-
ian imperial government as part of its nation-building efforts and as a
way of asserting its economic and political power in the pastoral frontier
(Markakis 2011). The establishment of commercial farms on the banks
of the Awash in the 1950s and the completion of the Koka Dam in 1960
marked the start of an agro-capitalist exploitation of the floodplains (Kloos
1982; Bondestam 1974). The main body responsible for the planning and
implementation of development programmes in the Awash Valley was
the Awash Valley Authority (AVA), a parastatal agency founded in 1962.
The government transferred the land rights along the Awash to AVA in
order to modernise the agricultural economy through the cultivation of
cash crops and to generate foreign currency. In the following years, the
Awash Valley became Ethiopia’s most intensely used river basin. This
was also owing to its relative proximity to ports along the Red Sea and
the strategic location of the valley between the Ethiopian highlands and
the Red Sea, which made it an important transit region for overseas
trade. Under Haile Selassie large concessions were granted to foreign
investors, primarily British and Dutch. By 1971 the irrigated farm area
had expanded to 48,900 ha, of which 60 per cent was used for cotton
and 22 per cent for sugar cane (Maknun Gamaledin 1987). In 1989 the
Awash Valley accounted for approximately 70 per cent of the country’s
total irrigated area (68,800 ha).

The Awash Basin also served as a security buffer for the Ethiopian
state. The securitisation of the Awash Valley was of major importance
in defending Ethiopian territory against the irredentist ambitions of
Somalia, which claimed the Awash River as the western border of a
‘Greater Somalia’. Even though the overall size of irrigated farmland
increased (especially under Haile Selassie), the state’s prime interest
was not resource accumulation, but rather to protect national security
in a politically fragile, war-ridden region. Against this background, the
Ethiopian state employed divide and rule tactics to isolate the Issa-
Somalis. Ethiopia selectively supported the Afar in their conflict with
the Issa, while the Somalia government lent military assistance to the
Issa. Consequently, the conflict between Afar and Issa-Somali pastoralists
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deepened and morphed into a proxy conflict between Ethiopia and
Somalia. On several occasions over the years, buffer zones were estab-
lished to separate the Afar and Issa, but this was above all motivated by
the Ethiopian state’s interest in halting westward Issa expansions.

Ongoing violence between Afar and Issa and repeated attacks on trucks
and trains provided cover for autocratic governmental interventions,
including the occasional proclamation of martial law and the deployment
of violence as a means of political rule. For local communities, the state’s
presence was manifest above all in the military (Markakis 2011). Large-
scale state violence was directed against Issa who were perceived as state
enemies because of their Somali background. Notable episodes include
the killing of hundreds of Issa civilians by troops of Haile Selassie in
Aysha town in 1962 and the ‘Getu war’ (named after Colonel Getu, Police
Chief of Chercher, Adal and Garaguracha Awraja) in 1972, when the army,
led by Colonel Getu, in alliance with Afar and Oromo launched an attack
on Issa who had settled close to the Awash River. In comparison, Afar
suffered relatively more from structural forms of state violence, namely
the dispossession from their key dry season pastures in the Awash
floodplains to make way for large plantations. It can be concluded that
the Ethiopian state under Haile Selassie and the Derg instrumentalised
and used pastoral violence and disorder within the Awash frontier for
its own ends: to defend its external borders against Somalia and to gain a
hold over land resources for the sake of national economic development
and modernisation.

The developmental state: geo-economic opportunities and
infrastructural violence

The territorialisation of social relations and processes of land com-
modification in the Awash Valley intensified in the early 1990s following
ruptures in state power. After the removal of the Siad Barre regime,
Somalia descended rapidly into civil war, which meant a dampening of
the irredentist threat inside Ethiopia. Around the same time, the Derg
regime collapsed and the Ethiopian People’s Revolutionary Democratic
Front (EPRDF), an alliance of ethnically based opposition movements,
assumed power in 1991. The government under the leadership of Prime
Minister Meles Zenawi (1995-2012) adhered to a strategy of ‘Agricultural
Development-Led Industrialisation’ (ADLI) with land remaining the
property of the state. The policy encouraged land investments by foreign
or domestic investors, which were centrally managed by the state (Lavers
2012). Adopting a developmental state model in the first decade of the
twentieth century, the EPRDF embarked on a mission to consolidate its
political power in the peripheral lowlands and to integrate Ethiopia in a
global neoliberal market economy (Rettberg et al. 2017). The overarching
interest of the Ethiopian developmental state focuses on export-oriented
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catch-up development in ‘unused’ areas of the lowlands. While security
remains a major strategic objective, the expanded commercial exploita-
tion of water and land resources, as well as extending the reach of state
institutions, has become a further priority.

Against this background, practices for territorial reordering have
received increasing attention in the Awash Basin frontier. The first phase
of territorialisation aimed to create the base for an enhanced regulation of
resources and pastoralists. It was marked by the institutional formalisation
of a new administrative structure in 1994 based on ethno-territorial units
(so-called ethnic federalism) and the decentralisation of political power
so that state presence expanded significantly. This undermined customary
institutions and created a class of Afar politicians highly loyal to the state.
The second phase of territorialisation (since 2000) has focused on invest-
ments in commercial agriculture, water provision and transport infra-
structure. Bearing the hallmarks of earlier large-scale resettlement pro-
grammes pursued by the Derg regime, since 2010 the EPRDF has pursued
a villagisation programme in which pastoralists are encouraged to settle
voluntarily in new settlements. Here, the provision of water and schools, as
well as access to other basic services including health and social assistance,
serve as a main incentive to encourage pastoralists to settle. This is linked
to a formalisation of land rights and property regimes through land titling,
the distribution of one-hectare riverine plots to newly settled pastoralists,
and the commodification of water provided by new water supply schemes.

Decentralisation, an increasing literacy of the pastoral population and
improved accessibility due to the expansion of transport infrastructure
have increased the capacity of the state to penetrate civil society and to
implement political decisions. A proliferating number of infrastructural
state investments in the region indicate the state’s intent to deepen its
presence also in areas outside of the development corridor along the
Awash River. This thickening of state presence is also apparent in other
pastoral areas of Ethiopia, notably in the South Omo valley (see Fana
Gebresenbet, Chapter 10 this book). Recent investments include the
expansion of the rural roads, the completed rehabilitation of the Addis—
Djibouti railway, and schemes to develop the region’s groundwater
supplies as well as tributaries of the Awash for irrigated agriculture.

In 2010 the EPRDF regime began construction of two large dams
(Tendaho and Kessem) in the middle and lower Awash Valley with the
capacity to irrigate up to 80,000 hectares of land. The Tendaho Dam and
Irrigation Project aims to develop 50,000 ha for sugar-cane production
along with 10,000 ha for fodder for displaced (agro-)pastoralists. Riverine
forests were flooded or cut and existing cotton farms and key patches of
communal dry season grazing areas were transformed into a fully state-
owned and federally managed sugar-cane plantation. This dispossession
from key rangelands has disturbed seasonal migration patterns, as
pastoralists have been forced to move to other, less productive grazing
areas for extended periods, leading to localised overgrazing in some places
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and declining herd sizes. This, in turn, has contributed to widespread
impoverishment, chronic food insecurity and a high dependence on food
and cash transfers (Rettberg et al. 2017; Miiller-Mahn et al. 2010).

A large majority of the pastoralists have not reaped any economic
benefits of agro-capitalist irrigation developments so far. Without
formal land titles over their communal grazing areas they received no
compensation when the land was expropriated and they were displaced
(Dessalegn Rahmato 2008). They also have not benefited from employment
opportunities on the plantations, as it is mostly incoming labour migrants
from highland areas who are recruited. Afar only get low-paid jobs as
guards, as they lack the agricultural skills and qualifications required by
recruiting agencies; exclusion from higher paid work in this case mirrors
the experience of residents living near to large projects in other contexts
covered in this book, including oil installations in Turkana (see Chapter
4), the wind farm in Marsabit (see Chapter 5), and the Mngeta commercial
rice scheme in Kilombero (Chapter 6). As in these others, lack of access
to good paying and longer-lasting jobs for local residents has nurtured
the perception that the state excludes them from economic development.
Seen from the margins in Afar, the promise of large-scale plantations has
turned into infrastructural violence (Li 2018; Zoomers 2018), as benefits
are only captured by a narrow, predatory elite.

Resistance within the frontier

State interventions to firm up its economic and political control in
the frontier are conceived by pastoral groups as massive threats. Most
pastoralists experience the state as an external, colonising invader whose
interventions have undermined local institutions and livelihoods. While
pastoralists are often portrayed as victims of land grabs, local agency in
resisting and adapting to the state’s expanding presence has been evident
in the Awash Valley over time. During the imperial and military regimes,
local resistance within the Awash Valley was mainly directed against
political control and state sovereignty. High on the political agenda of
Afar and Issa was the quest for self-rule in autonomous regions. Various
ethnically based insurgent movements offered armed resistance to state
power.

At the same time, endogenous forms of territorialisation emerged
to counter the ongoing and anticipated land losses through large-scale
enclosures by external actors. Land investments had a notable impact
on the wealthy Aussa sultanate where the granting of a concession to the
British Mitchell Cotts Tendaho Plantations Share Company in 1961 led
to dispossession and dislocation of the Afar (Cossins 1973). Against this
background, the Sultan of Aussa, Ali Mirah Hanfere, who controlled most
of the land in the lower Awash Valley, became one of the largest investors
in order to prevent a further expansion of multinational investments onto
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‘his’ land (Maknun Gamaledin 1993). This agrarian development led to
a stratification of society in Aussa consisting of marginalised labourers,
relatively affluent agro-pastoralists who cultivated small areas (<10 ha),
and a wealthy upper class. The latter consisted of customary authorities
and relatives of the sultan who controlled most of the irrigated land and
were comparable to feudal lords (Bondestam 1974).

Processes of counter-territorialisation intensified after the EPRDF came
to power in 1991. The new political context of ethnic federalism increased
exclusive ethno-territorial claims to land. It induced processes of voluntary
sedentarisation, which has also been encouraged by state development
policies for pastoral areas. In a context of insecure land rights in the Awash
frontier and an outstanding border demarcation between Afar and Somali
regional states, Afar and Issa rushed to establish settlements along the main
road to Djibouti as a way of staking territorial claims based on physical
presence (Markakis 2003; Rettberg 2010; see Chapters 3 and 8 this book
for parallel developments in Isiolo and Baringo, respectively). For the Issa
these settlements also perform an economic function by providing an outlet
for contraband items coming from Djibouti and Somaliland. In this context,
the conflict between Afar and Issa pastoralists turned more and more into
a political conflict involving also the Afar and Somali Regional States. It
was the contested administrative status of the road settlements inhabited
by Issa that led to severe fighting in 2018—19 between pastoralists as well
as regional security forces.

Pastoralists also increasingly engage in small-scale subsistence farming
(mostly maize and vegetables) on their clan land along the Awash River.
Individual and communal enclosures for livestock and farming have
become a new phenomenon in recent years, a further indication of local
grabbing to stake exclusive land claims, minimise the risk of land losses
to competing groups and diversify their livelihood. The main actor in
this was the new local Afar elite that emerged after 1991. They included
individuals who benefited from political positions in the regional
administration and from their involvement in land deals with investors
mainly from highland regions (Rettberg 2010). Many profited from their
own agricultural investments as well. From being a collective resource, a
‘gift of Allah’ to be shared, land has turned into a valuable commodity and
political resource, just as it has elsewhere in dryland eastern Africa (see
Elliott, Chapter 3 and Greiner, Chapter 8 this book). The accompanying
monetisation and spread of predatory dynamics have eroded the social
capital and the overall well-being of the Afar. In a speech to mark his
coronation as the new Aussa sultan in 2011, Hanfare Ali Mirah spoke of
the worsening inequalities and social divisions:

Formerly virility, bravery and a fighting spirit were the most laudable
qualities among the Afar ... Today we have entered into an age where
merit and reputation are based only on the wealth one has amassed
and the power one has obtained by intrigue. Today the descendants
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of the Afar live in poverty, their livestock decimated, and everyone
knows that their agricultural lands on both sides of the river, despite
an increase in the area cultivated, have shrunk in size through land
grabbing ... People have no mutual trust because of their fear, poverty,
lack of faith and ignorance combined. This is due to a lack of spirit of
resistance and solidarity leading to the total debility of individuals. A
condition in which anything can happen without anyone making the
least attempt to protest.!

With their integration in and growing economic dependency on state
structures, the Afar leadership is increasingly co-opted and tamed. This
has resulted in a crisis of both representation and political legitimacy.
The interests of Afar elites who have amassed significant wealth from
agricultural investments as well as political budgets are in opposition
to the majority of Afar livestock-keepers who are dispossessed from
key rangelands and are the losers within Ethiopia’s developmental state
model. The lines of conflict have shifted, with the state now embedded
and allied with Afar leadership and pastoral frontier capitalists. The new
wealthy Afar elite, which has benefited from its association with political
administration and land deals, has emerged as a type of enemy from
within as perceived by the majority of disempowered and dispossessed
pastoralists. The insecurity and loss of solidarity this has generated has
weakened customary institutions, undermining the potential for a unified
resistance and easing the way for further investment in the future.

Conclusion

A long-term perspective highlights that land investments and the appro-
priation of communal land have been going on since the Ethiopian state
first sought to expand into the pastoral lowlands in the mid-twentieth
century. Shifting geopolitical and geo-economic conditions have seen
the Awash Valley evolve from a security buffer zone against Somalia’s
irredentist ambitions into a frontier for grabbing resource wealth to the
advantage of state development aims. While frontier interventions by the
imperial and the Derg regimes were mainly guided by concerns of national
security and territorial integrity, the state’s objective since the early 1990s
has shifted to expand and deepen its resource control and political
domination as part of a broader vision of economic growth and structural
transformation. The periodic coercive use of state violence and the
instrumentalisation of pastoral conflicts have remained central strategies
to consolidate its power and enforce processes of commodification and
territorialisation in the frontier.

1 Official speech of the new Sultan of Aussa, Hanfare Ali Mirah, on his coronation in Assayita,
10 November 2011. From 1995-96 Hanfare had also served as president of the Afar Regional
State.
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A new dynamic is the emergence of capitalist social formations in
the context of land dispossession through enclosures. Under these con-
ditions, new types of pastoral conflicts in the Awash investment frontier
have evolved as territorial claims multiply. Ongoing processes of social
differentiation that are marked by new inclusions and exclusions chal-
lenge the assumption that pastoral society is egalitarian. These dynamics
underline the need for a critical agrarian political economy perspective in
the context of understanding the impacts and influences of investments
in pastoral settings. Land investments, rather than being seen only in
terms of external state grabs of frontier resource wealth, must also be
understood as an investment strategy by new pastoral and post-pastoral
capitalist elites in the frontier.

Currently, local forms of resistance do not challenge power structures,
as the state has effectively created a class of domesticated capitalists
among the Afar who are closely allied with the exercise of state-building
— a dynamic similar to what is unfolding in South Omo (see Fana
Gebresenbet, Chapter 10 this book). Rather, increasingly individualistic
adaptations to a changing institutional context of conjoined state—local
elite power are a reflection of a fragmented pastoral society, and one of
the few options for most people to build secure lives and livelihoods.
With no end in sight to the state’s investment push at the frontier, further
inequality, social division, violence and conflict in the Awash Valley are
likely.

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



REFERENCES

Abdallah, J., L. Engstrom, K. Havnevik and L. Salomonsson. 2014. ‘Large-scale
Land Acquisitions in Tanzania: A Critical Analysis of Practices and Dynamics
of Large Scale Land Acquisitions in Tanzania.” In M. Kaag and A. Zoomers, eds.
The Global Land Grab: Beyond the Hype. London: Zed Books, pp. 36—-53

Adams, T., J-D. Gerber, M. Amacker and T. Haller. 2018. ‘Who Gains from Contract
Farming? Dependencies, Power Relations, and Institutional Change.’ Journal of
Peasant Studies 46(7): 1435-57

Adams, W. M. 1989. ‘Dam Construction and the Degradation of Floodplain Forest
on the Turkwel River, Kenya.” Land Degradation & Development 1(3): 189-98

Adams, W. M. 1992. Wasting the Rain: Rivers, People and Planning in Africa.
London: Earthscan Publications

Adams, W. M. and D. M. Anderson. 1988. ‘Irrigation Before Development: Indige-
nous and Induced Change in Agricultural Water Management in East Africa.’
African Affairs 87: 519-35

Adepoju, A. 1995. ‘Migration in Africa: An Overview.” In J. Baker and T. A. Aina,
eds, The Migration Experience in Africa. Uppsala: Nordiska Afrikainstitutet,
pp. 97-108

Adusah-Karikari, A. 2015. ‘Black Gold in Ghana: Changing Livelihoods for Women
in Communities Affected by Oil Production.” Extractive Industries and Society
2(1): 24-32

Agrica. 2011. Sustainable African Agribusiness: Agrica Business Plan. Dar es
Salaam: Agrica

Ahmed, I. I. 1999. ‘The Heritage of War and State Collapse in Somalia and Somali-
land: Local-level Effects, External Interventions and Reconstruction.” Third
World Quarterly 20(1): 113-27

Alix-Garcia, J., S. Walker, A. Bartlett, H. Onder, H. and A. Sanghi. 2018. ‘Do
Refugee Camps Help or Hurt Hosts? The Case of Kakuma, Kenya.” Journal of
Development Economics 130: 66—83

Allan, T., M. Keulertz, S. Sojamo, and J. Warner, eds. 2012. Handbook of Land and
Water Grabs in Africa: Foreign direct investment and food and water security.
London: Routledge

Amanor, K. S. 2010. ‘Family Values, Land Sales and Agricultural Commodification
in South-Eastern Ghana.” Africa: Journal of the International African Institute
80(1): 104-25

Anderson, D. 2014. Why Mpeketoni Matters: Al-Shabaab and Violence in Kenya.

177

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



178 References

Policy Brief, Norwegian Peacebuilding Resource Centre (NOREF), www.files.
ethz.ch/isn/183993/cc2dacde481e24ca3cabeaf60e974ee9.pdf, accessed 1 July
2019

Anderson, D. M. and M. Bollig. 2016. ‘Resilience and Collapse: Histories, Ecologies,
Conflicts and Identities in the Baringo-Bogoria Basin, Kenya.” Journal of Eastern
African Studies 10(1): 1-20

Anderson, D. M. and V. Broch-Due. 1999. The Poor Are Not Us: Poverty and
Pastoralism in Eastern Africa. Oxford: James Currey

Andreff, W. 2016. ‘Outward Foreign Direct Investment from BRIC countries:
Comparing Strategies of Brazilian, Russian, Indian and Chinese Multinational
Companies.” The European Journal of Comparative Economics 12(2): 79-131

Andualem Sisay. 2019. ‘Kenya, Ethiopia Renew Commitment on Lapsset.” The
East African, 1 March 2019, www.theeastafrican.co.ke/business/Kenya-and-
Ethiopia-renew-commitment-on-Lapsset/2560-5005358-7cvkjf/index.html,
accessed 30 July 2019

Antonelli, M., G. Siciliano, M. E. Turvani and M. C. Rulli. 2015. ‘Global Investments
in Agricultural Land and the Role of the EU: Drivers, Scope and Potential
Impacts.” Land Use Policy 47: 98—111

Appadurai, A. 2013. The Future as Cultural Fact. London: Verso

Asebe Regassa and B. Korf. 2018. ‘Post-imperial Statecraft: High-modernism and
the Politics of Land Dispossession in Ethiopia’s Pastoral Frontier.” Journal of
Eastern African Studies 12(4): 613-31

Asebe Regassa, Yetebarek Hizekiel and B. Korf. 2018. ““Civilizing” the Pastoral
Frontier: Land Grabbing, Dispossession and Coercive Agrarian Development in
Ethiopia.” Journal of Peasant Studies 46(5): 935-55

Atkins Acuity. 2017. Lamu Port City Agreed Investment Framework. London,
Nairobi: Atkins Acuity and Atkins Howard Humphreys East Africa

Aukot, E. 2003. ‘It Is Better to Be a Refugee than a Turkana in Kakuma: Revisiting
the Relationship between Hosts and Refugees in Kenya.” Refuge 21(3): 73-83

Auty, R. M. 1993. Sustaining Development in Mineral Economies: The Resource
Curse Thesis. London, New York: Routledge

Avery, S. 2013. What future for Lake Turkana? Oxford: African Studies Centre,
University of Oxford

Ayke, A. 2005. ‘Challenges and Opportunities of “Salamago Resettlement”. The
Resettlement of Konso Farmers in the Ethnic Land of the Bodi Agro-Pastoralists,
South-West Ethiopia.’ Paper submitted to the Forum for Social Studies

Baglioni, E. and P. Gibbon. 2013. ‘Land Grabbing, Large-and Small-scale Farming:
What Can Evidence and Policy from 20th Century Africa Contribute to the
Debate? Third World Quarterly 34: 1558—81

Ballard, C. and G. Banks. 2003. ‘Resource Wars: The Anthropology of Mining.’
Annual Review of Anthropology 32: 287-313

Balthasar, D. 2013. ‘Somaliland’s Best Kept Secret: Shrewd Politics and War Pro-
jects as Means of State-making.” Journal of Eastern African Studies 7(2): 218—38

Barnes, C. R. 2000. ‘The Ethiopian State and its Somalia Periphery, circa 1888—
1948." PhD Thesis, University of Cambridge.

Barry, A. 2006. ‘Technological Zones.” European Journal of Social Theory 9(2):
239-53

Bear, L., R. Burla and S. S. Puri. 2015. ‘Speculation: Futures and Capitalism in
India.” Comparative Studies in of South Asia, Africa and the Middle East 35(3):
387-91

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 179

Beaujard, P. and S. Fee. 2005. ‘The Indian Ocean in Eurasian and African World-
Systems Before the Sixteenth Century.” Journal of World History 16(4): 411-65

Becker, M., M. Alvarez, G. Heller, P. Leparmarai, D. Maina, I. Malombe, M. Bollig
and H. J. Vehrs. 2016. ‘Land-use Changes and the Invasion Dynamics of Shrubs
in Baringo.’ Journal of Eastern African Studies 10(1): 111-29

BEE. 2017. ‘White Paper on the Bagamoyo EcoEnergy Project in Tanzania.’
Bagamoyo EcoEnergy Ltd

Behnke, R. and C. Kerven. 2013. ‘Counting the Costs: Replacing Pastoralism with
Irrigated Agriculture in the Awash Valley.” In A. Catley, J. Lind and I. Scoones,
eds, Pastoralism and Development in Africa: Dynamic Changes at the Margins.
Abingdon: Routledge

Behnke, R. H.,I. Scoones and C. Kerven, eds. 1993. Range Ecology at Disequilibrium.
London: Overseas Development Institute

Behrends, A., S. P. Reyna and G. Schlee. 2011. Crude Domination: An Anthropology
of Oil. New York and Oxford: Berghahn

Beja, P. 2010. ‘Lamu-Shella Sand Dunes’ Bewitching Effect.” Standard Digital, 6
May, www.standardmedia.co.ke/business/article/2000009083/lamu-shella-sand-
dunes-bewitching-effect, accessed 1 July 2019

Beja, P. 2018. ‘NLC in a Spot Over Lapsset Land.” Standard Digital, 23 February,
www.standardmedia.co.ke/article/2000192608/nlc-in-a-spot-over-lapsset-
land, accessed 1 July 2019

Benson, P. and S. Kirsch, eds. 2010. ‘Entry Points into the Ethnography of
Capitalism.” Dialectical Anthropology 34 (1): 45—48

Bergius, M. 2014. ‘Expanding the Corporate Food Regime: The Southern Agricul-
tural Growth Corridor of Tanzania.” Master’s thesis, Noragric, Norwegian
University of Life Sciences

Bergius, M., T. A. Benjaminsen and M. Widgren. 2018. ‘Green Economy, Scandi-
navian Investments and Agricultural Modernization in Tanzania.” Journal of
Peasant Studies 45(4): 825-52

Berry, S. 2002 ‘Debating the Land Question in Africa.” Comparative Studies in
Society and History 44(4): 638—68

Betts, A., R. Geervliet, C. MacPherson, N. Omata, C. Rodgers and O. Stercket.
2018. Self-Reliance in Kalobeyei? Socio-Economic Outcomes for Refugees
in North-West Kenya. Oxford: Refugees Study Centre, Oxford Department of
International Development, University of Oxford

Blache, A. 2018. ‘Entre “développement” et conservation des aires naturelles: jeux
de pouvoir, conflits d’usage et marginalisation dans la vallée du Kilombero en
Tanzanie.” Belgeo 2, http://journals.openedition.org/belgeo/27419, accessed 22
July 2019

Boamabh, F. 2014. ‘How and Why Chiefs Formalise Land Use in Recent Times: The
Politics of Land Dispossession Through Biofuels Investments in Ghana.” Review
of African Political Economy 41(141): 406—23

Boas, M. and K. Dunn. 2013. Politics of Origins in Africa: Autochthony, Citizenship
and Conflict. London, New York: Zed Books.

Bocha, G. 2014. ‘Company Used Lamu Land to Get Sh1 Billion Bank Loan.” Daily
Nation, 2 August, www.nation.co.ke/news/Company-used-Lamu-land-to-get-
Sh1-billion-bank-loan/1056-2406700-112i009z/index.html, accessed 1 July 2019

Bollig, M. 1993. ‘Intra-and Interethnic Conflict in Northwest Kenya: A Multicausal
Analysis of Conflict Behaviour.” Anthropos 88(1/3): 176-84

Bollig, M. 2016. ‘Adaptive Cycles in the Savannah: Pastoral Specialization and

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



180 References

Diversification in Northern Kenya.’ Journal of Eastern African Studies 10(1):
21-44

Bollig, M., C. Greiner and M. Osterle. 2014. ‘Inscribing Identity and Agency on the
Landscape: Of Pathways, Places, and the Transition of the Public Sphere in East
Pokot, Kenya.” African Studies Review 57(3): 55—78

Bondestam, L. 1974. ‘People and Capitalism in the North-Eastern Lowlands of
Ethiopia.” Journal of Modern African Studies 12(3): 423-39

Boone, C. 2012. ‘Land Conflict and Distributive Politics in Kenya.” African Studies
Review 55(1): 75—-103

Boone, C. 2014. Property and Political Order in Africa: Land Rights and the
Structure of Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Borras, S. M., Jr and J. Franco. 2013. ‘Global Land Grabbing and Political Reactions
“From Below™. Third World Quarterly 34(9): 1723—-47

Borras S. M., Jr and J. Franco. 2015. ‘Global Land Grabbing and Political Reactions
“From Below”.” In M. Edelman, C. Oya and S. M. Borras Jr., eds, Global Land
Grabs: Historical Processes, Theoretical and Methodological Implications and
Current Trajectories. New York: Routledge

Borras, S. M., Jr, R. Hall, I. Scoones, B. White and W. Wolford. 2011. ‘Towards
a Better Understanding of Global Land Grabbing: An Editorial Introduction.
Journal of Peasant Studies 38(2): 20916

Borras, S. M., Jr, E. N. Mills, P. Seufert, S. Backes, D. Fyfe, R. Herre and L. Michéle.
2019. ‘Transnational Land Investment Web: Land Grabs, TNCs, and the
Challenge of Global Governance.” Globalizations: 1-21

Bose, S. 2009. A Hundred Horizons: The Indian Ocean in the Age of Global Empire.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press

Boye, S. R. 2007. ‘Land Ownership and Conflicts in Isiolo District, Kenya.” Master’s
thesis, Norwegian University of Life Sciences

Boye, S. R. and R. Kaarhus. 2011. ‘Competing Claims and Contested Boundaries:
Legitimating Land Rights in Isiolo District, Northern Kenya.” Africa Spectrum
46(2): 99-124

Bradbury, M. 2008. Becoming Somaliland. African Issues. London: James Currey

Bradbury, M., A. Y. Abokor and H. A. Yusuf. 2003. ‘Somaliland: Choosing Politics
over Violence.” Review of African Political Economy 30(97): 455—78

Branch, D. 2011. Kenya: Between Hope and Despair, 1963-2011. New Haven CT:
Yale University Press

Brédutigam, D. and H. Zhang. 2013. ‘Green Dreams: Myth and Reality in China’s
Agricultural Investment in Africa.” Third World Quarterly 34(9): 1676—96

BRN (Big Results Now). 2013. Tanzania Development, Vision 2025, Big Results
Now: National Key Result Area: Agriculture Lab. Dar es Salaam: Government
of Tanzania

Broch-Due, V. 2000. ‘A Proper Cultivation of Peoples: The Colonial Reconfigura-
tion of Pastoral Tribes and Places in Kenya.” In V. Broch-Due and R. A.
Schroeder, eds, Producing Nature and Poverty in Africa. Uppsala: Nordiska
Afrikaininstitutet

Browne, A. J. 2015. LAPSSET: The History and Politics of an Eastern African
Megaproject. London, Nairobi: Rift Valley Institute

Buffavand, L. 2016. ‘The Land Does Not Like Them: Contesting Dispossession in
Cosmological Terms in Mela, South-West Ethiopia.” Journal of Eastern African
Studies 10(3): 476-93

Buffavand, L. 2017. ‘Vanishing Stones and the Hovering Giraffe: Identity, Land and

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 181

the Divine in Mela, South-West Ethiopia.” PhD thesis, Martin Luther University,
Wittenberg

Bulley, D. 2014. ‘Inside the Tent: Community and Government in Refugee Camps.’
Security Dialogue 45: 63—80

Cabral, L., A. Shankland, A. Favareto and A. Costa Vaz. 2013. ‘Brazil-Africa
Agricultural Cooperation Encounters: Drivers, Narratives and Imaginaries of
Africa and Development.” IDS Bulletin 44(4): 53—68

Cannon, B. and Rossiter, A. 2017. ‘Ethiopia, Berbera Port and the Shifting Balance
of Power in the Horn of Africa.” Rising Powers Quarterly 2(4): 7-29

Caravani, M. 2018. ‘““De-pastoralisation” in Uganda’s Northeast: From Livelihoods
Diversification to Social Differentiation.” Journal of Peasant Studies: 1-24

Carmody, P. 2013. ‘A Global Enclosure: The Geo-logics of Indian Agro-investments
in Africa.” Capitalism Nature Socialism 24(1): 84-103

Carmody, P. and D. Taylor. 2016. ‘Globalization, Land Grabbing, and the Present-
day Colonial State in Uganda: Ecolonization and its Impacts.” The Journal of
Environment & Development 25(1): 100-126

Carrier, N. and H. H. Kochore. 2014. ‘Navigating Ethnicity and Electoral Politics
in Northern Kenya: The Case of the 2013 Election.’ Journal of Eastern African
Studies 8(1): 135—52

Catley, A. and Yacob Aklilu. 2013. ‘Moving Up or Moving Out? Commercialization,
Growth and Destitution in Pastoralist Areas.’ In A. Catley, J. Lind and I. Scoones,
eds, Pastoralism and Development in Africa: Dynamic Changes at the Margins.
Abingdon: Routledge

Catley, A.,J. Lind and I. Scoones. 2013a. ‘Development at the Margins: Pastoralism
in the Horn of Africa.” In A. Catley, J. Lind and I. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism and
Development in Africa: Dynamic Changes at the Margins. Abingdon: Routledge

Catley, A., J. Lind and I. Scoones, eds. 2013b. Pastoralism and Development in
Africa: Dynamic Change at the Margins. Abingdon: Routledge

Chachage, C. 2010. Land Acquisition and Accumulation in Tanzania: The Case of
Morogoro, Iringa and Pwani Regions. Dar es Salaam: PELUM

Chambers, R. 1986. ‘Hidden Losers? The Impact of Rural Refugees and Refugee
Programs on Poorer Hosts.” International Migration Review 20(74): 245-63

Chimhowu, A. and P. Woodhouse. 2006. ‘Customary vs Private Property Rights?
Dynamics and Trajectories of Vernacular Land Markets in Sub-Saharan Africa.’
Journal of Agrarian Change 6(3): 346—71

Chinigo, D. 2014. ‘Decentralisation and Agrarian Transformation in Ethiopia:
Extending the Power of the Federal State.” Critical African Studies 6(1): 40-56

Chinsinga, B. 2017. ‘The Green Belt Initiative, Politics and Sugar Production in
Malawi.’ Journal of Southern African Studies 43(3): 50115

Chome, N. 2020 (Forthcoming). ‘Land, Livelihoods and Belonging: Negotiating
Change and Anticipating LAPSSET in Kenya’s Lamu County.” Journal of
Eastern African Studies 14(2)

Chome, N., E. Gongalves, 1. Scoones and E. Sulle. 2020 (Forthcoming).
‘Demonstration, Anticipation and Contestation: The Political Economy of
Development Corridors and Agrarian Change in Eastern Africa.” Journal of
Eastern African Studies 14(2)

Chung, Y. B. 2017. ‘Engendering the New Enclosures: Development, Involuntary
Resettlement and the Struggles for Social Reproduction in Coastal Tanzania.’
Development and Change 48(1), 98-120

Citizen, The. 2009. ‘Tanzania: Govt Orders 2000 People Out of Farm.” The Citizen,

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



182 References

19 October 2009, https://allafrica.com/stories/200910190372.html, accessed 15
November 2015

Clapp, J. 2014. ‘Financialization, Distance and Global Food Politics.” Journal of
Peasant Studies 41(5): 797-814

Clapp, J. and S. R. Isakson. 2018. Speculative Harvests. Black Point, NS: Fernwood

Coleman, C. 2015. ‘Letter from Carter Coleman, CEO Agrica Ltd, to Anuradha Mitta,
Oakland Institute, and Glen Tyler, Greenpeace Africa.” 26 May 2015, www.
oaklandinstitute.org/sites/oaklandinstitute.org/files/Agrica%27s_Response_
to_Oakland Institute Greenpeace Africa-May-29-2015.pdf, accessed 4 July
2019

Comaroff, J. L. and J. Comaroff. 2009. Ethnicity, Inc. Chicago: University of Chicago
Press

Cormack, Z. and A. Kurewa. 2018. ‘The Changing Value of Land in Northern Kenya:
The Case of Lake Turkana Wind Power.” Critical African Studies 10(1): 89-107

Cornwall, A. and C. Nyamu-Musembi, C. 2004. ‘Putting the “Rights-Based Approach”
to Development into Perspective.” Third World Quarterly 25(8): 1415—37

Corson, C. 2011. ‘Territorialisation, Enclosure and Neoliberalism: Non-State
Influence in Struggles over Madagascar’s Forests.” Journal of Peasant Studies
38(4): 703-26

Cossins, N. J. 1973. ‘Green Heart of a Dying Land: A Study of the New Cotton
Wealth of the Old Afar Sultanate of Aussa.” Report for Hunting Technical
Services. Addis Ababa

Costagli, R., L. M. Godiah and F. Wanyoike. 2017. ‘A Rapid Appraisal of the Yemeni
End-Market for Somali Livestock Exporters.” ILRI Discussion Paper 34. Nairobi:
International Livestock Research Institute

Cote, M. and B. Korf. 2018. ‘Making Concessions: Extractive Enclaves, Entangled
Capitalism and Regulative Pluralism at the Gold Mining Frontier in Burkina
Faso.” World Development 101: 46676

Cotula, L. 2013. The Great African Land Grab? Agricultural Investments and the
Global Food System. New York, London: Zed Books

Cotula, L., C. Oya, E. A. Codjoe, A. Eid, M. Kakraba-Ampeh, J. Keeley, A. L. Kidewa,
M. Makwarimba, W. M. Seide and W. O. Nasha. 2014. ‘Testing Claims about
Large Land Deals in Africa: Findings from a Multi-Country Study.’ Journal of
Development Studies 50: 903—25

Coulson, A. 2015. ‘Small-scale and Large-scale Agriculture: Tanzanian Experiences.’
In M. Stahl, ed., Looking Back, Looking Ahead: Land, Agriculture and Society
in East Africa. A Festschrift for Kjell Havnevik. Uppsala: The Nordic Africa
Institute, pp. 44-73

Cousins, B., S. M. Borras Jr, S. Sauer and J. Ye. 2018. ‘BRICS, Middle-income
Countries (MICs), and Global Agrarian Transformations: Internal Dynamics,
Regional Trends, and International Implications.” Globalizations 15(1):1-11

Cross, J. 2014. Dream Zones: Anticipating Capitalism and Development in India.
London: Pluto Press

D’Arcy, M. and A. Cornell. 2016. ‘Devolution and Corruption in Kenya: Everyone’s
Turn to Eat?” African Affairs 115(459): 246—73

Dahl, G. 1979. Suffering Grass: Subsistence and Society of Waso Borana. Stockholm:
Department of Social Anthropology, University of Stockholm

Daily Nation, The. 2013a. ‘Hunting Ban Fails to End Bloodbath.” 26 August 2013

Daily Nation, The. 2013b. ‘Magugu Mastered Art of Political Survival.’ 16
September 2013

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 183

Daniel, S. 2012. ‘Situating Private Equity Capital in the Land Grab Debate.’ Journal
of Peasant Studies 39(3—4): 703-29

De Grassi, A. and J. S. Ovadia. 2017. ‘Trajectories of Large-scale Land Acquisition
Dynamics in Angola: Diversity, Histories, and Implications for the Political
Economy of Development in Africa.” Land Use Policy 67: 11525

De Haan, C., T. S. Van Veen, B. Brandenburg, J. Gauthier, F. Le Gall, R. Mearns
and M. Simeon. 2001. Livestock Development: Implications on Rural Poverty,
the Environment, and Global Food Security. Washington, D.C.:The World Bank

De Lapérouse, P. 2012. Case Studies on Private Investments in Farmland and
Agricultural Infrastructure. Danvers MA: High Quest Partners

De Montclos, M. A. P. and P. M. Kagwanja. 2000. ‘Refugee Camps or Cities? The
Socio-economic Dynamics of the Dadaab and Kakuma Camps in Northern
Kenya.” Journal of Refugee Studies 13(2): 205-22.

Deng, D. K. 2011. ‘““Land Belongs to the Community”: Demystifying the “Global
Land Grab” in Southern Sudan.” LDPI Working Paper 4. The Hague: Land Deals
Politics Initiative

Dessalegn Rahmato. 2008. The Peasant and the State: Studies in Agrarian Change
in Ethiopia 1950s-2000s. Addis Ababa: Addis Ababa University Press

Devereux, S. 2006. ‘Vulnerable Livelihoods in Somali Region, Ethiopia.” Research
Report no. 57. Brighton: Institute of Development Studies

Dolan, C. and D. Rajak, eds. 2016. The Anthropology of Corporate Social
Responsibility. Oxford, New York: Berghahn Books

Donelli, F. 2017. ‘A Hybrid Actor in the Horn of Africa: An Analysis of Turkey’s
Involvement in Somalia.” In A. Ylonen and J. Zdhollik, eds, The Horn of Africa
Since the 1960s: Local and International Politics Intertwined. Abingdon: Taylor
& Francis.

Dorward, A., S. Anderson, Y. N. Bernal, E. S. Vera, J. Rushton, J. Pattison and R.
Paz. 2009. ‘Hanging In, Stepping Up and Stepping Out: Livelihood Aspirations
and Strategies of the Poor.” Development in Practice 19(2): 240-47

Drew, J. A. 2018. ‘Pastoralism in the Shadow of a Windfarm: An Ethnography of
People, Places and Belonging in Northern Kenya.” PhD thesis, University of
Sussex

Dua, J. 2013. ‘A Sea of Trade and a Sea of Fish: Piracy and Protection in the Western
Indian Ocean.” Journal of Eastern African Studies 7(2): 353—70

Dufty, R. 2000. ‘Shadow Players: Ecotourism Development, Corruption and State
Politics in Belize.” Third World Quarterly 21(3): 549—-65

East Africa Business Week. 2019a. ‘Bureau to Regulate Livestock Export from
Somaliland to UAE.” 29 April 2019, www.busiweek.com/bureau-to-regulate-
livestock-export-from-somaliland-to-uae, accessed 9 July 2019

East Africa Business Week. 2019b. ‘Works Start on Dual Carriage Linking Somali-
land, Ethiopia.’” 1 March 2019, www.busiweek.com/works-start-on-dual-
carriage-linking-somaliland-ethiopia, accessed 9 July 2019

Economist, The. 2015. ‘A Glimpse of Africa’s Future: Oil in the Cradle of Mankind.’
11 July 2015Edelman, M., C. Oya and S. M. Borras Jr. 2013. Global Land Grabs:
Historical Processes, Theoretical and Methodological Implications and Current
Trajectories. London: Taylor & Francis

Edelman, M., R. Hall, S. M. Borras Jr, I. Scoones, B. White and W. Wolford, eds.
2017. Global Land Grabbing and Political Reactions ‘from Below’. London:
Routledge

EE (Eco Energy). 2010. Project Information Memorandum in Respect of Bagamoyo

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



184 References

Eco Energy Ltd: A Greenfield Agro-Energy Project in Tanzania. Dar es Salaam:
Eco Energy

Elliott, H. 2016. ‘Planning, Property and Plots at the Gateway to Kenya’s “New
Frontier”.” Journal of Eastern African Studies 10(3): 511-29

Elliott, H. 2018. ‘Anticipating Plots: (Re)Making Property, Futures and Town at
the Gateway to Kenya’s “New Frontier”.” PhD thesis, University of Copenhagen

Emmenegger, R., K. Sibilo and T. Hagmann. 2011. ‘Decentralisation to the
Household: Expansion and Limits of State Power in Rural Oromiya.’ Journal of
Eastern African Studies 5(4): 733-54

ENATA (Environmental Association of Tanzania) and R. A. Diaz-Chavez. 2009.
‘Report for Environmental Impact Statement: Redevelopment of Rice &
Bean Cropping, Mngeta Farm, Kilombero Valley.” Submitted to National
Environment Management Council, Dar es Salaam, www.oaklandinstitute.org/
sites/oaklandinstitute.org/files/KPL_EIA-Sept.-09.pdf, accessed 22 July 2019

Engstrom, L. 2018. ‘Development Delayed: Exploring the Failure of a Large-scale
Agricultural Investment in Tanzania to Deliver Promised Outcomes.” Doctoral
thesis, Swedish University for Agricultural Sciences

Engstrom, L. and F. Hajdu. 2018. ‘Conjuring “Win-World”: Resilient Development
Narratives in a Large-Scale Agro-Investment in Tanzania.” Journal of
Development Studies 55(6): 1201-20

Enns, C. 2018. ‘Mobilizing Research on Africa’s Development Corridors.” Geoforum
88: 105-108

Enns, C. 2019. ‘Infrastructure Projects and Rural Politics in Northern Kenya: The
Use of Divergent Expertise to Negotiate the Terms of Land Deals for Transport
Infrastructure.” Journal of Peasant Studies 46(2): 358-76

Enns, C., B. Bersaglioand A. Sneyd. 2019. ‘Fixing Extraction Through Conservation:
On Crises, Fixes and the Production of Shared Value and Threat.” Environment
and Planning E: Nature and Space 2(4): 967—-88

Eriksen, S. and J. Lind. 2009. ‘Adaptation as a Political Process: Adjusting to
Drought and Conflict in Kenya’s Drylands.” Environmental Management 43(5):
817-35

Escobar, A. 1993. Encountering Development: The Making and Unmaking of the
Third World, Princeton NJ: Princeton University Press

Fairbairn, M. 2014. ‘““Like Gold with Yield”: Evolving Intersections between
Farmland and Finance.” Journal of Peasant Studies 41(5—6): 777-96

Fairhead, J., M. Leach and I. Scoones. 2012. ‘Green Grabbing: A New Appropriation
of Nature?’ Journal of Peasant Studies 39, 23761

Falk Moore, S. 1973. ‘Law and Social Change: The Semi-Autonomous Social Field
as an Appropriate Subject of Study.” Law & Society Review 7(4): 719-46

Fana Gebresenbet. 2016. ‘Land Acquisitions, the Politics of Dispossession, and
State-Remaking in Gambella, Western Ethiopia.” Africa Spectrum 51(1): 5-28

Ferguson, J. 2005. ‘Seeing Like an Oil Company: Space, Security, and Global
Capital in Neoliberal Africa.” American Anthropologist 107(3): 377—82

Ferguson, J. 2015. Give a Man a Fish: Reflections on the New Politics of Distribution.
Durham NC, London: Duke University Press

Ferry, E. E. and M. E. Limbert. 2008. Timely Assets: The Politics of Resources and
their Temporalities. Santa Fe NM: School for Advanced Research Press

Flintan, F., B. Tache and A. Eid. 2011. Rangeland Fragmentation in Traditional
Grazing Areas and Its Impact on Drought Resilience of Pastoral Communities:
Lessons from Borana, Oromia and Harshin, Somali Regional States, Ethiopia.

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 185

Oxford: Oxfam

Fratkin, E. 2013. ‘Seeking Alternative Livelihoods in Pastoral Areas.” In A. Catley,
J. Lind and I. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism and Development in Africa: Dynamic
Change at the Margins. Abingdon: Routledge, pp.197-205

Fratkin, E. 2014. ‘Ethiopia’s Pastoralist Policies: Development, Displacement and
Resettlement.” Nomadic Peoples 18(1): 94—114

Fratkin, E. and E. A. Roth, eds. 2006. As Pastoralists Settle: Social, Health, and
Economic Consequences of Pastoral Sedentarisation in Marsabit District,
Kenya. New York: Kluwer; Berlin: Springer Science and Business Media

Friedman, J. 2011. ‘Oiling the Race to the Bottom.” In A. Behrends, S. P. Reyna
and G. Schlee, eds, Crude Domination: An Anthropology of Oil. New York and
Oxford: Berghahn, pp. 3045

Gaani, M. X. 2002. Regulating the Livestock Economy of Somaliland. Hargeisa:
Academy for Peace and Development

Galaty, J. G. 2005. ‘Double-voiced Violence in Kenya.” In V. Broch-Due, ed., Violence
and Belonging: The Quest for Identity in Post-colonial Africa. Abingdon:
Routledge, pp. 173-94

Galaty, J. G. 2014. “Unused” Land and Unfulfilled Promises: Justifications for
Displacing Communities in East Africa.” Nomadic Peoples 18(1): 80-93

Galaty, J. G. and P. Bonte, eds. 1991. Herders, Warriors and Traders: Pastoralism in
Africa. Boulder CO: Westview Press.

Gardner, K. 2012. Discordant Development: Global Capitalism and the Struggle for
Connection in Bangladesh. London: Pluto

Geenen, S. and J. Verweijen. 2017. ‘Explaining Fragmented and Fluid Mobilization
in Gold Mining Concessions in Eastern Democratic Republic of the Congo.’
Extractive Industries and Society 4(4): 75865

Geiger, D. ed. 2008. Frontier Encounters: Indigenous Communities and Settlers in
Asia and Latin America. Book 120. Copenhagen: International Work Group for
Indigenous Affairs

Geiger, D. 2009. Turner in the Tropics: The Frontier Concept Revisited. Luzern:
Universitat Luzern

Goldschmidt, W. 1971. ‘Independence as an Element in Pastoral Social Systems.’
Anthropological Quarterly 3: 132—42

Goldsmith, P. 2012. ‘Tana-Delta Clashes Do Not Fit the Farmer-Herder Com-
petition for Resource Narrative.” The East African, 15 September, www.
theeastafrican.co.ke/oped/comment/Tana-clashes-do-not-fit-farmer-herder-
competition/434750-1508556-jo990dz/index.html, accessed 1 July 2019

Goodhand, J. 2018. ‘The Centrality of Margins: The Political Economy of Conflict
and Development in Borderlands.” Working Paper 2, presented at ‘Borderlands,
Brokers and Peacebuilding: War to Peace Transitions Viewed from the Margins’,
23 May 2018. London: School of Oriental and African Studies

Gravesen, M. 2018. ‘Negotiating Access to Land in a Contested Environment:
Opposing Claims and Land-use Fragmentation in Western Laikipia, Kenya.’
PhD thesis, University of Cologne

Greco, E. 2015. ‘Local Politics of Land and the Restructuring of Rice Farming Areas:
A Comparative Study of Tanzania and Uganda.” Working Paper 12. Manchester:
Leverhulme Centre for the Study of Value, University of Manchester

Greiner, C. 2012. ‘Unexpected Consequences: Wildlife Conservation and Territorial
Conflict in Northern Kenya.” Human Ecology 40(3): 415-25

Greiner, C. 2013. ‘Guns, Land and Votes: Cattle Rustling and the Politics of

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



186 References

Boundary (re)making in Northern Kenya.” African Affairs 112(447): 216-37

Greiner, C. 2016. ‘Land-use Change, Territorial Restructuring, and Economies of
Anticipation in Dryland Kenya.” Journal of Eastern African Studies 10(3): 530—
47

Greiner, C. 2017. ‘Pastoralism and Land Tenure Change in Kenya: The Failure of
Customary Institutions.” Development and Change 48(1): 78-97

Greiner, C. and I. Mwaka. 2016. ‘Agricultural Change at the Margins: Adaptation
and Intensification in a Kenyan Dryland.” Journal of Eastern African Studies
10(1): 130—49

Guyer, J. L, E. F. Lambin, L. Cliggett, P. Walker, K. Amanor, T. Bassett, E. Colson,
R. Hay, K. Homewood, O. Linares, O. Pabi, P. Peters, T. Scudder, M. Turner and
J. Unruh. 2007. ‘Temporal Heterogeneity in the Study of African Land Use:
Interdisciplinary Collaboration between Anthropology, Human Geography and
Remote Sensing.” Human Ecology 35: 3—-17

Hagmann, T. and Alemmaya Mulugeta. 2008. ‘Pastoral Conflicts and State-Building
in the Ethiopian Lowlands.” Afrika Spectrum 43(1): 19-37

Hagmann, T. and B. Korf. 2012. ‘Agamben in the Ogaden: Violence and Sovereignty
in the Ethiopian-Somali Frontier.” Political Geography 31(4): 205—14

Hagmann, T. and D. Péclard. 2010. ‘Negotiating Statehood: Dynamics of Power and
Domination in Africa.” Development and Change 41(4): 539-62

Hagmann, T. and F. Stepputat. 2019. ‘Politics of Circulation: The Makings of the
Berbera Corridor in Somali East Africa.” Environment and Planning D: Society
and Space 37(5): 794-813

Hall, D. 2012. ‘Rethinking Primitive Accumulation: Theoretical Tensions and
Rural Southeast Asian Complexities.” Antipode 44: 1188—1208

Hall, D. 2013. ‘Primitive Accumulation, Accumulation by Dispossession and the
Global Land Grab.” Third World Quarterly 34: 1582—1604

Hall, R. and B. Cousins. 2018. ‘Exporting Contradictions: the Expansion of South
African Agrarian Capital within Africa.” Globalizations 15(1): 12—31

Hall, R., M. Edelman, S. M. Borras Jr, I. Scoones, B. White and W. Wolford. 2015a.
‘Resistance, Acquiescence or Incorporation? An Introduction to Land Grabbing
and Political Reactions “from below”.” Journal of Peasant Studies 42(3—4):
467-88

Hall, R., J. Gausi, P. Matondi, T. Muduva, C. Nhancale, D. Phiri and P. Zamchiya.
2015b. Large-scale Land Deals in Southern Africa: Voices of the People. Cape
Town: Institute for Poverty, Land and Agrarian Studies, University of the
Western Cape

Hall, R., I. Scoones and D. Tsikata. 2015¢. Africa’s Land Rush: Rural Livelihoods &
Agrarian Change. Woodbridge: James Currey

Hall, R., I. Scoones and D. Tsikata. 2017. ‘Plantations, Outgrowers and Commercial
Farming in Africa: Agricultural Commercialisation and Implications for
Agrarian Change.’ Journal of Peasant Studies 44(3): 515—37

Hangoolnews. 2016. ‘Magaalada Berbera Oo Maanta Mudaharaad Ku
Waabariisatay+Taayiro Lagu Gubay Wadooyinka Dhex Mara Magaalada Iyo
Waxa Uu Daarnaa’ [demonstration in Berbera against DP World], 20 June 2016,
http://hangoolnews.com/2016/06/20/magaalada-berbera-oo-maanta-mudaha-
raad-ku-waabariisataytaayiro-lagu-gubay-wadooyinka-dhex-mara-magaalada-
iyo-waxa-uu-daarnaa, accessed 9 July 2019

Harrison, E. 2018. ‘Engineering change? The Idea of “the Scheme” in African
Irrigation.” World Development 111 (November): 246—55

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 187

Harvey, D. 2003. The New Imperialism. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Hetherington, K. 2011. Guerrilla Auditors: The Politics of Transparency in
Neoliberal Paraguay. Durham NC: Duke University Press

Hjort, A. 1979. Savanna Town: Rural Ties and Urban Opportunities in Northern
Kenya. Stockholm: Department of Social Anthropology, University of Stockholm

Hodge, G. A. and C. Greve. 2007. ‘Public—Private Partnerships: An International
Performance Review.’ Public Administration Review 67, 545—-58

Hodgson, D. L. 2000. Rethinking Pastoralism in Africa. Oxford: James Currey

Hogg, R. 1983. ‘Irrigation Agriculture and Pastoral Development: A Lesson from
Kenya.” Development and Change 14: 577-91

Hogg, R. 1986. ‘The New Pastoralism: Poverty and Dependency in Northern
Kenya.” Africa 56(3): 319-33

Hogg, R. 1987a. ‘Development in Kenya: Drought, Desertification and Food
Scarcity.” African Affairs 86(342): 47-58

Hogg, R. 1987b. ‘Settlement, Pastoralism and the Commons: The Ideology and
Practice of Irrigation Development in Northern Kenya.” In D. Anderson and R.
Grove, eds, Conservation in Africa: People, Policies and Practice. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press

Homewood, K., P. Kristjanson and P. Trench. 2009. Staying Maasai? Livelihoods,
Conservation and Development in East African Rangelands. New York: Springer

Hopma, J. 2015. ‘““Planning in the Wind”: The Failed Jordanian Agricultural Invest-
ments in Sudan.” Canadian Journal of Development Studies/Revue canadienne
d’études du développement 36(2): 196—207

Hovil, L. 2007. ‘Self-settled Refugees in Uganda: An Alternative Approach to
Displacement?’ Journal of Refugee Studies 20: 599-620

Huliaras, A. 2002. ‘The Viability of Somaliland: Internal Constraints and Regional
Geopolitics.” Journal of Contemporary African Studies 20(2): 157—82

Hyndman, J. 2000. Managing Displacement: Refugees and the Politics of Humani-
tarianism. Minneapolis MN: University of Minnesota Press

Hyndman, J. and W. Giles. 2011. ‘Waiting for What? The Feminization of Asylum
in Protracted Situations.” Gender, Place and Culture 18: 361-79

IFC (International Finance Corporation). 2018. Kakuma as a Marketplace.
Washington DC: IFC

IGIWA (International Work Group for Indigenous Affairs). 2013. ‘Forced Evictions
of Pastoralists in Kilombero and Ulanga Districts in Morogoro Region in
Tanzania.” IGIWA Brief, June

Ilado, P. 2014. ‘Uhuru Recovers 500,000 Acres of Lamu Land.” The Star, 1 August,
www.the-star.co.ke/news/2014/08/01/uhuru-recovers-500000-acres-of-lamu-
land c980567, accessed 25 November 2018

International Crisis Group. 2019. ‘Intra-Gulf Competition in Africa’s Horn:
Lessening the Impact.” Middle East Report 206. Brussels: International
Crisis Group, www.crisisgroup.org/middle-east-north-africa/gulf-and-arabian-
peninsula/206-intra-gulf-competition-africas-horn-lessening-impact, accessed
4 November 2019

ITV Tanzania. 2016. Zaidi ya hekari za wakulima wa mpunga Kilombero
zimeharibiwa na mwekezaji, www.youtube.com/watch?v=kg603XZ5Z04, 28
February 2016, accessed 8 October 2017

Jacobsen, K. 1997. ‘Refugees’ Environmental Impact: The Effect of Patterns of
Settlement.” Journal of Refugee Studies 10: 19-36

Jacobsen, K. 2002. ‘Can Refugees Benefit the State? Refugee Resources and African

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



188 References

Statebuilding.” Journal of Modern African Studies 40(4): 577—-96

James, D. 2011. ‘The Return of the Broker: Consensus, Hierarchy and Choice in
South African Land Reform.” Journal of the Royal Anthropological Institute
17(2): 318-38

Jansen, B. J. 2018. Kakuma Refugee Camp: Humanitarian Urbanism in Kenya’s
Accidental City. London: Zed Books

Jenkins, S. 2012. ‘Ethnicity, Violence and the Immigrant Guest-Metaphor in Kenya.’
African Affairs 111(445): 576-96

Jhazbhay, I. 2008. ‘Somaliland’s Post-War Reconstruction: Rubble to Rebuilding.’
International Journal of African Renaissance Studies 3(1): 59-93

Johnson, O. W. and M. Ogeya. 2018. Risky Business: Developing Geothermal Power
in Kenya. SEI Discussion Brief. Stockholm: Stockholm Environment Institute

Kamski, B. 2016. ‘The Kuraz Sugar Development Project (KSDP): Between “Sweet
Vision” and Mounting Challenges.” Journal of Eastern African Studies 10(3):
568-80

Kanyinga, K. 2009. ‘The Legacy of the White Highlands: Land Rights, Ethnicity and
the Post-2007 Election Violence in Kenya.” Journal of Contemporary African
Studies 27(3): 325—44

Kasuku, S. 2013. ‘Lamu Port—South Sudan—Ethiopia Transport (LAPSSET) Corridor
Project: Building Africa’s Transformative and Game Changer Infrastructure
to Deliver a Just and Prosperous Kenya.” Presented at Kenya—UK Investment
Conference, London, 3 December 2013, http://kenyagreece.com/sites/default/
files/lapsset-project-presentation.pdf, accessed 1 July 2019

Kasuku, S. 2015. ‘LAPSSET Corridor Program.” PowerPoint Presentation, Africa
Infrastructure and Power Forum, Beijing, 15 October 2015, www.energynet.
co.uk/webfm_send/1005, accessed 30 July 2019

Kazungu, K. 2018. ‘Lamu Fishermen Laud Sh1.7bn Pay Order.” Daily Nation, 2
May, https://mobile.nation.co.ke/counties/Fishermen-happy-with-new-Sh1-
76bn-award/1950480-4541314-r037ju/index.html, accessed 1 July 2019

Keene, S., M. Walsh-Dilley, W. Wolford and C. Geisler. 2015. ‘A View From the Top:
Examining Elites in Large-scale Land Deals.” Canadian Journal of Development
Studies/Revue canadienne d’études du développement 36(2): 131-46

Kenya National Bureau of Statistics. 2018. Kenya Integrated Household Budget
Survey, March 2018, http://54.213.151.253/nada/index.php/catalog/KIHBS,
accessed 25 November 2018

Kenya News Agency. 2017. ‘Conflict Looms over Revocation of Titles.” Kenya
News Agency, 14 April, http://kenyanewsagency.go.ke/en/conflict-looms-over-
revocation-of-lamu-titles, accessed 27 November 2018

Keulertz, M. 2012. ‘Drivers and Actors in Large-scale Farmland Acquisitions in
Sudan.’ LDPI Working Paper 10. The Hague: Land Deals Politics Initiative

Keulertz, M. 2016. ‘Inward Investment in Sudan: The Case of Qatar.” In E.
Sandstrom, A. Jagerskog and T. Oestigaard, eds, Land and Hydropolitics in the
Nile River Basin. Abingdon: Routledge, pp. 89-104

Keulertz, M. and E. Woertz. 2016. ‘States as Actors in International Agro-
Investments.” In C. Gironde, C. Golay and P. Messerli, eds, Large-Scale Land
Acquisitions: Focus on South-East Asia. Leiden: Brill Nijhoff, pp. 30-52

Keulertz, M. and E. Woertz, eds. 2017. The Water-Energy-Food Nexus in the Middle
East and North Africa. Abingdon: Routledge

Kibreab, G. 1989. ‘Local Settlements in Africa: A Misconceived Option?’ Journal of
Refugee Studies 2: 468—90

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 189

Kihara, G. 2013. ‘Land Prices Go Up as Investors Scramble to Buy.” Daily Nation,
2 March

Kilave D. M. and G. Mlay. 2019. ‘““SRI” in Kilombero Valley: Potential, Mis-
conception and Reality.” Future Agricultures, www.future-agricultures.org/
blog/sri-in-kilombero-valley-potential-misconception-and-reality, accessed 30
January 2019

Klein, K. L. 1996. ‘Reclaiming the “F” Word, or Being and Becoming Postwestern.’
Pacific Historical Review 65(2): 179-215

Kloos, H. 1982. ‘Development, Drought, and Famine in the Awash Valley of
Ethiopia.” African Studies Review 15(4): 21-48

Kohler, T. 1987. Land Use in Transition: Aspects and Problems of Small-Scale
Farming in a New Environment: The Example of Laikipia District, Kenya. Bern:
Geographical Society of Berne, Institute of Geography, University of Bern

Kopytoff, I. 1987a. ‘The Internal African Frontier: The Making of African Political
Culture.” In I. Kopytoff, ed., The African Frontier: The Reproduction of
Traditional African Societies. Bloomington IN: Indiana University Press

Kopytoff, I. ed. 1987b. The African Frontier: The Reproduction of Traditional
African Societies. Bloomington IN: Indiana University Press

Korf, B., T. Hagmann and R. Emmenegger. 2015. ‘Re-spacing African Drylands:
Territorialization, Sedentarization and Indigenous Commodification in the
Ethiopian Pastoral Frontier.” Journal of Peasant Studies 42(5): 881-901

KPL. 2010. Resettlement Action Plan: Redevelopment of Rice and Bean Cropping
at Mngeta Farm, Kilombero Valley, Kilombero District, Morogoro Region,
Tanzania. Dar es Salaam: Kilombero Plantations Ltd

Kunaka, C. and R. Carruthers. 2014. Trade and Transport Corridor Management
Toolkit. Washington DC: World Bank

Laher, R. 2011. Resisting Development in Kenya’s Lamu District: A Postcolonial
Reading. Policy Brief 48. Pretoria: Africa Institute of South Africa

Lahr, J., R. Buij, F. Katagira and H. van der Valk. 2016. ‘Pesticides in the Southern
Agricultural Growth Corridor of Tanzania (SAGCOT): A Scoping Study of
Current and Future Use, Associated Risks and Identification of Actions for Risk
Mitigation.” Report 2760. Wageningen: Wageningen Environmental Research

Lamphear, J. 1992. The Scattering Time: Turkana Responses to Colonial Rule.
Oxford: Oxford University Press

Lamu County. 2013. First County Integrated Development Plan, 2013-2017,
Nairobi: Republic of Kenya

Lane, C. R. 1994. ‘Pastures Lost: Alienation of Barabaig Land in the Context of Land
Policy and Legislation in Tanzania.” Nomadic Peoples 34—35: 81-94

Lane, P. 2004. ‘The “Moving Frontier” and the Transition to Food Production in
Kenya.” Azania: Archaeological Research in Africa 39(1): 243—64

Larmer, M. and V. Laterza. 2017. ‘Contested Wealth: Social and Political
Mobilisation in Extractive Communities in Africa.” Extractive Industries and
Society 4(4): 701-06

Larsen, J. and F. Stepputat. 2019. Gulf State Rivalries in the Horn of Africa: Time
for a Red Sea Policy? DIIS Policy Brief. Copenhagen: Danish Institute for
International Studies

Laurance, W.F., S. Sloan, L. Weng and J. A. Sayer. 2015. ‘Estimating the
Environmental Costs of Africa’s Massive “Development Corridors”.” Current
Biology 25(24): 3202—08

Lavers, T. 2012. ‘““Land Grab” as Development Strategy? The Political Economy of

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



190 References

Agricultural Investment in Ethiopia.” Journal of Peasant Studies 39(1): 105—-32

Lavers, T. 2016. ‘Agricultural Investment in Ethiopia: Undermining National
Sovereignty or Tool for State Building?” Development and Change 47(5): 1078—
1101

Leo, C. 1989. Land and Class in Kenya. Harare, Zimbabwe: Nehands

Leonardi, C. 2013. Dealing with Government in South Sudan: Histories of
Chiefship, Community and State. Woodbridge: James Currey

Letai, J. 2015. ‘Land Deals & Pastoralist Livelihoods in Laikipia County, Kenya.” In
R. Hall, I. Scoones and D. Tsikata, eds, Africa’s Land Rush: Rural Livelihoods &
Agrarian Change. Woodbridge: James Currey

Letai, J. and J. Lind. 2013. ‘Squeezed from All Sides: Changing Resource Tenure
and Pastoralist Innovation on the Laikipia Plateau, Kenya.” In A. Catley, J. Lind
and I. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism and Development in Africa: Dynamic Change
at the Margins. London: Routledge

Lewis, I. M. 1961. ‘Force and Fission in Northern Somali Lineage Structure’.
American Anthropologist 63(1): 94-112

Li, T. M. 2000. ‘Articulating Indigenous Identity in Indonesia: Resource Politics
and the Tribal Slot.” Comparative Studies in Society and History 42(1): 149-79

Li, T. M. 2007. The Will to Improve: Governmentality, Development, and the
Practice of Politics. Durham NC: Duke University Press

Li, T. M. 2010. ‘Indigeneity, Capitalism, and the Management of Dispossession.’
Current Anthropology 51(3): 385—-414

Li, T. M. 2014a. Land’s End: Capitalist Relations on an Indigenous Frontier.
Durham NC: Duke University Press

Li, T. M. 2014b. ‘What is Land? Assembling a Resource for Global Investment.’
Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 39(4): 589—-602

Li, T. M. 2018. ‘After the Land Grab: Infrastructural Violence and the “Mafia
System” in Indonesia’s Oil Palm Plantation Zones.” Geoforum 96: 328—37

Lind, J. 2017. ‘Governing Black Gold: Lessons from Oil Finds in Turkana, Kenya.’
Research Briefing. Brighton: Institute of Development Studies and Saferworld

Lind, J. 2018. ‘Devolution, Shifting Centre—Periphery Relationships and Conflict in
Northern Kenya.” Political Geography 63: 135—47

Little, M. A. and P. Leslie, eds. 1999. Turkana Herders of the Dry Savanna: Ecology
and Biobehavioral Response of Nomads to an Uncertain Environment. Oxford:
Oxford University Press

Little, P. 2014. Economic and Political Reforms in Africa: Anthropological
Perspectives. Bloomington IN: Indiana University Press

Little, P. D., J. McPeak, C. B. Barrett and P. Kristjanson. 2008. ‘Challenging
Orthodoxies: Understanding Poverty in Pastoral Areas of East Africa.’
Development and Change 39, 587—611

Locher, M. 2015. ‘The “Global Land Rush”, Local Land Rights and Power Relations:
European Forestry Investments in Tanzania.” PhD thesis, University of Zurich

Lonsdale, J. 2008. ‘Soil, Work, Civilisation, and Citizenship in Kenya.’ Journal of
Eastern African Studies 2(2): 305-14

Luhmann, N. 1982. ‘Trust and Power.” Studies in Soviet Thought 23(3): 266—70

Lund, C. 2006. ‘Twilight Institutions: Public Authority and Local Politics in Africa.’
Development and Change 37(4): 685—705

Lund, C. 2008. Local Politics and the Dynamics of Property in Africa. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press

Lund, C. 2011. ‘Property and Citizenship: Conceptually Connecting Land Rights

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 191

and Belonging in Africa.” Africa Spectrum 46: 71-75

Lund, C. 2012. ‘Access to Property and Citizenship: Marginalization in a Context
of Legal Pluralism.” In B. Z. Tamanaha, C. M. Sage and M. J. V. Woolcock, eds,
Legal Pluralism and Development: Scholars and Practitioners in Dialogue.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Lund, C. 2016. ‘Rule and Rupture: State Formation through the Production of
Property and Citizenship.” Development and Change 47: 1199-1228

Lund, C. and C. Boone. 2013. ‘Introduction: Land Politics in Africa — Constituting
Authority Over Territory, Property and Persons.” Africa 83 (S1): 1-13

Luning, S. 2018. ‘Mining Temporalities: Future Perspectives.” The Extractive
Industries and Society 5(2): 281-86

Lwanga, C. 2018. ‘Sh21 bn Lamu Wind Power Project to Take Off After Suit.’
Daily Nation, 26 May, www.nation.co.ke/business/Sh21bn-Lamu-wind-power-
project-to-take-off/996-4580384-uxtlkk/index.html, accessed 1 July 2019

Lynch, G. 2006. ‘Negotiating Ethnicity: Identity Politics in Contemporary Kenya.’
Review of African Political Economy 33(107): 49-65

Lynch, G. 2011. ‘Kenya’s New Indigenes: Negotiating Local Identities in a Global
Context.” Nations and Nationalisms 17(11): 148—67

Maganga, F., K. Askew, R. Odgaard and H. Stein. 2016. ‘Dispossession Through
Formalization: Tanzania and the G8 Land Agenda in Africa.” Asian Journal of
African Studies 40: 3—49

Makki, F. 2012. ‘Power and Property: Commercialization, Enclosures, and the
Transformation of Agrarian Relations in Ethiopia.” Journal of Peasant Studies
39(1): 81-104

Makki, F. 2014. ‘Development by Dispossession: Terra Nullius and the Social-
Ecology of New Enclosures in Ethiopia.” Rural Sociology 79(1): 79-103

Maknun Gamaledin. 1987. ‘State Policy and Famine in the Awash Valley of
Ethiopia: The Lessons for Conservation.” In D. Anderson and R. Grove, eds,
Conservation in Africa. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 327—44

Maknun Gamaledin. 1993. ‘The Decline of Afar Pastoralism.” In J. Markakis,
ed., Conflict and the Decline of Pastoralism in the Horn of Africa. London:
Macmillan Press

Manda, S., A. Tallontire and A. J. Dougill. 2019. ‘Large-scale Land Acquisitions
and Institutions: Patterns, Influence and Barriers in Zambia.” Geographical
Journal 185(2): 194-208

Margulis, M.E., N. McKeon and S. M. Borras Jr. 2013. ‘Land Grabbing and Global
Governance: Critical Perspectives.” Globalizations 10(1): 1-23

Markakis, J. 2003. ‘Anatomy of a Conflict: Afar and Ise Ethiopia.” Review of African
Political Economy 30(97): 445-53

Markakis, J. 2011. Ethiopia: The Last Two Frontiers. Woodbridge: James Currey

Martin, A. 2005. ‘Environmental Conflict Between Refugee and Host Communities.’
Journal of Peace Research 42: 329—46

Maundu, P., S. Kibet, Y. Morimoto, M. Imbumi and R. Adeka. 2009. Impact of
Prosopis juliflora on Kenya’s Semi-Arid and Arid Ecosystems and Local
Livelihoods.” Biodiversity 10(2/3): 33—50

Mburu, J., M. Odhiambo, A. Wachira, N. Kahiro, A. Williams, J. Lodisana and J.
Gachigi. 2013. The Abandoned Lands of Laikipia: Land Use Options Study.
Nairobi: Laikipia Wildlife Forum, Nature Conservancy and Zeitz Foundation

McCabe, J. T. 2004. Cattle Bring Us to Our Enemies: Turkana Ecology, Politics, and
Raiding in a Disequilibrium System. Ann Arbor MI: University of Michigan Press

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



192 References

McDermott Hughes, D. 2008. From Enslavement to Environmentalism: Politics on
a Southern African Frontier. Seattle WA: University of Washington Press

McPeak, J.G., C. Doss and P. D. Little. 2011. Risk and Social Change in an African
Rural Economy: Livelihoods in Pastoralist Communities. London: Routledge

Meester, J., W. Van den Berg and H. Verhoeven. 2018. Riyal Politik: The Political
Economy of Gulf Investments in the Horn of Africa. The Hague: Clingendael
Institute

Mehta, L. 2001. ‘The Manufacture of Popular Perceptions of Scarcity: Dams and
Water-related Narratives in Gujarat, India.” World Development 29(12): 2025—41

Mehta, L., G. J. Veldwisch and J. Franco. 2012. ‘Water Grabbing? Focus on the (Re)
Appropriation of Finite Water Resources.” Water Alternatives 5: 193—207

Meles Zenawi. 2011. Speech at the 13th Annual Pastoralists’ Day Celebrations,
Jinka, South Omo, 25 January 2011, www.mursi.org/pdf/Meles% 20]Jinka% 20
speech.pdf, accessed 22 January 2019

Melesse Getu. 1995. ‘Tsamako Women’s Roles and Status in Agro-Pastoral
Production.” MA dissertation, Series No. 3., Department of Sociology,
Anthropology and Social Administration, Addis Ababa University

Milgroom, J. 2015. ‘Policy Processes of a Land Grab: At the Interface of Politics “In
the Air” and Politics “On the Ground” in Massingir, Mozambique.’ Journal of
Peasant Studies 42(3—4): 585—-606

Ministry of Lands. 2009. Sessional Paper No. 3 of 2009 on National Land Policy.
Nairobi: Republic of Kenya, wwwil.uneca.org/Portals/lpi/CrossArticle/1/
Land%20Policy%20Documents/Sessional-paper-on-Kenya-National-Land-
Policy.pdf, accessed 2 July 2019

Mitchell, T. 2002. Rule of Experts: Egypt, Techno-politics, Modernity. Berkeley CA:
University of California Press

Mkutu, K. 2007. ‘Small Arms and Light Weapons among Pastoral Groups in the
Kenya—Uganda Border Area.” African Affairs 106(422): 47-70

Mkutu, K. 2017. ‘Oil and Emerging Conflict Dynamics in the Ateker Cluster: The
Case of Turkana, Kenya.” Nomadic Peoples 21(1): 34—62

MoFED. 2010. Growth and Transformation Plan (2010/11-2014/15). Volume
I: Main Text. Ministry of Finance and Economic Development, Federal
Democratic Republic of Ethiopia

Mohamed, J. 2004. ‘The Political Ecology of Colonial Somaliland.” Africa 74(4):
534-66

Mortimore, M. and W. M. Adams. 1999. Working the Sahel: Environment and
Society in Northern Nigeria. London: Routledge

Mosley, J. and E. E. Watson. 2016. ‘Frontier Transformations: Development Visions,
Spaces and Processes in Northern Kenya and Southern Ethiopia.” Journal of
Eastern African Studies 10(3): 452—75

Moyo, S., P. Yeros and P. Jha. 2012. ‘Imperialism and Primitive Accumulation:
Notes on the New Scramble for Africa.” Agrarian South: Journal of Political
Economy 1(2): 181-203

Mulenga, G. 2013. Developing Economic Corridors in Africa: Rationale for the
Participation of the African Development Bank. Regional Integration Brief No.
1. Abidjan: African Development Bank

Miiller-Mahn, D., S. Rettberg and G. Getachew. 2010. ‘Pathways and Dead Ends
of Pastoral Development among the Afar and Karrayu in Ethiopia.” European
Journal of Development Research 22(5): 660-77

Mung’ong’o, C. G. and J. Kayonko. 2009. ‘Kilombero Plantation Ltd: Mngeta

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 193

Farm Squatter Survey Report.” Dar es Salaam: Natural Resource Management
Consultants

Musa, A. M. and C. Horst. 2019. ‘State Formation and Economic Development
in Post-War Somaliland: The Impact of the Private Sector in an Unrecognised
State.” Conflict, Security & Development 19(1): 35-53

Mutambara, S., M. B. K. Darkoh and J. R. Atlhopheng. 2016. ‘A Comparative
Review of Water Management Sustainability Challenges in Smallholder Irriga-
tion Schemes in Africa and Asia.” Agricultural Water Management 171 (June):
63-72.

Mutopo, P. and M. Chiweshe. 2014. ‘Large-scale Land Deals, Global Capital and
the Politics of Livelihoods: Experiences of Women Small-holder Farmers
in Chisumbanje, Zimbabwe.” International Journal of African Renaissance
Studies-Multi-, Inter-and Transdisciplinarity 9(1): 84—99

Mwakimako, H. and J. Willis. 2014. Islam, Politics and Violence on the Kenya Coast.
Note 4, Observatoire des Enjeux Politiques et Sécuritaires dans la Corne de
I’Afrique, www.lam.sciencespobordeaux.fr/sites/lam/files/note4 observatoire.
pdf, accessed 1 July 2019

Mwangi, E. 2007. ‘Subdividing the Commons: Distributional Conflict in the
Transition from Collective to Individual Property Rights in Kenya’s Maasailand.’
World Development 35(5): 815—34

Mwasumbi, L., C. Mligo and H. Suleiman. 2007. Baseline Study for Environmental
Impact Assessment of proposed SEKAB Biofuel Development Project:
Vegetation Survey of Proposed Sugar Cane Plantation on the Former RAZABA
Ranch, Bagamoyo District, Tanzania. Stockholm: ORGUT Consulting

Nalepa, R. A. and D. M. Bauer. 2012. ‘Marginal Lands: The Role of Remote Sensing
in Constructing Landscapes for Agrofuel Development.’ Journal of Peasant
Studies 39(2): 403-22

Nema, N. 2016. ‘County Government Frustrating Investors, Says a Section of
Lamu MCAs.” Baraka FM, 11 August, http://barakafm.org/2016/08/11/county-
government-frustrating-investors-says-a-section-of-lamu-mecas, accessed 1 July
2019

Nema, N. 2017. ‘Twaha among Sand Dunes Land “Grabbers” Summoned by NLC.’
Baraka FM, 24 February, http://barakafm.org/2017/02/24/twaha-among-sand-
dunes-land-grabbers-summoned-by-nlc, accessed 1 July 2019

Netting, R. M. and P. M. Stone. 1996. ‘Agro-diversity on a Farming Frontier: Kofyar
Smallholders on the Benue Plains of Central Nigeria.” Africa 66(1): 52—70

Ngilu, C. K. 2014. Statement dated 31 July 2014, from Charity Kaluki Ngilu, Cabinet
Secretary, Ministry of Land, Housing and Urban Development to Hon. Uhuru
Kenyatta, President of the Republic of Kenya, and Commander in Chief of the
Kenya Defence Forces, and others. Daily Nation, 9 August, www.nation.co.ke/
blob/view/-/2404818/data/800429/-/v84gg9/-/lamu+land+list.pdf, accessed 1
July 2019

Nicol, A. 2015. ‘Towards Conflict-sensitive Regional Integration in East Africa.’
IDS Policy Briefing 100. Brighton: Institute of Development Studies

Nolte, K. 2014. ‘Large-scale Agricultural Investments Under Poor Land Governance
in Zambia.” Land Use Policy 38: 698—706

Nolte, K., W. Chamberlain and M. Giger. 2016. ‘International Land Deals for
Agriculture. Fresh insights from the Land Matrix.” Analytical Report II. Bern:
Centre for Development and Environment, University of Bern, Berne Open
Publishing; Montpellier: Centre de coopération internationale en recherche

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



194 References

agronomique pour le développement; Hamburg: German Institute of Global and
Area Studies; Pretoria: University of Pretoria

Norton, H. 2018. ‘Cautious Optimism for Peace in the Horn of Africa.” Fair
Observer, 6 August 2018, www.fairobserver.com/world-news/ethiopia-eritrea-
peace-djibouti-horn-africa-news-81001, accessed 9 July 2019

Nunow, A. A. 2013. ‘Land Deals and the Changing Political Economy of Livelihoods
in the Tana Delta, Kenya.’ In A. Catley, J. Lind and I. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism
and Development in Africa: Dynamic Change at the Margins. Abingdon:
Routledge

Nunow, A. A. 2015. ‘Land Deals in the Tana Delta.” In R. Hall, I. Scoones and
D. Tsitaka, eds, Africa’s Land Rush: Rural Livelihoods and Agrarian Change.
Woodbridge: James Currey

Nyamnjoh, F. B. 2000. ““For Many are Called but Few are Chosen”: Globalisation
and Popular Disenchantment in Africa.” African Sociological Review/Revue
africaine de sociologie 4(2): 1-45

Nyantakyi-Frimpong, H. and R. Bezner Kerr. 2017. ‘Land Grabbing, Social
Differentiation, Intensified Migration and Food Security in Northern Ghana.’
Journal of Peasant Studies 44(2): 421-44

Nyerere, J. K. 1966. ‘Ujamaa — the Basis of African Socialism’. In J. K. Nyerere,
Freedom and Unity. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Oakland Institute, GreenPeace Africa and Global Justice Now. 2015. Irresponsible
Investment: Agrica’s Broken Development Model in Tanzania. Oakland CA:
Oakland Institute

Oba, G. 2013. ‘The Sustainability of Pastoral Production in Africa.” In A. Catley,
J. Lind and L. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism and Development in Africa: Dynamic
Change at the Margins. Abingdon: Routledge

Ocra. 2013. Opportunities and Threats of Irrigation Development in Kenya’s
Drylands, Volume VI, ‘Turkana County.” Consultancy Report. Rome: Food and
Agriculture Organization

Ogultiirk, M.C. 2017. ‘Russia’s Renewed Interests in the Horn of Africa as a
Traditional and Rising Power.” Rising Powers Quarterly 2(1): 121-43

Oka, R. 2011. ‘Unlikely Cities in the Desert: The Informal Economy as Causal
Agent for Permanent ‘Urban’ Sustainability in Kakuma Refugee Camp, Kenya.’
Urban Anthropology 40(3/4): 223-62

Okenwa, D. A. 2020. ‘Impermanent Development and the Pursuit of Permanence:
Mobilising Marginalisation and Uncertainty towards a Rightful Share of
Kenya’s Oil.” PhD thesis. London School of Economics and Political Science

Oketch, W. 2018. ‘Court of Appeal Orders NLC to Submit in Lamu Wind Power
Dispute Deal.” Standard Digital, 9 October, www.standardmedia.co.ke/
business/article/2001298452/court-orders-nlc-to-submit-in-lamu-wind-power-
dispute-appeal, accessed 1 July 2019

ORGUT. 2008. Preliminary Environmental and Social Impact Analysis (ESIA) of
BioEthanol Production from Sugar Cane Production on the Former Razaba
Ranch, Bagamoyo District. Stockholm: ORGUT Consulting

Osterle, M. 2007. Innovation und Transformation bei den pastoralnomadischen
Pokot (East Pokot, Kenia).’ Inauguraldissertation zur Erlangung der Doktorwiirde
der Philosophischen Fakultét, Universitit zu Kéln

Ouma, S. 2016. ‘From Financialization to Operations of Capital: Historicizing and
Disentangling the Finance—Farmland Nexus.” Geoforum 72: 82-93

Ovadia, J. S. 2016. ‘Local Content Policies and Petro-development in Sub-Saharan

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 195

Africa: A Comparative Analysis.” Resources Policy 49: 20-30

Oxfam. 2017. ‘Testing Community Consent: Tullow Oil Project in Kenya.” Oxfam
Briefing Paper. Oxford: Oxfam, www.oxfamamerica.org/static/media/files/
Testing Community Consent.pdf, accessed 18 June 2019

Pankhurst, R. 1965. ‘The Trade of the Gulf of Aden Ports of Africa in the Nineteenth
and Early Twentieth Centuries.’ Journal of Ethiopian Studies 3(1): 36—81

Pas, A. 2019. Pastoralists, Mobility and Conservation: Shifting Rules of Access
and Control of Grazing Resources in Kenya’s Northern Drylands. Stockholm:
Department of Human Geography, Stockholm University

Peck, J. and A. Tickell. 2002. ‘Neoliberalizing Space.” Antipode 34(3): 380-404

Pedersen, R. H. and L. Buur. 2016. ‘Beyond Land Grabbing: Old Morals and New
Perspectives on Contemporary Investments.” Geoforum 72: 77-81

Peluso, N. L. and C. Lund. 2011. ‘New Frontiers of Land Control: Introduction.’
Journal of Peasant Studies 38(4): 667—81

Phillips, S. 2013. ‘Political Settlements and State Formation: the Case of Somali-
land.” Research Paper 23. Birmingham: Developmental Leadership Programme

Planel, S. 2014. ‘A View of a “Bureaucratic” Developmental State: Local Govern-
ance and Agricultural Extension in Rural Ethiopia.” Journal of Eastern African
Studies 8(3): 420-37

Praxides, C. 2014. ‘Swazuri Criticizes LAPSSET Land Deals.” The Star, 16 October,
https://allafrica.com/stories/201410160855.html, accessed 1 July 2019

Praxides, C. 2017. ‘Lamu MP Baffled by Timamy’s Backward Rule, Says Investors
Fleeing.” The Star, 31 July, www.the-star.co.ke/news/2017/07/31/lamu-mp-
baffled-by-timamys-backward-rule-says-investors-fleeing ¢1607419, accessed
20 November 2018

Prno, J. and D. Slocombe. 2012. ‘Exploring the Origins of “Social License to
Operate” in the Mining Sector: Perspectives from Governance and Sustainability
Theories.” Resources Policy 37(3): 346—57

Raeymaekers, T. 2013. Violence on the Margins: States, Conflict, and Borderlands.
New York: Springer

Rajak, D. 2011. In Good Company: An Anatomy of Corporate Social Responsibility.
Stanford CA: Stanford University Press

Ram, K. V. 1981. ‘British Government, Finance Capitalists and the French JibutiK
Addis Ababa Railway 1898-1913.” The Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth
History 9(2): 146—68

Rasmussen M. B. and C. Lund. 2018. ‘Reconfiguring Frontier Spaces: The Terri-
torialization of Resource Control.” World Development 101: 388—-99

Rawlence, B. 2016. City of Thorns: Nine Lives in the World’s Largest Refugee Camp.
New York: Picador

Reid, R. S., K. A. Galvin and R. S. Kruska. 2008. ‘Global Significance of Extensive
Grazing Lands and Pastoral Societies: An Introduction.” In K. A. Galvin, R. S.
Reid, R. H. Behnke Jr and N. T. Hobbs, eds, Fragmentation in Semi-arid and
Arid Landscapes. Dordrecht, The Netherlands: Springer, pp. 1-24

Republic of Kenya. 2018. Petition No. 22 of 2012. Republic of Kenya in the High
Court of Kenya at Nairobi, May, https://elaw.org/system/files/attachments/
publicresource/ke LAPSSET FinalJudgment No220f2012.pdf, accessed 1 July
2019

Rettberg, S. 2010. ‘Contested Narratives of Pastoral Vulnerability and Risk in
Ethiopia’s Afar Region.” Pastoralism: Research, Policy and Practice 1(2): 248-73

Rettberg, S., G. Beckmann, M. Minah and A. Schelchen. 2017. Ethiopia’s Arid and

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



196 References

Semi-arid Lowlands: Towards Inclusive and Sustainable Rural Transformation.
SLE-Discussion Series No. 03. Berlin: Humboldt University

Ribot, J. C. and N. L. Peluso. 2003. ‘A Theory of Access.” Rural Sociology 68(2):
153-81

Rigby, P. 1988. ‘Class Formation among East African Pastoralists: Maasai of
Tanzania and Kenya.’ Dialectical Anthropology 13: 63—81

Rodrigues, C. U. 2017. ‘Configuring the Living Environment in Mining Areas
in Angola: Contestations between Mining Companies, Workers, Local Com-
munities and the State.” Extractive Industries and Society 4(4): 727-34

Romero, P. W. 1986. ““Where Have All the Slaves Gone?” Emancipation and Post-
emancipation in Lamu, Kenya.” Journal of African History 27(3): 497-512

Rutten, M. 1992. Selling Wealth to Buy Poverty: The Process of Individualization
of Land Ownership among the Maasai Pastoralists of Kajiado District, Kenya,
1890-1990. Saarbrucken, Germany: Verlag Breitenbach

SAGCOT. 2011. SAGCOT Investment Blueprint. Dar es Salaam: Southern Agricul-
tural Growth Corridor of Tanzania

SAGCOT. 2012. ‘Investment Partnership Program: Initiatives to Ensure Full Com-
munity Involvementand Environmental Safeguards While Putting Underutilised
Land to Productive Use.” Presentation by Hon. Minister for Lands, Housing &
Human Settlements Development to the Tanzania Agribusiness Investment
Showcase Event, Dar es Salaam, 27 November 2012

SAGCOT. 2013. Applying and Agriculture Green Growth Approach in the SAGCOT
Clusters: Challenges and Opportunities in Kilombero, IThemi and Mbarali. Dar
es Salaam: Southern Agricultural Growth Corridor of Tanzania

Said, E. 1978. Orientalism. New York: Vintage

Salih, M., A. M. Salih and J. Baker. 1995. ‘Pastoralist Migration to Small Towns
in Africa.’ In J. Baker and T. A. Aina, eds, The Migration Experience in Africa.
Uppsala, Sweden: Scandinavian Institute of African Studies, pp. 181-96

Samatar, A., . Salisbury and J. Bascom. 1988. The Political Economy of Livestock
Marketing in Northern Somalia. African Economic History 17: 81-97

Sandford, S. 2013. ‘Pastoralists and Irrigation in the Horn of Africa: Time for a
Rethink?’ In A. Catley, J. Lind and I. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism and Development
in Africa: Dynamic Change at the Margins. Abingdon: Routledge, pp. 72—81

Sanghi, A., H. Onder and V. Vemuru. 2016. ‘Yes’ in My Backyard? The Economics
of Refugees and Their Social Dynamics in Kakuma, Kenya. Washington DC:
World Bank

Sassen, S. 2008. Territory, Authority, Rights: From Medieval to Global Assemblages.
Princeton NJ: Princeton University Press

Schlee, G. 1989. Identities on the Move: Clanship and Pastoralism in Northern
Kenya. Manchester: Manchester University Press

Schlee, G. 2010. ‘Territorialising Ethnicity: The Political Ecology of Pastoralism in
Northern Kenya and Southern Ethiopia.” Working Paper 121. Halle/Saale: Max
Planck Institute for Social Anthropology

Schlee, G. and A. Shongolo. 2012. Pastoralism & Politics in Northern Kenya &
Southern Ethiopia. Woodbridge: James Currey

Schoneveld, G. C. 2017. ‘Host Country Governance and the African Land Rush:
7 Reasons Why Large-scale Farmland Investments Fail to Contribute to
Sustainable Development.” Geoforum 83(July): 119-32

Schritt, J. 2018. ‘Contesting the Oil Zone: Local Content Issues in Niger’s Oil
Industry.” Energy Research and Social Science 41: 259-69

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 197

Scoones, I. , ed. 1994. Living with Uncertainty: New Directions in Pastoral Develop-
ment in Africa. London: IT Publications.

Scoones, I, R. Hall, S. M. Borras Jr, B. White and W. Wolford. 2013. ‘The Politics of
Evidence: Methodologies for Understanding the Global Land Rush.” Journal of
Peasant Studies 40(3): 469-83

Scoones, I., K. Amanor, A. Favareto and G. Qi. 2016. ‘A New Politics of
Development Cooperation? Chinese and Brazilian Engagements in African
Agriculture.” World Development 81:1-12

Scoones, 1., F. Murimbarimba and J. Mahenehene. 2019a. ‘Irrigating Zimbabwe
after Land Reform: The Potential of Farmer-Led Systems.” Water Alternatives
12(1): 88-106

Scoones, L., R. Smalley, R. Hall and D. Tsikata. 2019b. ‘Narratives of Scarcity:
Framing the Global Land Rush.” Geoforum 101: 231-41

Scott, J. C. 1998. Seeing Like a State: How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human
Condition Have Failed. New Haven CT: Yale University Press

Scott, J. C. 2009. The Art of Not Being Governed: An Anarchist History of Upland
Southeast Asia. New Haven CT: Yale University Press

Shipton, P. 2009. Mortgaging the Ancestors: Ideologies of Attachment in Africa.
New Haven CT: Yale University Press

Sida Helpdesk. 2012. Review of Project Documentation for the ‘Bagamoyo
Sugar Project’ of Agro EcoEnergy in Tanzania. Uppsala: Sida Helpdesk for
Environment and Climate Change, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences

Sida. 2014. Decision for Contribution to Eco Energy Tanzania. Stockholm: Swedish
International Development Cooperation Agency

Sida. 2015. Granskningsrapport IR 15-04. Stockholm: Swedish International
Development Cooperation Agency

Sida. Undated. ‘Collaboration with the Private Sector.” Stockholm: Swedish
International Development Cooperation Agency, www.sida.se/globalassets/
global/about-sida/private-sector---collected-info.pdf, accessed 7 March 2019

Sikor, T. and C. Lund. 2009. ‘Access and Property: A Question of Power and
Authority.” Development and Change 40(1): 1-22

Slaughter, A. and J. Crisp. 2009. ‘A Surrogate State? The Role of UNHCR in
Protracted Situations.” New Issues in Refugee Research, Research Paper 168.
Geneva: Policy Development and Evaluation Service, Office of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees

Smalley, R. 2017. ‘Agricultural Growth Corridors on the Eastern Seaboard of Africa:
An Overview.” APRA Working Paper 1. Brighton: Agricultural Policy Research
in Africa Programme

Soni, R. and M. Essex. 2019. ‘Time for A New Narrative on Turkana: Reflections
from K-EXPRO’s Time Supporting Local Initiatives.” In Depth series. Oxford:
Oxford Policy Management, www.opml.co.uk/files/Publications/corporate-
publications/briefing-notes/in-depth-time-for-a-new-narrative-on-turkana-
web.pdffnoredirect=1, 12 May 2019

Spencer, P. 1998. The Pastoral Continuum: The Marginalization of Tradition in
East Africa. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Standard Digital. 2016. ‘President Uhuru Kenyatta Presents over 2,000 Titles to
Lamu Residents.” 8 January, www.standardmedia.co.ke/article/2000187383/
president-uhuru-kenyatta-presents-over-2-000-titles-to-lamu-residents,
accessed 1 July 2019

Star, The. 2017a. ‘Is Rebellion the next Phase of Laikipia Violence?’ 5 June 2017

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



198 References

Star, The. 2017b. ‘I Will Push for Increased Oil Proceeds for Turkana — Governor
Nanok.’14 May, www.the-star.co.ke/news/2017-05-14-i-will-push-for-increased-
oil-proceeds-for-turkana-governor-nanok, accessed 27 July 2019

Stave, J., G. Oba, N. C. Stenseth and I. Nordal. 2005. ‘Environmental Gradients in
the Turkwel Riverine Forest, Kenya: Hypotheses on Dam-Induced Vegetation
Change.” Forest Ecology and Management 212(1): 184—98

Stein, S. and M. Kalina. 2019. ‘Becoming an Agricultural Growth Corridor: African
Megaprojects at a Situated Scale.” Environment and Society 10(1): 83—100

Stepputat, F. and T. Hagmann. 2019. ‘Politics of Circulation: The Makings of the
Berbera Corridor in Somali East Africa.” Environment and Planning D: Society
and Space 37(5): 794-813

Sulieman, H. M. 2015. ‘Grabbing of Communal Rangelands in Sudan: The Case
of Large-scale Mechanized Rain-fed Agriculture.” Land Use Policy 47: 439-47

Sulle, E. and R. Smalley. 2015. ‘The State and Foreign Capital in Agricultural
Commercialisation: The Case of Tanzania’s Kilombero Sugar Company.” In R.
Hall, I. Scoones and D. Tsikata, eds, Africa’s Land Rush: Rural Livelihoods &
Agrarian Change. Woodbridge: James Currey, pp. 114-31
http://swahilitime.blogspot.com/2009/10/mashamba-morogoro.html, accessed
15 November 2015

Swazuri, M., T. Chavangi, F. Lukalo and E. Dokhe. 2018. Experiences in Large-
scale Land Acquisition for Mega Projects in Lamu. Nairobi: National Land
Commission

Tache, B. 2013. ‘Rangeland Enclosures in Southern Oromia, Ethiopia: An Innovative
Response or the Erosion of Common Property Resources?” In A. Catley, J. Lind
and I. Scoones, eds, Pastoralism and Development in Africa: Dynamic Change
at the Margins. Abingdon: Routledge

Tanzania Forest Conservation Group. 2018. ‘Terms of Reference: Facilitation of the
Design, Establishment and Documentation of a Payment for Ecosystem Services
Scheme in Mngeta Valley” www.tfcg.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/
ToRMngetaPESFINAL2018.pdf, accessed 4 July 2019

Taylor, E. C. 2013. ‘Claiming Kabale: Racial Thought and Urban Governance in
Uganda.’ Journal of Eastern African Studies 7(1): 143-63

Tewolde Woldemariam and Fana Gebresenbet. 2014. ‘Socio-political and
Conflict Implications of Sugar Development in Salamago Wereda, Ethiopia.’
In Gebrehiwot Berhe, ed., A Delicate Balance: Land Use, Minority Rights and
Social Stability in the Horn of Africa. Addis Ababa: Institute for Peace and
Security Studies, Addis Ababa University, pp. 117—43

Throup, D. and C. Hornsby. 1998. Multi-Party Politics in Kenya: The Kenyatta and
Moi States and the Triumph of the System in the 1992 Election. Oxford: James
Currey

Tilly, C. 2008. Contentious Performances. New York: Cambridge University Press

Tsing, A. L. 2003. ‘Natural Resources and Capitalist Frontiers.” Economic and
Political Weekly 38(48): 5100—06

Tsing, A. L. 2011. Friction: An Ethnography of Global Connection. Princeton NJ:
Princeton University Press

Tullow Oil. 2016. ‘Human Rights Report.” London: Tullow Oil, www.tullowoil.
com/Media/docs/default-source/1_About us/2018-tullow-oil-code-of-ethical-
conduct.pdf?sfvrsn=7, 4 October 2017

Tullow Oil. 2017. ‘Stakeholder Engagement Framework South Lokichar Basin,

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 199

Turkana Kenya.” London: Tullow Oil, www.tullowoil.com/Media/docs/
default-source/operations/kenya-eia/stakeholder-engagement-framework-(sef).
pdf?sfvrsn=0, 20 February 2018

Turner, F. J. 2014 [1894]. The Significance of the Frontier in American History.
Reprint. Marlborough: Martino Fine Books

Turner, M. D. 2011. ‘The New Pastoral Development Paradigm: Engaging the
Realities of Property Institutions and Livestock Mobility in Dryland Africa.’
Society and Natural Resources 24(5): 469-84

Turner, M.D. and E. Schlecht. 2019. ‘Livestock Mobility in Sub-Saharan Africa: A
Critical Review.” Pastoralism 9(1): 13

Turton, D. 2011. ‘Wilderness, Wasteland or Home? Three Ways of Imagining the
Lower Omo Valley.’ Journal of Eastern African Studies 5(1): 158-76

Turton, D. Forthcoming. ‘Breaking Every Rule in the Book: The Story of River
Basin Development in Ethiopia’s Omo Valley.” in C. E. Gabbert, J. Galaty, Fana
Gebresenbet and G. Schlee, eds, Lands of the Future-Future of the Lands:
Anthropological Perspectives on Agro-pastoralist, Investment and Land Use.
New York: Berghahn

Umar, A. and R. Baulch. 2007. Risk Taking for a Living: Trade and Marketing in
the Somali Region of Ethiopia. Addis Ababa: UN-OCHA Pastoral Community
Initiative

UNHCR. 2018. Kalobeyei Integrated Socio-economic Development Plan in
Turkana West: Phase One, 2018-2022. Nairobi: Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Refugees

UNHCR. 2019. ‘Cash for Shelter in Kenya: A Field Experience.” Nairobi: Office of
the United Nations High Commissioner For Refugees, www.cashlearning.org/
downloads/user-submitted-resources/2019/02/1549035864.Cash % 20for% 20
Shelter%20in% 20Kenya-A% 20Field % 20Experience. UNHCR.pdf, 25 April
2019

Unruh, J. D. 1990. ‘Integration of Transhumant Pastoralism and Irrigated Agriculture
in Semi-arid East Africa.” Human Ecology 18: 223—46

URT (United Republic of Tanzania). 2013. 2012 Population and Housing Census:
Population Distribution by Administrative Areas, March 2013. Dar es Salaam:
National Bureau of Statistics

Van Schendel, W. 2005. ‘Spaces of Engagement: How Borderlands, Illegal Flows,
and Territorial States Interlock.” In W. van Schendel and I. Abraham, eds, Illicit
Flows and Criminal Things: States, Borders, and the Other Side of Globalization.
Bloomington IN: Indiana University Press

Vandergeest, P. and N. L. Peluso. 1995. ‘Territorialization and State Power in
Thailand.” Theory and Society 24(3): 385—426

Vaughan, C. 2013. ‘Violence and Regulation in the Darfur-Chad Borderland c.
1909-1956: Policing a Colonial Boundary.” Journal of African History 54(2):
177-98

Vehrs, H. P. 2016. ‘Changes in Landscape Vegetation, Forage Plant Composition
and Herding Structure in the Pastoralist Livelihoods of East Pokot, Kenya.’
Journal of Eastern African Studies 10(1): 88—110

Vehrs, H. P. 2018. ‘Perceptions and Cultural Appropriations of Landscape-Level
Invasions. Environmental Changes and Social Transformations in East Pokot,
Kenya.” PhD thesis. Faculty of Arts and Humanities, University of Cologne

Verdirame, G. and B. Harrell-Bond. 2005. Rights in Exile: Janus-faced Humani-
tarianism. New York, Oxford: Berghahn Books

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



200 References

Verhoeven, H. 2016. ‘Briefing: African Dam Building as Extraversion: The Case of
Sudan’s Dam Programme, Nubian resistance, and the Saudi-Iranian Proxy War
in Yemen.” African Affairs 115(460): 56273

Verhoeven, H. 2018. ‘The Gulf and the Horn: Changing Geographies of Security
Interdependence and Competing Visions of Regional Order.” Civil Wars 20(3):
333-57

Visser, O.,]. Clapp and S. R. Isakson. 2015. ‘Introduction to a Symposium on Global
Finance and the Agri-food Sector: Risk and Regulation.” Journal of Agrarian
Change 15(4): 54148

Voller, L., A. B. Christense, G. Kamadi and H. van der Wiel. 2016. ‘A People in
the Way of Progress.” Danwatch, 30 May 2016, https://old.danwatch.dk/
undersogelse/a-people-in-the-way-of-progress, accessed 19 June 2019

Walwa, J. W. 2017. ‘Land Use Plans in Tanzania: Repertoires of Domination or
Solutions to Rising Farmer—-Herder Conflicts?” Journal of Eastern African
Studies 11: 408—24

Watts, M. J. 2004. ‘Antinomies of Community: Some Thoughts on Geography,
Resources and Empire.” Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers
29(2): 195-216

Watts, M. J. 2018. ‘Frontiers: Authority, Precarity, and Insurgency at the Edge of the
State.” World Development 101: 477—88

Waweru, P. 2002. ‘Frontier Urbanisation: The Rise and Development of Towns
in Samburu District, Kenya, 1909-1940." Azania: Archaeological Research in
Africa 36-37(1): 84-97

Weng, L., A. K. Boedhihartono, P. H. Dirks, J. Dixon, M. I. Lubis, and J. A. Sayer.
2013. ‘Mineral Industries, Growth Corridors and Agricultural Development in
Africa.’” Global Food Security 2(3): 195—-202

White, B., S. M. Borras Jr, R. Hall, I. Scoones and W. Wolford. 2013. ‘The New
Enclosures: Critical Perspectives on Corporate Land Deals.” In B. White, S. M.
Borras Jr, R. Hall, I. Scoones and W. Wolford eds, The New Enclosures: Critical
Perspectives on Corporate Land Deals. London: Routledge, pp. 13—42

Whittaker, H. 2014. Insurgency and Counterinsurgency in Kenya: A Social History
of the Shifta Conflict, c. 1963-1968. Boston MA: Brill

Willis, J. and N. Chome. 2014. ‘Marginalization and Political Participation on the
Kenya Coast: The 2013 Elections.” Journal of Eastern African Studies 8(1): 115—
34

Willis, J., G. Lynch and N. Cheeseman. 2017. ‘Kenyan Elections are Much More
than Just a Ruthless Game of Thrones.” The Conversation, 3 August 2017, http://
theconversation.com/kenyas-elections-are-much-more-than-just-a-ruthless-
game-of-thrones-81957, accessed 2 July 2019

Wirth, M. K. 1988. Project Evaluation Food Security Programme III, Nginyang
Division/Baringo District, Kenya. Nairobi: Kenya Freedom from Hunger Council

Woertz, E. 2013a. Oil for Food: The Global Food Crisis and the Middle East. Oxford:
Oxford University Press

Woertz, E. 2013b. ‘The Governance of Gulf Agro-investments.” Globalizations 10(1):
87-104

Wolford, W., S. M. Borras Jr, R. Hall, I. Scoones and B White. 2013. ‘Governing
Global Land Deals: The Role of the State in the Rush for Land.” Development
and Change 44: 189-210

Woodhouse, P., G. J. Veldwisch, J. P. Venot, D. Brockington, H. Komakech and
A. Manjichi. 2017. ‘African Farmer-led Irrigation Development: Re-framing

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



References 201

Agricultural Policy and Investment?’ Journal of Peasant Studies 44(1): 213-33

World Bank. 2014. ‘World Bank Boosts Support for Pastoralists in Horn of
Africa.” Press release. World Bank, www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-
release/2014/03/18/world-bank-pastoralists-horn-africa, accessed 6 June 2019

World Bank. 2015. ‘Leveraging Oil and Gas Industry for the Development of
a Competitive Private Sector in Uganda.” Kampala: World Bank, http://
documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/521361468302082824/pdf/
ACS125280REVIS0itiveOPrivate0Sector.pdf, accessed 30 July 2019

World Bank. 2017. ‘Horn of Africa Initiative: Corridor Opportunities in the Horn of
Africa.” Washington DC: World Bank

World Bank. 2019. ‘Ethiopia: Overview.” Washington DC: World Bank, www.
worldbank.org/en/country/ethiopia/overview, accessed 26 July 2019

Yacob Arsano and G. Basechler. 2002. “Transformation of Resource Conflicts and
the Case of Woito River Valley in Southern Ethiopia.” In M. Flury and U. Geiser,
eds, Local Environmental Management in a North-South Perspective: Issues of
Participation and Knowledge Management. Zurich: IOS Press, pp: 91-108

Yacob Aklilu and A. Catley. 2009. Livestock Exports from the Horn of Africa: An
Analysis of Benefits by Pastoralist Wealth Group and Policy Implications.
Medford MA: Feinstein International Center, Tufts University

Zoomers, A. 2018. ‘Plantations are Everywhere! Between Infrastructural Violence
and Inclusive Development.” Geoforum 96: 341—44

This title is available under the Open Access licence CC-BY-NC-ND



	Frontcover
	1 Introduction: The Politics of Land, Resources & Investment in Eastern Africa’s Pastoral Drylands
	References
	Land Investment Politics Rettberg Chapter 14 OA.pdf
	OA Prelims for ch. 14.pdf
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24114590
	_Hlk24114782
	_Hlk24115384
	_Hlk24115502
	_Hlk24117282
	_Hlk24117253
	_Hlk24118042
	_Hlk24118144
	_Hlk24119408
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24119778
	_Hlk24122927
	_Hlk24123048
	_Hlk24123062
	_Hlk8724319
	_Hlk8737666
	_Hlk24211300
	_Hlk24211851
	_Hlk9434720
	_Hlk4329917
	_Hlk24212241
	_Hlk8723322
	_Hlk24212839
	_Hlk24212863
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24353841
	_Hlk24353818
	_Hlk24353995
	_Hlk24354024
	_Hlk24354129
	_Hlk24354427
	_Hlk24354525
	_Hlk24354684
	_Hlk24354809
	_Hlk24354901
	_Hlk6575161
	_Hlk24214567
	_Hlk24216414
	_Hlk24216763
	_Hlk24217087
	_GoBack
	OLE_LINK1
	OLE_LINK2
	_Hlk24355652
	_Hlk24355594
	_Hlk24355730
	_Hlk24355854
	_Hlk24355943
	_Hlk24356271
	_Hlk24356658
	_Hlk24357032
	_Hlk24357109
	_Hlk24357154
	_Hlk24357202
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24357237
	_Hlk24365781
	_Hlk24365812
	_Hlk24365863
	_Hlk24365994
	_Hlk24366357
	_Hlk24366525
	_Hlk24371247
	_Hlk24371303
	_Hlk24371437
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24371685
	_Hlk24373885
	_Hlk24372866
	_Hlk24374221
	_Hlk24374589
	_Hlk24374673
	_Hlk24374777
	_Hlk24374805
	_Hlk24375038
	_Hlk24375508
	_GoBack
	_Hlk7004858
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24383005
	_Hlk24383024
	_Hlk24384869
	_Hlk24384920
	_Hlk24385446
	_Hlk24385546
	_Hlk24385601
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_Hlk24470446
	_Hlk24471528
	_Hlk24472593
	_Hlk24472667
	_Hlk24472718
	_Hlk24473610
	_Hlk24473587
	_Hlk24473699
	_Hlk24473722
	_Hlk24473777
	_GoBack
	_Hlk8802413
	_GoBack





