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Title: Agro-pastoralists Migrants and Agricultural Communities Coexistence and Livelihood 

Opportunities in Tanzania.  A Case Study of Kilombero Valley 

 

1.1 Introduction. 

As a result of climate change and variability and other factors agro-pastoralists and pastoralists everywhere 

in Africa encounter numerous hardships with respect to both water and grazing lands availability.  

Consequently this put greater challenge to their livelihoods. As a coping mechanism, agro-pastoralists have 

migrated to unfamiliar territory in search of pasture and water for their livestock, most have moved to 

regions occupied by agricultural communities (Antezza,  2008). They have thus been forced to live in 

unfamiliar territories with agricultural communities and there have been cases of conflict as a result of these 

interactions. In Africa, the Darfur conflict which was a result of encroachment of cultivated land by livestock 

keepers is more pronounced. The conflict escalated into war which has led to the deaths of 300,000 people 

(Mamdani 2008). But conflicts can be a result of, or failure of coexistence.  Nonetheless, there are potential 

opportunities that may arise from coexistence of the two different groups. 

 

A wide range of cooperative and synergistic relationships exist between agro-pastoralists and peasant 

communities. Exchange of goods, skills and services which arises from these relationships is crucial to the 

growth of rural economies. In Africa, exchange between agro pastoralists and agriculture communities have 

been instrumental not only in satisfying the growing need of food but also income for both populations. 

Swift (1986) as cited by Bianco (2006) has noted the potentiality of barter and exchange mechanisms for 

starch based staples such as cereals grains for milk and meat in Africa. But with increased market economy 

barter trade is slowly becoming nonviable. Market terms of trade between the two groups are therefore a 

critical indicator of prosperity of individual household in particular and the rural economy as a whole. 

 

The relationship between agro-pastoralists/pastoralists in Tanzania is one of ambivalence. There are cases of 

communal warfare for example Kilosa killings of 2008 and peaceful coexistence (Benjaminsen et al 2009).  

In Tanzania Agro-pastoralists and pastoralists in-migrations toward peasants territory is an overriding 

phenomenon and is unlikely going to be halted (Matee and Shem 2006) although the Agriculture and 

Livestock Policy of 1997 discourage any movement of pastoralists with their cattle. 
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There has been influx of Sukuma (an ethnic tribe) migrants in Kilombero valley originating from the North-

western Tanzanian regions of Mwanza and Shinyanga. They have as well moved to the Usangu plain in 

Mbeya region where some of them have been subsequently removed because of increase in the cattle 

numbers. Social and economic networks between agro-pastoralists and peasants have been increasingly 

complex, their economic interests are so interlinked despite conflicts and each may have a reason to be 

interested with the well-being and functioning of the other.  

 

There has been increasing concern among social scientists on seeking means and ways of improving growth 

and employment in rural areas where great proportion of sub Saharan Africa’s population live in.  By using 

synergistic perspective this study tries to assess desirable livelihood outcome from coexistence between the 

two groups. The study is essentially about socio-economic relevant issues that keep the two groups together. 

 

1.2 Statement of the Problem and Justification of the Study 

The dominant discourse tends to presents agro-pastoralists and peasants interaction as mainly conflictual and 

divergent (Gutkin, 1970). In Tanzania, studies on conflicts between peasants and agro-

pastoralists/pastoralists have been frequently reported. These include a study on water conflicts in Pangani 

(Mbonile 2006) and Conflicts over land use (Mbonile and Mwamfupe,1997).  Agro-pastoralists have also 

been evicted as a result of these conflicts such as Usangu plain in Mbeya (Matee and Shem, 2006). The 

overriding tendency has thus been centred on discussion on what keeps pastoralists and crop cultivators apart 

than what keeps them together.  Surely conflicts occur mainly as a result of resource competition. 

Nonetheless they constitute only one aspect of a much more complex interaction between the two groups.  

 

Relationship between agro pastoralists and peasants could also be conceived in terms of symbiotic-

relationship based on mutual dependence and mutual advantage with implied complementarities in the 

social, ecological and economic spheres (Breusers, 1998).  In the study conducted in West Africa on 

coexistence between Fulani herders and Marka farmers  (who also practice a little livestock keeping) Crane 

(2010) recognized the value of potential trade and exchange between the two groups which can lead to 

improvement of the rural economy. However Crane’s study had natural resource perspective which will 

differ with the social-economic perspective intended to be employed by the proposed work. 
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This study intends to examine the existing opportunities for improvement of productivity and income for 

both groups. It focuses on mutual aspect of relationship between two groups, to which no comprehensive 

empirical findings have been gathered in Tanzania.  The proposed study hypothesizes that there are 

commodity bundles in terms of assets that each group is endowed with.  By examining trade and exchange of 

these bundles using livelihood framework of analysis this study intend to unveil opportunities for broadening 

and improving rural economy. This will be achieved through diversifying income streams and reducing 

exposure to risks and shocks. 

 

 There are different approaches of enhancing rural growth. By using synergistic perspective it is imperative 

to examine dynamics of growth opportunities that exist as a result of coexistence between agro-pastoralists 

and Agricultural societies. These opportunities may improve livelihood of both communities. The study will 

focus on these existing opportunities, which have mostly been given secondary importance in studies on 

interactions between agro pastoralists and agricultural communities in Tanzania. The findings of this study 

will also add to the scanty literature available in Tanzania in the area of agro-pastoralists-agriculturalist 

coexistence.  

 
1.3 Objective of the Study 

The overall objective is to examine social and economic growth opportunities that exist due to coexistence 

between agricultural and migrants’ agro-pastoralist communities in Kilombero valley. Specifically the study 

intends to; i)   assess the range and value of pastoralists and peasants livelihood assets  

  ii)  examine off-farm income generating activity in the context  of livelihood diversification of agro- 

       pastoralists and peasants communities 

 iii) give comparative analysis of livelihood outcomes in terms of income gaining opportunities as part of       

     trade exchanges  between   Agro-pastoralists and peasants 

iv) investigate the role of institutions in enhancing coexistence of two groups for improvement of rural        

    economy in terms increasing productivity and creation of marginal informal employment. 

 

1.4 Conceptual Framework 

The  study broadly intends to capture aspects of rural economy. Conceptual framework adopted in this study 

is a modified Sustainable Livelihood Approach (SLA) (See Appendix 1).  SLA will be used as it helps, as 

Ellis (2000) put it, to understand the livelihoods of the poor. This framework is adopted and modified not 
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only because of its holistic and multidimensionality nature (Kaag et al  2004), but also because of its ability 

to capture complexity in economic interaction between two diversified groups in terms of their productivity 

(Scoones, 2009).  Livelihood processes will be analysed in the contexts of coexistence or synergy between 

these groups. The assets of both groups can intricately pulled together to unveil some of the livelihood 

opportunities open to both groups. It is thus imperative to have a clear sense of the most important assets that 

two groups own in order to identify opportunities for exchange and desirable livelihood outcomes for both 

groups. 

 

It is envisaged that the incoming of pastoralists to peasants territories might have brought with it livelihood 

diversification among peasants. These diversifications may be in terms of inter alia growth in petty trading 

activities and transportation activities, as result of not only economies of scale (increasing in population) but 

also depending on purchasing power of incoming agro-pastoralists.  

 

It is understood that some production activities particularly among migrants’ pastoralists can detrimentally 

affect the environment e.g destruction of water sources or affect social quality leading to conflict resulting 

from peasants’ crop destruction. The impact of these is to reduce social (capital) networks through which 

people can access productive assets of various types such as credit and labour.  It is from this understanding 

that the role of institutions becomes critical. The concept of institution brings in crucial variable that will 

mediate the livelihood processes. Institution in the form of rules and policies will have impact on resolving 

any confrontations that may endanger healthy trading environment. In this study the desired outcomes is the 

increase in productivity and income together with creation of employment. 

 

1.5 literatures Review 

1.5.1 Concept of coexistence and theoretical conception 

Coexistence entails conflicts and mutual relationship between two groups living together. So there are cases 

of complementarities within the mutual aspect. The concept of coexistence can be investigated in ecological, 

economic and cultural aspect. This study will focus on economic aspects of coexistence between agro-

pastoralists and peasants communities. This study will borrow much from the concept of coexistence 

theorized by Mutie (2005) in a study on Kamba and Maasai in Kenya which had a cultural and ethnicity 

perspective 



SUA 
PhD PROPOSAL  
JOHN MSINDE 

 

5 
 

 

According to Mutie (2005), distinctions and diversity of the two groups is the most important aspect of 

coexistence. He argues that similarities between the two ethnic groups can undermine coexistence as this 

may weaken the basis for exchange and heighten competition for similar resources.  If diversity is important 

component to ensure complementarities then there will be potential social and economic opportunities as a 

result of coexistence. Thus the foregoing theory will provide an entry point for studying the two economic 

diverse groups (in terms livelihoods) of Agro-pastoralists and peasants in Kilombero 

 

Apart from diversity there are other factors that affect degree of mutuality and quality of complementary 

exchange between two groups’ specialisations.  Joan (1999) theorises coexistence in terms of degree of 

dependency on each groups.  According to Joan the potential for reciprocal peasants-nomad exchange is 

largely inversely proportional to the self sufficiency of each population with regards to the production or 

service of the other. It should be underscored here that other aspects livelihoods, such as marketing of their 

products and access to physical resources such as grazing land may create indispensability between two 

communities.   

 

1.5.2 Agro-pastoralists and Peasants as an Economic System 

 The overall approach of this study is to analyze interaction between the two groups as a single system. This 

is because of one; their activities overlap substantially and two; this aspect of overlapping   create some 

degree of what Painter et al (1994) call contact and mutual effect. The social systems may be more divergent 

but economic linkage which is the crux of this study is substantial. This justifies characterization of the two 

groups as part of a one rural social economic system. 

In economic terms, financial capital is crucial. As peasants are native of the area, they are likely going to act 

as businessmen and migrants, customers. Notwithstanding, trading relationship shouldn’t be conceived in 

this simplicity. Agro-pastoralists may have a stake in business too, particularly in cattle trade and other 

livestock products. Flourishing of trading activities will significantly lead to the growth of local rural 

economy. 
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1.5.3 Coexistence and Livelihood Diversification 

Livelihood strategies of migrants’ agro-pastoralists and peasants fall on broad spectrum. Agro-pastoralists 

herds cattle but also cultivate crops. They may diversify within their livestock mode of production. As a 

result of market economy, for example Crane (2010) points out that Fulani cattle herders of West Africa 

have invested in keeping goats, sheep and other small ruminants.  These small ruminants are seen as good 

investments because they multiply quickly and can be sold to generate income and cover small expenses. 

On the other hand Peasants tend to engage and diversify on a wide range of off-farm activities. Nevertheless 

as noted by Urassa (2009) in his study of diversification strategies in Tanzanian region of Rukwa, the staple 

food which is maize in the study area continues to have overarching role in households’ livelihoods.  But 

his study was conducted in predominantly agricultural area.  Considering interaction with migrants’ agro-

pastoralists, peasants in Kilombero valley may not rely much on rice as a staple food and capitalize on trade 

and exchange opportunities with agro-pastoralists. 

 

1.6 Methodology 

1.6.1 Description of the Study area. Kilombero Valley which is located in Morogoro region. This has been 

purposively selected as a case study. The selection is based on the presence of established settlements of 

agro-pastoralists migrants in the area.   But this is not a unique case of Agro-pastoralists-peasants 

coexistence in Tanzania. Kilombero valley has been historically dominated by peasants whose main 

production was cereal cultivation (mainly rice, but maize is also cultivated).  Peasants have used rice for food 

but also as a tradable commodity. The valley is generally fertile and was sparsely populated before in-

migration of Agro-pastoralists. 

 

1.6.2 Study Design and Sampling  

The study will use cross sectional design (Creswell 2003) where data will be collected at one point in time. 

The unit of analysis will be a household. Household is preferred here because of its suitability in the 

sustainable livelihood framework. The study will use both qualitative and quantitative data. In qualitative 

data, focus group discussion and in-depth interviews will be used. These tools will particularly gather data on 

the migration history, value systems and the role of institution in cementing agro-pastoralist and peasants 

bond and conflict resolution. Questionnaire will be developed to collect quantitative information. Most of the 
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item in questionnaire will be quantified to gather data on variables such as household size, size and value of 

the assets owned and value of trades and exchanges between the two groups.  

 

 The Sampled study area which is Kilombero valley is located in Ulanga District. The area is divided into 

administrative units called wards. About 5 wards will be selected purposively. The selection will be based on 

degree of interaction of peasants with agro-pastoralists which is determine in proximity of their settlements. 

The total of 350 households are going to be sampled, 200 will be peasants and 150 agro-pastoralists 

households.  Peasants population is expected to be large than agro-pastoralists. Selection of respondents will 

be random. A group of individuals engaged dominantly in trading activities will also be picked to capture 

more insights in the growth of trading activities in the area. Key informants will also be employed. These 

include village leaders, district officials, wards officials and prominent agro-pastoralists leaders. 

 

1.6.3 Data analysis. 

Qualitative data will be analysed using content analysis using Nvivo computer software programme, which 

basically involves breaking disaggregated data into research themes.  Quantitative data will be analysed 

using Statistical Package for Social Science (SPSS) and Microsoft excel.  Descriptive and inferential 

statistics will be used to analyse variable of interests such as income, age volume of trading etc.   
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Appendix 1.   
A Conceptual Framework 

 
 
 
  
 
Agro-pastoralists  
Physical  
Financial 
Human 
Social  
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A  Livelihood framework of Analysis modified from DFID (1999) to capture synergy as essential mediating 
process.  
 

Agro-
Pastoralists 
Assets 
Physical 
Financial 
Human 
Social 

Peasants 
Assets 
Physical 
Financial 
Human 
Social 
 

Synergistic 
interactions 
Trades 
Exchanges 

Institutions 
-Government 
Policy 
-Local rules and 
Regulations 
-Local traditions 
and value 
systems 

Livelihoods Outcome 
-Increase in income 
-Increase in assets and 
Productivity 
-Decrease exposure to 
Shocks and risks 
-Increase in 
employment 

Livelihoods 
Diversification 


