Rural Development Sociology  (RDS)Chair Group

MSc. Thesis

WAGENINGENLH




Struggles in Shimoni: The political ecology of coastal fisheries in Kenya

Richard Dimb&iaka

Thesis submitted for thpartial fulfillment of the degree ahe MSc. Program:

International Developmen§tudies(Sociology of Development)

Supervisors:
Prof. Leontine Visser

Dr. Dik Roth

Wageningen University and Research Cep@®2, The Netherlands



ABSTRACT
There exist constant resouraese struggles in the smaltalecoastal fisheries of Kenya including

Shimoni. Positivistic ecological and economic studies ignore the complex andscaildli socio
political nature of these struggles. Such studies inadequately reduce the cause of the struggles to
competition for scarcdisheries, policy failure and stubbornness of artisanal fishers. This study, by
following a political ecology approach, argues that struggles in sovalé coastal fisheries of
Shimoni are influenced by unequal power relations that transform the exissimgicpolitical
relations of fisher groups. Additionally, the study argues that fluid identity politics can be used by
smallscale artisanal fishers to challenge the unequal power relations. Particular focus is on ring net
and spear gun fishing, Marine d®®ected Areas (MPAs) and ‘Gmanagementc Beach Management

Unit (BMU).

Key words:Resourceuse struggles, political ecology, power relations, identity politics, ssoalk

coastal fisheries, Ring net, Spear gun, MPAsmm&twagement, BMU, Kenya, Sloin,
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INTRODUCTION
I am drawn to thismall but vital field ofesourceuse strugglesn smaliscale coastal fisheries out of
my previousNGOwork in coastal KenyeDuring my work with smiscale coastal fishers Kenya, |
often witnessed struggles in form of violence in places such as Kipini and Malindi in the north coast
FYR K2aGAtS GFf1a RdzNAnd BeetingdBat etten] atterfled DriofMBAQ 4 S Y A
or both. Large number of strugglegere (and still are) related tdishers access to fishing grounds,
dza S 2 F WRSaFHNH2OHI QA SISy R A & IKdeB (VP s) Redanily SdBdorsfért witthe
co-management arrangenmeé through Beach Manageent Units (BMUs)has added to thdist of
O2ySaidSR WiKAY 3a Durikg/myinkobemén ih theiNGO warl & ias ebinrSch ©
to hear coastal fishers being described by fellow NGO workers as staldomt nonresponsiveto
change.Not least their fishing activities were and amontinuously described by researchers and
conservation NGOs as unsustainalplet only in so far as the integrity of the ecosysteradscerned
but also to the extent that theysupport their ecommic wellbeing (Samoilyset al., 2011).
Nonetheless, radicahttempts have been made by theo@rnment of Kenya (GoKin order to
promote growth and influence change in the coastal fisheries including but not limited to
introduction of semicommercial ringnets with the aim of increasinghe capacity of the artisanal
fishers to venture in the fisheries beyond the reef flats. The hope has deeérstill isthat artisanal
fishers would find serméommercial ring net fishing lucrative and abandon their arti$gears which
are deemed by reseahers as harrful to the fish breeding grounds. Disappointingly, artisanal fishers

are still here withus and a fierce struggle is eviddsgtween them and ring net fishers.

Since the 1970s, a preservationist ideology im¥sded coastal fisheries not only in Kenya but also
other areas othe world. The ideology maintairibat the creation of marine protected areas (MPAS)
is promising in so far as conserving the coastal ecosystems is concerned. More ambitious works
(includng Franciset al, 2000and Muthiga, 200P have even shown how artisanal fishers could
exploit the positive externéles of MPAs. Such works potiowards the increasefish populationin

the MPAs which can be harvested by fishers ihirig grounds closby or adjacent to MPAdn
Kenyayresearch hapointed towards the benef of Watamu, Malindi, Mombasa arKiste/Mpungulti
marine protected areagMuthiga, 2009) Even with such persuasions concerning the benefits of
MPAs to artisanal fisher¥, A & KeSistERce tathe exitence and expansion of MPARows no signs

of ceasing. Most recently, East Africa Wildlife SodqieWS)a conservation NGO, has pogedthe
MPArelated idea ofCommunity Conserved Areaghis conceptthough sounding friendlier and
coated with words that camouflage the complexity of coastal fishefsesh as communityhas

generatad as muchstruggles as itstencilgMPAs especially in Shimaoni
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Misreading coastal fishers to be one homogenous group that should share fisheries mamhge
responsibilities with the garnment in what is known to be, though unrealisticallybottom-up

approach Beach Management Unit (BMU) framework is another move that is opening another
chapterof struggles. Having been tried in Lake Victoria, the BMbhéwork is now being promoted

by the government and many conservation NGOs as a primary means of managing coastal fisheries.
Like the radical steps that aimed@tl G I LJdzf Ay 3 ANRgGK Ay YSyelrQa O2I
of the artisanal fishers antPAs that aimed at saving the coastal fisheries from degradation and
increasing tourism, the BMU framework oversimphfcoastal fisheries by overlooking the inherent
sociopolitical processesRather, its conception and practice is infested with illusiaf power

sharing and participatory decision making arrangements. Rather than sharing the unrealistically
reified power, BMU is fast emerging astab G F2 NY ¢ KSNB (KS &parthénkdny Sy (i Q&
easily exert its control on fishers activities aN&Os can reach to their target groups. However, the
framework is facing either reluctance or resistance from fishers making it another battlefield in the

coastal fisheries of Kenya.

In spite of these struggles, any ecological and economic studilscoastal fsheries of Kenya, by
following positivistic paradigms, relatthe grugglesto competitionabout declinng fisheries stock
McClanahanOburaand their colleaguebave devoted theirefforts in showing how the declines in
the coastal fish popul&ins lead © shrinking catchegMcClanaharet al., 2005;2008; Obura, 2001;
Oburaet al, 2002. Studies such aslomerDixon (1999)pbserve that declining natural resources
trigger competition which may lead to segregation amongst resource yseace casing conflicts.

| agree that understanding the ecological procességoastal fisheries antheir economic impacts is
important. However feject the suggestiothat ecological and economic analysis alone are adequate
to tell us the situation o€onflictsin coastal fisheriesAlthough the causeffect relationship between
fisheries decline and competition is stating the obvious, there is very little to learn from it about the
processes and nature of the ensuing struggles. Unfortunately, many fisheriegageraant
instruments rely heavily on such positivistic studies even though they ovett@lsociepolitical
processes that fisheries struggles are embeddedirinorder to effectively manage fisheries and
adequatelyunderstand the inherent struggles we rmédo go beyond quantification of fisheries
problems and understand the complex and mgltalar socigolitical contextof the fisheries It
follows therefore, that we can no longer afford to take for grantdéite sociepolitical processesor
even treat assupplementarystudies that dig deeper into these processassmallscale coastal

fisheries because they are as important as the ecological and economic aspects.

I find political ecology though wider,a relevant field of engagemenht iorder to understad the

constant struggles in smadtale coastal fisheries of Shimoni. By applying the wider field of political
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ecology, | acknowledge that these struggles are happening in a politicized environment where power
is exercised in a unbalanced manner to tramsfdhe social relations of fisheries. Thusthis thesid

argue that the struggles in the smaltale coastal fisheries of Shimorinoot be simplified as
scarcitycaused butare rather influenced bythe transformation that occugin the social relatios to
fisheries. My entry point is the wag whichthe social actors in the smadtale fisheries of Shimoni
socially relate to the fisheries in terms of access, ownership and knowledge production. | argue that
the multiplicity and complexity of these act and their social actionsuch as ring net fishing,
prohibition of spear gun fishing, marine protected areas and Bitiducepower fiddswith unequal

power relations.Because these power fields act to exercise control over the way in which actors
relate with costal fisheries for livelihoods, this confluence prodigaezone of constant contestation
(Peluso andVatts, 2001) | use this to respond to the question: Hane the struggles in the small

scale coastal fisheries ohigoni influenced byunequal paver relations regardingccess, use and
control of fisheries? In these unequal power relations, | contend with Bryant (1997) that the weak
gAff Ftglea az2YSKz2g OKIffSyaS GKS WLiRdaeSHNRgA QP ¢
0KS WgSIiKSBy & S2vlrus réskurcd users can empldp challenge unequal power
relations surrounding the appropriation of the resources in question. In this studygue that
ARSyidGAade LRtAGAOaA OFy 6S FTRRSR (2 (KRS YKERRENY 3
0 NI y & Gooh, 198%1990). The fluidity of identity politlesips in understandingociopolitical
processes as dynamithis way, | view social identities notfased structures andompleted projects

but ratheras acontinuous processf making, unmaking and remakingtbkir social boundaries and
meaning. Additionally, using social identitiess devoid of tle simplistic dichotomies creately
political ecologists such &ryant (1998;1997whoview resource use struggles inagbn to distinct
grassroots againgncroaching hegemonieblence the second question this studg: How do small

scale artisanatoastalfishers in Shimorjre]create and use iddity politics to challenge th@einequal

power relationghat influence fisheriestauggle®

In chapterone I give RSAONRLIIAZ2Y 2F NBOSy( RSgiBSfelgtbiMSy G a Ay
the existing struggles. | highlight the discouraging results of taking for graoydxbth research and

policy,the complexity and mulglicity of the sociabrganisationaround and about fisherie$ show

this oversight in specific areas such as regulations on fishing gears, establishment of MPAs and co
management(BMUs) The main point in chapter one is that the sepmlitical aspectsarourd
A0NYz33AE Sa Ay YSyeél Qareséasthed betalise théircdrPlaldatdamettaldts dzy RS
nature canmt be studied using the dominanpositivistic ecological and economic methods.
Consequently, these struggles are myopically understood andveréion mechanismsend to

achieve disappointing outcorseChapter two of this study proposes a political ecology approach to

help bring to focus the complex soqmolitical nature of the struggles in the coastal fisheries. | use
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the concept of power reladns and knowledge processes to argue that the struggles are embedded

in the sociepolitical processes of coastal fisheriés. A Yy i N2 RdzOS ARSydAdGe L2t AG,
¢ S| 1 BWddenNshnscripfScott, 1985;1990)ye]creaed and used by artisahamaliscale fishers

furthermore discuss the methodology followed including selection of cases, research units,
respondents and methods of data collection and analySisapters three, four and five give the

details from fieldwork concerning strugglesound and about ring net fishing, spear gun fishing and
management instruments (MPAs and BMU) respectively. In chapter 6, | discuss my findings using the
intellectual traditions of political ecology. | do so by responding to the two questionfosehis

study.Finally | present my conclusions and recommendation for further research.
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CHAPTER 1

1.0. w9/ 9b¢ 59+9[ ht a9 b ¢ {SCAUE COASDAL FISHERIESR ! [ [
1.1. Characteristics of the sma#icale coastal fisheries

1.1.1. Socialorganisationof the fishers
The developments in global fish production both from capture fisheries and aquaculture has well

been documented by FAO for decades. While FAO (2002) reports that 15% of the total animal protein
global consumption comes from fisheries, even bigbroportions have been recorded in developing
countries and coastal regionK.is not surprising thaHoorweget al. (2009)report that more than

90% of the world fishers belongs to the snedhle sector. In Subahara Africa, smadkale fishers
expldt the coastal fisheries and Kenya is no exception. Much of the documented uncertainties facing
the smaliscale fishers often include risks at sea, unequal power relations to middlemen and owners
of the fishing vessels and underrepresentation in the natlgoolitics (Hoorweget al, 2009). Yet
equally important are the least documented impacts of management strategies and regulations, not

to mention competition from mushrooming middlevel commercial fishing.

Smallscale coastal fisheries in Kenya exhitbmplex and dynamic characteristics. Fishers often
enter into some kind of contracts to form fishing crew and also large groups to increase their catch,
deal with safety and other risks at sea and to defend their interests in a wider spectrum of power
forcesin local fisheriesTheir payments are hard to discern and can be in form of daily wages and fish
catch which is distributed depending on labour effort and capital. Crew composition may consist of
kinsmen, norkinsmen and friendgHoorweget al.,2009. Some fishers enter fishing at childhood by
accompanying their parents and finally break to join other crews. Likewise, ownership of fishing
vessels in the smadicale sector may follow different patterns. They can be owned individually,

communally or byvell-off individuals.

Coastal fishers of Kenya are differentiated based on fishing gears used and ethnicity and are thus
affected in different ways by the changing fisheries (McClanakaral., 2008). Fishers are also
differentiated in terms of skills @hknowledge about the characteristics of fisheries. Indeed because

of open access to fisheries, fishers are faced with competition not only in the markets but also in the
fishing grounds. Hoorwegt al. (2009 notes that smalkscale fishers address the competition in a
number of ways including using their skills and tHeiowledge about the sea which they hardly

share with their competitors.
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1.1.2. The missing link in the fisheries struggles

YSyel Qa O2Fadlft Sdale sisheis(idépend no fbrktheir livelinobds fare widely
described in many studies to be under tateThere are recorded declines in fish catch in the coastal
fisheries despite the increased per capita effort at sea by the fishers (McClarhher 2008;
McClanahan and Mwangi, 2004). Strategies that aim at the management of coastal fisheries have
been proposedby the government and conservation NG@sth strong focus of controlling
destructive fisher@activities. Disappointingly, the management strategies have failed in a number of
ways, most notably to meet their objectives of improving the semonomic conditions of small

scale coastal artisanal fisheGinneret al. (2010 attribute this state of affairs to the argument that

the management schemes often override the existing complexity and multiplicity of the coastal
fisheries which also include social relations such as access, ownership andlcoftiere are
situations where the fishers themselves have rejected the management schemes, especially for the
reasons that their interests are not addressed (Alidina, 2005). For example, the proposal to establish
marine protected areas is often seen bshiers as a scheme that blocks their access to what they call
their fishing grounds. In other cases fishers have smelled unfairness and lack of respect in the
manner in which those management plans are either conceived or implemgasgcially when
adequde and transparent consultation is not done beforehand. Not least, ssgale artisanal
fishers often view the introduction of middkecale commercial fishing within the coastal fisheries to

be enhancing unfair competition, not only at the fishing groumds also at the market. It is
unsurprising though unfortunate that most interventions only consider thelepth studies into
socialpolitical setings of coastal fisheries asupplementary elememst (Visser, 2004), perhaps
because of their complexity anchultiplicity. Yet the primary concern of the interventions is to
change the flow of action within these social relations to coastal fisheries. Accordingly, it cannot be
overemphasized that such interventions that seek to transform the social relatioe cfimaHlscale
coastal fisheries have met constant resistance wiketphysically or symbolicallyCinner and
colleagues have emphasized the need to understand the complex-socaimmic conditions of the
smalta OF £ S FAAKSNE Ay YSy¢adapdthe niaBaheindnt shyBsFi@d tidy lodaR A y 3
context (Cinneret al., 2010). Unfortunately and most likely because of their positivistic approach,
their study has also omitted the soegpwlitical processes that take place at the local beaches and

fishing vilages.
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1.2. Experiences with coastaigheries management instrumentis Kenya
¢t2 RIFIGSY GKSNB KIFI@S 06SSy aS@SNIf FdaGSyLiia oe& (K
manage the coastal fisheries. Three instruments are relevant for theogarpf this study namely

fisheries regulations, marine protected areas anehtanagement;BMUSs.

1.2.1. Fisheries regulations and coastal fishing methods
The Fisheries Act cap. 34 the Laws of Kenya of 1989 (revised 1991) remains one of the legal

instrument used by the government to govern coastal fisheries in Kenya. It contains prohibitions
that regulate fishing in specific fishing grounds, use of specific fishing gears deemed destructive and
licensing fishers to provide rights of access to fisheries. rloap to the Act the Fisheries
Department is the institution that is responsible for fisheries management and development in
Kenya By enforcing this law, the Fisheriesgartment has placed a restriction on some of the fishing
gears it considers destruge to coastal fisheriesnamely spear gus) beach seines and recently ring

nets. Despite thee restrictions,many studies, including but not limited to Alidina (2005) and this
research (see chapter 4), have reported increased use of spear guns esjedtad\south coastA

spear gun is easy to make from locally available materials and the knowledge of making it is passed
from older fishers to younger ones. Although Okeyo (2010) observes that many spear gun fishers do
not use boats, this stud{Chapter 4finds more organized spear gun fishers forming crew groups and

using the boats of their patrons right before the eyes of fisheries officers.

Although currently the use of beach seine is rare, personal observation shows that they are still in
useinsor® | NBl & &adzOK a4 al22NBYyA YR YAodz2dahas Ay YS
raised more debates than spear guns for reasons that could be linked to their magnitude of
destruction to other local fishing gearM¢Clanahan and Mangi, 2001n some areasn coastal

Kenya in the recent past, local fishers have engaged in violent struggles to contest their use as
Gleasel (2000) observeBespitell KS&S SI NI & 41 NY A gparinént Pgf put xa CA & f
ban on the use of the gear until 2001 (Sigrtaal., 2008, unpublished). Elsewheia Ghana, Kraan

(2009) documents the conflicts around beach seines in its gmalibcal sense.The ing net is

another fishing gear that has been tatgd by the subsidiary legislation of thésheries ActLikethe

beach seinethe ring net isa foreign gear that was introduced from Tanzania. The gear is deemed
destructive when used in the coastal fisheries and is continuing to generate much conte ftatfie

YSyel Qa O2F ad AyOt dzdliggind@teréoty@ng (see@iaptebBtifisGlady.> y I YS
The use of ring nethas persisted even aftéts ban had been placed by the Fisheriep&rtment.

Studies such as Alidina (2005) biathe we&er capacities of the Fisherieg@artment forthe lack
of enforcement of these laws that prohibit destructive fishing gears. More detailed and gear specific

studies like Signat al.,, (2008, unpublished) have revealed even more thought provoking and eye
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opening challenges to such gear prohibitions. They point towards mixed perceptions that fishing
communities themselves harbour concerning restrictions on the use of such gears. For example, they
note that fishing communities often have feelings of losimglihoods and forced poverty when the

use of the gears is banned. They furthermore note that even though a number of NGOs in the coast
including WWF, Padfenya and Eckthics International, have proposed initiatives like gear exchange
projects, the result cannot be celebrated that much due to failure to understand spoidical
processes of the fisherthat influence their mixed perceptiongGunawan and Vissef2012:5,
forthcoming)furthermore, remind us that many projects targeting coastal fishermgetbpment fail

G2 YSSG GKSAN) 202S0OGA@Sa 060SOFdzaS 2F Wdthed] 27
Ay aidAddzi A & goes withHod gaiiry Ehét fisheries regulations are often met with reluctance
from the fisherswhich is a symptom dftruggles. It therefore becomes not only interesting but also
important to study the socigolitical processes that embody these struggles in reference to the

fisheries regulations.

AAAAAA

122. CAAKSNEQ NBflFGA2ya G2 YINARYS LINRPGSOGSR | NBI

The use of marine ptected areas as both a conservation and a management measure for coastal
fisheries is not unique or new in Kenya. Marine parks started to be established in Kenya since the
1970s in areas such as Malindi, Watamu and Kisite with a recent one establisi®&d iim Mombasa
(Cinneret al., 2010Q. In Kenya, the management of the marine protected areas squarely remains with
the Kenya Wildlife Service (KWS) as outlined inttildlife (Conservation and ManagentgAct cap.

376 of the laws of Kenya amended in 1989. With this law, KWS restrict fishing activities in the
protected areasfor example prohibiting fishing activities in the marine parks and allowing only
some activities in the marine reserves. The usdeachseines, spear guns and ring neis highly
prohibited in the protected areasApart fom controlling fisheries extraction, the parks are also
created to promote tourism industry in the coast. In fact , McClanahan and colleagues contend that
MPAs age often created after intense pressure on the government by tourism oriented businesses
(McClanaharet al., 2005). While tourism activities in MPAs have been vibrant, and their ecological
benefits known(Franciset al., 2002 Muthiga, 2009, MPAs have widg remained a contested issue
amongthe coastal fishers. Above all, the objective of MPAs to improve the social well being of the
coastal fibers still remais generallyunmet. Cinneret al. (2010) attribute this state of affairs to
failure of MPA plannerand managers to understand the complex sestmnomic conditions and

relationships that characterize coastal fisheries.

There have been numerous conflicts over establishment of MPAs amongst different resource users
including fishers, fish dealers, beadtaders, tour operators and also hoteliers as noted by

McClanaharet al. (2005). It cannot be overemphasized that these resource users have different
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interests making them to have mixed perceptions of the MPAs. Failure to engage in genuine
consultation pior to the establishment of the parks is overwhelmingly pointed out as the source of
the conflicts and management problems of MPAs (McClanaiah, 2005;0keyo, 2010). Following

this argument, it can be construed thtte establishment of MPAs creae public division where

local resource users lose or win depending on their livelihood interests. Overlooking such realities, by
primarily depending on ecological and economic studieske us lose sight of local politics
concerning allocation of benefitd loss created by MPABor example, Alidina (2004) recalls how
fishers inthe DianiChale arean the south coast successfully resisted the establishment of an MPA

in that area which has since created bitter suspicion between fishers and KWS everriaredsof

the coast. FurthermoreCinneret al. (2010:1) note thatW wis GeBoming increasgly clear that
managing fisheries is as much about understanding people as it is about understanding ecological
LINE2 O S #ihis &390 consistent witAunawanand Visser (2012, forthcoming) resonating the
argument that the objectives of establishing MPAs should go beyond improving governance and
biophysical factors to enhancing so@oonomic well being of the local fishing communities which

include their cuural and historical experiences, knowledge, values and belief systems.

1.2.3. Fisheries cananagement and local struggles

Comanagement is an institutional managemepproach that aims to involvéhe resource users, in
this study fish workers, and thoseith direct interest in coastal fisheries in the managemehs. |
pre-empted in the introduction, cananagement is preoccupied with the illusions of power sharing
between resource users andhanagers(Pomeroy and River&uieh 2006). In a cemanagement
framework fish workers are seen as both resource users andag&s able to make acceaades and
enforce therules for mutual benefit. The rhetoric of power sharing dissolves whepractice the
accessrules made by resourceusers are required to beonsstent with already designed legal
frameworkand elitist dogmasMoreover, the participation utopia of emanagement blossoms into

a real buff@en when the BMU gets infested withfluential individuals in the village as observed by

this study (see chapten5

In Kenya, fisheries emanagement was adopted to replace the decades longdmywn approach to

management . Although debates to adopt a¥d y I ISYSy G | LILINRF OK Ay YSyel

the 1990s, it was not until after 2000 that a pilot ilementation was embraced in Lake Victoria
GKNRdzAK GKS .SIOK alyl3asSySyd !yiad o6.a!'ovo .a!a
fisheries to respond to the fisheries management challenges amongst Kenya, Uganda and Tanzania.
Upon the perceived succesd the pilot program, theBMU framework was entrenched into the

fisheries laws of the Republic of Kenya in the 2007 through the legal notice No. 402Fi$hleees

19

7

%]



Act cap 378 (GoK 2007). Currently, BNU remains the primary frameworkhrough which the
government manage¥ S y & | QstaleXisheriest

Since 2007, there has been an increased effort to popularize BMU in coastal fisheries in order to
ensure partnerships between government, local fishing eamities and other stakeholders. BMUs

according to the regulations are given exclusive rights to manage fisheries resources at respective
landing sites. They are expected to drawléys which are in tandem with th&ctand use it to weed
outillegal fishy 3 KSf L) gAGK fAOSyairAy3d 2F FAAKSNEI LINRY2
reduce conflictsCinneret al.,2009. Whether or not this has worked out could be early to predict,

but the point d focus in this study is that the BMU framework has been widely contested in the

Kenyan coast. Borrowing from the observations of Alidina (2005), most of the fishers are still
suspicious of management processes, such as BMU, where KWS is consideredhaldstiake
Additionally, cemanagement is packaged in a manner that envisions fishers making individual
choices within the regulatory framework such that it sparks up a sense of belonging and consequent
responsibility (Jentoft et al, 1998. Nonetheless, individual choices are also embedded in social
relations of the fishers such as culture and varied livelihoods interests. These are aspects of life that
fishers value highlythat they may not exchange foroutine management. In other areakake
Mweru-Luapulain Zambiafor example Wilson et al. (2003) document that cemanagement has

provided opportunities for commercial fishers at the expense of artisanal fishers. Thus differentiated
interests, historical xperiences with regulatory regimes, and unequal power relations may lead to
NBEaAahlyOdSs Ay F2N¥Y 2F WsSlLRya 2F GKS 8SI1Q Ay

that comanagement practitioners take for granted.

1.3. Research problem
If the smaltscalefishers are to be understood as differentiated as they truly are, then analyzing the

political struggles which ara manifestation of their varied interests becomes central. Many actors

such as NGOs have programs promoting the sustainable managé@nent YSy &l Qa O2F adl f
using the pragmatic approaches such as the fishing gear exchange, marine protected areas and co
management. Although they hawemesociceconomic surveys to rely ofpr example Wanyonygét

al. (2008, unpublished),they unfortunately draw inadequate conclusions that the struggles over

coastal fisheries revolves around competition for dwindling or scarce fishing grounds. This myopic
Fylrfteairas oe LINBaSydAy3a FAAKSNARASAQ aoll Nhatie & |
the struggles are responses to the unequal power relations that characterize the-oldiabl

patterning around and about coastal fisheries (Peluso and Watts, 200hsequentlyin thisstudy; |

respondto this analytic inadequacy posday the causeeffect positivistic studiesin order to fill this

gap, | engage political ecology to explain the process and nature of the struggles in coastal fisheries
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of ShimoniBy taking a close analysis of tthansformation of the social relations to fisties, | hope

to explain that existing struggles aoastal fisheries oBhimoni are embedded in the complex and
multi-scalar socigolitical processes of smailtale coastal fish workers. Hence fishearsist certain
coastal fisheries regulations and maeawent strategies, fisheries development schemes and
conservation efforts because these processes seek to trandfoerhistory of fisheries as a way of
life. Even more important, rather than dub their actionsrasi-cooperative,divisive, lacking skills,
deviant and backward this study helps to view those actions as toals maneuvering their
livelihood space Additionally, such analysis brings to light how the-catled participatory
intervention processes in the coastal fisheries play a role in enhgnbise actions that they not

only look down upon but also seek to fight.

l'3IFAyad GKS o1 O1RNRLI 2F G(G(KS RS@St2LIYSyita Ay YSy
surprising that coastal fishing communities have been treated as problematicsponsive to

progress and used to poor conditionblo wonder Okeyo (2010, unpublished) highlights that one of

the challenges facing artisanal fishers is unfriendly treatment by fisheries officers and conservation

elites. Since the contestation amongst tldfferentiated fishers and between them and the

legislative framework is livelihood based (Sighal., 2008; Glaesel, 2000), it is therefore useful to

explore what tools these fishers use to defend their livelihools. earlier mentioned, political

ecolagy studies like Bryant (1998;1997) tend to, though unrealistically, dichotomize the- socio
political environment of resource use struggles. Their unfortunate dichotomization assumes an
F33aINBIFGSR INIFAANR20G& dzAAYy 3 Wg Kebenddny. dampiizzlddkyS ¢ S| |
the analytic shortsightedness that such unfair simplification of resource users obviously gré&ent

using identity politics as a tool for struggle, | hope to not only show how stalk fishers in

Shimoni [re]create and ussocial identities to challenge unequal power relations, locally defined
injustices and defend their access to fisheries but also how such struggles extend beyond simple

dichotomies.
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CHAPTER 2

2.0. THEORETICAL APPROACH AND KEY CONCEPTS

2.1. Political ecology prspective
In this study, | apply political ecology to understand the longstanding struggles in coastal fisheries of

Kenya with specific reference to Shimoni. In doing so, | contend that coastal fisheries, as a natural
resource, is an arena for sogiolitical conflicts and stiggles in so far as claims efitittements
ownership and controlare concerned. Like Peluso and Watts (2001), my point of departure in
understanding the struggles and conflicts in relation to coastal fisheries in Shimoni is that in
decline or scarcity of the reef fisheries, but in the social relations that relevant actors have with
fisheries. By social relations | refer to the manner in which coastal fisheriegaeeslly appraised
including regimes of appropriation, sociarganisation and di®rganisation of ownership,
entitlements and control (Peluso and Watts, 20d1)se the term#ctorstin this casdo refer to the
differentiated resource userffish workers) government institutiongFisheries Bpartment, KMFRI

and KWS)and conservatiororganisatiors who use individual agencgtganisatioral strengths and
knowledgeability to influence the social relations (Long, 2001). The continuous encounters that exist
among changing regimes of appropriation and claims of access amérslip amidst diverse
interests of actors result into a complex soolitical and economic collage depicted by siles.
Bryant and Bailey (1997mphasize that it is when this web of sogiolitical and economic
encounters (which are normally taken rfogranted) are understood that we can address

environmental conflicts.

Coastal fisheries by and large still remain under the open access regimes of appropriation. However
there are distinct ways in whictesourceuse access have developed in a historiparspective.

Rights of access can be allocated in a state control manner and enshrined iBedit{1990;198p

Ol f £ & WLIzo ByraCknoivibdgiggsaceésk dslia préblematic téaefine itby expanding the

definition givenby Ribot and Pelusof2n o YmMpo 0 | a WiKS | oAftAGe (G2 o0Sy!
which in this study is fisheries.y RSNJ 6§ KSa4S WLzt A0 GNIyaONRLIIaQzr
that control access to natural resources in a manner that puts at risk the livelihoatisd{img their

cultural assets) of the resource users in totality or in part. On the other handss, ownership and

control of fisheries caalso be organized through alternative forms such as soaitural regimes. In

such regimes, for example, resourcsers may claim access and ownership by virtue of their
historical linkages to the socimltural setting. This way, the access, ownership and control is
governed by cultural beliefs which furthermore determine the expected way of doing things, in

particuar establishing rights of access and control, in specific places.
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livelihoods by affecting their accessownership and control, eventually leading to gjgles and

conflicts. Thus, it is not always obvious that conflicts and struggles over these resources are rooted in

the logic of scarcity of the resourcedn the contrary see resourcaise conflicts as embedded the

social relations of production amortige actors with regards to the resourae question fisheries for

this study Accordingly, from a political ecology point of view, | contend with Peluso and Watts (2001)

in arguing thatconflicts and struggles over natural resources are seen to be denvéhe way in

which social actors like the state, resources users and NGOs attain access to and control over natural
resources. They also see the environment (also including the social relations to the natural resources)

as an arena where occaiiconstantcontestation over claims and entitlements to natural resources,

assets andeacognition.This revolves around how the different actors organize and disorganize the
appropriation of natural resourcethrough the application of labour in a sodidstorical grspective.

The struggles and conflicts around and about the natural resources in question ikemefore a

function of resourcescarcity but ratheof the transformatiors that occur in the social relations about

the resource. Be that as it may, the awbistorical transformation of these resources may create

2L Nl dzyAGASE F2NJ 42YS I OlU2NEQ fAQDPSEAK22Ra GKAT !
1997). Such opportunities and constraints may be viewed in relation to the linkages of cptiwme,

and access to sources of livelihoods (Peluso and Watts, 2001).

Conventional studies, as Bryant and Bailey (198@Jl Hartmann (2001) criticizefocus on
environmental conflicts and struggles as a product of scarcitypatidy failures They arguehat to

the extent that these conventional studies succeed or fail, they automatically but unrealistically
reduce these conflicts and struggles to technical problems requiring technical solutions (Li, 2007).
Although many studies have also looked at thaugyles and conflicts as embedded in sogjal
political and economic aura around the natural resources as remarked by Bryant (1997) and Peluso
and Watts (2001),jn political ecologythe emphasis has been, for a long time, on terrestrial
ecosystems. No wondevisser (2004) observes that social science studies are characterized by a
heavy bias towards lard | & SR NB &2 dzNDOS & @ 9 talLi§nheried; €ohflicts ampng Y Sy & |
fishers and between fishers and government institutions are still studied fromp#repective of
competition for depleted resourcesUnsurprisingly, Bryanfl998 concludes that plitical ecology

should widen itfocus to study otheenvironmental problem# addition to landbased ones.

In using the intellectual trations of political ecology to understand the livelihebedsed struggles in
the coastal fisheries of Shimoni, | share the argument that these struggles are a manifestation of
political processes (Bryant, 1997) regarding entitlements and control amidstetifieted actors

(Peluso and Watts, 2001). Nevertheless, contrary to Bry&@©8;1997) | do not simplify the
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conflicts to beonly occurring between grassroots and hegemonic systems, ratheragnify the
social fieldto also focus on thestruggles amondhe grassroots themselves. This study, in general,
adds toan already existing body of political ecology literature that see natural resource use conflicts
as a manifestation of socioolitical processes that transform relations of resource users and the

environmentproducing power inequalities.

2.1.1. Power and struggles over natural resources
In order to apply the concept of power relations in this study, | set off from the work of Eric Wolf ;

WCIF OAYy3 LRGSNY 2f R (Wofala98)K liamx) NASASO dif dzNE BA 2AyyaioS NB a
conceptualization of power and its operationsarganisingields of action of social actors. | hope not

to lose my intent of visualizing coastal fisheries in Shimoni as an arena of both physical and symbolic
struggles as result of the encounters of soeplitical relations regarding the access and control of
fisheries. Wolf conceptualizes power @aganisatioral power and structural power. Although closely

related, he seesrganisatioral power in the manner in which s@ social actors can exercise control

over the activities of other actors in the setting where their interaction take place. Wolf advances to
explain that we can succeed to understand this type of power by exploring the tools that some actors

can use to maipulate the activities of others in the settings that they construct their existence. Yet

Wolf also sees power in its structural sense. By this he refers to the way in which some actors can
control the very setting that others operate in. While borrowiigNR Y C 2 dzO hniehtalitpa 32 @S
Wolf moves forwardhis explanation of power to cover the actions that control the factors of

LINEP RdzOG A2y &adzOK GKIG Ad0 adNHzOGdZNBa GKS WTFASE RA

NS

of power leads to the efinition of behavior and practices of social actors in terms of their
possibilities and impossibilities or even legality and illega#&yncorporatedin legal instruments,
customs and conventions (Ribot and Peluso, 208a@yitionally,especially in natral resource use,
destruction and degradation of the resource in question by some actors can hinder others from

benefiting from the resource.

Peluso and Watts (2001:28) present a schematic way to understand the nature and dynamics of
environmental vitence. In their schematic explanatiate field of social power is characterized by
governmentality and social force$heywould therefore concur with Wolf (1990) that structural
power influences production irthe sense that it organises and disorgasisocial relations of
production. Social relations of production are concerned with the way in which social actors attach
claimsof accessownershipand control ofthe resources (Peluso and Watts, 2001). Consequently, |
use power in its structural sense tmderstand how its operations in Shimoni leada@anisation

and digrganisationof the social relations around fisheries. In so doing, | for example ask myself:

24



How do practices such as establishing marine protected areas, commercial ring net fistling an

notions of illegal fishing transform the access, ownership and control of coastal fisheries in Shimoni?

In this research | argue that power imbalances in relations to so@ahisationof coastal fisheries,

that is, theorganisationand di®rganisatia of the accessownershipand control of the fisheries,

create contentions among actors involved in the fields of power. Like Wolf (1990), | think of
organisationin this case as a process rather than a finished product. For example, | delve into how
fisheries and wildlife laws create patterns within which fishers can or cannot access fisheries using

some fishing methods and in specific areas such as the marine protected areas. Seen from this
perspective, the exercise of power can be construed toobgansingg 2 NJ LJdzi Ay bdzi 2.
W2NRSNAYIQ O0bdzA20GSyX wHnnoov LINFOGAOSE 2F FA&KSNI
fisheries. Hence following Wolf (1990), power in its relational form can be deciphered as an
organisingprocess that affects # way in which resources are allocated and controlled by affecting

the social practices of people. This is consistent with Bryant (1997) in arguing that the exercise of
power is seen in the way in whidhorganies and disorganesthe manner in which pegle relate to

0KS SYOGANRBYYSYyG F2N) 6KSANI t AGSt AK22Rad® ¢KS L) Sy
access to environmental resources through regulations or acts of monopoly, conservation practices

and distribution of environmental problem#r example degradation of coastal fisheries by ring net

fishing To best explain whabrganisingprocesses means in this study, | invoke the work of Long

(2001), W5 S@St 2LIYSy i { 2 OA 2 fLang R001:240 dedingdgddSiNgrdciSsesiads @S 4 Q
W gARS NIy3IS 2F LINFOGAOSa G(KIG Ayogzf dSa 022 LISNI
AY YR I ONRPa&d RAFFSNBYyild a20AFf R2YFAyaQo , Si | &
not only organize practices as Wolf (1990) suggests,itbatso organizes ideas which might be
expressed though knowledge. Indeed knowledge and power are interwoven social processes as Long
(2001) would argueAlthough | agree with Nuijten (2003) thatganisingorocesses also include ideas

which Peluso and ¥tts (2001) calk discursive field, | fear that her overemphaseis operation of

power on ideas runs the risk of creating a disjuncture between ideas and practices. Every idea, as

Wolf (1990) so eloquently remarks, is judged by its fruitfulnemsd is manfested in practices.
Unfortunately, Nuijten (2003) apparently misses on the possible continuum between ideas and

practices.

According to Wolf (1990}the exercise of power to orgamsthe flow of action, also influenced by

ideas, is never devoid of comtgon. Power imbalances in relation to natural resource use always

create counteraction in order to defend livelihoods. Long (2001:241) defines livelihoods in terms of
WLINF OGAOSa o6& B6KAOK AYRAGARIZt& |yR 3INBozA adh

necessities, cope with adversities and uncertainties, engage with new opportunities, protect existing
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livelihoods to entailsocial organisationabout the way in which individuals and groups appraise

natural resources gsih as coastal fisheries. Orgdngsthese practices and their ideation through the

exercise of power implies a challenge on livelihood interests of some individuals and groups. Yet
Nuijten (2003) argues that in this process afganising2 NJ WLJ G G SNy Ay I QRe (2 dza
conscience of social actors is not impaired. In other words social actors are conscious that they are
being structured by structures into structur¢&iddens, 198) that may work to their advantage or
disadvantage. Those who face an advantage will exercise power in support while those who face a

disadvantage will exercise power to transform the process in their favour.

The cooperation and competition of the fieldd power over the social relations to production
create a confluence embodied with struggles or conflicts. Indeed, Peluso and Watts (2001:29) rightly
argue that the confluence between the expressions of social relations to production (political
economy) ad the social fields of power yields to both symbolic and physical contention. This is why
political ecology views the environmengtfisheries in this study) as an arena where struggles and
conflicts between actors are often the case (Peluso and Wattsl;2Bitnmerer and Basset, 2003).
Long (2001:242) provides a very inclusive definition of an arena, whiclopt in this study as
YaLI OSa Ay H6KAOK O2yiSadta 20SN) AaadzsSaszx OflFAyvya:z
LX  OS Q@ ¢ K Atself darffaing gleinénts dfythe %atial relations of production which is an
important aspect of livelihoods which therganisingprocesses of power fields compete to pattern
leading to struggles. Peluso and Watts (2001), identify that resultant struggkscbfa confluence

can be both physical and symbolic depending on the tools used. | am nonetheless interested in the
symbolic struggles by taking the example of identity politics as tools of struggle in unbalanced power

fields that organize or disorganifishers social relations to coastal fisheries.

2.1.2. Power, knowledge and natural resource use struggles
As Long (2001) would argue, the working of power is interwoven with the knowledge processes. He

uses this worldview to explain the knéadgeability and capability of social actors in the actor

oriented approach which is applicable in political ecology (Glaesel, 2000) including this study. In this
study, | usehe knowledge concept to show that iorganisingthe social relations of produicin in

the force fields, knowledge issed toinform decisions and actionsf actors As Long (2001:242)

St 21 dzSy(f e Llzia ¢sdobstitie]thé dvays i6 RIS acthdNd@reeSaéigiips with the

world around them cognitively, emotionally armtganisatior £ £ @ Qd | S T dzNIi KSNY)Y 2 NB
actors may understand their surroumdy through their own and othefkexperiences and that the

authority and authenticity of knowledge thus varies. Not least, Long explains the inextricable

entwinement of knowlede and power through a vivid description of knowledge encounters where
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someactors struggle to enroll others in their understandinglod world around them. It is from this
intellectual persuasion that | see knowledge processes to be influential in thieingoof power in
that it is very instrumental imrganisingthe direction of livelihood actions byariably informing the

decisions that transformsocial relations of labour.

Bryant (1997yisualizes the exercis®# power through discursive means. Indaing he explains that
L26SNI Y@ 0SS aSSy y2i0 2yfteée Ay (GKS O2yinm@ial 2F (K
environment in form of ideadt cannot be forgotten thaSchmink and Woodssert that ideas have

y2 Ayy 2 CShér@énforedaichallenge existing social aeg¢onomic arrangemenSchmink

and Wood in Bryant, 1997:12 Like power, knowledge is embedded in everyday practices and is
relational (Long, 2001). Knowledge is built within sqamditical processes taking place in the
environment where people construct their livelihood spaces. Political ecologists like Bryant, have
linked knowledge tahe operationof power in what he calls the social construction of environmental
problems (Bryant, 1998). To the extent that they succahdy show that knowledge is engaged in

the identifying, defining and prioritizing environmental problems and solutions. However, Long
(2001) argues that knowledge varies according to the different ways in which social actors create
meaning of the world arond them. Yet knowledge influences the behaviour of actors by informing

their practices includingnot least the social relations to production. Differentiated knowledge
processes are thus often at struggle whemmel OG 2 NA G Sy R (2 doyiphdnazéry OS G K
tolerance (Ibid:2001) with their worldview especially regarding use of natural resources depicting the
working of power in the force fieldvioreover, Bryant (1998) argueshat the production of

knowledge and its consequent use to resolveljpeons of natural resource degradation is intriradig

linked to power relations. The concept of knowledge, its processes and representation become
significant in this study especialip seeing, for example, dw the preservationist knowledge

prioritizes onservation that leads to MPAs and CCAs hence rendering fishing activities impossible

and tourism possibleFish in the MPAs and CCAs thus becomes good to watch but not good to eat

which is contrary to the knowledge processes of artisanal fishers in viibitis central to their diet.

How is the knowledge representation wapemba used by artisanal fishers to build alliance? How is

GKS 1y26tSR3IS LINRPOSaa | o62dzi G4KS aLISFN Tdzy FAEAKS]
engage with in the fiel forces? My point here is; just as knowledge construction in Shimoni has

produced discourses like coral reef conservation and resultant MPAsianagement and BMU

'WapembagA & | {6+ KAf A 2NR @RILKKS T NRAYD S NS YEO | YOS VEASYYD |2 TA aW LIS
Tanzania which forms part of the semitonomous Zanzibar. Previously, the term was used by coastal fishers

in Kenya to refer to foreign fishers from Tanzania (Glaesel, 2000 and chapter 3) PréSaptynba isused by

local fishers in Shimoni to refer to those fishers using fishing gears that they do not approve of, especially ring

nets.
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framework, and food security leading to ring net use, so have counterworks been produimchin

of identities wapemba, wenyeft W 142 2aMd@fe fluidW dendWY KSYQd ¢ KS T2 NY¥Y SN |
construction is represented iBm WLIdz0 f A O G NI YAONRLIIQ 6. NBFYUGZ wmMddy (
FTAAKSNEQ SOSNERI&{ ORWRRR OB & i NIy Ra QMASIRG ala G2 OKI f

NEflGA2ya RSGSt 2 LAY 3 (SeoNAIM0;1086S WLIdzof A O ( NIF ya ONX LJi

2.1.3. Identity, power and natural resource use struggles

In reading many works of political ecologists, social identities are ottefortunately and

dzy NBI t AAGAOFff& &dzmadzySR Ay 3ASYySNIfAT SR RAOK2G2
Works such asslaesel(2000 argue in favour of the fact that in a politicized environment poor
grassroots often bear the brunt of marginalizati Furthermore, Bryant (1997;1998ontends that

access and control of natural resourcesoften characterized by constant contestation between

formal rules and hidden understandings among the user grolpgree that building identities

around concepi f A1 S 3ANraaNrpz2ia KIFgFS &ddzOO0SSRSR (2 odzAf
respond to the unequal power relations in thecess, use antbntrol of natural resource$Elmhirst,
1999).However, | argue that by viewing identity using the lenses a$ggoots struggles against a
hegemonic control only, we run thanalytic risk of losing the complexity and multiplicity of
politicized environments (Bryant, 1997) and the different patterning of the social relations of
production. LittleSiebold (2001) expresses that such dichotomies may suppress the visibility of
aspects of identity including soeeronomic status, economic activity, conceptualization of race,

culture genderand generational difference. In view of the fact that grassroots actors are
differentiated along some or all of these aspects, | argue that their creation of identities alongside
these aspects can lead to: Firstly, unequal power relations amongst theaptsactors themselves

in such a way that their actions may variably affect the access of each other to natural resources
about which they build their livelihoods. Secondly, these identities help them to address unequal
power relations concerning accessresources between them and tipolitical and economic elites.

| ask myself for example how equating th@pembaidentity to fishers using ring nets and the

resultant stigma of the identity not only mobilizes local artisanal fishers against them asevsitsid

also increases their unacceptability within the social sphere of Shimoni. Also, how is it that spear gun
TAAKSNA OASHSR +a az20Atffte AYFSNRA2NI FNB +Fof$§ (2

force, through a camouflaging procedsat aims to eliminate their method of fishing.

Moreover, | distance myself fronmaiveconceptualizatiorof socialidentities ascompleted projects

which arefixed to places or gups of people. Conversely, | conceptualize social identtsebeing

2Wenyejif is a Swahili word literally meanijgeople belonging to a place and way ofd@ifieis used in Shimoni
to referto local fishers and those using fishing gears accepted by local fishers (see Chapter 3)

28



fluid as the boundaries of the social processes that [re]produce them keep shifting-fidétteld,

2001 and Gupta and Ferguson, 1992). Identities are built around some commonly shared societal
values or interests. It can also not be overemphasized that Sesiere constantly changing
depending on new relations amorbe actors in it, their knowledge processes and the vicissitudes of
natural resources. ldentities are thus socially constructed labels based on some shared interests. In
sociopolitical struggle identity creation constantly call for alliance formation leading to public

division which are manifested in the concepts of social inclusion/exclusion.

2.1.4. Identity politics and social inclusion/exclusion

Ly GKS G2RI&Qa dt2oNAKRE inclision/exdusiod withdut prefixifigh theCnaed
social to them. However, much debate occurs around social exclusion rather than inclusion. Social
exclusion is a concept defined in different ways depending on the context and-psaitioal

purposes(Silver, 1994)Furthermore, the concept is rather a contested and can be traced back to

some Weberian and Durkheimian thinking. Burchadal (20023, for exampleNE O t £ al E 2 S0
I NBdzYSy i GKI G SEOfdAA2Y A& | WF2NYXY 2F &a20Alf Of 2
for itself a privileged position at the expenssf some other groups through a process of

ddzo 2 NRAYFGA2yQd LG A& y20 adaNLINRaAy3d GKFEG 2 S06SN

people may exclude themselves by choice, in which dasee his framing of exasion around

W& dzo 2 NR A tyidorétikadlyyskewdd.d3Emile Durkheim, according to Ta(R809:6 emphasized

GKIFId WSEOfdzaAz2y GKNBIGSya G(KS &a20a8de la | gK2
destruction of social fabricsk RS ¥ A OA Sy Omhis ilnplies dhatfadtoRslandJgro upedl dnto

social assemblageshwse social boundaries are defined by the d#éfdiated interests hence leading

to insideroutsider politics.

In light of social identity creation in relation to natural resource use, it is relevant to visualize how
accesof social actors is either sinfranchised or enhanced through stigmatization or stereotypes.
Identities may be made vidi through stereotypes which bolstesocial boundaries resulting to
Y2GKSNYySaaQ 2F | a20ASGeao ! f (K2 dnagKn tlekcBangin@ dzy R N.
interests of the actors, they succeed to lock some actors from exerciseaitwsss, use and control

of natural resourceand decisiormaking processes

2.2.  Objective of the study
The objective of this study is tmvestigate how unequal power relations in assgownership and

use of coastal fisheries Shimoni lead to constant struggles and howsrald| fishers use idengit
politics as tools of strugglén so doing, this study shows that theeepresent contestations among
fishers and between them and gowvenent/environmental NGOs concerning access ighifhg

grounds and management aeemanifestation of struggles over locally defined injustices and power
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relations which revolve around notions of entitlements, ownership and control of fishesesial

relations of production (see Peluso and Watts, 2001). This study in wider perspective adds, on one

part, to the existing body of literature in arguing that understanding the complex guditcal

realities of coastal fisheries is as important as their bioj@ysfactors. Thus it provides rich
information that helps fisheries management practitioners in Shimoni in seeing how their
intervention canshape andbe shaped by these soemlitical conditions that they most often take

for granted. On the other handna more specifically, this studydds to the long listafif KS W& S| L2 y &
2F GKS 6SIF{1Q 6{ 021 s usedpylifcs of mentitgds NEhpahsyoBstrugdlel far T A & K

their livelihoods. Two questions are consequently central te ghidy namely:

2.3. Research Questions
1. How are the existing struggles over srshle costal fisheries of Shimoni influenced by

unequal power relations in access, ownership and control of fisheries?

2. How do smalbkcale artisanal fishers in Shimoe]create and use identitypolitics to

challenge these unequal power relations?

2.4.Studyarea
2.4.1. Justification of the study area

The selected area of this study is Shimaliage. Howeverby followingthe practices of fishersthe

study expanded to cover the Shimoni @mnagement Ara as defined in the Shimoni BMU-layvs
approved by the Director of Fisheries.m-management area is the aaainder the jurisdicton of a

BMU as impliedn the BMU regulation(GoK, 2007)The Shimoni emanagement area therefore
includesfish landing sis sich as Bati, Mwazaro, Kiwambalihnzwani, Shimoni, Changai and Mkuyuni
and their fishing grounds. Fieldwork was done in all the landing sites with emphasis on Shimoni fish
landing site and in fishing grounds such as Nyuli and Mpunguti. The choicis stuly area was
influenced by threereasons namelypragmatic reasons relating to relative ease of access and
previous work; the proximity to Kisite/Mpunguti MPAs and its suitability to study resource use

conflicts; and its popularity to fishers increasie potential for diversity of fishers.

2.4.2. Geographical description of Shimoni Village

Shimoni Village is located about 75 Kreouth of Mombasa city (seemap in Annex 1).
Administratively, Shimoni is located in the Pongwe/Kidimu location, Msambwersiatdivin the
county of Kwale. The human population of Shimoni village is estimated at 4,690 of whiighaze
male and 1982 are females (personal communications with the area chief and Shimoni BMU

secretary. Majority of the resident®f Shimoni belong tahe Digoand theWaVumba (from Wasini)
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and Shirazi/Kifund{from Mkwiro) tribes(Emerton and Tassema, 2001 and personal communitgtio
Shimoni is connected to thmain road (Lungalunga road) from Mombasa to Kenya/Tanzania border
by a 15Km dirt roadsee annex 1) There are basic social amenities in Shimoni including one
government dispensary, post office, police post, Shimomhary and secondary schoolglatunda
Bora Academy and a night clgbWayside. Bore holes remain the primary source of water for
domestic use. The area has electricity supply from the main national grid. Being a tourist destination,
there are a number of tourist hotels nearb8himoni also acts as a small port oftrg into Kenya
from Tanzania and therefore houses local customs iamghigration offices. There is aany base
some 3Km from theShimonishopping center. Not kst, Shimoni houses the Kwale ouaty

32 @S NY YW8heie® 3dpartment offices and Kenya Wildlife Service (KWS) office for
Kisite/Mpunguti MPA.

G{KAY2YBEKABALFI 62NR RSy20Ay3 aAYyaAiARS | K2fSé¢d ¢K
series of caves located on its coast formed as a result of coastal coral reef erosion many years ago.
Shimoni is home to a number of historical sites such as Shimom stxes, the former colonial
residential house, the former colonial offidle former prison and cemetery, all of which have been
turned to tourists attraction iconsThe Indian ocean is a key source of livelihoods to thigleass of
Shimoni village. Iprovidesrich fisheries for fish workers and their househokltsd also touristic
activities such as snorkeling, diving, and sport fishiognention but a few. There is a major fish
market known asoko la samakivhich ismanagedby the Shimoni Beach Magament Unit (BMU).
Thesoko la samakis situated right in front of the hbour where fish is offloaded from the vessels.
Nearby is the Shimoni shopping center where several residents have various business ventures
ranging from restaurants, with fish beinthe main dish, to smaBcale retailers. Shimoni is
predominantlya Moslemvillageand thus a large mosque is located close to the shopping centre.
There are churches used by few Christians who are mainly migrants from upcountigoasizl

Mijikendatribes.

2.4.3. Economic activities in Shimoni

Fishirg is the main economic activity Shimoni. Fishing is predominantly carried out at an artisanal

scale using traditional fishing gears and vessels. The main traditional fishing gears used include
hooks,handlines,basket traps omalema(Fig.3), fence trap owzio(Fig.5), spear gun omdeti (Fig.

7) and gill net ofarife (Fig.4). Commercial ring nsetare also useth the area despite the fact that

the government has recently banned iise. The fishing vesseamostly used include dumut canoes

or midau (Annex 2§ sail boats ongalawa(Annex 2p and engine boats. According to the Fisheries

58I NIYSYydQa FNIYS adNBSe 2F wnnys GKSEBofl NB |

which 98 are dugoutanoes, 4 are engine boats and 140 are sail boats (Table 1). Fishing is mainly
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done within the inshore areas, lagoons and reefs. The main fishing areas in Shimoni, iaciodg
others, Nyuli, Mpunguti, Mwamba Mkuu, and Ramabazo. The peak season for flghingn as
Kaskaz{North East Mnsoon)is between the months of August and March during when the sea is
calm. InKusi¢ South East Mnsoon (April to August), the sea is very rough fislting in Shimoni is at

in lowest. By 2008, there were at least 93%éss in Shimoni. This makes Shimoni the second largest
fishing area in the entire south coast after Vanga (Table 1).eMeryout of the 939 fishers, less than
half -361 fishers are members of Shimoni BMU. Apart from fishing, tourism activities give some
income to the residents of Shimoni. Tourists are mainly attracted to Kisite/Mpunguti MPA TFig.
the slave caves and a few other historical sites mentioned already. Very few householdtakeder

subsistence farming while oth@eople are engaged in trad

Tabell: Distribution of fishing vessels in Kwale district: Source Fisheries Department Frame Survey, 2008

Landing Dug-out Engine Salil Total No. of No. of landing
beach canoe boat boat vessels fishers beaches
Vanga 16 16 49 80 1177 2

Majoreni 10 12 16 38 142 2

Shimoni 98 4 140 242 939 11
Msambweni 53 20 271 344 843 14

Diani 11 15 27 53 257 4

Total 188 67 503 757 3358 33

2.4.4. Historical background of Shimoni

There are many stories that are told behindetorigin of Shimoni village. Fousi Kambamdnd

others documenthat one of the accounts of the history of Shimoni holds that it was first inhabited
68 GiKS aieA{SYyRIa FNRY G(KS KAy Heboyiboet @2 ¢ 2 6 SR
2003:10). Tey further document thatthe area became prominent in the “%6entury as an
agricultural and fishing port. According to them, Shimoni, in th® déntury and before, attracted
foreign traders from Europe and India to buy valued goods such as gold, sbelty, ivory and
slaves. Oral accounts explain that slave merchants would anchor their dhows in Wasini Island and
then come to Shimoni to take the slave captives. However, the first inhabitants of Shimoni were led
to this place while hiding from constaattacks by the Arabghe Wasur(Lumumba in Kambombet

al., 200310). As the forced migrants were escaping up north they established a hideout which they
calledKaonif A G SNI £ £ & Y S| y A (i:200F. Shishisiattrigted ttha fack that He

Wasur could not sethem possibly due to the caves where they could hide in. Though there is much

32



interaction between the different groups of people in Shimoni, there are d@minanttribes ¢ the

Digo and the Vumba/Fundi. The Digo are mainly from thetehiand while the Vumba/Fundi are

mainly associated with Wasini island and the Shirazi of Mkwiro. It is not very easy to tell who belongs

to which tribe or sultribe because of continuous interaction and intermarriage. Many people from

Wasini and Mkwirchave small businesses and families in Shimoni. Additionally, the area has also
attracted foreign fishers from Pemba since early 1960s. Oral accounts confirm that the people from

t SYol OFYS (42 {KAY2YA Ay €I NBS ydzyothroidn bygtieSy G KS

Tanzanian government at the time of indepeinde (see case study.5)

2.5.Methodology

2.5.1. Study design
| adopteda case study design. The choice of the design is influenced by the focus on providing a thick

description rather than generalizatin of the socigpolitical processes that influence the coastal
fisheries struggles in Shimoriihe description of théhree cases (see 2.5.2. beloig)based on the
contemporary situation in their real life conteg¥in 1994 de Vaus 2001l Smalscale fiskers were
studied in different stings, including but not limited to theirmeeting places after workeating
places, training workshops, fish market and tfighing groundgNyuli and Mpunguti)This studyhas
useda qualitative paradigm producing qualitative daide Vaus 2001Hammersley and Atkinson
2007 Green and Nicki 2009 However,descriptive quantative data isusedin areas such as fish

catch to support the qualitative description

2.5.2. Selection of cases

| selected the cases based on the existing struggles that | had experienced before. These included
ring net fishing, spear gun fishing and fisesrimanagement instruments namely; Kisite/Mpunguti
MPAs and BMUs. Tharoposed CCA at Nyulimerged to be relevant when | was undertaking
fieldwork.

2.5.3. Research unit andedection ofrespondents
My research unit in this studgre the functional groups that $h workers belong tonamelythose

that can be indentified on the basis B§hing methodsor gears and fish dealing.o select fishers
respondents according to their functional groups, this study with the help of the BMU chairman and
secretary identifiedhe different fishing methods/gears used in Shimoni. Fishers were first grouped
into local and nodocal then as ring netters, spear gunners, gill netters, fish trap userdhooks

and linesusers Fish traders were classified as dealers and mongethidimgmama karangas To
identify responders from each functional group to be interviewed this study took two steps. First,
the BMU secretary recommended fishers and fish dealers of interest. Second, the research followed

a snowballing process wheredlers interviewed would recommend other fishers of interest. Where
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fishers belongedto multiple groups, the study considered whatnfttional group the fishers
prioritized. To select the fish dealers and mongers, the study conveniently relied on the
recommendation of the BMU secretary. Selecting key informants was purely done on a purposive
basis. This study consider¢ke fisheries assistant for Pongwe/Kidimu locatitime fisheries officer

for Msambweni division, fish statistics officer for KMFRI at Shimmaject coordinator for East Africa
Wildlife Society (EAWS), officials of COREACand Ecé&thics International. Table 2 gaan outline

of the selection criteria

Tabel2: Respondent selection criteria

Criteria No. Remark
interviews
1. Fishers
a. Fish traps (basket and fence traps) 15 Respondents shifted a lot fishing method
b. Spear gun 5
c. Hooks and Lines 5
d. Ring net 2
e. Gill net 2

2. Foreign fishers

w

f. From Tanzania 2 ring netter and gillnet

g. From Msambweni 5 Use spar gun

3. Fish traders

a. Fish dealers 5 2 women and 3 men
b. Fish mongers 1 Woman
4. Key informants
a. Fisheries assistant 1 Pongwe/Kidimu location
b. Fisheries officer 1 Msambweni division
c. KMFRI 1 Fish landing statistics collection
d. NGOs 3 EAWS, CORDEA, Ecdcthics
e. KWS 1 To get information about the MPAs

2.5.4. Data collection methods
Primary data \&re collected through guided oral interviews and Focused Group Discussion (FGDs) in

order to generate irdepth information specific to Shimoni and phenena of focus. 12 idepth
interviews lasting at least one hour were conducted with key informants, and each fishers from
across the functional groups. Several short aadhocinterviews were also conducted especially
with fishers and fish dealers. 3 ethgraphic interviews were conducted with one spear gun fisher
and 2 basket trap fishers. This allowed several visits to them on different ocsaSi¢iDGs were
conducted for the entire fieldwork. Participant observation was key in getting the experience of
some the topics that emerged in oral interviews. These were done in form of excursions to Mpunguti
and Nuyli fising grounds and Mwazaro where the ring net boats are anchored. Participation in

meetings and workshops organized by EAWS also aided datatiooile Dbocumented information
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from BMU office were reviewed including some minutes of their meetings, their BMbBWsy draft
management plan for Shimoni village, maps and list of BMU members. Raw data of fish catch from
KMFRI officers at thfish landiig sites wereacquiredand used to get information about fishing
grounds, fish landings across gears and fishing grounds. Semi processed data on fish production since
2005 for Shimoni were accessed from fisheries office ShimoniaAtame surveyfor 2008 showing

number of fishers and fishing vessels in Shimaas acquired fronthe fisheries officeof Shimoni |

used triangulations across data collection methods and sources to validate information from the

fishers and fish dealers.

2.5.5. Data recordingand analysis
Raw data was recorded in a digital voice recorddris data was later transcribed in English and

Kiswahili Where respondents did not permit the use of the voice recorder, sketch notes were taken
and recorded as field notes. These field roteere immediately transcribed mostly in the evening
after fieldwork. Pictures were taken wherever and whenever granted permission by the respondents.
It is important to note that most of the respondents declined photography on their practi€iekd

data were analyzed through the thematic content analyditatnmersley and Atkinsgr2007;Green

and Thorogood, 2009). The themes represented the selected gasdsd by research questionshd
content of my field notesvere sieved and given codes regarding itheelationships to the cases,

concepts, and research questions

2.6.Ethical implications
Respondents consent was sought before interviews and use of the digital voice recording device. No

covert recording was therefore attempted except during the field exouarsn ring net fishing where

the BMU secretary introduced me as his assistahe confidentiality of the respondents especially
fishers and fish dealers is important in this study. Therefore | have used synonyms instead of real
names to hide the identiéis of respondentdnitially, most fishers identified me with the NGEBco

Ethics that | worked for béore and this posed risks to nfieldwork and genuine answers to my
guestions. However, by showing the proof that the study was purely academic amtbttadg to do

with EceEthics, mitigated such risks.

2.7.Time frame

The study was done in a total of six and half months including one month for proposal development ,
three months for fieldwork and two months for thesis writing. The detailed time fdaithe study is
shown in annex 4
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CHAPTER 3

3.0. FROM RING NET FISHERS'TA t 9 dDENTITY
In this chaptey| describethe processes that lead to the struggles between artisanal fishers and the
semicommercial ing net fishers. | show how the confluence between artisanal fishing and ring net
fishing produces unequal power relations. | advance to destrilyethe creation ofinsideroutsider
politics between artisanal fishers and ring net fishing in Shimoni leatie social construction of
wenyejiand wapembaidentities. The chapter describes how these social identities are created and
used by the local artisanal fishers in order to address unequal power relations, regarding access to

fisheries, that exist betwaethem and the ring net fishers. | narrow down to show how by building

an alliance aroundwenyeji-Wf 2 Ol f aQ ARSyidAdes GKS t20Ff | NIAAL

livelihood spaces against the ring net fishers labelegpemba non-locals. | furthemore show how
in the wake of the identity creation, the lab&lpembais stigmatized and stereotyped with negative

connotationsthat bolster its boundaries from the rather @athedra¥ ¢ S y ideStyA Q

3.1. What is ring net and how does it look like?
The ing net is one of the most contested fishing gears amongst fishers specifically in Shimoni and

coastal Kenya in general. This fishing gear is made up of long continuous stretches of nets joined
together and measuring between 200 to 300m long. Its depthreach up to about 30m. It is some

kind of purse seine net used to encircle schools of fish and is suitable for use in the deeper waters
beyond the reef flat normally between 2 to 4Km from the shoreline. The net is used with motorized
boats that take, depediing on the size, between 280 fishing crewmemberstogether with oxygen

cans for diving into the water to check if it touches or gets stuck in the coral rocks. The crew is led by
a captain who is experienced in ring net fishing. The captain resenrae sothority to make
decisions concerning the operation of the wréncluding the division ofabour and wages. The
captain is often not younger than the crew and accorded some respect based on his skills at sea,
authority to adjudicate crew claims and &tyi to talk to fisheries officials. In case of any encounter
with the fisheries officials or the marine police, it is the captain whieesponsible for negotiating

their release The ing net targets diverse species of Pelagic fishes (fish speciesutalyl dwell near

the surface of the sea water). It requires up to about 1.5 million Kenya Shillings (about 15,000 Euros)

to set p its full operation

The fishing method reques a lot of skills at seaishers must have the knowledge of sighting a
schod of fish beforehand. This is normally done in two wayse, the fishers, normally the more
skilled captain and a few others, pay attention to large grouping of birds preying on fish in the sea.

Whenever these birds are seen flocking a particular areth®fvast sea, then there iWbe a high
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likelihood of a school of fish in the area. The uncertadp be eliminated by carefully looking at

how the birds dive into and out of the water with fish on their beaks. The crew would therefore
identify the diretion to which the school of fish is moving by keenly observing the direction to which

the birds are flying. The captain will swiftly direct the boat in aglarthat makes it possible to
encircle thefish. Secondfishers are also able to identify the fishthe water by diving into the water

using oxygen cans. One needs to be skilled in diving to do this successfully. This practice is always
done if they are not sure of the evidence given by flocks of birds flying a little higher in the sky. By
swimming ad utilizing theirselfcelebrated eyesight in the water, the fishers are able to see the
direction of the school of fish and inform the captain appropriately for the casting of the net. In

either cases, once the school of fish has been identified, the skallfully cast the net in a manner

that they encircle the school of fish, purse the net to close the bottom and finally haul the fish into

the boat (Okeyo, 2010).

Figurel: Picture of ring net loaded in a boat. Source; OK2gd0)

32 1 A&G2NROFE O2yGSEG 2F NAy3a ySi FAA&KAYI Ay YSy
Ring nets have been inuseYnSy &8 Qa O21 adFf FAAKSNASA F2NJ | 62 dzi
fishers in Shimoni, fisheries officers and BMU officials show that $lkeofi the gear entered Kenya

through Vanga from Tanzania. Vanga ifish landing site in the far south of Kenya bordering
Tanzania. Brodaly speakirtge ring net is owned by Tanzanians although some Kenyans have also

taken into the venture. According @ report compiled by a task force set up in January 2005 by the

Ministry of Livestock and Fisherieg®eloprent (now Ministry of Fisheriesdvelopment), ring net
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FAAKAY3 gl & AYGNBRAZOSR Ay YSyeéelQa O2l adRifg TA&KS
net taskforce, 2005unpublishedl. The government was motivated by the capacity of ring nets to
increase fish production which could contribute to increased food security and employment in coast
region. Indeed, rural areas in the coast province amef the pooresin Kenya (Hoorwegt al.,

2009). The 2005 ring net task force report further notes that another reason for introducing the use
of the fishing gear was to provide an alternative for the local fishers to venture into the deeper
waters beyown the reef flat. This would not only enable the fishers to exploit the underutilized
fisheries in the deeper territorial waters but also reduce the deleterious pressure that artisanal
fishers continue to exert on the reef fisheries. By 2005, there wereta df 14 ring net vessels
operating in the entire coast from Vanga in the south td@xgpeni in the north (Ring net taskforce,
2005 unpublishedl

The report acknowledges that the use of ringts has resulted into may conflicts between and
amongdifferent groups of local fishemghose livelihoodshe intervention was supposed to improve.
Two reasons are given behind this contestatiofailure to consult the local stakeholders and failure
to undertake an assessment of the potential ecological impadtshe gear and set in place

monitoring schemes taking into account weaker capacity of the Fisheries Department.

3.3.  Contesting ring net fishing in Shimoni
In Shimoni, there were at least 3 ring nets which had been actively operating before the government

suspended its use early in 2011. Two of them are owned by Tanzanians and most of the crew are also
from Tanzania. However, there are some crew members who are frorodad fishing communities
suchas Mwazaro, Msambweni and others from Mijikenda tribes. fihg net boats are currently

anchored in Mwazaro (Fig. 2) which is hidden from the main center of Shimoni beach.
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Figure2: Picture of aing net boat at Mwazaro creeRhotoby R. Kiaka. November, 2011

The use of ring nethas faced a lot of opposition on the one hand and support on the other-riugfi

net groups consist of smadkale fishers and conservation NGOs like EAWS who argue that ring nets

are used in places with depths of less than 2@nereby destroying coastdisheries. Such fishing

grounds include Nyuli, Waga, Mwamba Mkuu, Mpunguti and Wasini Chanel. These areas are the

main fishing grounds of the smadtale fishers. Furthermore, complaints about the use of ring net

from these user groups have yielded mamguaments. Smakbcale artisanal fishers see themselves as

victims of the destructive nature of the use of ringskty R ¢ KI i (G KS@& I@lrifighet i KS W3
owners. These smadicale fishers use fishing gears such as basket trapteihaFig. 3), gihets

(JarifeFig. 4), énce trap UzioFig. 5), spear gurb@ndukior mideti Fig 6), hooks and lines@loana

andmiship).

P
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Figure3: Pictureof basket trap (malema):

Photoby R. Kiaka, Shimoni, November, 20: Figured: Picure of gillnet (Jarife): Photay R.

Kiaka, Shimoni, Degtber, 2011
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Figure5: Picture ofa fence trap in Shimoni. Phoby R. Kiaka, November, 2011

To the smatkcale fishers, the use of ring nets in what they call their fishing grounds denies them
their access tosufficient fish catch by destroying their fishiggounds. Artisanal fishers in Shimoni
havevariousreasons for which they disallow ring net fishing in their fishing aremst ring net is
occasionally and blatantly used within the fishing grounds that artisanal fishers in Shimoni perceive
to belong b them. Ideallythe ring net is designed for use in the waters whose depth is not less than
20m and especially off the reef flathe ing net also should target pelagic fish which is not the target
for the fishers using basket traps. However, many amasdishers especially those using the basket
traps, argue that ring net alsocollect some demersal fish species such as RabbitTef) (vhich is
often the main target for basket traps. Narratives from an interview held with one of the fishers
using lasket and fence traps at Anzwani landing site within Shimoni explains:
Wqu know these peple from the BMU and fisherigdepartment] often think that we are
stupid complainants. Look at my ag@ung man[referring to interviewer while pointing at
his grey hair] | am not interested in telling lies. We see these mab&paierring to ring net
fishers]fishing in the areas where we fisiVe see them in Nyuli, they fish in Mpunguti and
wkYolT2d ¢KSe& FTAAK Ay 2dzN) Ligav®$.aVe akei@én | f € | F
fishing in these areas since wereeg/oung. Now they want to take over because they have

money to buyaringnet52y Qi 6S OKSIFGSR® LF ¢S IINBE feAy3s

% Mabepari(plural) is a Swahili word that can literary translate to monopolists. The term is often used in a
negative sense to denote oppression, unfairness andamed. The use of the term by the respondent implied
that the ring net users would like to take over their fishing space and monopolize fishing in an unfair terms.

* Allah Subhana wa @lk ¢ may Allah be glorified and exalted
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officers explain to you why ring net also catch Charigaff and red snapperThese are reef

fish, not fish of the deeper wategsBasket trap fisher inzwani, Shimoni: November 30,

2011]
These oral narratives are consistent with the findings of the task force established by the ministry in
2005.Thelt a1 a T2 NS Qa,anBugberiNnginet yagyét fedagidinfigraidry fish species such
askawakawa, trevalliegqueenfish, threadfinspompanos,barracudas, kingfistiunas, sardinesand
many others, studies in Gazi and Vanga revealed that theytaxget reef associated demersals. The
report further notes thatytllemersal reef species landed by ring nets include surgeonfish, snappers,
rabbit fish emperors, parrotfish and half beaks. These are the dominant species landed by other
artisanal fishermenusing traps, handlines, gilinets and speamdzy” Ri@y nét taskforce, 2005
unpublished. To the local artisanal fishers, the use of ring et reef fisheries poses an unfair
competition in the fishing grounds that they strongly believe belong to thEney lay their clainof
ownershipon these fisheries from three main perspectives; one, the fisheries igyived to them to
support their livelihoodsand whoever is hindering them from accessing it even by posing unfair
competition is not acting in juste. Two, they have cultural ties with these fishing grounds since their
ancestors fished the same waters. Furthermdiey have been fishing the same waters for many
years since thewere children. To them fishing is central to their livelihood and tergngly believe
that whoever is denying their access to these fishing grounds is challenging their long history of
existence as a people. Three, they attach territorial claims on these fishing grounds. They live by the
fishing groundsand set and leave #ir fishing gears in these placasd therefore it isunfairto them
to be displaced from their fishing grounds tojygrant fishers suchsring netters The ring net fishers
on the other hand do not entirely disagree with such claims. From their oral atsatiwas evident
that ring net aresometimes used in the reef fisheries for the reason that they notice a school of fish
on their way to the offshore fishing grounds. Moreover, they admit that they may have demersal reef
fish species in their landingsa bycatch andduring kusi. An interview with a ring net captain in
Changai landing site explains;

Wes we are supposdd fish in the deeper waters of 20m and more. But let me tell you. Every

fisherman leaves his house because he is going to looistiolEvery fisher does that. We do

that also. If we see some fish in the shallow waters on our way to our fishing grounds should

® Changu Swahili namedr Scavengers
6 Tafi¢ Swahili name for rabbit fish

"Kusic a season during which the strong South East Monsoon winds are blowing. During this season, normally
between April and August, the sea is very rough and fishing is rarely done with smalbbtside the reef flat
for fear of safety of low catch.

41



we leave it because of the law? Should we? it is about struggling talpfoviyour family. In

fact we use such fish for ofmod in the sea. Also when we catch Tafi and snapper it is not

intendeddJring net captain, Changai, December, 12]
The second reason why smatlale artisanal fishers resist ring net fishing is linked to the destructive
nature of ring net especially wimeused inthe reef fisheries. Ring ngtwhen used within the reef
fisheries destroythe fish habitats byreaking the corals and catchingdersize fish which may be
juveniles. This is also the concern of environmental groups such as East Africa \SBddldey
(EAWS). Most artisanal fishers consider this act unfair because the natural regeneration of their
fisheries is compromised. Most of them remember with nostalgia how in the 1970s and the 1980s it
was very easy for them to fish. The effort at seaswass while the catch was impressive and
adequate for both domestic food supply and local market. They describe their current catch per
effort as too low and less beneficial to them. Although they also admit that reanlpgicakchanges
might have taken face within their fisheries, they overwhelmingly link the state of affairs to ring net
fishing and beach seining. Since beach seining is presently a rare practice in Shimoni compared to
ring net fishing, it is almost off their minds and missing in theamgday talk. In the 1990s, ring net
was heavily used in Vanga and Gazi (Ring net taskforce, @0p&blishedl. However, the artisanal
fishers in Shimoni especially tmealemafishers claim that the ring netters having exhausted the
Vanga fishing groundsiave lately moved to destroy their grounds in Shimoni. These claims were
evident in one of the Focus Group Discussions held with artisanal fishers in Changai as below;

W[ S YS G §réfdrringt@ idengeweFldn@rByNallow people. And | spealettruth

before Allah subhana w&Qll. These ring netterrom Vanga and Pemba have finished all

the fish in their fishing grounds. | ask you people, why should these ring net users come all the

way to here, passing through Vanga and using gasoline@lits I @ (G2 KSNBK 2 K@

fish from those other places? It is because they have exhausted all thkefish Now they

want to turn us to poor people bylestroying our fishing ground3[Basket trap fisher,

ChangaShimoni, December 5, 20[L1
The task drce on ring net fishing reports on some of the worrying aspects of ring net fjshimgh
AYONBlIada (GKS aGNBYy3IdGK 2F GKS FNIA&FYIFE TAAKSNA
by the task forceonly two met the minimum requirement of nst sizes of 2 inches. Additionally,
during fieldwork inthe Mwazaro areal observeda ring net whose mesh size was less than 2 inches
although it was being repaired by the captain. Mwazaro is a constituent beach of Shimoni BMU. This
indicated a higher lkelihood of ring net catching undersize fisiThe task force report notes
F dzNJi K S Nhee: MBszalsodeuidence at Vanga of a ring net constructed with mosquito r@tting
(Ring net taskforce, 2005:1Lnpublished. These are the practices that artisafiahers of Shimoni
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dzy RSNARGIF YR Fa RSt A6 SN {Soby thelin nettdiisawholitiey ratdgr £xs) G KS'Y
WYY 2 y 2 |-3Rabeparidida

Indeed, the effects of ring net fishing on marine ecosystem generate more politics than can be seen
in other issuesThe contestation builaround this phenomenon indicate how knowledge can be used

in different ways to influence decisien According to some research from KMER#Y Fisheries
Departmentring nes haveno significant negative effects to the marine envircemh provided it is

done outside the reef flat in water depths of not less than 2Mvungaet al.,, 201Q. Oral accounts

from fisheries officer in Shimoni also indicate tllaé ring net has the potential of increasing fish
production and hence the income dlhe fishing communities. However, due the inadequate
capacity of the Fisheriesepartment to monitor the use of ring net, it was banned. A section of the
small scale fishers, conservation groups sa€BAWS insisthat ring nes aredestructive to tle fish
breeding grounds. Narratives from an elderly small scale artisanal fisher iBOgisadditionally

indicate the wealth of knowledge that they have to justify the destructive nature ring net

WL gAff AABS | ad2NE TtheBsiand 9Qs Pedatbar®®netivgs G KS R
introduced, the fish traps were landing fish that could fill 3 lories here in Shimoni. There was

a cold store here in Shimoni. There were tons of fish. You see in Nyuli thersivdife
mkundajf, pup®. WriteR2 6y 06 SOl dzaS @2dz R2y Qi (1y26 GKS&AS 7
that we could get up to 560kgs. But now we cannot even get one kilo since the ring nets

were introduced. Even tafiwas in plenty and one fisherman could get up to 40kgs but now

only 3kgs[Basket trap and long line fisher, Anzw&himoni, January 6, 20[L1

CKANRf&Z FNIAaAlFYlIf FAAKSNE Ay {KAY2YA | O0dzAS NI\
is evident from the claim that ring nefishers destroy their fishing geassch as basket traps, set nets

and long lines. Narratives from fishers using set nets, basket traps and long lines contend that they

have had cases of destroyed gears by the ring netters especially when they are pursing. Oral accounts

from one fiher usirg set gilinets explains:

Yqu know these boyseferring to ring net fishersire very disrespectful. Sometimes weniva
to curse them but how can | say a curse orchiid. You see my s@referring to interviewer]
there is a time | went to check on my tleast expecting some fish in it. | was shocked to

find it nowhere. Only some pieces affteed to the buoyant. Hiose illbehaved children

® Mkundajic Swahili name for goat fish
o Puju¢ Swabhili name for Unicorn fish

% see footnote 4
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[referring to ring net fishersp 2 dz Ol f f FAAKSNE RS&aGNRE&SR AlX
Y2y Se (2 [eedgdnetFistzal - SNiddaRi fish Banda, December 6, 2011]
There are records of cases of destroyed fishing gears such as gillnets and basket traps in the Shimoni
BMU office.Such cases are difficult to arbiter as there can be no proof that the de&iruwas done
by ring net crews. The small scale artisanal fishers however, often see malice with the BMU officials
accusing them of taking bribes from the ring net users and failing to defend the fishers who form the
BMU. Ring net fishers are also segnsbme artisanal fishers of Shimoni avédhaved irthe manner
in whichthey use their money from the catch. It is said amongst a section of these artisanal fishers
that when the young fishers in ring net vessels get their rather more money, they dpemdeckless
life including luring wives of other men and young school girls to extramarital and premarital sexual
affairs respectively In such a society with deegeated belief in Islamic faith, extramarital and
premarital sex are highly condemned. Teads indeed a well known pub cum night club in the
furthest end as you enter Shimoni. It is known\&aysideand owned by an employee of Kenya
Revenue Authority, Shimoni offic€here are a number of nemoslems in Shimoni who were initially
targeted by tke club but during fieldworHl, visited the club several times in the night ahé number
of moslemsknown to mewere more than the number of known nemoslens. This politicizes the
use of religious teachings by smstlale artisanal fishers to further dude ring fishers. In Islam,
consumption of alcohol is prohibitedNot many fishers go tdWVayside This club becomes an
important element of analysis because many artisanal fishers refer to it as the place for leisure
activities for young ring net fisherghey recollect that during the time whehe ring net is operating

Waysidewould be booming with business.

Counterstatements from some ring net fishers refute such claims vehemently. In their eyes, the
artisanal fishers are creating a big issue with proper reason. Thegee themselves not being
LISNOSAGPGSR yR GNBFGSR a FTAAKSNAR o6dzi a WNAy3 y

and improper behavior. In an interview, one of the rivg captains in Mwazaro narrates:

Wou know, therés a time | listened to BBC radio in Kiswabhili. There was a program where a
certain woman was giving her complaints about ring net fishing. She shocked me. She said
that the ring net not only firshes fish in the sea but alffwat ring net users ask foeg from

the women beforghey can be allowed to buy tHesh. Although | have heard of such things
from Kilift!, it cannot be true about ring net users. These are the things that when the
fisheriegdepartment]and other NGOs hear they fight ringt.(JJRing net captain, Mwazaro,
November, 2011]

Y Kilific is one of the districts in coast province. It is located on the north coast.
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Although a number of fishers and fish dealers contended with the practice of sexual misconduct, they
maintain that it is not unique to ring net fishing. Rathtfrey blame suchehaviors on evil spirits that

accompay money going by religious teaching and superstition which characterize Shimoni.

Lately ring netters have been accused of bribing the fisheries officials and the marine police. Indeed
by law, ring net is an illegal fishing gear since 2001. Accordiniget&isheries AcLegalGazette
Notice No. 7565 Paragraph (d)November9, 2001 ring netting as a seinimgethod, is prohibited in
YSyeéwa@da ThRS ! Ol RS TA ytledusezoBd net ty ancldsel an Wrea whter and
subsequently drawig the netl & K2 NB 2 NJ (Rir@) nett taskf@ce,a28089Qunpublishedl
Analysis of the ring net task force in 2005 found no amendments on these sections of the law or any
subsidiary legigltion that might change thterpretation (Ring net taskforce, 2005hélimplication

of the regulationis well known to the local fishers. They have a copy of the regulation in the BMU
office. In addition, a few of them have attended many seminars organized \iyoeamental NGOs

and Fisheries &partment where they have beantroduced to aspects of thAct In fact fishers talk

quite authoritatively about the letter of the law when it comes to prohibitions on ring net and beach
seining. They use these to question why and how Fisheries Department has been able to allow ring
net fishing while it is explicitly prohibited by the law. Mosttliém draw to one conclusiog the use

of bribes to maneuver the contours of law and power. Their concerns over the allegation of bribing is
even enhancedgjiven thattwo years after a ban oring neswas imposed some ring netters continue

to operate. During fieldworkl saw two ring net boatén Mwazaro. One ring net was undergoing
repair as if to prepare for fishing activities. The other one was sighted in the water as described in
case studyl. According to the artisanal fishers in Shimoni, ring net fishing is a practice which is
characterized by use of money to administer injustice to themlembimriching ring net ownersome

fisheries officialsand BMU officials

The forth reason why these of ring net is contested by other fishers is because of the impacts on
the market. Ring net in good times lands more fiséin artisanal fishing geaend thefish price per

kilo goesdown. Shimoni is relatively a larger fish landing site with two rfisindealers connected to

the external markets in Mombasa (Transafrica and Crustaceans Ltd.). There are two women dealers,
a number of men dealers and several other small fish mongers knowraam karanga¥. Most of

these dealers andnama karangashave teir own fishers who supply them with fish in a fisher
dealer relationshipThis relationship is built on social capital where the dealer provides support such
as unsecured credits, handouts and repair of gears and vessels. The fishers pay back hleselling

catchto a particularfish dealer who provides themvith suchsupport.In very good times whearing

“Mamakarangsct A GSNI ff& YSIyada wg2YSy 6K2 FTNEQDO ¢KSe& NB g2
fishers or other dealers for resale. They get the name from the way they prepare the fish by deep frying.
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net lands more fishthe captain can declare a given portifacally knowrasposhoor kitoweo) to be

given for free to some members of the villagspecially women. No wonder a good number of the
non-fishers in Shimoni village are disappointed with the ban on ring net fishing. When the members
of the village get fish for free, the artisanal fishers get unhappy because they lose market or their
deakrs lower the prices. To ring net fishers this is the main reason why the artisanal fishers complain
and they refer to it as mere jealousy associated with competition. One ring net fisher in Mwazaro

explained vith lots of eloquence and pride:

Y, 2 dz [tbughihg his moustache to show prideye land more fish in the good times and
we are able to supply fish to dealers and fish mongers adequately. During this time they lose
GKSANI YIEN] SO FyR GKSe OFryy2i aStft oivitgdrée LINA OS
FTAaK (G2 ¢2YSy a2 GKIG GKSe OFy Fftaz2 SIFHid ¢KA.
the progress of their own peophfing net fisher, Mwazaro, November 28, 2011].

The last reason for contesting the use of ringsezincerns tle origin of the use athe ring net itself.

The ing net as mentioned earlieris widely believed to have originated from Tanzania especially
from Pemba, Unguja and Mafia (the islands forming Zanzibar). Although there are some Kenyans
working as crew inhe ring nets, most members of the crew are from Tanzartie majority of the

local fishers have not mastered the fishing style which demands for some skills at sea. Local fishers
consider the fishing grounds in Shimoni as theinsd so the entry of forginers who increase
competition is not accepted comfortably. It is interesting to note ttia majority of the natives of
Shimoni consider themselv&8aswabhiliand many of them are Moslems.

Similarly, people from Pemba and Zanzibar #Waswahiliand Moslens. There could hardly be
cultural differences between th@&/aswahiliof Kenya and Tanzan/aswvahiliin Shimoni see these
fishing grounds in terms of their livelihood places. The issue gets morerdetgd when the local

fishers claim that they canndid K a2 F NB St & wateys aditfieSing héttgis do yh Kéngad
Most Kenyan fishers complain that whéishers from Vangarossthe borderii2 FA &K Ay ¢ y1
waters, they are arrested for being in Tanzania illegally. Previoosigt foreign fiskrs in the
YSyel Q& (fredtd assafeniBa
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CASE STUDY 1
An encounter with ring net fishers 28" November 2011at Mwazaro and Bati landing grounds

On that Monday morning Visited MzeewA 4 KI RQa 2FFAOS 'y R L ficé HuftieRlooAwas wide wpdrRir

Rishad Iki Hamisi is the secretary to the Shimoni BB&fbre | could feel comfortable on the seat, he dashed in, his face full of an
and mind appeared scattered. He summoned some lattythe office with an authdtarian voice.They talked in deep coastal Swah
accent and gon he released the lady promising tot@n her case as soon as he woblkl back. He then turned to me with the sam
voice of aithority and asked me how he coute of help to ne. | explainedhat | wanted hishelp to identifymorefishersto interview
as we had agreed. He then received a call and talked to someone known-dat&oli learned that Toli is the chairmaf Mwazaro
village whose fish workeriselong to Shimoni BMU. Mzee Rishpibceeded to talk on phone ia voice of discomfort with Toli. He
[dzSaiA2ySR gKé ¢2fA Fftf26SR WKAA LIS2LX SQ (2 32 TA akedbfit@rly(
with Toli seeming remorseful. Rishadthoritatively concluded by saying mixture ofKifundiand Swahild L 'Y 32 Ay 3

people and take them to police and finallytocoury R L gAff y20 068 aO0FNBR 2F (KS Oz2y

He then told me about his problem with rimgetters and his personal prodiin. Then he asked me which fishers | wanted to intervi
that day. | saichurriedly, W2 ¥  Gisgdet&r<Sand immediately he told me to follow him. We went to fisheries department off
where he left a note sayingehis going to investigate onrang net issue in Mwazaro. We then jumped on a rbike and departed
for Mwazara On reaching Mwazaro, we found some fishers coming out of the sea. He immediately asked for their passp
fishing license. They exchanged words vatte of the fishers aggrating his apparently harsh mootlwas scared of getting into the
WONRPAATANBQ 2F 0AGGSNI 62NRaP | S Ay i NRRdIzOS Randte pricReddd to ik seadt
look out forother ring netters.

After about an lour and ffteen minutes, Mzee Rishatturned and asked whether or not | had completed my interviéie left
immediately on foot to Bati landing ground also belonging to Shimoni BMU. From the sea | could see a group of bhuti8sst
young men jumping from adat and singing songs as if tojey their youth. | asked Rishatho they were anche coldly responded
YiKSe ' NB TAaKSoM&ErEmaiddd jhdhé boatantk tha 1B<$ ¢a@sore. We met them and Rishasichangedslamic
greetingi ¢ A (i Ka sél&rS aeikum@ The fishers appeared in high spirits. Risttagh asked them if they had their passper
authorizedformoveBy id Ay YSyeél |yR (KSe& O2yFTARSyidGte NBalLRYyRSRI
were foreignersLater in an interview with them,confirmed that they weréndeedfrom Tanzania (Tanga and Pemba).

Rishad cleared his throat and remarkeda politevoice,a L F ANBS G KI G S JSidlBedking to kayhCaf lidzig A
accordance with the ordeof Allahd dzo K y I é6 11 S ILONPEBGS SRBR y26 (KS I NI Ohascaowetly
to move everywhere we want in ordetam a living, rightBut let us not forget that there is also the law of the country established
the government So it is the law of the country that denies us of this divine right and we must respect it. So my sons who |
much, who shall take care of me in old age and who work so hard to feed their wives and children, | want to ask gpwtbdaing
to the sea with youring net. We are all moshlas and we deserve to earn a livingtlmow the government has said no. So please
home, eat and rest till when the government will say yes, which is coming soon. | will talk to your captain. So let me natesgssry
in the sea otherwise | will take you allto tha2 £ A OS¢é & L R xalk ahbat ivhatkitieir BNU by AadvKdayRabout ring ne
fishing The crew lefhappily siming songs oflaulidi ¢ Islamic songs of praise to Allah.

He then sent for the &ptain whowas still in the boat. Upon reaching, Rislwadled for a prayer which was given by an old man w
had joined together with the chairman of community policing for Bati and Mwazaro villages. He then introduced hilNg&IfizR
name is Rishatki Hamisi. | was born in Bodhirazi so | am a son of this soil. By the Grace of Alldd K I y I 4 amthé |
secretary of ShimoniBMU® | S 62 ai SR FdzNIKSNJ iK2dzZ3K Y2 NB | dzii K2 N dodrtif A
youdoQi 20S@& T AHe iBoNdes ine dslhig éffiter which | was not comfortable waitjway | accepted this because
wanted todo covert observation. He then asked if the captain and his peoplea#itbrized passports and got a positive respon
They exchange bitter words with the captain who appeared calm but stramg.c@ptainsaid that he was authorized Byoli to go to
the sea because he could naach the chairman and Fisheries Departméii¢ however maintained that they were not going fighi
When asked whether or not he talked on phone ttte owner of the ringnet who is a Kenyan, i@ @S 'y SYLKI @
Rihadimmediately called the chairmanf Shimoni BMU and to my surprise pleaded for mercy on their behalf saying that thesfi
were not set for fishing but to give kind of a cultural sacrificefits of the seaHe then warned them not to take the boat to the sq
and that they should all report to BMUs office with their passpére following dayand that the owner of theing net will pay for the
all the cost he had incurredndeed, | saw the ring net captain leaping into the BMU office with Rishad the following day i
morning.
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3.4. WhenWg I LIS bedomes an identity for ring net fishers in Shimoni

aAdINIyld FTAAKAYI A& y2id | yS¢é LKSy2YSyadftiondly YSye
practice of local artisanal fisheto move from their homelands to other places in access of other
productive fishing grounds for months. This process is known in the local langa&gendaago
(seeFulandeet al., 2009. It is a process thatelpsfishers to deal with socieconomic challenges of

their society such as reduced fish catch séimeldesire to save income for a purpose.

The termwapembaliterally refers to people from Pemba. Historically, thepembastarted coming

to Kenya in thecolonial period when the Waswahili of the Kenyan coast had trade ties with Pemba.
In these trade ties young men from Pemba were invited to provide discounted labour, costs
especially in the fishing industrsithough those using illegal gears were not@m@aged to come but

only tolerated Glaesel, 2000 As Tanzania gained its independence in 1964 and subsequent
overthrow of the PembaZanzibar government, large numberswdipembamoved to settle semi
permanenty in Keny& éoastal areas (ibi@32 see also case study 5). Glaesel traces the genesis of
the tensions between Kenyan coastal fishing communities andvdygembato be related to this

forced displacement. He notes that beginning the 1970s, Key@egun to accuswapemba of
RSAGNReAYy3ad GKSANI FAAKSNASE o0& WKINBSaldAy3a 2dz@Sy )
livelihoods (Glaesel, 2000:332). In a focus group discussion that aimed at reconstructing the roots of
wapembasome migrat fishers from Zanzibawhile accepting that majority of théishers of the
banned ring net and beach seines were Tanzaniatigey maintained thathe issue was too over
generalized due to jealousy. There accounts are consistent with Glaesel (200Bulandaet al.

(2009) that wapembaconsider themselves more skillful in fishing and land more fish than the less
skillful locals Wenyeji in Swabhili). Personal observations during fieldwork showed that most
wapembafishers used gillnetdrigure8 shows that gillnets are the most productive gear in Shimoni
indicatinga possiblehigher fish landings bywapemba Additionally, an oral interview with one of the

leaders of the Shimoni BMU emphasized thajppembaland more fish than thevenyeji

Whiey [wapemlan] are also using theame gears in addition to ringet. But wenyejioperate
in crews of 3n smaller canoes with 4 baskeaps while the wapemba operate a creof 4 in
a canoe with 20 traps. The migrants have also mafighing as theibusinessémployment
while for the localdfishingseens like a hobbyThis makes the migrants to land more fish than

the localsb[® BMU leader, Shimoni shopping center, November 30, 2011]

However, the termwapembahas been linked, by local fishers, to the use of nrets and beach
seins g KAOK FNBE RS&AUGNHzZOGAQGS FA&AKAY3I 3ISHENRBR GKFG
wapembaand the use of these destructive fishing gears is due to the fact that the use of the gears

originated from Tanzania. In general fishdrom Tanzania were initially referred &swapemba
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This coincided with the fact that most fishers using ringsra@e Tanzanians who are considered to
be fishing unfairly from fishing grounds that local fisher consider theirs. Oral accounts fromra spea

gun fisher explains this point

Y apemba are not concerned at all with our welfare. They use ringaret beach seirse
which catch immature fish and destroy fish breeding greuiitiey have finished all the fish
in their countryCJSpear gun fiskr, Shimoni Oldletty, December 10, 2011

Glaesel Z000) and oral accounts confirthat increased use of seine nets including ringsreed

beach seines led to the increased demand of labour. Thus young men from traditiorfitmog
communities ae recruited into these fishing fleets belongingwa@pemba which further enhances

struggle over livelihood space and exercise of authority. Consequemigembaas a term has
increasingly been stigmatized by the local artisanal fishers to create theingeahany fisher using
FAAKAY 3 3ISFNER GKI {mperRba@ingwag i hé eyas lofylatabartisahal fisiiers |
means to be a ring net fisher, whether Tanzanian or Kenlyas thus not surprising to hear fishers
referring to Kenyans workgas crew in the ring net fleets a&pembawhile the fishers from Pemba

using gillnets and halidA y Sa | N8B 1y2¢6y SAGKSNI oeé GKSANI ylYSa
interviews contend with Glaesel (2000) thaapembahas become a very negativedial label in
{KAY2YA YR SYGANB YSyel Qa O2| adénty)nkcse siudy22NE 2 T

gives a clear picture of the social image of Wegpemba

Case study 2
wdzyl Qa4 2NRSIt gAGK o1 LISYol ARSydAdGE@
bl NNI GA2ya R2afréntShimoni, daRwrly 8 2015 &

Juma is a about 26 years old. He is married to his second wife and has 4 children. He was born in Lungalunga, Msanmowe
not more than 50km from Shimoni. He is a confessing and practicing Muslim. Besides hadiagareducation he went to
school until class eight in Jommo Kenyatta primary school in Msambweni. Due to financial constraints he could not prg
secondary school. Instead he joined his cousin in Likoni, Mombasa to help in a small grocery shopariftag his first wife
Mwanahawa (name used to hide identity) who hails from Shimoni, he quit his job at the grocery shop to live with his
Shimoni and take to selling homemade juice.

In 2008, he heard about how young men from other areas werkimgagood money in ring net fishing fleets. The stories told
fleets belonging to Tanzanians which were changing lives of young men although it was also scary to hear that th
sacrificed part of crew to evil spirits to help them catch more fismalhad never been a fisherman but he was easily convin|
by his friend that the Tanzanians were training people in ring net fishing. Because he was tired of struggling with life
moved to Vanga and was lucky to join one of the ring net fleetsekkdls with nostalgia how they would catch huge tonnage ¢
make lots of money. He bought new clothes including a Savco jeans, BarcgloKaATNII 'y R Fy Laf | vya
Hajg = WdzY |-Afted $inginibsaths Juma came back to Shimoni aasl surprised that his wife was living with her parents.
KFIR ONRdAAKG KSNI I aYlff az2d2NBfl Y20AfS LK2yS | & rhaleda
Word had reached Shimoni village that their sadaw had joined the gropithat is out to destroy the livelihoods of their peoplé
2KSy KS FTG4G§SYRSR 2yS 2F GKS TFTAAKSNI F2f14Q YSSiayaa K9
wapemba In addition it was rumored that he had come to look for someanefter as a sacrifice including the wife. The wi
soon asked fotalaka (divorce) leaving Juma with no wife. He later married Mwanasiti (name used to hide identity). Ju
currently a crev in a Tanzanian gillnet fleet.
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3.5.  Social exclusion of th&¥ ¢ | LIS ahd ihcfuision of the g S yt& S 2 A
Although local smakcale artisanal fishers belong to different functional groups regarding the

methods of fishing, while facing the challenge of ring net, they coalesce round a socially constructed
concept ofwenyeji Wenyejiis Swabhili word that literallyneansBelonging to a specific place and

way of lifeQ This concept is constructed by the small scale artisanal fishers to show their sense of
belonging to Shimoni and subsequent rights to access the fisheries resources in Shimoni. Any group
that supportsthe plight of thewenyejiin defending their livelihoods are welcomed in their discursive
realm. For example, fishers from Tanzania who use gears acceptable to local artisanal fishers are
accepted in their social gathering and joint fishing activities eéhengh they are regarded as guest
fishers. They are hardly referred towapembaas would be in the past. On the other hatite term
Wapembawhich once upon a time meant people from Pemba in specific and foreign fishers from
Tanzania in general is nowsed to refer to thoe using destructivegears not acceptable to local
artisanal fishers, especially ring setnd beach seire One Kenyan ring net fisher observed angrily

during interviews

Wiko, you know, ring net was introduced from Tanzania andnadigiwas owned by people from
Tanzania. But not now. We have locals owning ring net now. But they still spread rumors that
wapemd I | NB  FA Y A &K kingghet fisthed Mwakayd, NovérSber2§ PODIP Q

The wenyejiwapemba relationship creates theinsideroutsider politics in Shimoni and is
O2ylUAydz2zdzat e o0SAy3I SYOSRRSR Ayid2 GdKSANI SOSNERI &
The insiders who are th@enyejicfishers from Shimoni consider the fisheries resources in Shimoni to
be belongilg to them and thus they do have the responsibibifyprotecting it from outsidersvho

are the wapemba This way the insiders create a social feeling that they belong to one social
assemblage with one interest of protecting their livelihood from expl@taby the outsiders. Added

to the fact that they are mostly smadicale compared to ring netters, they form an alliance that is
able to challenge the use of ring Beh what they perceive as their territory. Interestingly, the
wenyejiqwapembaidentities are not built based on ethnic differences. There has been continuous
interactions betweerWadigo, Wakifundand theWapembaincluding through intermarriagesothat
kinship is shared. Furthermarapart from the fact that most of them are mosies, they ale speak a
common languageSwahili. However, it is the difference in the territorial livelld spaces that is
mobilized asvalue aound which alliances are formed. To magnify the seriousness of their claim,
artisanal fishers exploit the negative connotati that the ethnicity-wapemba-had in the past.

Furthermore, any local fisher who joins ring net fishing with the intention of earning a living is viewed

as an enemy of the prosperity of the local small scale fishers and stereotypegeasba(singular)
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The stigma of the termvapembahas also infiltrated the local decision making forum in Shimoni. For
example, regarding their participation in the BMU activitiesyapemba rarely contribute to

negotiations on key decisions. Oral accounts indicate how onthefvapembawas shut down

during a discussion on the proposed enclosure on the basis thageanba RSy 2 G Ay 3 + WT 2 NEF
could not decide on local matters. On a separate meetingoung marwho was once a crew

memberin a ring net fleet was booed by [goorters of marine enclosures when he rose to oppose

the plan. He was denied participation in the process because he wgembag denoting one using

destructive geard-enarrates with genuine concerns:

Wi a | YLISYol &2dz Ol yy 2éy wiRk&@waysgitwhik théiling KigalllS T NB
kaht ¢ and gossip about you even if they know you were born in Wasini, Shimoni or Chwaka. |

am a Swahili but | was denied chance to talk because | was in the ring net crew. Here ring net
fishing and mpemba are oneitly, you know like you and your wi€{Ring net fisher,

ChangaiShimoni, January 7, 2012]

However, narratives from some respondents especially BMU, government and NGO officials indicate
that the term wapembaalso denotes a positive identity}Vapembaland more fish than the local
fishers which is attributed to their good fishing skills and entrepreneuwsftit. They also owbetter
resources like bigger sail boats, dress more smartly and rent better houses than the local fishers. This
is something that een thewapembacdenoting fishers from Pembeahemselves are proud of and

they use theirwapembaidentity to negotiate their existence. Because they land more fish and
contribute significantly to fish production in Shimoni, they can easily reach to goeastnafficials

and BMU officials to discuss their issues thereby disregarding BMU assemblies and village elders.
Generally speaking, it is the need to defend livelihood space that makes local fishers to evoke
solidarity and contest any action that supportsg net fishing in the Shimoni by labeling them
wapemba Consequently, thevenyeji and wapembahave emerged as powerful identities about

which alliances are formed to create and defend livelihood spaces.

3.6. Conclusion

The struggles about ring net fishing Shimoni resut from the contribution of differentactors
YIEYStey (KS 32 0 SeNdinvedtyfisheries resdaicties NabnSedvatién NGOs and the

BMU, the ring net fishers and the smatlale artisanal fishers. All these actors exercise different

degrees of power in order to influence the decisions concerning ring net fishing. Additionally, |

order to reinforce their power to influence decisions and actions, they rely on diverse bodies of
1y26tSRISO ¢KS 3I20SNYYSYyd ®F3 A K NBYRBAERG A2y ORF & Kk
informed by a body of knowledge whose shopping list comprise of enhancement of food security,

employment creation and reef fisheries conservation. The broader goal of the government pointed
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towards promoting growth inhe coastal fisheries by introducing commercial and siechiistrial

fishing method (ring nets) to replace the subsistence artisanal fishing methods. The underlying
assumption, though unrealistic, is that the artisanal fishers would see the commercialtberiafig

net fishing and abandon their artisanal fishing methods to provide labour in ring net fishing fleets.

The unrealistic sense of this assumption is explicit in the manner in which it assumes the relationship

that artisanal fishers have with thesfieries.

First, it overlooks the way in which artisanal fishers perceive the fishing grounds and beaches of
Shimoni as places connected to their culture. The local (in its analytical sense) artisanal fishers in
Shimoni, mostly the Waswahili (wadigo, waverand washirazi), view the fisheries of Shimoni to be
belonging to them following their historical experiences. Their access to the fishing grounds is
consequently linked to their claim of ownership which is inscribed in their culture and religious
teachings. Territorial claim is also evident in the way the fishers leave their fishing gears such as
malema and uzio in the fishihg grounds for longer duration, also observed by Bavifa05)
elsewhere To allow the ring net fishers from Tanzania and Vangactess and control the fishing
grounds and market implies loss of ownership of their fisheries to foreigners. Second, the loss of
control and ownership of the fisheries by the artisanal fishers is enhanced by the destructive nature
of ring netson both the reef fish habitats and the artisanal fishing geéiRing net taskforce, 2005).

The evidence provided in this chapter points towards the uncertainty of the production of the
artisanal fisheriesn operation ofring nets. This elicits the arguments of unagdistribution of the
effects of fisheries degradation (Bryant, 1998;1997). While the ring net fishers have the technological
and financial capacitip go beyond the reef fisheriethe artisanal fishers are limited to their fishing
grounds. Evidence shouhat ring net fishing entered Kenya through Vanga and has moved
Y2NIKglNRa G2 alfAyYyRAZ b3IQ2Y0Sy MungaltRal., PQIA YA 6w
Although most conservation NGOs stress on the destruction of the reef fisheries rather than the
effects on the artisanal fishers. Third, ring net introduces a different regime of iatma where

fishers are expected to redudheir subsistence fishing practices and join a commercial regime. The
effects on the local market affects the fishdealer rdationship existing in Shimoni. From the
forgoing it is inportant to see the formation othe struggles about ring net fishing Shimoni as
embedded in transformation of territorial claims, ownership and unequal distribution of effects of

fisheries degradatin (Peluso and Watts, 2001).

Territorial claims of the fisheries of Shimoni lead to the productionM#pembaand Wenyeji
identities. The creation and use of these identities explain that the struggle oveneirfishing is
linked to territorial controland clashing regimes of appropriatiorather fisheries scarcityThe

coining of thewenyejiidentity and the resultant alliance building around the identity show how local
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artisanal fishers assert their cultural ownership claim on the fishing groundshanidcal beaches.

The use of thewapemba identity keeps shiftingdepending on the context ofhe defense of
territorial claims. Its use previously aimed at excluding foreign fishers from Tanzania from access to
fisheries. However, in its present form etivapembaidentity is used by the local artisanal fishers to
defend their territorial claim of fisheries against ring net fishers. The social boundaries of both
wapembaand wenyejiidentities have been widened to include fishing methods used as can be seen

in the example of the foreign gillnet fishers who are not referred tavapemba
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CHAPTER 4

40. {t9!'w D} b CL{I 9wa9b ! b5 ¢19 WthhwQ L59
This chapter describes the identity politics that exist in the struggles that chaizetepear gun

FAAKAY3I AYy {KAY2YyAd L RSaONRO6S (GKS LINROSaa 2F f1I
use the label to maneuver the contours of power that seek to eliminate their fishing praBather

than see the labelW LJ2 asNilice that they should fight, this chapter shows how spear gun fishers

in Shimoni use it as a tool to influence tolerance and sympathy to their advantage even though the

use of the fishing gear is illegal.

4.1.  Spear gun fishing how is it done?

Spear gun ¢ically known asndeti or bunduk]) is a fishing gear that is locally made using a wooden or
metal tube shaft with steel harpoon powered by rubberér tube strips (see figure 6 and. Fishers

of spear gun swim in order to see the desired fish to strikewéVer, they have to use a sail or
motorized boatto reach their fishing grounds'heymostly fish from shallow coral reefs and largely
target coral demersal species. The fishing method is faced with uncertainties since the fisher has to
sight the fish andhen aim to shoot with the spear head. Additionally, these fishers are faced with
conditions that threaten their safety at seaspecially in terms of strong undercurrents and during

high tides when the sea is rough with poor visibility.

Figure6: Drawing of a spear gun. Source Okeyo (2010) Figure7: Picture of Spear gun. Photo by C. @bot
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