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Kenya’s game laws, in comparison to those of ancient England, are

-tame and mild. Castration, amputation, blinding; or hanging were

punishments for game infractions in William the Conquérot’s time.
To lift your fist to a gamekeeper in twelfth-céntury England was a
gallows offense, and one of the key complaints l6ading to the political
reforms of the Magna Carta in 1215 involved the oppressive game laws
under King John. A violation of the game laws in Kenya today usually
leads to a fine or a brief jail sentence.’ ARRET

Curiously, the core issues between the two worlds'and across eight
centuries are the same. Wild animal conservation—the heédrt of the
matter—is an issue of class ard caste. The rich want to conserve
animals for aesthetics, sport, and leisure; the poor want to eat
animals, or kill them before they destroy crops or herds..

The historic tragedy in Kenya is not the siaughtgr of so many ani-

* mals in the colonial period, nor even the enormous humber of animals

lost to modern poaching. Most of the species cotild ‘still tebuild their

- numbers. The tragedy is that African interests, particularly of peasant

farmets, were not taken into accouynt when formulating policies gov-
erning wildlife management. Herein liés the seed of wildlife destruc-
tion. ' T

Tan Patker, whose family came to East Africa in 1903, is one of the
clearest thinkers in Kenya on wildlife problems. In his early forties,

- graying, self-possessed, disarmingly frank, he is controversial because

of his often brutal candor on wildlife issues. Parker argues:

Game laws have seldom worked. This is becduse they have so-often
been class-based and class-orgdnized. It has always beeri the rich and
privileged who want to preserve the game. In old Erigland this conflict
was an ongoing fact in the lives of peasants for at least a thousand
years. Such laws have never worked because they were.imposed on

- people who had a higher calling to break them. A hungry father. trying

to feed his starving children was always willing to risk . extreme
punishment by killing game. A man’s. position on the scale of plenty

 dictated his attitude toward wildlife. Conservation has always been a
- source of tension. It is such a simple fact of life it often escapes notice

in the grand debates. & -
-Will wildlife survive to awe and inspite visitors, or will the differ-

'_ ences between rich and poor in Kenya ultimately lead to'its decima-

tion? The answer will be determined by the behaviot of humans who
live in proximity to game. What are the forces at work in this man-
animal equation? The issues are coniplicated by differences in cul-

~ tural values, in outlooks, in economic station, and in what the formal

and informal wildlife “‘establishment” is teying to do.
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Man vetsis Animal

There is no question that game depletion on a
massive scale has occurred in East Africa, gain-
ing momentam during wartime in the colonial
era and reaching a crescendo in the 1970s.
Traffic in ivory, rhino horn, spotted cat, monkey
skins, and other trophies was a big business from
which even the lowliest poacher could profit.

‘Historians will point to several reasons for the
depletion: the demands of the international
markets, the local wars like those in Uganda and
_ on the Kenya-Somali border in which animals
_wete .killed by the score, and the relentless

efficiency of game poachers, large and small. Still -

- more basic to the problem is the human struggle

" ‘to-survive, to acquire and then to protect land,

and to feed one’s family. Thus the question of the
survival of wildlife is intertwined with that'of the
human population. :

Kenya’s population in 1979 was increasing at 4
percent annualily, the highest natural growth rate
recorded in the world. This demographic explo-
sion overshadows all other man-animal concerns,

‘particularly in a country that has put aside 7
percent of its land for wildlife. The human tide is
already spilling into areas considered unfit for
settlement ten years ago.

The population growth creates a demand for

land in areas set apart traditionally for game.
_ Moreover, cultivation is extending into ecologi-
cally marginal zones where new farms encroach
on game dispersal areas. Ultimately humans and
animals conflict. Marauding animals destroying
crops® are shot or speared, particularly if the
farmer is frying to get established and to “clear
the area.”” High risk farming ventures are spring-
ing up-in arid rangelands where farmers are
willing. to risk drought two or three years in the
hope of one good crop. In these lands too,
- humans kill or displace the game.

- ‘The human tide is also pressing into the wild-

life buffer zones, traditional dispersal areas that

game move into and out of during wet season
grazing. Game is protected in the dry season
- around Amboseli Lake for example; when the

raing come the game migrates toward new grass -

‘on the plains and there confronts the farmers..

~ To attempt to prohibit these farmers from
seeking their livelihood here, to keep them from
killing game in their gardens is a very difficult
undettaking. When a buffalo, rhino, baboon,
hyena, or wild dog threatens a crop or a child, the
community’s consensus is to kill the animal. That

' want to measure if.

a poor man can make a year's wage by killing a
leopard or a lion, or five years’ wages by killing a
rhino, is a compelling economic force. Fe

In Tan Parker’s view; the rapid proliferation of
Kenya’s humar population spells doom for the -
wildlife: ' I R

The density problem is at the core of the issue. If
you increase the density of people, there is no
possible way animals can’ survive, particularly
if the people are poor and rural, which of course
they are in Kenya. The population. explosion is
the main strand in the rope that is hanging wild-
life; and the process carn be predicted with some

“accuracy. Again, it involves the relationship be-

~tween civic laws and game. laws, the human

population and the animal population.... -
As human density increases, laws will become

_more stringent. Population pressures will force

rural people to break the laws more frequently,
causing a great deal of social and political unrest,
to the point the governiment will in all likelihood
have to-back down from ‘greater enforcement.
Kenya will never go to" “'castration, amputation,
blinding and hanging’’ to maintain the game. At

- some point the systemi must crash. The animal

population will decline-so much the laws will
becoming meaningless and thus will either be re-
scinded, revoked, or ignored. (Figure1).. -
In essence, the human population growth will
cause greater game regulations and restrictions

for a time, but this will not protect the wildlife, -

and the animals will ‘decline—in number;, in
species, in biomass, in density—however you

These are relentless pressures, involving
human beings who are reacting to shortages and
to hunger. Because none of the wildlife
aficianados ever consider the human popula-
tions, most palefaces [Europeans) are as far from

‘understanding the rural poor here as anyone can

be. Far from dealing with the people, or edu-
cating them about how game could be useful to
them, they have dome just the opposite. They

. have helped destroy the game by making it a
" palefacé playground, a rich versus poor business.
Do you know who the most disliked officials in
" Africa are? The game wardens. Just like old

England. They are a detested group because they
are the policemen for the rich. . o

_Thé Class Factor :

Who benefits? The question of equity com-
plicates the wildlife issue. The economic ration-
ale that “‘game must pay its way” has been




Figure 1
Population and Regulation

Animal Population Human Population

At “0,” no laws, low human population, high animal
population.

At “X,” extensive laws, high human population, falling
animal population.

At“Y,” high human population, low or no animal popu-
lation, no laws.

Man versus animalin Kenya.
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advanced as the great hope for saving wildlife. By
balancing human and animal needs, wildlife can
earn its keep. This, according to most ecologists,
necessitates game cropping, particularly of zebra
and buffalo, and a systematic method of paying
the fandowner on whose land the animal was
shot. This practice would provide the landowner
with income, make the animal valuable to him,
give him an incentive to conserve wildlife, and
bring some revenue to the government through
licenses, taxes, and tourist revenues.

Attempts to persuade rural Kenyans of the
great value of wildlife have been less than suc-
cessful for several reasons. First, until recently,
no one even proposed atrangements under which
wildlife would have economic value for the
Africans who live in close proximity to the large
populations of game. The government’s position
that wildlife is “‘state property” creates dissent.
Suggestions by international conservationists
that Kenyans have ‘“‘obligations to conserve wild-
life as a ‘heritage for mankind’,”” are simply
irrelevant to the rural poor. Educational
approaches and extension efforts that rest on a
“you should, you must” argument fall on deaf
ears.
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The formal attempt to introduce Western con-
servation values to Kenya in the 1970s is a docu-
mented failure. Karen Carlson’s Ph.D. disserta-
tion on- the topic points out that wildlife values
were-used as a fulerum whereby one culture tried
to foist its values on another. Says Carlson, “The
persuasion campaign [in Kenya] was based on
the American hypothesis that appreciation of
wildlife is dependent on the awareness and
knowledge of the subject. Africans did not accept
conservation because educational materials were
not similar to traditional persuasional devices..
Exposure to wildlife as aesthetically valuable was
not sufficient to change the attitude that wtldhfe
was basically a source of food.?

It is important to te clear about these" dlffer-
ences of perception. They are not particularly
racial, although many conservationists in Kenya
are white. Rather, African rural values are in
conflict with a set of Western values'which are
alien, irrelevant, and contrary to the prevailing
ethic of most African farmers. -No synthesis

‘betweéen the two -views: has been achieved, or

seriously attempted, one reason being the lack of
sythpathy by cofiservationists for the ‘“human
factor.” Most wildlife officers, both in the ¢olo-
nial past and today, are trained in biclogy,
zoology, or in other natural sciences; few take
interest in or have much understanding of the
economic_or political implications of wildlife
policies. The sociology of wildlife has yet to en-
gage their attention and concern.

‘The culture conﬂ1ct lnherent in w1ld11fe man--

agement is, however, complicated by the racial
imbalance in the wﬂdhfe “estabhshment ” While

_Vonly a few whites remain in official government
positions, the broader conservation movement is

heavily influenced by whites, both Kenya citizens
and expatriates, Many are professionals em-
ployed as researchers or veterinarians, or are
foundatieon and United Nations officials. Most
are “liberal” and sympathetic to African prob-
lems. At the same time they are usually unedu-
cated about local African culture, shy, intimi-
dated by African polmclans, and afraid to speak
out on conservatlon issues because of their
“position.”” Although legltimately ‘concerned

about ecological issues,. they slmply avoid deb ate

Behind this group of professmnal conserva-
tionists is a larger number of mainly white wild-
life enthusiasts, amateur naturalists who have
come from the “glamour” side of wildlife, the
world portrayed by extravagant safaris, white
hunters, animal films, coffee-table photography

books-—a world that attracts and spends a lot of
money but that includes Africans only as bar-
tenders and game scouts. Again, this group is not
intentionally unsympathetic to African interests;

they simply are not knowledgeable about or in
contact with Aftican problems as they appear on
the ground. The twain rarely meet, and differ-
ences between the black peasants and the white
middle and upper classes are exaggerated by the
occasionally bizarre behavior of the rich.

The Wildlife Establishment

An array of governmental and nongovern-
mental, philanthropic and private organizations
make up the wildlife establishmént in Kenya.
Excepting the Kenya government, many of the
organizations are concerned with wildlife in the
entire region, using Kenya as a base. Most of the
organizations appear to operate independently.
Informal links unquestionably exist, and there is
cooperation on specific projects. “The establish-
ment all know each other; they just don’t like

. each other™ is one official’s view.

At the international level atre the United
Nations agencies, private foundations, and some
bilateral organizations. The Kenya government,
various nongovernmental organizations, and a
score of commercial consultancy groups focus on
wildlife at the national level. Dozens of research
projects and special purpose programs are under

~way at the local level.

. International Orgamzattons working in wild-
life include UN agencies. and bilateral’ donor
agencies, such as USAID and Canada’s CIDA,
plus a few foundations and international funds.

Most of the funds are awarded for conservation

projects, research, parks development, or to pro-
vide equipment for an antipoaching unit or a

‘wildlife training program.

The most significant international conserva-
tion project recently brought to Kenya is funded
by a $34 million World Bank (IBRD) loan for
wildlife management in the context of land use
and rural - development (see box). As often
happens in large projects, the protracted negotia-
tions for the loan led to a number of “indirect”
effects. First, a wildlife planning unit was
created, funded by Canadian aid; second, debate

-on'the loan was probably instrumental in leading

to the ban on hunting in 1977 and on the curio
trade in animal products, Third, greater
emphasis was placed on land use, on cattle needs
near the reserves and the requirements of human
inhabitants near the parks; and finally, the
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Wildlife Planning Unit

Kenya's Wildlife Planning Unit is unique in Afriea.
Most of its research and planning activities are specific
to a given reserve or park, and amost deal with collect-
ing data useful to policy planners. Internal road plans
inside parks, management plans, site plans, special
studies, maps and economic projecis are a part of the
unit’s output. “WPU” was established in 1977, first
headed by Dr. David Western, It is currently headed
by Dr. Gordon Davies of Canada. Initial funding was
through the World Bank loan, but since 1979 it has
been jointly funded through Canadian aid and the
World Bank,

The unit’s original mandate was to develop sound
management plans for Amboseli, Maasai Mara, and
Samburn Buffalo Springs. This was to inelude park
management plans and a major read development plan.
The involvement of the park wardens and their staffs
was sought and a number of consultants contributed to
the plans. Much of this work was finished in 1981 and
the unit undertook its second mandate, to develop
management plans for other areas.

Examples of work under way include aerial photog-
raphy, photo mosaies, game enumeration, specifically
in the Shimba Hills and Lake Bogoria areas, an eco-
logical analysis of the Samburu and Mt. Meru Game
Parks, and a study of a tourist center at the Malindi
Marine'Park. The average project is carried out by
outside consultants and costs $10,000; projeet costs
range from $360 to $25,000.

A number of problems plague the unit, some trace-
able simply to being new. Most staff feel that the
original four-year program period is unrealistic, and
that an eight-to-ten-year span would have been more
appropriate. Because there is vast potential for devel-
oping the parks, the need to set priorities and by-pass
other important work bothers the planners.

The unit is an integral part of the government, and
its task in part is to train counterpart Kenyan profes-

sionals. There has been a shortage of qualified counter-
parts, and a shortage of expert wildlife planners with
experience in East Africa. Lack of staff has delayed
work in Tsavo East and Tsavo West, and in the Shimba
Hills {a coastal park with rare sable antelope). Simi-
Iarly, plans to open up wilderness areas for hiking,
camping, and climbing (as opposed merely to sitting in
vehicles to watch game) are moving slowly.

One of the key tasks before the unit for 1981-1982 is
to develop a systems plan for the National Parks, WPU
staff are approaching the problem in ten steps:

1. Review the background and cobjectives of the inte-
grated national plan

2. Develop a detailed inventory of the existing com-
ponents of the national system and the development of
basic ecological typologies

3. Study the existing units
4. Consider deleting existing units

5. Consider adding new units and determine which
units should be nominated for future development

6. Develop the overall system plan

7. Estimate priorities of development within the plan
in terms of actual costs (finances and manpower)

8. Review the draft plan with interested parties
9. Develop format of the final report
10. Present the plan to the Kenya government

The seemingly rational step-by-step procedure is of
course fraught with problems. The overall plan must
ineorporate the 50 existing parks, reserves, and sane-
tuaries, plus give consideration to new areas. Given
the diversity of the ecosystems involved, the past
difficulties some of the parks and reserves have pre-
sented, and the political pressures to drop some parks
and add others, the undertaking is formidable.

Wildlife and the World Bank

In June 1977, the Kenyan government received a
five-year $34,000,000 World Bank loan for wildlife. Its
main elements include:

1. Funds for the development of three wildlife
areas, Amboseli, Maasai Mara, and Samburu, including
the development of roads, viewing traeks, entry gates,
museums, staff houses and a park headquarters com-
plex. The last ineludes dispensaries, primary schools,
community centers, labor camps, and garages for park
vehicles and road equipment.

2. Improvement of Lake Turkana National Park
with demarcation boundaries of paleontological sites

and the construction of a workshop, water supply, and
exhibits for the museum, plus the provision of staff
vehicles.

3. The provision of game-proof barriers, moats and
fences, to be constructed near 5 game parks (300 miles
of barriers initially planned).

4. A Wildlife and Fisheries Institute to be con-
structed at Lake Naivasha for specialized training of
staff. Plans include classrooms, library, museum,
student hostels, staff housing, vehicles, and equipment.

5. Assistance to Wildlife Club of Kenya, including
three buses for transportation of Kenyan residents to
the wildlife areas. ,

{cont’d.)
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6. Establishment of a government Wildlife Planning
Unit to provide detailed planning for each park and
reserve, and to provide technical assistance to other
agencies, particularly for staffing, equipment, - and
training.

7. Introduction of policy and feasibility studies for
the management of Jarge herbivores. Policy guidelines
in the tourism-wildlife sectors were to be framed, as

was the development of a tourist road linking Nairobi,
Lake Magadi, and the Maasal Mara areas. Studies of
the potential development of the Tana River, Garissa,
and Liamu areas were to be initiated.

3. Assistance in antipeaching activities through
equipment, staff, and other support.

Figure2
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government has initiated a more rapid payback
system to Maasai pastoralists for shifting grazing

to areas outside parks. The Nairobi-based UN

Environment Programme (UNEP), in collabora-
tion with UNESCO, has also funded wildlife
projects. UNEP helped produce the Global Wild-
life Strategy in 1980 and, with UNESCO, spon-
sored Kenya’s Integrated Project for Arid Lands
(IPAL), a major project focusing on arid land
ecology with important wildlife ramifications.
The activities of Habitat, the UN Agency for
Human Settlement, also headquartered in
Nairobi, have important effects-on communities
living near wildlife. The World Wildlife Fund,
working in cooperation with the International
Union for the Conservation of Nature and
Natural Resources (IUCN), has offices in Kenya.
Other international foundations with officers in
Kenya, such as Ford and Rockefeller, occasion-
ally support wildlife projects along with other
philanthropic and development work.

Kenya government wildlife programs are
carried out mainly by the Wildlife Consetvation

and Management Department of the Ministry of
Resources, (The :

Environment and Natural
Ministry of Agriculture is charged with various
veterinary projects, and the Ministry of Tourism,
of course, is concerned with a number of wildlife
issues.) Officers here are charged with maintain-
ing the parks and reserves, providing education,
research and extension activities and policy
planning. _

The major responsibility of the Wildlife Con-
servation and Management Department is the
maintenance and development of Kenya’s 33
parks and reserves, plus a few smaller sanctu-
aries. The size varies enormously. Tsayo National
Park, for example, gazetted in 1947, contains
8,034 square miles, which makes it bigger than
the state of Israel (7,393 sq. mi.) and Northern
Ireland (5,407 sq. mi.). At the other extreme is
Saiwa Swamp National Park at 192 hectares.

The 13 National Parks and 24 Natienal
Reserves represent over 7 percent of Kenya’'s
total land area. Another 18 local sanctuaties have
been created to protect unique flora and fauna.

The government’s key problems are manage-
ment and retention of trained personnel. Salaries
are fow, promotions slow in coming, cohesion
lacking, and morale low. One well-trained wild-
life specialist, a helicopter pilot in antipoaching
work, resigned in mid-1981 not only because his
salary was a fraction of what pilots usually get,
but because he constantly encountered problems

of obtaining fuel, spare parts, and adequate
maintenance. He cited these terms of service as
intolerable, even for a dedicated conservationist.

One 'way the government is addressing the
management problem is through its Wildlife
Planning Unit, an innovative approach begun in
1977, originally on funds provided by the World
Bank and Canada. Its mission is long-term
planning,

Non-Governmental Organizations in Kenya
opetate more or less autonomously, although
they cooperate with government wildlife officers
on specific projects. The NGOs are engaged in a
wide range of activities including wildlife
research and education; They provide scholar-
ships, leadership fraining, equipment and
vehicles for use in patks, an(;l f?md private
philanthropic projects. C

The African Wildlife Leadership Foundation
(AWLF) serves as an administrative clearing
house for funds, coming into Kenya from a

" “number of sources, although it is pan-African in

scope. It supports projects to select and train

‘wildlife professionals, mainly through scholar-

ship grants and study tours, and may-handle

-equipment acquisitions for parks and reserves—

trucks or an airplane for example—funded from

-abroad. 1t also helps manage research projects

and produces educational materials, including a
newsletter. With offices in Washington, D.C. and

- Nairobi, AWLF funds come from various philan-
“thropic soutces, mainly generated by its inter-
" national board. '

The East African Wildlife Society, founded in
1961 to safeguard wildlife and its habitat, pub-
lishes a major magazine, Swara. The society has
supported research, supplied vehicles, planes,
and other equipment to combat poaching, and
served as a lobby for wildlife causes, largely in
“private discussions at the highest level.”” The
society has also supported work to save the
endangered black and white rhinos.

Wildlife Clubs of Kenya is an educational
youth-oriented = organization with chapters
throughout the country. Their primary function
is to introduce wildlife topics to school-age chil-
dren through a series of curricular projects,
game-park visits, lectures, and other activities.

There are also various nongovernmental funds
set up in Kenya, some broad-based, others to
support specific research or work in a selected
location. The New York Zoological Society, for
example, supports the work of ecologist Dr.
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swara®
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Swara, magazine of the East African Wildlife Society.

David Western; the Sheldrick Memorial Appeal,
commemorating the work of David Sheldrick,
late Park Warden of Tsavo East, partially focuses
on that area. '

Wildlife Consultancy Firms of several kinds
operate at the national level, most of them com-
mercial organizations that contract for research
in technical areas such as aerial surveys and
engage in other specialized work such as game
cropping or game enumeration. Most are headed
by professionals who are citizens or long-term
residents of Kenya. Ian Parker’s Wildlife Ser-
vices, Ltd., for example, is basically a one-man
operation that expands its staff as needed.
Michael Rainey’s Northern Kenya Expeditiotis
Ltd., run by an American specialist on the
Samburu area of northern Kenya, organizes
“safaris” that provide a full range of educational
services, including field trips and comprehensive
ecological lectures.

Many consultancy operations have connections
to larger firms overseas; some use Kenya as a
base for work all over eastern Africa. Consul-
tancy work may also include ecological surveying,
land-use planning, policy planning, and various
veterinary studies. '

Local-Level Research, much of it done by ex-
patriates, is characterized by an array of short-
term programs and special purpose projects
funded by overseas or Kenya-based sources. In a
sense many of the international and national
activities point to the project level, ranging from

single-purpose studies often by candidates for
advanced degrees, to more extensive research by
teams studying a species or ecosystem. Some of
the work is quite protracted, such as the
primatology project in Amboseli near Mount
Kilimanjaro, the longest study of its kind ever
maintained in Kenya. Dozens of researchers are
scattered throughout Kenya at any given time.

As in other sectors of the wildlife establish-
ment, there is liftle integration of research
efforis, and since 1972 there has been no sys-
tematic reporting of active projects. Part of this
fragmentation comes from the fact that a re-
searcher may be sponsored by any one of
numerous organizations, may work inside or-
outside government, and may well disappear
from Kenya when the research is finished.

A survey of 210 wildlife research projects in-
itiated in East Africa between 1968 and 1981,
reveals several interesting findings:

=The vast majority are zoological, either
species-oriented or focused on a specific eco-
system. !

= Research clusters around 7 main areas: (1)
herbivores; (2) predators; (3) bird ecology; 4)
land use and range ecosystems; (5) management
and planning issues; (6) aerial survey and range

monitoring results; and (7) wildlife disease and
veterinarian research.

= Of the first 137 projects, up to 1972, only one,
“The Utilization of Wildlife in East Africa,”
dealt with human ecological concerns. Overall,
only 4 of 210 were so oriented.

= Of the 210 investigators listed, 7 were African
(although several of the Europeans were Kenya
citizens).

While the stated purpose of many projects is
planning, and thus to help wildlife managers
make rational policy decisions on specific parks
and specific ecosystems, a problem consistently
reported during compilation of this survey was
the disjunct nature of the data. The compart-
mentalization of wildlife research frustrates
planners and managers because of its site-
specific applicability. Only a very few projects or
dissertations even touch on the broad-ranging
political, economic and educational issues that
are the heart of Kenya’s wildlife problems.2

The Informal Wildlife Establishment
To teconnoiter the informal establishment
plunges one into a bizarre world of local intrigue



and vested economic interests. Strong sentiments
prevail, vestiges of the colonial past persist, and a
racial structure survives through which an
inordinate number of Europeans outside govern-
ment influence wildlife policy. Wildlife work re-
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mains a glamorous occupation and its partici-
pants fascinating,

In Kenya the group is made up of prac-
titioners—zoologists, ecologists, veterinarians,
conservationists, wildlife educators, government

Historic Sweep

We shot 52 lions today. .. perhaps overdoing ©t a bif,
(Hunter’s diary, 1928)

Are events today part of the final demise of the
great game herds, or are we seeing just another joust
between man and animal? Considering that this
tournament has gone on here for countless millennia, a
few decades is only a twinkling of time. Or have these
decades made a erucial difference? The past 150 years
give us some clues. Man-animal relations have gone
from relative coexistence, where Africans hunted for
food and bartered loeally, to a gradual expansion in
trade and thereafter, in the early nineteenth century,
to the rapid development of the “blood ivery” trade
wherein huge profits were made and human slavery
wasg imposed to carry tusks from the hinterland fo the
sea. After 1900, in the early colonial period, Eurcopean
settlers were ambivalent about wildlife and constantly
debated animal conservation versus the right to shoot.
The need to protect farm crops was always cited as
“for Kenya's progress.”

During both World Wars game was shot in great
numbers to feed troops and priseners in the eastern
African campaigns. The first national park in Kenya
was established in 1946, followed shortly thereafter by
a rise in tourism. Hunting and viewing safaris came to
a crescendo after Kenya's independence in 1963,
perhaps influenced by the "white hunter myth”
advanced in books and films. Also coming to a cres-
cendo in the 1970s were poaching and illicit trade,
reaching a peak in 1977. The tide ebbed when the re-
source was so diminished that infernational indigna-
tion became embarrassingly shrill, and when sizable
profits could be made elsewhere (the great coffee
bonanza of 1977 was made possible by Brazil's enor-
mous losses to frost).

Given the benefit of hindsight, one sees the gravest
error was shortsightedness. After all this “develop-
ment,” local Afriean interesis were either ignored,
misinterpreted, or pushed aside by the European wild-
life faneiers. Although there were efforts made earlier,
an organized conservation movement did not form
until just prior t¢ World War II when it was finally
realized that game depletion was occurring at an
alarming rate.

“Poachers didnw't cause this problem; the British
Colonial Government did!”, according to Ellis Monks,
Kenya Secretary of the World: Wildiife Fund. As an
example, Monks says, “The bulk of the rhino popula-
tion was indiscriminately shot by settlers with the
blessings and bravos of the British Empire.... It was
for the greater geod of establishing farms and planting
erops.”

By the end of the colonial period, in the early 19605,
Monk says, Kenyan officials were well aware that the
rhine was endangered. Since then many more have
been poached, but the major depletion oceurred
earlier. Monks admits that drought, changes in
breeding patterns and of ground cover and habitat
have also adversely affected the rhino, but insists that
it was reduced to the endangered state by the long
period of killing.

His estimate (which may or may not be accurate) is
that there were perhaps 200,000 rhino in East Africa in
1860 and 30,000 in 1960. In short, there has been a
reduction of 170,000 animals if the rhino bred to a
single 1 to 1 replacement rate.

“The hue and cry about poachers working on the
remnants of the great herd is hardly an aecurate
picture of the disappearing rhino,” concludes Morks.
“Blame the British in Kenya, as well as the modern.
African poacher.”

- 1700-1800 Relative coexistence; small human popula-
tion, large wildlife population character-
izes game areas.

1770-1830 The Kamba were prominent

1830 Beginning of Arab slave trade into the in-
terior; long-distance trade from Lake Vie-
toria; rise of Kenyan ivory trade.

1880 Antislavery movements by the British;
ivory trade curtailed.

1885 Beginning of colonial influence; no game re-

strictions,
shooting.

indiseriminate hunting and

1887 First game control laws in British East
Africa (Ngorongoro area)

1896 First game reserves, licensed hunting, the
Kenia Game Reserve.

1946 First national park in Kenya {(a quasi-
government organization with its own
trustees, rangers) versus the game de-
partment.

1976 Merger of parks and game department
{parks staff became civil servants).

1980 Separation of Wildlife and Tourism into two

ministries.
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officers, wardens and ex-wardens, and founda-
tion officers—plus an array of writers, photog-
raphers, and other publicists. The informal
establishment also has its illegal side: poachers,
smugglers, illicit traders, and . white-collar
manipulators.

In terms of “occupations,” a distinction can be
made between scientific and nonscientific
approaches. Establishment members can also be
divided according to legal and extralegal activi-
ties. These four sectors are arbitrary and over-
lapping, and useful only for an approximate pro-
file of the establishment (Figure 4). o

The Legal Sector: A" few of the ‘occupations
within the légal establishment need brief ex-
planations in their African context. ' ‘

Ecologists, professional scientists usually con-
cerned with one or more species of animals and
their relationship to their habits, may approach
their subject through zoology, biology, or the
other sciences. Most ecologists take “holistic,
integrated”” views of specific ecosystems, and try
to reach scientifically valid conclusions about the
vartous - interrelations among flora and fauna
" within it. Such researchers in Kenya often range
across species. Dr. Kes Hillman, currently study-
ing rhinos, began her career with frogs. Other
ecologists—Dr. David Western for instance, who
studies Amboseli Park—may take a broad area
approach and look at an ecosystem in depth.

Wildlife Veterinarians are usually concerned
with the interaction of wildlife with domestic
animals, particularly in the transmission of
disease.

Rehabilitationists attempt to raise orphaned or
wounded animals for eventual reintroduction fo
the wild. The late Joy Adamson’s “Born Free”
enterprises are classic examples, as is George
Adamson’s present work rehabilitating lions neat
Kora in north-eastern Kenya, and the Leslie-
Melvilles’ work with Rothschild giraffes.

Preservationists belong to a ‘“‘purist” camp
who contend that habitats and animal species
should be left totally undisturbed, and that
human use of the zone should be prohibited, a
sort of “nature’s way only” approach. In some

_ debates they have been dubbed “Pruids™ for
their near-religious attachment to “stones, hills
and animals.”

Conservationists, a broad category, share some
preservationists’ views .on specific- species, but
would allow human interaction and human use

and profit from the wilderness while managing
and protecting vegetation and animals,

Publicists, because wildlife has a major tourist
appeal, have been responsible for an enormous
outpouring of picture books, popular accounts,
novels and “my true story”’ literature. This is big
business and ranges from purely photographic
interpretations through “sentimental accounts,”
to literature aimed at more serious readers. Most
writing in this camp is entertainment, some of
which the scientists lament as inaccurate and
silly.

The Extra-legal Sector: Although the poacher,
smuggler, and illicit trader in wildlife products
get thé publicity, and indeed are the targets of
the government antipoaching unit, there are also
“white-collar crimes” that range from founda-
tion and fund irregulatities to licensing frauds.
Tan Parker, the wildlife consultant, observed:

_ The wildlife movement here is shot full of mis-
guided people. Some of the “education and con-
servation’’ groups are so monocular they have no
idea what they are preaching, to whom they are
preaching, and what messages are actually being
received. Some of the fund and donation organi-
zations are so mismanaged, the pennies from our
aunties in Chicago and Surrey never arrive. The
donation game is, of course, not all a ripoff, but
there are enough shrewd, semilegal people in it to
make it all questionable.

‘The following three cases are disguised to
avoid embarrassing anyone, but all ate based on
fact. The problems seem to be not only fund mis-
handling, but also slips in logic and overpowering
sentimentalism.

gase I: Turning Endangered Species into Ready
ash.

A European woman, call her Lady Jane, be-
comes enamored of an endangered animal, call it
a wok, writes a book about woks, takes one for a
pet, gets TV story rights for “Living with a
Wok,” makes money in the process and starts a
“Save the Endangered Wok” fund. She aims the
campaign at Americans and Europeans, presses
her case in advertisements and direct mail, and
does well: “Have a pet wok named after you; get
its picture; get a report every six months on how
your wok is doing; come to see your wok in sunny
Kenyal™

Lady Jane donates $25,000 to the “movement”
io relocate endangered woks to a safe place. After
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Figure4
Legal
Wildlife ecologists, zoologists, biologists, * Wildlife foundation Concessionaires
botanists, ete officers lodge owners
Ra:pg‘:f momtoT'mg.ecologxsts %%1:1?;.?3] CONSEerva- Writers and other publicists
Wildlife veterinarians Filmmakers
Wildlife educaiors Rehabilitationists Wildlife artists
Aerial and satellite Preservationists Hunters
photo specialists
Science « » Nonscience
Foundation irregularities (minor) 1llegal animal Rehabilitationists
Illegal veterinary practices IHegal Sport Hunting
Funding irre gufarities Trophy smugglers
Iliegal certification for overseas shipment Traders in illicit items
Tilegal auctioning practices Poachers (local)
' ! Poachers {organized gangs)
A

Illegal

Encounter by the Tsavo River, Tsavo West National Park.
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two years the fund is down to $18,000, the woks
have not been moved, and Lady Jane is dis-
traught.

Meanwhile, the lawyers who represent the
“Save the Wok’’ fund in the U.S. have tied up the
sizable contribution made in the U.S., and are
“eating’’ much of the money in legal fees, busi-
ness lunches, and international phone calls. The
Kenya-based lawyer suspects petty larceny, but
has no proof or recourse. Amateur Lady Jane is
embroiled in international finance and - inter-
national “misunderstandings”; in the end, the
project dissipates, Lady Jane’s good intentions
lining many pockets, but not saving many woks.
Case II: The Baby Zebra Fiddie - S

The laws of Kenya prohibit catching and
trapping game, except by special permit. Over-
seas sales are permitted only of animals born in
captivity. A wildlife entrepreneur gets a legiti-
mate research grant to study zebra ethology,
including grazing, mating, and rearing of off-
spring. He gets permission to ~herd a  large
number of zebras into observation pens for study.

. It turns out that only female zebras are in the
pens, and most are regnant. All baby zebras
‘born in the pens are legally salable, and the en-
trepreneur realizes a big: profit’ from -peddling
them to the zoos of the woild before the fiddle is
broughttolight. ~— . T ;
Case III: Research Irregularities _
" Large animal studies need large grants, and
one such grant for over $500,000 is made to a
consulting - group - of - well-established “profes-
sionals. The start-up grant of $70,000 is de-

posited in the personal bank account of one of -

the senior partners. The group splits up in acri-
mony, and charges and countercharges fly back
-and forth. Legal moves to recover the grant are
stymied, some by technicalities, .others by the
embarrassment of the granting organization—
particularly because some studies and reports
cventually appeat. :
" The Illicit Wildlife Trade :
_ Game officials, conservationists, and research
‘ecologists ‘agree that the poaching and trophy

traffic has declined since its peak in the years .

1970-1976. High officials implicated in the lucra-

tive ivory, trophy and spotted-cat trade gradually

bowed fo “international” pressure. By the time

the government of Danicl’ Arap Moi took power .
in late 1978, the wholesale exportation was over. .

Since 1978 a number of factors have contributed
to the further decline of the illicit trade:

« President Moi’s anticorruption campaign has
turned the spotlight on illicit government activi-
ties and made large-scale profiting difficult.

- Ivory poachers, particularly Somalis hunting
in Kenya, are finding it difficult to get the ele-
phant tusks out of Kenya. Antipoaching cam-
paigns launched by the Kenya government,
which have included deadly shoot-outs with
sophisticated weapons, have made the risks very
high compared to potential profits. (Several
successes have been highly Publicizcd. The
killing of 22 Tanzanian ‘poachers” [or
smugglers] in ambush neat Maasai Mara by
Kenyan authorities, the killing of alegendary
Somali poacher called “Big Foot” in the Meru
Game area; and the capture of other smaller
groups, particularly in Tsavo East Game Park
have gotten poachets’ attention and tilted the
poaching war toward the government.)

= Closing of the curio shops, far more than the
hunting ban, also made a difference. The hunting
ban has affected only the “legitimate killing,”
which was small.

As Mot government officials have'pointed out,
corruption, smuggling, and profiteering go on in

" the wildlife business. Still, reforms have worked

to-a degree: Part of the difficulty for. the president
is that 'Kenyq;_ is not an island; rather, it is at the

center of regional and international illicit traffic.

*Miich of the illegal booty is bound for markets in

Europe, the Middle East,”and many -parts” of
Asia. Unquestionably, this traffic is the. major
econiomic factor in the decline of many species,

' THe international trade in-thino products and
ivory is significant. Although some 70 nations
have signed a treaty to restrain’ trade in en-
dangered species (SITES), much of the conserva-
tion message falls on deaf cars among buyers. of
African animal products in Japan, Hong Kong
and, to a lesser degree, China. The common atti-
tude in the apothecary and pharmaceutical busi-
hess is that Africa is undeveloped and inferior. It
is therefore justified to traffic in animal products,
as long as proper documentation is obtained.
One Japanese -businessman . interviewed ir
Nairobi put it succinctly: “If: Africans want 1«
shoot theit aniinals, that’s their business.... Wi
are businessmen.... We will buy their product:

_ when they come on_itﬁg-_ market legally.” - -

A significant part of the traffic in anime
products is for medical and -apothecary uset
Japan, China, Malaya, Indonesia, and India ar
markets for rhino products used, for example, a
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fever repressants. Rhino fetuses, toes, stomachs,
skin, and urine are also reported to be used.

Hong Kong and Japan import about 80
percent of the ivory on the world  market; in
Japan five traders take two-thitds of the national
import.3Yapan has signed the SITES treaty and
buyers can import ivory under proper licenses,
but buyers do not know or care if the export
documentation has been falsely certified. They
view ‘“improper”’ documentation at the export
end as none of their business. Buyers will not act
as policemen, :

Attitudes toward Wildlife

Ian Parker believes every individual has a
private, personal reaction to animals that opens a
window 1o one’s mind, a window that may reveal
feelings of awe or fear or affection or adoration.
And for many, wildlife may serve a basic psy-
chological need for stability. Says Parker: -

Wildlife confirms our own lives and denies the
destructive changes we perceive all around us.
We fear society's rapid changes. We need
benchmarks, reassurances that our own deaths
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are not imminent. Animals provide something of
this. They are relics of the past that are still alive;
and if they are bulldozed into oblivion, then our
own existence Is also threatened. When we get
closer to the end of our string, we need re-
assurance about our own lives from wildlife.
There is a symbolic reassurance in other living
things, like a familiar landmark that convinces
us we are still solid.

This search for continuity amid change that
Parker sees as the vein running through the
myriad mindsets that affect individuals’ percep-
tions of wildlife. Each of these perspectives has,
of coutse, been built up over a lifetime and each
is underpinned by generations of similar atti-
tudes, T have isolated, arbitrarily to be sire, eight
groups that seem to me from many years of
observation to present the spectrum of perspec-
ix{rge_s existing not only in Kenya but throughout

rica. \ S

African Farmers. Agriculturists who live near
wildlife ‘areasare. usually poor, :smallholding
cultivators who fear and disdain wildlife not only
because wild animals destroy crops but because
each year they kill and injure a great many
people, particularly women and children. Each
time a woman treks to a river for water or to a
distant field to work, she runs:the risk of en-
countering a dangerous animal; the community
is constantly aware of danger. - '

Further, tradition. provides within this com-
munity what might be called an iconography of

" fear whose images are animal forms, a powerful

myth-based denigration of animals which. are
associated with supernatural powers, witchcraft,
and illness. Clay figures and wood carvings of
hideous animals are traditional teaching devices
in some communities. A jackal, hyena, crococile,
vulture, or other less-esteemed animal, according
to this view, may be a witch in disguise, or be
controlled by a witch, and witcheraft powers are
believed to include transformation of a person
into an animal form.

“Transmission” beliefs suggest evil can be
conveyed to another peison through animals,
insects, snakes, or animal spirits, and some may
take control-of the person. Invasion of the body is
also believed possible; blackened intestines in
post-mortems were considered evidence that a

- “python” had been inhabitating the dead per-

son’s stomach——proof of witchcraft in Nyakyusa
areas of Tanzania.An animal had been living
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inside .the person. Similar beliefs oceur among
other East African agriculturalists.

Indeed, people do disappear in tural -Africa,
and hyenas kill dozens of children annually in
East Africa. Such an environment, in which myth
and -actual harm -combine, fosters attitudes
toward animals which are full of antagonism and
disdain, a powerful anticonservation potion.4 As
lower forms of life, embodiments of evil, animals
have no rights. (These attitudes contrast mark-
edly with Westernized ideas of animals as “God’s
creatures,” where to work with animals, like St,

. Francis of Assisi, brings one closer to God.)

Animal-based fears, like fears of illness and
natural disaster, are part of the daily uncertainty
of people in poor areas. Pressutes to change
traditional lifestyles for more “modern”
approdches produce other uncertainties. For
young people living in rural areas the changes
can be traumatic, leading to what psychologists
here have called “shattering,” or “conversion.”
Changes occur faster than people can accom-
modate them, and attitudes toward wildlife are
caught up in the changes. When a young peasant
farmer begins to change to more modern sys-
tems, he must also. change a set of: attitudes
toward himself and his habitat. Less accommo-
dating and less symbiotic, he is now more able to
brutalize his environment with, say, a second-
hand shotgun or an ox-drawn plow.

The White Hunter. Since the turn of the
century, the great herds hdve drawn Europeans
to hunt as sport, an often expensive and very
elaborate pastime. Many of these sportsmen and
their local professional hunters’ guides were a
cross between hunter and conservationist, aware
and appreciative of the bush. Others just wanted
to shoot animals, the more the better. Perhaps
some had a deep-seated desire to do combat with
wild and dangerous beasts to test themselves,
perhaps they were self-destructive. In the wilder-
ness arena animal§ are good opponents. Man
loses just often enough to underscore the danger.

African Gladiators,. Among pastoralists con-
tests with animals to prove bravery and manhood
were standard practice. Maasai, for example,
have always killed eland for ceremonial purposes;
and Maasai who have goaded lions into charging
and killed them with a spear continue to prize the
manes -they received as high-status headdresses.

‘Eldetly Boran herdsmen still wear the carved

ivory armbands that signify their animal con-
quests. Today such practices have faded, perhaps

as lions, elephants, and other dangerous animals
have become less abundant. Ironically, these
pastoralists were nudged from their traditionally
symbiotic relationship with wildlife to supply
zebra skins, wart hog tusks, and giraffe tails
for profit to the curio shops while they were open.

Urbane Blacks. The standard cliché is that
only two aspects of wildlife are of interest to edu-
cated Africans: the money-making business
opportunities, and the chance to poke fun at
weird Western behavior. The elite’s views sup-
posedly range from total lack of interest to
ambivalence to curiosity and mild amusement.

Little of the cliché is accurate. Educated black
Kenyans can in fact get very angty about the
anomalies they see in the wildlife sector. They
seriously question how well-to-do Europeans can
fawn over wildlife when human needs are so
great. The ability of the European sentimentalist
to shut out people in favor of animals is, in an
African view, great hypocrisy.

‘These eccentric white animal lovers are occa-
sional themes for parodies by university thes-
pians and for jokes at parties. The tourist’s
“Ain’t it all too beautifull” is ridiculed, as are
tourist demands for quick service and
paironizing attitudes toward African staff.

Many African wildlife officials are jaded,
pessimistic, and see conflict in their roles. “Are
we policemen for the rich?”’ they ask. Wildlife
sentimentalism is an embarrassment to all
sophisticated Africans; and the publicists,
photographers, and filmmakers who make
money producing saccharine celebrations of
wildlife are particularly annoying to African
game officers whose day-to-day work is under-
paid and often thankless.

Colonial Ghosts. Kenya still has a sizable
enclave of former colonial officers who elected to
remain in Kenya to work or retire. Combined
with other members of the settler community,
these white elders reflect conservative, “better in
the good old days” viewpoints. It is unfair to
characterize their attitudes as racial; in fact,
most. old colonials are more tolerant and en-
lightened about African society than the present-
day “two-year wonders” of the aid agencies.

“They have, of course, blind spots concerning
how good it was for wildlife in the past. There is
little remembrance of the controversy that
swirled about wildlife in the era of the British
Raj. A quick way to start a very nasty argument
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in colonial Kenya was to suggest the settlers
should conserve more game. To shoot it, to clear
the farms, was for “‘the progress of Kenya.” Ellis
Monks, World Wildlife Fund Kenya secretary,
unequivocally lays blame for the endangerment
of the rhino on the colonist’s doorstep: “Today’s
tragedy is just the final act...the extermination
of a few thousand rhinos...in the greater execu-
tion of perhaps 170,000 such beasts over the last
100 years.

Another vestige of past colomal v1ewpomts is
seen in the military mindset that once charac-
terized the game department, particularly among
old wardens and antipoaching officers. Much of
the friction and mistrust of wardens is traceable to
this military mindset whose answer to every prob-
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lem from, i)oachiﬁg to illegal grézing was force.
-Ardent conservationist Norman Myers-notes that

Kenyan authorities attempted to address this
problem in the 1975 sessional policy paper:

The main point...is that Wildlife Service
Officers must cease to be mainly policemen,
telling landowners what they cannot do, and in-
creasingly becoming their advisers....5

White Sentimentalists. Eccentric nature lovers
can be found in any country, but Kenya has an
abundance. There is a populatlon of over 40,000
whites, or “Europeans,” in Kenya, and room for
a white wildlife minority to behave any way it
likes. Kenya is a free couniry where bizarre,
ludicrous behavior is tolerated—-—partlcularly if
there ts money to be made.

Sentimentalists produce much work that is
condescending, paternalistic, or simply in bad
taste, the “Born Free,” “Daktari,” “Daisy the
Giraffe”” portrayal. The enormously popular—in
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the West—*Born Free” enterprise was, in fact,
fraught with blatant exploitation and human
tragedy. Joy Adamson was perhaps the most con-
troversial figure in East African wildlife circles,
‘and her use of wild animals undoubtedly- the
most lucrative. Before she was kiiled (apparently
by an enraged former employee), ‘her lion. and
feopard rehabilitation activities and those of her
husband, George Adamson, had led to at. least
three human fatalities (African staff, whose
deaths were kept very quiet). Several people”
including ‘a European - child and Terrance

Adamson, George’s 74-year-old brother; -were

mauled.

. Neatly all professional wildlife people think

the rehabilitation of wild animals, particulatly of
big cats, is a dangerous, unwise, and “unnatural”
undertaking. It is_ particularly dangerous to
Africans living within 50 miles of such activifies.
John Seago, orie of Kenya’s highly respected con-
servationists who once made a living' capturing
wild animals for zoos and scientific research,

emphasizes the danger to all concerned when

animals ‘are reintroduced into the bush after
being orphaned and raised by humans. “Insane,
ludicrous, silly and very irresponsible towards
nearby Africans,” he mutters. S

The Observers. Every year 300,000 .visiti_)rs
flood. the game parks of East Africa: They spend

a great deal of money just to be close to.animals.

aspects of sentimentalism, hero worship of Holly-
wood’s white hunter, and the usual tourist search
for the exotic. But it also must partake of that
search for reassurance that Ian Parker has iden-
tified.

Seekers and Searchers. The mentality of those
who research wildlife is often a mixture of sci-
entific curiosity and a search for personal insight.
Members of this group share the passivity of the
Observers, but they spend years on their quests.
Many are wildlife ecologists who are enamored of
the outdoors and of learning about wildlife in
great detail. They pursue their studies both as
scientists and seekers after spiritual values. As
George Schaller, the lion gthologist expresses it:

I cherished my escape from the organized lun-
acy of life in the city to elemental complexity
of the wilderness. Yesterday, today and tomorrow
became one as I lived for the moment, only
‘seeking a sense of unity with the earth, the
animal. As weeks and months passed I learned to
recognize many of the lions and other predators.

Ceasing to be mere animals, they became indi-
viduals about whose problems I worried and
whose futures I anticipated. They became part of
my memories of an austere, seemingly harsh land
in which man seems of no consequence until he
imperceptibly becomes a part of it. The life of
isolation, of spending hours alone each day with
animals was part reality, part illusion, and i
suited me; it was neither a denial of life nor a
retreat from those I love, but a way of sustaining
a sense of spiritual independence. Solitude pro

- yokes reflection, and to study became a quest foi

understanding not just of the predators but alsc
of myself, a personal corrida.®

Toutism, Terrorism, and Wildlife

Kenya's fickle tourist industry, which provide
a strong economic reason for protecting wildlife
is vulnerable to major global forces such as higl

~ energy costs and world recession. Closer to homg

it is vulnerable to acts of terrorism. To frighte
away the tourists would be a death blow to wild
life; ironically wildlife provided a cover for arme
aggression and crossborder banditry.

The Tanzanian-Kenya border is closed to con

mercial traffic, and therefore, a great deal «
- smuggling and illegal economic activity goes ¢

there. The vast game areas, which unfortunate
include the Serengeti and Mkoma reserves on t

o they come? Dethaps their motivation has  T20Z8Ma S0, and Maasai Mate, Ambosell, ar

“Tsavo on the Kenya side, are the exact territo

in which much of the illicit, occasionally viole
traffic occurs.

In December 1980, on Kenya's southe
border in the Maasai Mara game area, a maj
shoot-out occurred between Kenyan Army ai
Tanzanian “‘poachers and cattle rustlers,” a &
mination of months of sporadic poachir
robbing, cattle theft, and tourist harassmel
Twenty-two Tanzanians were killed in
ambush 20 miles inside Kenyan territory. T
incident was cloaked in political intrigue: four
the Tanzanians were in military uniform, a
another was identified as a Tanzanian ga
warden well-known to Kenyan officials. 1
Tanzanian government apologized to Kenya
the intrusion, so that a “‘sisterly relation betwt
the states” would not be strained.

Nor has occasional terrorism and unt
missed Kenya’s northeast quadrant. Travel to
region between Lake Turkana and the Ugat
border is hazardous, as starving, heavily arn




Karamajong . people from Uganda maraud in
search offood,7-- . : :

The worst blow to tourlsm however was. the
Norfolk Hotel attack. The New Year’s: Eve 1980
bombing in Nairobi of Kenya’s oldest, most cele-
brated safari hotel, with 15 killed -and 80 injured,
sent shock waves throughout the tourist industry.

The attack was apparently a PLO- msptred ven- -

detta against Kenya for allowing Israelis to land
in Nairobi en route to the rescue at Entebbe.
Whoever was behind the bombing, atid whatever
their purpose, it was clear their actions struck the
jugular vein of the Ke:
were mainly expatnates, am
Europeans livin;
bombing was ' deep bing -
Moi’s government and to the tourist esta’ohsh-

ment. As the cancellations poured into Kenyan - '

hotels primed for the peak winter season, specu-
lation’ was* rampant that the fragile tourist in-
dustry.could indeed be in for:a bad patch. In fact,

no: further incidents occurred; and the- wmterr

season was eventually declared a “success >
Tourlst reventies -are- the Paisin d’ etre behmd

protectlon of wild animals: Should that economic -

justification fail, enormous: political pressures
will mount to open the game areas for human
settlement, Yet a collapse in the tourist industry
could -be provoked. by any number of . events,

political upheaval a.border Wa? o contmued : tions adjust ¢ ‘naturally”” when fesources becoine

- ~scarce? Will the carrying capacity of’ habitats be
maintained over a period of time, or is it neces-
‘sary to “‘harvest”’ (crop) ammals to ma;ntam the
'secosystem‘? e o -

There is also an 1ncreasmg need to regulate,
and occasionally police, -the tourists. They must: . -

be “managed” to insure their maximum satis-
faction, to turn a profit for Kenya, and to protect
the game reserves. Issues here include road de-
velopment versus habitat continuity, the deple-
tion of . ecologically ‘important 'deadwood - to

provide fuel for evening campfites, occasional .

animal . harassment, and the ever-present
questmn “How many visitors are too many?”."

_Tourism also competes with other enterprlses :

for space and resources. The major viewing cit-

cuits in Kenya go from:Nairobi to Amboseli and
Tsavo in the south and east, from ‘Maasai Mara -
to-Nakury - in-the: southwest -and -north’ to. the:
Aberdares, Mt Kenya: and - Samburu-Buffalo :

Springs. Parks. Tourists on these: foutes 1n1t1ally
travel already crowded. Kenyan hlghways

In the reserves the tourlst is one of several '

kinds of people; in the same place are manage-
ment-maintenance staffs for the lodges, park

lya economy. The victims. -
Pollcy
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wardens and rangers, road maintenance crews,

- and the to'and fro of supply van drivers.:On the
. edge of the reserves may be dozens of Maasai or
~ Samburu villages and their grazing cattle herds.

As the human population builds, there is real
danger that in some areas the combination of
pastoralists, hawkers, management, and tourists
will become too large even :to resemble a
wilderness experience. Eventually the messages
carried by visitors out.of Kenya will become less
enthusiastic, and the free-travehng Europeans

. and North. American tourlsts w1II begm to find

new havens. -

The. Kenja govetmnent is obvrously the -key

wildlife policy maker, although its: mernbers are
sensitive to international - ‘pressures and local

interests. Local interest groups; be they African
farmers, professional hunters,” conservationists,

- or one of the societies, work through their MPs

and influential polltlcal contacts. ‘Some of ‘the

: . current issues that vie: for attentlon 1nclude

‘Degree of Natumlness ‘Humans have had

.some ecolog1ca1 impact everywhere, and 1o one’ is

quite sure” what degree of - preservatlo
necessary to sustain animal life in East African
animal habitats.  No one- knows the “survival

capabilities of spe01ﬁc spec1es in detail.

To Crop ar Not to Crop. Will ammal popula—

Croppmg is a dlfﬁcult sclentlﬁc maneuver.

B Even when there is agreement on the need, the -

physical difficulties involved in cropping animals

-and using their animal products can be stagger-
“ing. Inthe Serengetl there was lenghty debate on

the need to ‘cull 30,000-50,000 wildebeestes.

‘Does one set up.a canning factory to save the

meat? Dig pits for the unusable parts? Estab-

: _Iish’holding pens? A complicated'business

" For othet, species, - s there ' chance of over-

" cropping? When does irreversibility occur? Who

knows. the animals’ survival ability? Reproduc-
.. How many elephants ‘ate . too

Remstatement of Huntmg Related to

~cropping ‘is the current debate in Kenya over

whether or not to allow “controlled shooting” of



-
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certain overabundant animals and birds, with the
understanding that the landowner be the direct
beneficiary (i.e., farmers be paid by hunters
directly). Advocates argue the need to crop is
compelling in some areas and that controlled
hunting would allow the “‘resource” to be used.
Opponents point out that “controlled hunting”
promotes unconirolled hunting, that licensing
irregularities and other “fiddles” of the system
become rampant when any hunting is altowed.

- What is Endangered? Aside from a few clear
cases—rhino, roan .and- sable antelope (in
Kenya), greater kudu:and dugong (in eastern
Africay—here is con débate about which
species. are . actually ~endangered.  Does " ‘‘en-
dangered’ mean ‘‘not foiid in certain areas
where. ‘it was: formerly found?” In-this case,
crocodile, flamingo, leopard, cheetah, and a
dozen other species are endangered..If it means
“danger unto extinction;”? that is ‘a different
matter: Sotinding the alarm over species that are
thought to be endangered and: ther-discovering
they'are breeding nearby iri‘gréater numbers, has
been a problem. The old adage still applies: If
conservatichists cry “Wolf; too often. .. soon no
one listens. _ o o

Size and Security. The vastness of Kenya, and
the fact that thousands of square miles have been
set aside for parks.and reserves, makes effective
management an impossibility. Borders are con-
stantly breached, poaching and illegal killing are
ongoing, and animals are constantly encroaching
onto farmland causing serious crop losses. Game
moats, dikes, fences, and other barriers are
usually ‘not very effective. How to protect game
from outraged farmers is a serious problem—
perhaps even an impossible one—in the more
than 100,000 square miles of Kenya. Most
wardens feel game priorities’ will have to be set
for the animal populations and their habitats
reduced.

Fencing the Future. Most officials feel wildlife
will ultimately have to be separated physically
from human populations using fences, moats,
and barriers of various kinds. Jack' Barrah,
former game warden and now-a government
officer in the Wildlife Management Depaitment,
has been experimenting with electiic fencing and
is enthusiastic about its chances for success. Its

- cost is high so far—$10,000 a kilometer for the

75-kilometer test fence, Further tests over an 18-
month period in Meru and Aberdare Parks will
give some indication of its real feasibility.
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Research Priorities. Since a great deal of
money pours into Kenya for wildlife research,
there is unending debate on setting priorities,
both at the national and.local project-levels. At
the national level there is a need to understand
the impact of tourism, to rethink such matters as
wood campfires for tourists, new viewing roads,
and the impact of petrol and diesel smells on
animal behavior, At the local level, research is
often needed in order to make policy decisions.
Research priorities in the Maasai Mara Park, for
example, were suggested by Dr, Joseph Popp, an
American ecologist who worked there: (1) lion
behavior; (2) the role of fire (grass and brush
fires); (3) endangered species; (4) migratory
patterns of several bird species; (5) elephants and
range destruction and implications for grass and
range management; (6) veterinary studies of
animal physiology, pathology, and wildlife epi-
demiology, including work on anthrax; (7) land
versus man issues, particularly the impact of the
nearby Maasai group ranching schemes,

Maasai Group Ranches and Maasai. County
Councils. One of the ways Kenya hopes to protect
its southern parks is through organized group
ranches for the pastoral Maasai. It is a compli-
cated scheme that restricts grazing to center
group areas around the parks, but at the same
time enables Maasai to participate more directly
in revenue sharing from the park fees. The local
Maasai County Councils at Narok and Kajiado
are responsible for the scheme. The realities are
that the Wildlife Division .is plunged into the
realpolitik of Maasai councils.- The “who gets
what, when, and how” is-as fierce here as any
place in the world. The government’s interest lies
in conserving the game, but this is only one of
several interests of the free-wheeling Maasai
politicians. How much pressure a central govern-
ment ministry can apply, and how much must be
left o local initiatives, is a delicate equation,

Land Use. Perhaps the thorniest issue overall
is the debate over what constitutes the best use
for Kenya’s land. As Ian Parker and others point
out, population pressures and the vagaries of
rainfall undergird an inexorable process. As long
as man needs more land to feed his progeny, only
the limits of physical possibility, largely climate
and soil, will deter expansion, Wildlife is expend-
able if the need is great enough. Land hunger is
the essence of Kenya’s recent history, and so is its
phenomenal population growth. The average
rural couple wants eight to ten children. They
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have, on the average, 8.2 children. Deécisions on
the number of children are still based on expecta-
tion of 2 high mortality rate and on the need for
secutity in old age. Although modern medicine
has dramatically increased infant survival rates,
it has not yet convinced rural families sufficiently
to curtail fertility. The result is compelling pres-
sure to use whatever land can be used to feed a
large family. How a government or anyone else
argues. effectively against this pressure is the
policy issue for Kenya.

Amboseli Park: Model for Wildlife Management?

Given the range of policy problems in Kenya’s
wildlife sector, how has the “‘establishment” pro-
ceeded? The Wildlife Department is the key
manager, but a lot of other forces come into
policy-making; therefore, it is interesting fo trace
recent developments in a particular wildlife area.
Amboseli National Park is perhaps the best
example of how the many facets of research,
government policy, and realpolitik come together
on the ground. :

Amboseli, in the shadow of Mt. Kilimanjaro
on the southern border of Kenya, is a unique eco-
system that may well serve as the model for many
parks in Kenya. Through the efforts of a Kenyan
citizen, Dr. David Western, an integrated plan
has evolved that protects the animals, gives the

local Maasai compensation for ost grazing areas, -

and provides visitors with a superb wildlife expe-
vience. The story of how this particular park
evolved is something of a wildlife saga.

Most of Amboseli Park is a dry lake bed, a
geological remnant believed to have been the
course of a major river that was dammed by the
eruption of Mt. Kilimanjaro, forming a lake sys-
tem with no outlet. Over perhaps three million
years, the lake gradually evolved into a saline-
alkaline basin. At the same time the mountain,
towering above the lake, some 40 miles wide at its
base, created a rain shadow. Moisture-laden
clouds drifting into the 19,000-foot mountain
dumped rain on its northern slopes. Most of this
water trickled down the slopes and went under-
ground, emerging in a series of swamps and
upwellings in the Amboseli lake bed. The
moisture permitted foliage and ground cover of
great variety to grow—grasses, ‘shrubs,. wood-
Tands, and particularly majestic fever trees
thrived. B

. The stability of the water supply over time
attracted an abundance of wildlife. Most were
browsers whose migrations in and out of the

David Western &ectum'ﬁg to a Smithsonian Institution
group at Amboseli Park.

swampy areas were dictated by the biannual
rainy seasons and the availability of grass over
the broader dispersal area. Early humans used
Amboseli in the same way. Attracted by the water
for their herds in the dry seasons, prehistoric
man saw the swamps as a permanent lifeline,
allowing him to range with his herds into more
distant grasslands when the rains were plentiful,
falling back to the edge of the swamps when they
were not.

_The first European to explore the area, J oseph
Thomson, reported a great abundance of game in
the 1870s. One of the more intrepid early
travelers, Thomson had been able to move
through hostile Maasai by using guile and a gif
of gab. His mainstay in difficult situations was tc
take out his false teeth, hold them aloft, anc
make them clatter. This so _enthralled, o
amused, the Maasai they allowed him safe pas
sage. Thomson found the game more docile thai
any he had seen in Africa. Only clephants wer




not abundant, apparently killed by Kamba ivory
hunters from. the north, or shot by Arab slave
traders. Caravans were known to.traverse the
region, killing elephant and using captured
slaves to carry the tusks to the coast.

The Maasai Thomson encountered had been
in the Amboseli basin for 400-500 years, prob-
ably having migrated from the northern Rift
Valley and displacing an earlier pastoral people
known as the Olon. Little is known of the Olon,
their origins, or their fortunes after being dis-
placed by the Maasai. - S

‘Had not the Masaai themselves suffered a
series of misfortunes beginning at the end. of the
nineteenth century, the modern political realities
of the ‘Amboseli Park: -area would:undoubtedly
have been far different. Beginning: in 1899, a
smallpox epidemic swept Maasailand, and close

upon this ain outbreak of rinderpest killed vast.

settle” unrest

mioved " south
Although: a+ total
travelers, - the - life-givin

Amboseli . swamps

became ‘a. population center for a new concen-

tration of people. : ‘ coT

It was not until after World War II that
Amboseli began to receive a steady trickle of
European visitors. Most came to shoot or to
photograph the wildlife. By 1960 the park had
been established, the local County Council had
erected ‘a few thatched cottageés (bandas) for
visitors, and a circuit track around the swamp
had been established. The boom in tourism
began and by 1965 was big business; lodges and
tent camps were being constructed, and profits
were becoming sizable.

Just as Amboseli tourism began to boom,
however, things began to go badly for the Maasai
in the early 1960s. The drought that began in
1961 was the worst in living memory; it wiped out
up to 80 percent of the Maasai cattle and created
widespread suffering. '

By the late 1960s the impact of tourism on the
Amboseli ecosystem had surfaced as a major con-
cern. The fragile grasses around the swamps were
being destroyed by vehicles; dead wood, impor-
tant to the habitat, was taken for travelers’ camp-
fires, and the omnipresent dust churned up by
wheels was now a factor in both animal behavior
and visitor comfort. Even more disturbing,

openland'to -
Kenyarn -Maasai living -
-Nairobi railway line were :
_colonialgovernment. * hece duestion

~the -proper. balace b

NNM-1-81/23

animals began to change their behavior under
tourist pressure. One study indicated lions would
break off hunts some 50 percent of the time when
visitors atrived. Cheetahs, apparently even more
sensitive than lions, broke off hunts two-thirds of
the time.

Aesthetic issues and the quality of wildlife
“‘experience” became concerns as the number of
tour minibuses rose. Because lions and cheetahs
were top choices for viewing, up to 30 minibuses
might crowd around one lioness and her cubs,
engines belching fumes, drivers arguing, tourists’
heads protruding through top-hatches, arms
clutching cameras sticking out -of windows,
people talking and clicking cameras at a pace

.that ruined. the experience for everyone. For

visitors who had come halfway around the world
and paid dearly for the trip, the reward was
paltry. R o
- “How many visitors'are too many?”. “‘What is
etween land,. animals, and
d . visitors)?”” “Until . David
is students; began probing
was. only- speculation. As
‘as lodges and camps
> pointsestablished,

Western,

ons; |
permanent roads were b
were dispersed and - vie

. theotetically. greater- numbets could be: accom-
modated. In the 1970s the mumbers:rose and fell

with the world economy, peaking at 90,000
visitors one year to Amboseli, dropping in the
late 1970s to 60,000, and then rising again. Visits
in 1980 are reported to have been near 100,000;
1981 was running high as well, with bed occu-
pancy at 87 percent in the park lodges.

Because the Kenyan government reaps sizable
profits from the tourist industry (it is the second
or third highest foreign exchange earner, after
coffee and tea) there is pressure to add still
more. Competing influences—visitor impact,
government pressure, concern for the wildlife
and habitat, and the wishes of local Maasai to
use the water sources—seemed to bring matters
to an impasse.

Complicating the picture was the rising con-
cern for the woodlands surrounding the Am-
boseli swamps. The fever trees, important for
their canopies of shade, were dying in great
numbers. International conservationists became
alarmed, and quickly blamed one of two culprits:
the elephants which eat the bark of fever trees
and occasionally bulldoze them, or the Maasai
cattle which were thought to be overgrazing and
disturbing the trees’ root structures. Neither
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RRino near My Kiﬁmanjaro in Amboseli Park.

theory proved right, but the alarm heightened the
difficulties of achieving a rational general park
policy that would accommodate these many in-
terests.

While research on fever trees proceeded, there
was also research on what was becoming the

“central defense” of the park—its economic
value to Kenya. Government officials did not
need to be convinced of the economic rationale,
but the local Maasai did.” This took David
Western into the traditional wotld of Maasai
cattlekeepers, who value their herds over other
wealth. There was little doubt that if the local
Maasai could share the revenue generated by
Amboseli, they would be far wealthier. The eco-
nomic compatisons were dramatic: Amboseli was
shown to be wotth about 85 cents an acre for
cattle-raising: as a tourist attraction it was worth
over 100 times as much, some $90 an acre,

Western argued that the local Maasai had
never had the potential of wealth through wildlife
explained to them. Maasat were traditionally in-

different to wildlife, seeing it as a “second here
useful only in cases of emergency. The drought
1890, for example, when cattle died in droves, 1
the Maasai to buy bows and arrows from neig
boring hunters to live on game.8

Teday, however, wildlife has fallen under g
ernment protectlon, essentially becoming “gi
ernment cattle.” Legally Maasai have no right
hunt, even during severe droughts. Since 1
parks ate alse government land, the Maasai h:
essentially lost access to both their “second her
and to the grass and water to support th
crucial “first herd.” Some system of compen;
tion had to be devised if Maasai were not sim;
to break the laws and illegally graze their cat
in the parks as well as poach for addltlcu
income.

In Kenya the local government system is sti
tured around county councils in each of the
districts. Elected councillors serve in a grassro
political process, working in tafidem with i
political party and a permanent administrat
staff at the council headquarters. The cous
council in Kajiado District, which incluc




Amboseli National Reserve, earns 90 percent of
its income from revenue generated by the park, It
was the logical institution to oversee charges in
the park management process, particularly if
they dealt with some payback system. The seem-
ingly siraightforward procedure was fraught with
difficulties,

Kajiado District is overwhelmingly Maasai.
The problem for local Amboseli Maasai, how-
ever, is simply that Kajiado County Council is
politically dominated by Maasai from the more
populated north and northeast. The southern
Amboseli area has a relatively small population,
and thus little representation. Revénue generated
because Amboseli Maasai were willing to sacri-
fice “cattle for wildlife” was returned to the
district at large and not to people near the park.
Through David Western’s new plan, the Am-
boseli Maasai would get a larger share. Some
powerful forces had to be enlisted.

It was fortunate- that during the early 1970s
Kenya and the World Bank were negotiating a
$32,000,000 loan for rangeland development. The
project, largely in Maasai areas, called for sweep-
ing changes: new cattle dips, wells, boreholes,
fences, veterinary services, a marketing scheme,
and group ranching plans. Initial planning for
the project had ignored the Maasai. subsistence
economy and made no mention of the wildlife.
David Western and the Amboseli researchers
asked for meetings with the bank officials, and
some of the more compelling wildlife issues were
put forward. ' o

Using environmentalist Garrett Harden’s idea
of the “Tragedy of the Commons,” Western
argued that more wells, more fences, and more
“development” would simply equal more cattle,
as individuals quite naturally sought to acecrue
greater benefits to themselves. Each new cow
would further deplete the resources of the com-
mon habitat, and thereby decrease everyone’s
true wealth. Since free-ranging game competes
directly with cattle for grass and water, wildlife
would have to decrease if cattle herds were to
increase.

The Amboseli researchers pointed out that
there were essentially two economic forces at
work (or potentially at work) for the Maasai:
cattle marketing and direct revenue from
wildlife. This is where the “on-the-ground”
reality had to be driven home.

Cattle marketing should have been profitable
for the Amboseli Maasai, but many factors miti-
gated against it. Maasai cattle were not of hieh
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enough quality to be sold in competition with
grade cattle; distances to market points neces-
sitated long treks; markets were closed up to 50
percent of the time due to hoof and mouth
disease. Government-controlled prices were gen-
erally low, and in any casé revenue from range
sales would never total more than 30 percent of
what wildlife revenue could be.

The crux of Western’s argument was that if the
wildlife generated enough wealth for the local
Maasai, the park could be protected from cattle
grazing; outside the park cattle and wildlife
could coexist. Local-level compensation had to be

“organized for Maasai who agreed to allow wild-

life exclusive use of Amboseli swamps. The main
stumbling block was finding a substitute water
source for the cattle.

After further study, Western proposed that a
16-mile-long water pipeline originating in the
Selengai area in the north, with water storage
tanks dispersed along the way, would give the
Maasai the wherewithal to shift much of their
grazing north away from the Amboseli swamps.
'The World Bank accepted the proposal, funded
the project, and within a few months the pipeline
was installed.

_Eventually, the Amoseli plan went into effect.
The Maasai agreed to leave the park to wildlife,
and to patticipate in a group ranch plan for the
areas just outside the park that protected game
dispersal areas and allowed Maasai grazing to

continue,

The Amboseli Maasai are diversifying eco-
nomically, some of the young men taking wage
employment, some working for the lodges and

" parks services. Still others are selling beef in

larger quantities, having broken the government
monopoly (Kenya Meat Commission), now
getting three to four times higher prices from
independent buyers. A few Amboseli Maasai
have becomed wealthy simply by crossing the
border into Tanzania to buy cattle and sell them
in Kenya’'s free market.

David Western and the ecologists who have
worked with him believe an “integrated”
approach to maintaining the park will work. The
Maasai are being compensated, the government
still gets a share of the tourist revenue, the park
plans for improved roads and observation points
are going ahead, and even the great fever tree
mystery has been solved! ' :

Western was able to prove that because of a
rise in the water table, heavy alkaline/saline con-
~entrations were brought up through the rgots of
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Joseph Melompaki, age 29, is a finance clerk at
Serena Lodge, one of four lodges in Amboseli National
Park. As a lodge employee he maintains the financial
accounts, receipts and records, and straightens out
billing problems with suppliers, wholesalers, safari
companies, and the international visitors. He is part of
the lodge staff, expected to interact with visitors,
answer questions about wildlife and nearby Maasai
villages, and be a congenial host. This he does in a
winsome, straightforward way, the same manner he
uses when talking of his other life.

As a young “moran” {(warrior) he led the charge of 17-
year-old youths against 2 marauding male lion, was the
Hrst to dip his spear into the lion’s blood, and won the
coveted mane for a headdress. He is matter-of-fact
about this, as the lion waskilledin order to defend cattle
and to prove his bravery and manhood. One senses the
latter was more important. He, like so many Maasai, is
ambivalent about wildlife.

He was considered brightand braveasa lad, was sent
away to school and in eight years learned enough of the
basies of math and English to qualify as a lodge em-
ployee. Since he was local, he fulfilled the management's
policy ko employ local labor. His normal accumulation of
cattle for his own herd, however, has been foregone. His
few cows, looked after by his brother, are still “owned”

New Maasai, 0ld Massai

by his father, Following Maasai etiquette he must seek
permission from his tather to do anything that affects
the cows, especially selling them.

In other ways Joseph's life is traditional. His wife of
six years has born him two sons and a daughter. She
lives with his family ina traditional manyatte some 25
miles away, which he visits every three or four months
for several days, He oceasionally brings her to the lodge
for visits, but confides the atmosphere does not suit her,
particularly with three children to care for.

Joseph says he does not mind the separation and is
happy to have the security of a 800 shilling ($100) a
month job plus the beard and room that goes with it. He
looks forward to a correspondence course that will up-
grade his accounting skills, and hopes his “luck” holds so
the company does not transfer him to one of their other
lodges in another park. He would go if need be, he
smiles, but would be sad to leave his family and his
Amboseli homeland.

Joseph is active in the group ranch scheme that sur-
rounds Amboseli. As a relative youngster, he is at the
moment a participant. As he grows older (and wiser in
finance), he will possibly gain greater responsibility.
perhaps helping to bridge the two worlds of the wildlife
visitors and the nearby cattle-keeping Maasai.

the fever trees, They were dying for lack of fresh
water. The culprits were not the elephants or the
Maasai cattle, as the international community
believed. Moreover, the situation was not hope-
less. Water tables in lakes and swamps all over
East Africa had risen in the 1960s and 1970s. In
all likelihood levels will subside, dropping out the
heavy salinity and allowing the fast-growing fever
trees to recover.

Outlook: Wild Life or Wild Death?

The ultimate question is—will the game herds
survive, ot is wildlife destined to be seen only in
z00s and tiny preserves? No one knows the
answers, Certainly enormous depletion has
oceurred, but except for rhino, large elephant,
and a few other species, the pressures in the last
three years have generally reduced. Whether
specific habitats large enough for animals to
breed effectively will be maintained will be the
result of very intricate processes.

One can readily find. evidence for either opti-
mism or pessimism in assessing the future of wild-
life in Kenya. As the sentimentalists prove, much
depends on what you want to see. Wildlife is a
magic glass; it reflects the eye of the beholder.

Extinctions are occurting, at the rate of one a
year. The white thino is so depleted that the
minimum numbers for breeding purposes do not
exist in many areas. On the other hand, the last

’

of the big-time mass hunting safaris that kill
indiscriminately have ended, at least in Kem
The gin-soaked blood-lust, “we killed 52 li
today” episodes, are part of history.

Postindependence research has opened en
mous vistas into the animal world, and as th
insights flow into wildlife management circ!
there is hope that policies will address the di
cult issues. The fact that a small army of wild
practitioners-—scientists, lodgekeeperts, U
leaders, and safari directors—have a stake
keeping the game alive augurs well for conse!
tion.

There might also be hope in the democr
economic process. If the “people”” had the
sources at their disposal to do with as they
fit, would they eat these geese, of keep them ¢
for their golden eggs? No one knows, becaus
one has really asked the rural African t
questions.

The unfortunate truth remains that no
thesis between Western wildlife values and t1
tional African cultural values has been seric
tried. The experience in Amboseli suggests
such a synthesis is possible and will ultimate
more fruitful than imposing strictly We:
wildlife values on African peoples.

(January .
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NOTES

1. Carlson, Karen, Ph.D. Dissertation, “The Kenya
wildlife Conservation Campaign” {Evanston, IlL:
Northwestern University Press), 1969.

2. Wildlife disease research is more integrated. A use-
ful, partiaily annotated bibliography by Lars Karstad
entitled nfections, Parasites and Diseases of African
Wild Animals was produced in Kenya, as is a
UNDP/FAQ publication Wildlife Disease Resegrch:
Kenya (see Bibliography for both).

3. TFor elaboration on the international trade, particu-
larly on rhino and elephant products, see the writings of
Esmond Martin, particularly his detailed repart available
through the World Wildlife Fund, TUCN, 1196, Gland,
Switzerland, entitled “The International Trade in Rhi-

noceros Products.”

4. Animals are occasionally used as covers for human
crimes. A scourge of assassinations discovered in Singida
District, Tanzania, during the late 1940s and early 1950s,
for some time haffled the colonial autherities. Killers
disguised as lions slashed their victims to death with lion
claws fashioned into gloves and left lion footprints. The
murders were carried out by demented boys who had
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