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Our Land, Our Life:

Grassroots Women’s Resolve to Fight for their Rights to Resources in Tanzania

“We are not leaving this land, we were born here, we grew up here, this is where we get our livelihoods from, this is where we bear and raise our children.  Where do you want us to do this? We are not going anywhere, we are here to stay.”  
1.0
Introduction

The emphatic statement above is by women from Loliondo District - Tanzania, at the 10th Gender Festival organized by the Tanzania Gender Network Programme (TGNP) from 13th to 16th September 2011.  This year’s festival was organized by FEMACT
 – a network of like-minded organization that support and promote transformative feminist movement that challenges patriarchy through women’s empowerment and collective action among marginalized groups of women and men within society.  TGNP and FEMACT have organized such Gender Festivals since 1996, attracting participants from all regions of Tanzania who represent women and men from all walks of life – commonly bound by their belief in fighting for the rights of women and other marginalized groups in the country.  This is consistent with the Vision of TGNP and the current strategic framework (2008 – 2012), which is designed to support the evolution of a grassroots-based feminist movement to promote economic justice, such that resources are returned to marginalized women and men, especially in rural areas.  

2.0
The economic, political and socio-cultural context

Neoliberal policies have become entrenched in Tanzania since 1986 when they were adopted under the guise of Structural Adjustment Programs (SAPs), in conformity with multilateral and bilateral donors’ demands.  The government was forced to abandon her socialist principles in favor of market driven principles in order to qualify for credit from the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and funding from multilateral donors.  Subsequently, funding for social programs was reduced, with severe negative impacts on health and education (Meena, 1991).  In Agriculture, all subsidies had been removed by 1996.  The government was required to play hands-off so that markets could work to allocate resources more efficiently.  When this failed, the focus turned on developing institutions with equally ineffective outcomes.  A declining trend of agricultural production and productivity was experienced throughout the 1990s (Isinika et al 2005).  The government had to restore a partial transport subsidy in 2003 to support the production of major food crops, ignoring much criticism from neoliberal institutions and donors (Meertens, 2000; Isinika & Msuya 2010).  The government therefore finds herself between a rock and a hard place as she strives to appease the neoliberal donors while also responding to her people’s needs. Within this context, patriarchy reinforces the pains already inflicted on marginalized groups. Patriarchy similarly enhances the stance of; “struggle of the fittest” – promoting the rights of; men at the expense of women’s; the urban rich at the expense of the rural and urban poor; national interests at the expense of pastoral communities, and cultural norms at the expense of women, youths and the disabled.  These issues were addressed at the Gender Festival in the context of land grabbing as reflected by the voices raised by women and men who participated.  Their stories reflect their struggles and their determination to overcome.

3.  Multiple faces of land grabbing

3.1
Foreign investors
The story narrated by the women from Loliondo resonated well with this year’s Gender Festival which was; “Gender, Democracy and Development: Land, Employment and Sustainable Livelihoods.”  Loliondo district is one among 6 districts in Arusha region – Northern Tanzania.  Majority of the residents of Loliondo district belong to the Maasai ethnic group, who are predominantly pastoralist.  The claim of land by women from Loliondo stems from a long standing conflict with a foreign investor – Ortello Business Corporation (OBC) representing a royal family from the United Arab Emirates (UAE) and eight villages within Loliondo Game controlled Area.  The investor moved into Loliondo in 1992 (19 years) to operate a hunging block within the neighborhood of the villages currently under the conflict.  The local people complain that the investor is trying to expand his territory into their land for seasonal rotational grazing a traditional system for pasture management and for controlling livestock pests and diseases, thereby infringing on their right to a secure livelihood as well as their food sovereignty.  
In this paper Food sovereignty means; people’s right to produce their own food in their own territory in ways that enhance the environment and cultural values.  It also embraces people’s access to and control over land, water and genetic resources, and the use of environmentally sustainable approaches, as reflected by the framework’s guiding principles
 (Wikipedia, 2011; Graciela, 2011).  Food sovereignty goes beyond the market driven concept of food security, which has been challenged by activists and indigenous people around the world.  The women and men of Loliondo reflect such refusal to be manipulated by global capital in the name of investors, and a government that is inattentive to the needs and demands for her own people. 
As the problem between the villagers and the investor has escalated, the government has continued to evict local people, burning their houses and crops, bringing brought hardship and suffering to more than 20,000 people.  More than 200 bomas
 have been destroyed, property worth millions of shillings have been damaged, a large number of people have suffered bodily and emotional harm, some women are said to have been raped (Wikipedia, 2011) families have split, livestock have died, food stuff and grains have been destroyed, and a number of people have been left homeless (FEMACT, 2009).  In 2007 some of the villages signed a contract allowing OBC to use their land for hunting.  Villages were required to keep their cattle out of the area set aside for hunting during the hunting season in exchange for 25,000,000 Tshs, (about USD 15,000) and social services.  However, the villagers claim they were deceived and pressured into signing the contract with OBC, and many of the promised services have not been fulfilled.    Meanwhile, the government has risen up in arms against her own people to protect the foreign investor (Printfu.org/read/femact-Loliondo-findings-14b3.hatml), clearly representing a case where the livelihoods and food sovereignty of local people have been compromised.  
Why have the women of Loliondo taken the lead to defend their right to their customary land?  Kooya Timan, an activist from Ololosokwan village – Loliondo district responds; 

“Our elected leaders are all men - the Chairperson of Council, the Councilor and the village chairperson.  We have not seen any tangible outcomes from their efforts to solve this long standing problem.  Then, on the day when our houses were raided and burnt by the police on the pretext that we were intruding into OBC territory, all the men (our husbands and sons) escaped.  It was us women who remained behind because we could not run with small children.  Many women had to stay and face the consequences.  From that day we realized that we had to stand on our own feet and defend the right to our land.”  
About 58 women activists and some men joined efforts to lead on this matter.  In their resolve to keep on fighting, this group of women and men have used every platform at their disposal to present their case including; the Gender Festival 2009 and 2011, marching to the State House in 2009, Lobbying during parliamentary sessions in 2010, marching to the District Commissioner’s Office to hand back membership cards of the ruling party in 2009.  They emphatically conclude; “Loliondo is where we bear and raise our children, we are not leaving.”(Annex 1)

The story of land grabbing from local people by investors (local and foreign) who are protected by the government through existing land laws and/or their weak enforcement, is not unique to Loliondo.  In Kilolo district, Iringa region similar problems of land grabbing or manipulative land sales have been reported to give way to investors who are planting forests for carbon trade, (OECD, 2008; Sosovele, 2010).  In Rukwa region, a problem is brewing involving Agrisol Energy Tanzania Limited – a US based investor that has been invited by Mpanda district Council to produce genetically modified (GMO) maize and soya beans on about 280,000 ha.   In Kilwa district, Pwani region, food insecurity is reported to have increased after Bioshape Company acquired up to 37,000 ha of land to plant jatropha.  In the mining areas of Shinyanga, Tabora, Mara and other regions around the country, local residents have similarly been displaced.  There are many other examples across the country where farmers and pastoralists have been forced to move out of land they have lived on and used for production and cultural purposes for many years, often sparking many conflicts between investors and local people.  
3.2
Local Investors

Marcelina Charles of MVIWATA – a network of farmer’s groups across Tanzania - narrates a story where several of these problems come into play.  In 1985 Uluguru Tailors – A cooperative operating in Morogoro town – secured 1,080 acres, by allocation (without paying) from several neighboring villages within Mikese ward – about 30 Km from Morogoro town.  They processed and obtained a title deed for the land, which they used to obtain a loan from the bank and built a one story building in town.  No efforts to develop the land instead; they allowed villages to farm from which they collected one bag of maize per acre, which the villagers felt was exploitative.  Since the land owner had not made any investments to develop the land, they had violated the law.  On that basis the villager wrote to the District government so that the land rights could revert to the villages.   As villagers were waiting for the government’s response, Uluguru tailors sold the land to another investor who is now harassing the villagers for intruding on his land.  Meanwhile, the villagers see the new owner as the intruder because no outsider has improved the land.  The animosity between the investor and the villagers is mounting to a boiling point as livelihoods and food sovereignty of about 40 families hang on balance.  A case is currently pending in court but, the villagers suspect the Court is using delaying tactics.  Marcelina argues; 

“Land is the basis for life of all people. It has a social, cultural and ritual value to the people of Mikese (Waluguru).  Land cannot simply be sold in the market like any other commodity without considering the cultural and social implication of such action, especially in Tanzania where more than 70% of the people depend on farming as their primary source of livelihood. Alternative sources of employment are limited – thanks to a sluggish economy, lack of credit for smallholders and low education and lack of skills for the labor market.”

This case, representing multiple claims on land, reflects poor clarity and differences in perception regarding the interface between customary and statutory land rights as well as the social relations between investors, who interpret their land- right in a different perspective.  For the local people, whom owning and using land goes hand in hand with social values.  

In Babati district – Manyara region - the local residents of Kiru valley are at loggerheads with a local Asian investor who owns Dudumera plantations  on a 99 years title deed (Ubwana; http://www.info.gen/b00625. html).   Livestock owners moved into the valley during the 1970 following a prolonged drought.  Long standing animosity between the villagers and the investor has existed due to poor labor relations with workers, and maltreatment of intruding villagers.  Several people and some animal have died or been injured, and human rights have been violated.  While the local people may not own the land, they however feel that water, fallow land and routes within Kiru valley should be accessible to all people and livestock irrespective of land ownership – as stipulated under the law allowing open access to such resources, especially during drought when sharing becomes inevitable.  They blame the government for not taking decisive and fair actions to resolve the long standing hostility between the parties

The problem of multiple claims on land and weak institutions for land administration have similarly created many conflicts between livestock owners, especially pastoralists such as the Maasai, Wasukuma and Wabarbaig.  In 2008, clashes were reported in several districts, being most intense in Kilosa district where several people died.  The government’s approach to solve this problem has been to recommend land use planning at the village level, such that land for grazing is clearly designated, such plans originate from the village for approval at the district and Ministerial level.  The women from Loliondo wonder why in their case the government is imposing a land use plan concocted by the government from the top.   They see this as another ploy to annex more of their land, remaining very suspicious of any move by the government.  “This investor has created animosity between us and our government,” they lament.  

3.3
Patriarchal Norms and Practices
At the household level the problem of access and control of resources and hence food sovereignty often reflects the patriarchal system where women are often denied their right to use, inherit and control land, thereby undermining their livelihoods and food sovereignty.    Flora Mlowezi is a mother of 3 from Ifiga village in Mbeya rural district.  She narrates her story. 

“At form three, my dream for a bright future was shattered.  I was expelled from school when I became by my teacher.  I had to settle as a second wife.  After three children my husband lost interest in me, I became a liability to him.   In his efforts to get rid of me he moved to another region, leaving me alone to raise our children.  My husband’s family gave me a piece of land, on which I built a house using loan from a Savings and Credit Cooperative Society (SACCOS).   But, my husband wanted me completely out of life.  He continued to threaten and harass me, at one time cutting all my banana plants around the house.  I thank TGNP because they rescued me from such abuse and deep frustration.”

In 2008 facilitators from TGNP conducted gender training in Ifiga village.  Flora was one of the participants, and her eyes were opened, she notes.  She became aware of who she, which liberated her psychologically. Subsequently, she was introduced to the National Organization for Legal Assistance (NOLA) – a national NGO, which helped to take her matter to court.  After a few hurdles, the land conflict with her husband has now been settled out of court.  Since then she has also helped three other women whose land had been confiscated by family members by introducing them to NOLA where their problems are being handled.  

Martha Laurent from Hanang district – Manyara region presents another angle of women’s plight that undermines food sovereignty within the family because they lack control of household resources.  They are also excluded from decision making.  According to Martha, many men in her area sell family food (maize, beans and others) and in some cases family land, without consulting their wives.  Unfortunately, the money is use to buy liquor or for other personal use.  In most cases women cannot challenge this behavior due to patriarchal cultural limitations.  When women take matters to the Village government, the leaders, who are mostly men, sometimes favor their male colleagues by simply doing nothing about the reported problem.  Martha narrates her transformation;

“Before my eyes were opened (being empowered) I could not speak in public.  I felt ashamed that people would say I was too upfront.  This changed in 2003 after receiving training on gender and land rights from HAKIARDHI.  Then, I said no to selling food within my family.  TGNP provided additional training on gender, which strengthened me further.”  My husband protested, but I remained firm.  I have since then supported other women in my area to challenge cultural practices that are unfair to women in using family resources.”  

These training sessions, and participation in different forums within and outside her village have transformed Martha into a confident and persistent fighter.  She has been able to help many other women in her area by sharing her experience and providing guidance to women who face similar problems.  In one case, a woman did not know their family farm had been sold until she saw another villager clearing it ready for planting.  When she asked, she was told that her husband had sold it.  The woman challenged her husband’s action by petitioning through the village government, and the land was returned.  Martha also faced a similar plight when her husband leased out their family land to another a rich man within the village.  She challenged the sale;

“….. I told the rich man, how you can give money for land to my husband when you know that in the case of family land decisions must be made by a husband and a wife.  I will not respect any agreement between you and my husband so that it serves as a lesson to other men.”

All these examples illustrate pertinent issues that were raised by the keynote paper at the gender festival which draws the link between land tenure, labor relations and livelihood insecurity in relation for feminist movements across Africa (Dzodzi, 2011). 

3.4
Other faces of marginalization

Abdalah Selemani Matata from Buyuni in the suburbs of Dar-es-Salaam, Tanzania’s commercial center highlights the problem of land grabbing from farmers as towns and cities expand.  He has been an activist since 1998 in response to a land conflict between the villagers and the government.  He has in due course understood drawbacks and maneuvers around the land laws, enough to challenge dishonest government staff and investors who try to bend the law in their favor.  This has been possible following interaction with HakiArdhi, since 2000.  

Problems that relate to agricultural inputs prices, quality and timely availability were also discussed.  The distribution of subsidized fertilizer, seed and pesticides through the voucher system has become a national fiasco.  Farmers are hoodwinked into selling their vouchers to traders who in turn sell the inputs at a higher price, making inputs too expensive, hence inaccessible, especially for women and other marginalized groups.  The slow growth rate of food production in Tanzania, and recurrent localized food deficits have been attributed to low technology (fertilizer and/or manure, use of unimproved seed, low level or irrigated agriculture, post harvest loss), and persistent drought.  Conventional solutions such as using heavy dosage of industrial fertilizer are now being challenged by the food sovereignty movement in order to ensure food safety and sustainable production systems.   In Tanzania, alternative technologies such as organic farming, zero tillage, integrated pest management (IPM) have been promoted, but they are spreading at a snail’s pace.  Considering the slow pace of adoption, one is bound to conclude that; it will take several years or even decades before sustainable production systems are widely adopted and contribute to food sovereignty.  The challenges imposed by GMO seed are also being discussed, particularly now that commercial production of bit maize and soybeans seems to be underway in Mpanda district as noted earlier.

5.0
Conclusions

The conflict as presented above arise due to; (i) weakness in the law, (ii) delayed implementation of the law,  especially as it related to surveying and mapping village land (iii) dual land tenure system such that local people’s perceptions on land ownership contradict that of government officials, each claiming managerial rights on the same piece of land leading to multiple allocation to users (iv)poor understanding of the law, especially with regard to land transfer from customary to statutory, or from village land to general land and (v) overlap in many villages between village land and general land, (vi) poor enforcement of land laws. Due to all these shortcomings, large tracks of land have been grabbed from unsuspecting rural people to give way to investors (http://pubs.iied.org/pdfs /12560-IIED.pdf). Moreover, customary land tenure, which accounts for more than 70% of the land owned, is practically inferior to statutory tenure since it can easily be overridden such as by presidential order to change land use. Although women within marriage have been given land ownership rights under the 1999 Land Acts, such right is subject to prevailing customary law governing land tenure.  However these invariably favor men since land is inherited through the patriarchy.  Even in matrilineal ethnic groups, it is the uncle who has the final say (Salha, nd).  Empowering women to stand up for their land rights offers hope.
The story of Flora, Martha, the women of Loliondo and many others like them illustrate three key aspects.  First, facilitation directly targeted at women to address specific problems has been eye opening, enabling them to recognize their own potential to fight for their right to land by organizing and having coordinated action, (ii) synergy between various organizations that support women and other marginalized groups has a cumulative effect, hence more empowering, (iii) as more women overcome disempowerment and exclusion, they help other women.  As their numbers increase and their success stories spread through sharing and learning at various forums, the precursor of a transformative social movement is born, as envisaged (iv) social transformation is an ongoing process which requires guidance.   The experience of TGNP shows that vigilance and long term engagement are required to protect even the small achievement of land policy struggles (Dzodzi, 2011).  Forums such as the Annual gender festival provide a good framework for such guidance through collective reflection, and strategic planning.  From this year’s GF, participants made a number of resolutions that are relevant for containing land grabbing while protecting food sovereignty.  They include; (i) recommending that land ownership becomes a constitutional issue, (ii) demanding for 50/50 representation of women and men in all decision making organs, including parliament, (iii) requiring that the rights of all citizens’ categories should be clearly stipulated in the constitutions to avoid marginalization.  As recommended by Dzodzi (2011), making these changes requires redefining the terrain of the struggle from focusing on specialized issues to addressing a broad range of issues, and rededicating to the transformation of social relations and policy agendas.
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Annex 1
	TGNP Gender Festival 14th September 2011

[image: image2.jpg]



Plate 1: Women from Loliondo holding a placard;

“Land is the basis for life if you take it away from us you will be killing us!!!!  We are not leaving.”
	TGNP Gender Festival 14th September 2011
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Marcelina  Charles of MVIWAT at 10th GF

“Land is the basis for life.  It cannot be sold like any other commodity


� FEMACT members include TGNP, HAKIARHI, Legal Human Right Centre (LHRC), Concern for Development Initiatives in Africa (ForDIA), Walio Katika Mapambano ya AIDS Tanzania (WAMATA), Tanzania Media Women’s Association (TAMWA), Women Legal Aid Centre (WLAC), Tanzania Coalition on Dept and Development (TCCD), Lawyers Environmental Action Team (LEAT) among others.


� Food sovereignty is guided by seven principles; (i) recognizing that food is a basic human right, (ii) embracing a genuine agrarian reform (iii) protecting natural resources (land, water, seeds, and livestock breeds) for sustainable use, (iv) reorganizing food trade to serves as a source of nutrition  foremost (v)ending the globalization of hunger through speculative capital and multinational organizations, (vi) ensuring social peace such that food is never used as a weapon, and promoting democratic control such that smallholder farmers have a direct input into formulating agricultural policies at all levels.  


� Among the Maasai, a boma represents a set of houses (often made of mud walls and grass thatched surrounding a kraal made of wood and thorny branches, which serves as a resting place for cattle and other animals.  






