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GOURMANTCHE AGRICULTURE

9.0 Gener~l Intrnduction

Ideally, rural development {s based on the participstion
of rural populetions in the planning as well as execution of such
developﬁent. A well-known obstacle to rursl develbpment is the
difficulty in establishing neaningful communication between local/
rural groups end representatives of national and international
agencies. Understanding of local koovledge systems, often neglected
in development programs {i1 the past, is increasingly seen s
esacntial if successful communication and innovation is to result.

Because 1life in general is so complex and hwsan
beings and their societies particularily so, every one of us tends
to generalize. Such gereralizing, particularily in the field of
national and international development, can be at times disad-
vantageous to and misrepresentative of the human beings and
societ.ies about whom such generalization takes place. Economic
surveys reprcsent a popular form of generalization by ﬁodern
gocleties. Such studies, often extremely expensive, rarely succeed
in mrccounting for the dyremic human factors involved in develop-
ment end change, despite claims to the contrary.

Carefully selected and '‘representative’ population
groups are adininistered guestionnaircs following elaborate
annpling techniques. 'Impressivc outflows of dﬁta are generated in

the form of tebles, percentages, and statistica. The sheer weight
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of tﬁis jnforrmation tends to convioece a regder of its reliability.
Yet the validity of all thls effort must begin in the formation
of relevant questions posed to individuals in their own language.
Answers given mus* be understood from the cultural context of
those giving then - not those posing-the questions.

Few 'socio-economic' or 'micro-econonic' studiee
carried out in cross-éultural situations qualify very successfully
{n this first &nd basic stcp. The basic prcblem is one of communi-
cation and translation. Extension and resear:ch agents through
vhon such questionnaires are gdninistered often have little
knovledge of the specialized voecabulary of traditional égricul-
tural and economic activity.” It is easy to overestimate the
ability of agents to communicate about specielized knowledg: in
a local language - even when it is their own language. The
problen {s compounded when those vho prepare questionnaires have
no knowludre of the local language ap” systeus of knowledge
found within it. The reader of socio-economic survey reports takes
it as a matter of faith yhnt extension or research agents aré
capeble of trerslating the French or English questions on a
qpestionnnire form into relevant ones in the locel language.
Onc furthcr assumes answers given closely rescrnble answer codes
providud {n the questionnairce answer sheet., The fact that there
arc no vxact correspondences between related words (not to
speak of concepts) in different languages should produce caution

when working in and rcporting about crosscultural gituations.
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There Arc no gbocolute or universzl solutio=s <0 problems
er.countered in 3:fferent cultures oY subcultures, This prenmise
of anthropololfy suggests that o geod or richt course of ection
for the vocsi might not be feod or right (done in cractly the
sane way) fer the Cour:zanteh . The nnthror:]cgi:t attemrts to
moke explicit for one grouy the juplicit prc:uppositions end
assumptions of nnother EOUD. Rnecl Sevalopmunt ercnts are often
renoved* o’ their rural kirszmen vy years of cducztion and thinking
in a foreign 1anguaie. They frequessly DO3CESS differont velues,
sociel obilg~tions, end erSgtC'iVCS as o reczult. [t times they
even reproscnt 1iffcrent cthnic groun. myase agenis represent
cne kind of g7ov2 which freocuently can benafit by heving explicitely
defincd for shem SIm2 ol i ippd loit, nﬂn—vc:baLizcd ways of
organizinz pcrcepticn p055ﬁsscd vy their rca-céucttel rural
kinecmen cnd yillage neiZilovd.

An illiterate frvmer will nct cont a=d tell en egeat
that he -»rcelvis a1 culliwated 1cnd in tud mnjor clacses (which
the Afenl., toanuse of Fis Truach culentaticn, mAY £CC ag one co .83),
The ferner ¢ verdnly hos pover tlovait :jaélficclly of counting how
nony classss there erc. 1% would bz ¢l 1o yacticular importence
.

to him. It ci.ould bLe {:=ovtant to gha ertancion oolhve A rurel

developnernt apant wouldd rot learn t.anh there ere six classes of
land or that such classos ore 1rsed on 1-nd tcaure vy simply

1istening to rorn2l e worstion or '1noving the language'. There

{s no reason 0 pescune thnt Just becrse onc might like to
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differcntiate red sorghun from white sorghum, that one can directly
ask such a question in Gourmentché, One can not, Culturally precise
questions based on an understanding of the cntegories of perception
within the culture rust be asked in order to elicit precise infor-
mation of this kind.

This study may be seen as an claborate nmcans of denon-
strating wﬁ& develoorent agents and orgenizations can not afford
to exclude a socizl/cultural component or input at design,
inplementation, as well as evaluation cnd analysis stages of
a progran of development, Whit may often, to a development agent,
éppear on the surface to be a simple problen lending itself to
straightforward solutions is rorely this at all. As long as
the subjects or beneficiaries of some progran are human beings,
it must be renlized that consideration of the human dimension is
not only desiratle, but essential,

Incroasing farmer yields and incomes do not simply
‘depend on adequate rainfall, increased field size and use of
fertilizer, improvement of oroduction practices (wvhich might include
animal traction), and improved seed varieties. These are possibly
important neterianl improvements. No one con predict or control
lvhere or when rain will or will not fall, There are cultural
reasons why ficlds are 2 certain size &nd plots another, why
one should plant a certain amount of sorghum and millet and not too
much cash crop. High costs and risks of fertilizer use poses

socinl problems not the least of which 1s gecurity in what is
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knov and at least proven (ie. no f~:-tilizer, no debt)‘to be adequate,
How much is actually known about traditional produétion practices
or how these systems comparc to the supposed benefits of something
like enimal traction? How much i3 known about various crop
verieties and their relationships to the environment? Increasing
farmer yields assunes the farmer wants to.go to the trouble to do
this. What would the farmer consider as adequate compensation for
his endeavor in this regerd? What kind of crops, given yield
1ncrease,.would nmost benefit the farmer? If a farmer is to accept
innovation for increased food producticn, he nmust first be attracted
to doing it., Produce price inc;eases to ferrmers mi_nt be an
incentive. If prices are unexpectedly reduced however, then farmers
ghould not be expected to continue.with the same enthusiasm the
cultivation of that crop.*

An efficient extension systen does not simply depend on
good salaries, ndequate mobility, intcolligent and healthy.agents;
The human dimension is equally important. How do they relate to
fa~mers? Are they interested in their work? Vhat kind of people

do they need to b: ard what do tliey neced to know to effectively

work and cornunicate with rural peorle?

* Soybeans were highly promoted in the Eastern region during the
past few years, last year sclling for 100 CFA/Kg., a price above

the world market price. Farnmcrs were very enthusiastic and many
village group ascociations were formed around its cultivetion, This
year's (1977) crop wes very large but tnc price was dropped consider-
ably to 50 CFA/Kg. Though merchants have beught up some of the crop
for about 70 CFA/Kg. for processing of soumbala, many farmers are
having difriculty finding a buyer. This situation will result in a
definite drop in production during the coming season ond will nmake
extension work of ORD agents much harder. Though it was iaevitable
that prices should drop, farrmers were not forewarned of this.



=

A rationeal wesﬁern orientated apﬁro&ch to problems of
agricultural development does not necessarily mean a valid or
successful approach to such problems in non-Western rural socleties,
Consider a few differences in o;ientation as examples of the types
of p.oblems one can expect when cultural differences are ignored
or overlooked, '

(1) Fertilizers are generally pleced on poor soils,
usually for the cultivation nf cach crops - this is done because
of the technical edvice of the extension egent, However, the
Gowrmantchd reserve their best soils for the most important
staple fcod crops. Upon the richest sPils, located generally
around the home corpsunds, 1S cultivated corn, Sorghun is
cultivated on the next richest soils. When these solls begin to
yleld poor sorghun crops, millet production tekes over. Cash
crops often follow on former nillet fields, though some are cultivated
{n rotation with millet, The point is that farmers do not 'waste'
good soils on the “roduction of less important crops.* Fertilizers
shovli porhers be p‘"g A y=pe thame mocls vhish would increase the
production of those crops most valued by the people thomselves,

Since value is deterriined by the degree to which a crop provides

¥ Tobacco is often planted in the rich soils in front of some
compounds. In such cascs, however, it follows corn or an early
gsorghun on the same soil and therefore does not compete with
these crops for farmer time or fertile soil.
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basic rood necds as well as its commercial value in ‘e narket
place, sorghum and millet would be the crops on which to focus one's
efforts.* If increased production of cereals could be achieved
without increasing field size, fermers would benefit by the security
of a solid food base and would have increcasecd time and confidence
for cultivaticn of other crops which night also increase their
cash incongs. J

(2) Collective fields represent the major activity of
village grcups et the present time. The formation of such groups
has been a major activity of the CZastern ORD (Rural Developnent
Orgenization) extension service. Agents concentrate their ser-
vices to members of these groups, Menmbers are the reciplents of
outside loans - provided they can prove thcmselves to be an
effective group.

Alnost all cultivated fields and plots, however, are
individually owned by the Gourmantché, Owmerchip of land is
differentiated from ownership of the stending crop on that land.
The owner of the crops urnder cultivation is expected to conpensate
those who help him on the land, whetler these are members of his
own fanily or persons callcd in from outside the immediéte family
group. The nature of the compensation is different for thase two

,groupe, Cash i{s not a traditicnal form of compensation,

* The percent of sorghum and millet cultivated by the average
household which is inters-d for the narketplace is about equal
tn the pev~cnt oF nll thr v~ 07 ‘e cthar crena camhlned
deatined for sale. Prices are comparcbic as well,
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The organization and responsibility.of ORD groups

vorking upon collective fields has been mode to fit into this
pattern, Since 8 f{eld must have an yndividual owner, the extension
agent (or the ORD as a vhole) is often secn as the one in actu;i
charge of these fields. The exténsion agent is clearly not in
o position to meet the burden of pbligations placec on him by
members of the village group he has formed or is in charge of .%
Yet, with proper and responsible nanagenent, the high expectations
of these groups towerds the ORD should be able to wvork for the
benefit cf the development of this villege.

| (3) The Eastern reglon has great resources of unclained,
fertile soils., 1t is easy to drav the eonclusion that no farmer
should have problems therefore in obtaining enough good land upon
vhich he may seriously attempt to invest time and money in land
imprcvement and fertility maintenance. This is not true unfortunately.
This is only truc whern & farmer has clear treditional eccess to
land. On o practicel vasis, future and permanent access and
cultivation rights to land is o reel problen for nunerous
Gournnntché farpers., It 1is alread; beconing serious enough in

populated arees vithout animal traction (cg. Gobinangu region).

S

* Onc sometimes hes the fecling that nenbers of 8 villaoge group
feel they arce doing the extcnsion agent & favor by being nenhers
of such a group ond working on 2 collective field. The agent
mist rociprocete this favor when members have special problems
{1ike getting them grain when stocks arc deplctcd).
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(4) Poor soil, lack of fertilizers, 1abor pottlenecks,

ack of capital, poor rains and health problems are commonly considered
.eacons for lack of economic development. However, using even
traditionel rneans at their disposal, many Gourmantche farmers could
produce more tnan they in fact do. They do not do sO pecause of certain
cultural and practical constraints. Among these is the concept of
vhat is tenough', the concebt of social equality (not appearins

oo much éore prosperous or guccessful than your neighbor oOr relative*),
and the problem/obligation cf piving ‘freely’ one's hard-earned produce
and capital to needy kinsmen (for food, funeral obligetions, waddings,
initiation'ceremonies, etc.). 1t might seen that the farmer would have
to learn to be less gener ~us wvith friends and relatives 1€ he is to
hip-:lf become 8 vetter proqtcer and to more quickly gein 8 higher

stendard of 1iving. Doing SO, however, makes him more yulnerable when

the bed tinmes come. An alternative would be to exploit these so-called

constraints.**

e

¥ rarmers often have considerably pore cash reserves than outside

loan egents recalize. They arc reluctant tO rreveal’ their wealth as
pentioned gbove, they also do rot want to risk jt. Acceptance of

loan money can sometimes e seen &s evidencc of 8 farmer's 1ack of
confidence in & nev technology (such 08 animal trection). He will

not uss his O¥n ‘puried' norey OF scell his own 1ivestock to attempt
something nev.

¥# Rather than see2ing extended fanily obligations 8as a drain to
jndividual initiative and cdvanccnent, this fanily group could perheps
be organized and collectively helped through aid to certaln influentiel
members of the Eroup. One could expect the establishment of extendcd
fomily enterprises. An organizution such 8as Partners for Productivity

could exploit this possibility.
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(5) Innovations arc adapted more rapidly for commereial
crops than a ferpmer's subsistence good crops. The reason'for this
might not be what a develophent agent would at first cxpect. A
less significant arount of a farmer's totel labor and land resources
are alloted to such crops (20%-25%). As a result, these are lower
risk, lover priority crops. Innovetion cen be risked. For this
game reason, most Eastern ORD group activities for village peorles
have hed to do with the cultivation of cash crops (peanuts, soybeans,
cotton, rice). én the other hand, until field and labor productivity
increases through nev technolcgy, 75%-80% of this same farmer's
totcl field labor and land resources must be alocated for the production
of subsistance crops (sorghum anu millet). Sach constraints pose

serious problems in setting up field rotation schemes.

(6) Even es the Mossi of Upper Volta seen, in some respects,
tg be & more collectively minded people, the Gowrmantché could be
said to be more individualistically orientated. Organizations or’
groupings of these people need to take account of this proclivity.
Collective goals and obligations should be well understood and agreed
upon. Individual benefits and safeguards should be designed into
those ectivities where collective participation is important.

One further, though related, objective of the following
repprt is to describe agricultural knowledge, practices and reclated

prodlems from, es much as possible, the perspective of the Gourrantché

farmer himself. T have tried to be sensitive to differences within




1
*
P
:
Ligh e

the region.® Thore geem to be enough parallels and similearities
between the Courmantché and neighboring ethnic groups fo make this

study of relevance to pcrsons intercs;ed in such groups.

% There is consideradble variation in rainfall patterns and

goils in the Eastern region. Rain fall varies from 500-600 mm. in
the north-west to $00-1000 mm. in the south-east. I have noted as
puch as one month difference in the growing seasons of bush plants
between these areas. Specific trees, grasscs and sometimes crops
- bloom or mgture a good month earlier in the south-east.

The domirant ethnic group of the Eastern region, the
Gourmantché, possesses some variction in cultural practices. This
is particularily true of the north-east (Bilenga/Piale/Bogandé).
Farming communities of Mossi, Fulaeni (Peul), Baribe, and Zaoussé may
also be found in this region.

The follrwing code is used to distinguish various
Gourmantché regions in the Eastern ORD: (F) for Fada/Ugelu;

(M) for Mecekoali/Kaancari.; (J) for Jakepaga/the Gobinangu;
(P) for Perma/Sudigi; (B) for Bilanga/Piala/Bogand@.

Naterinl for this study comes from observations and
interviews over a period of a year with scores of farmers through-
out the ORD. Contact wes also made with the members of thrce
household units in each of the following villages: Nasugu,

Ugalu, Bulimoange, Buajaga, Tindaangu, Nagili, Duayaena (near
Mani), Kpentuarngu, Kpenpienbiga. Some of the 393 Gourmantché
houscholds scattercd throughout the ORD which sre part cf the
Eestern ORD's village level survey were also contacted. Basic
rescerch methodology is that of ethnoscience, described briefly
in Document #1: Innovation Analogics among the Gourmantché.

Eighteen years residence and versatility in the Gurma
language give added depth to this study.

Note: Spccific Gourmentché terms used in the text represent
Feda or Jakpaga dialects (which very slightly). I ag awarc that
some rcgions often use other terms to express basically the same
concept. This study is concerned with reaching some kind of
general understanding of land tenure and field cultivation nmong
the Gourmantché. Intensive research of one villege would certainly
give more specific data to vhich a resident would respond 'Yes, that
‘4s Just the way it is here.' Gourmantché rcaders of this document
will find much which they recognize, some which is done somewhat
Aifferently or entirely differently in the village or arecs they
know best. Our 1978 B.A.E.P. village survey (see Eastern ORD,
B.A.E.P. report 8) helps greatly in showing some kinds of specific
variation,
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1.0 Introduction - Traditional Agriculture

Crop prodﬁction in Upper Volta and especidlly in the
Eastern region among the Gourmantché is almost entirely based on
treditional egriculture. Over 90% of approximately §20,000 pevple in
the Eastern ORD mect their food requirement nceds growing staple
food crops (sorghum & millet) under shifting cultivation. Popula-
tion denaity for this region is sbout 10 persons/kmz.

. Gourmantchd 'traditional' agriculture is characterized

by & constant process of re-evaluation and change. It is orientated
to real life issues: poor or changing soil fertility, the seemingly
geueral shortening of the rainy season during the past several
decades, irregularity of the rain'that does come, complete dependence
on hand labor linked with the shortage of investment cepital for
equipment, parts, fertilizer, etc., the ever present reelity of hungpr.
If & 'traditional' farmer tends to be conservative and pregmatic,
it is because survival in this rcgion has always demanded this.

The September/October 1977 issue of the internationel
agriculturc and livestock Journal World Crops (p. 220) had an

article on Improved Technology Replaces Traditional Agriculture

in which Drs. Terman ond Hart stnted:

"When the subsistence farmer considers an innovation,
he has two main questions:

(1) Will the nev mcthod, considering costs, produce
an expected yield appreciably higher than his old
method?

(2) 1Is it likely that something might go wrong and
result in a net yield below his subsistence level’
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Even though the answer to (1) is 'Yes', he will not
change his methed unless the answer to (2) i1s 'No'.'
Thus the closer that his current output comes to his
minimum subsistence level (which according to the authors
represents a farmer family which consumes about 80% of
its production in an average year), the more conservative
he is likely to be. The more unfamiliar he is with the
proposcd innovation, the more cautious he will be. The
problem of extension is to ob%aln ithe facts and to convince
the subsistence farmer an innovation is better, and reliadbly
so." '
This statement is relevant to the situation in the Eastern
ORD. Tuere are, unquestionably, numerous possible innovations
which are better than current practices of Gourmantché farmers.
Whether or not such innovations can be depended upon to be reliably
better (under the present social conditions and even in tad years)
for these subsistence farmers is ancther question altogether.
The risks involved could be much higher. If widespread acceptance
of innovations is to be expected, such innovations will have to build
on both the physical and cultural reslities which exist. "he present
document attempts to highlight aspects of both such realities as
perceived by the Gourmantché, in hope that with such knowledge

will come greater sensitivity and respect for the human resources

of the region.

l.1 Shifting Cultivation and the Rights to Land

Shifting cultivation has probably been the dominant

agricultursal, pattern of Gourmantché farmers for centuries.®

¥ Fron this predictable pattern in their lives has developed one

of the common weans for calculating one's child's age: that is to
recall what field was under cultivation at the timc of birth. A
farmer might say something like this: "I had cultivated Field A for
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In this syster of cultivation, & farmer will cultivate a plot of land
temporarily and theo, for one reason OT enother, apapdon it to falloVv
end move on to cleuf a new plot;

Low population density, combined with the practice of
shifting cultivation, Las not resulted in an orientation in which
farmers retain little jaterest in upholding personal rights to land;
The low population densipy figure obscures the fact that personal
and femily land rights represent & sensitive issue vhich is going %o
pecome & major problem area in the development of tpis region;

Ever increasing population pressurc around established copmunities
results in dispuies OVer 1end; This is combined with the need for
increased'yields and more efficient use of cultivated land; Great
portions of yeb unclaimed cultivatcble lend exist within this region;
Such lend is 1 welY, howWwever, wighin casy access of cstabliched
villeges; The present agricultural situation is characterized by
the seasonal pigration of large segments of the population to bush
fields and settlements « ‘fhen harvests &re in, most of these people
return home. The major means of jocomotion is by foot,'or, at

best, bY bicycle; Even under unfavorable conditions, members of

established compounds are reluctent to pull up roots completely {rom

their village tO pigrate to nev areas.

3 years when ry son was vorn. I rcmained there for 4 years until I
jeft and clearcd vicld B. I was there 6 ycars pefore I left for Field
¢, vhere I remeined for 8 years. 1 have novw becn cultivating Field D
{for 2 years which makes my son 20 yeors o1d".

4 Circumstanccs eventuclly 4o force family units within & compound %0
wove out of the villcge. There are, in fact, quite & few villages
vhich, within the living memory of older people today, have moved 08

a unit to more favorable agricultural jocations.
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1.2 Categories of Explcitable Lend

All cultiveted or potentially cultivatable land can be
sub~divided into four major categories. The element which contrasts
these categories at one taxonomic level is land usc¢ combined with
the nature of land ownership.

FIGURE I

Disposition of Lnand

Ya kanin be fidii tuoo buli
bonbuli~kaala/(Flaces that
will support cultivation)

2 N
Tinjeli Kuaweamu Kuanu Liloli
(Unclaimed, (Fallow (Sorghun (Small .
Free Land) Land) or Millet Land Plot)
Field)

1.2.1 Tinjali/(unclainmed, Free Land)

This is land which no one recalls ever hving been
cultivated. As far as anyone knows, no known person's ancestors
cultivated it either. It therefore belongs to no one. Any person
. can cstablish personal and permanent rights to such land by simply
putting it, for the first time, under cultivation. The chief in
the closest village to such land has no concern over it.*
‘-TETE-Esﬁf;hsts fron the Mossi. Each Mossi village, as a corporate
Broup, possesses a territory of bush land which includes all four

categories of land outlined in Figure I ubove. A chief or chef de terre
hclds this land in trust for the village and arbitrates-its use.
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It is possible that the ruins of villages'(digbena) or compounds
(aigbengu) may be rouhd {n the btush. Clearly the land around such
places'was once cultivated. Yet, if there exist no descendants who
cen clein the jand, and the land cultivated by the original iphabitacts
is once again good for cultivﬁtion, then it too reverts to peing called
tinﬁali/(unclaimed, free land). Anyone can establish rights to it.

It is only within the past few years that rainy season
flooded lov lands (pggﬁg) have been put into the cultivetion of rice
and the esteblishment of gardens (sardinga). The {ncrease in the use of
guch bas fonds jand for these purposes has peen dramatic. This, in
part, ray ve explained in the fect that traditionallY, vith the exception
of a few i{solated &recs cuch ~s behind the Gobinangu chain of hills,
the Gourmantché did not view bas fonds land as cultivatable land.

This wmeant that, up t2 quite recently, almost ali such land was
categorized @s gigjglgj(unclaimcd, free land).

The Volteaic government ie presently making a concervel éffort
to make use of rainy scason flooded lends. Realization of the value and
potentiel of such land bY ambitious and informed {pdividuals has resulted
in %heir leving claims to it, and cultivating ijt. Because of the
tinjali/(nnclaimed, free land) status of most bas_fonds lend, no one
can come up o such a person jater and tell him thaet this land was

the fallow Or forrer field of some past vinsman and that, therefore,

jt can not be claimed.®

¥ Some farmcrs‘ioday, dcspite the fact that they have never cultivated .
vas fonds land, 8rc pttempting 1O 1oy cl-im to such by demonstrating that
their cultivated fir1ds lie (or once 1ay) adjacent to & vag fonds and
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What hes happeried when bas fonds are created by the construction
of dikes is that people often do come and claim the thug improved lend.
Flooded lands often gg belong to some person, extended family, or lineage.
This is especially true if the lands ere located anywhere near e village.
Construction of dams pose the seme problems.

Land owners rarely gi?e Uup permanently their land rights.

Among farmers,'land is never sold.* It is only loaned out. A case in
point is the d&m located near Uéulu. Until this year, one farmer and
his fumily were exploiting the rice and garden lands created above the
dam. These lands belonged to the farmer's father; they were his fallow
fields. When asked why they did not exploit yet available lands around
the vater's cdge, other villagers (members of the ORD village group
there) said that maybe they would ask the Tarmer permission to borrow
Some of it. This wes told me before the beginning of the 1977 reiny
season and nothing was donpe that year to initiate such exploitation.
This year two men asked to borrow some land for rice plots. A similar
Eituation exists at the PK-2 dam outside Fada N'Gourma towards Pamma,

Not all the participants of this self-help project todey have rights

to cultivate lapng around the now existing dam.

that this lend thus represents part of their property. Such a farmer
does not, Decessarily plan cultivating the land he claims in this way.

* Traders and functionaries in large communities such as Fada N'Gourma
use their influence and wealth to secure for themselves valuable
Property. Ras fonds lands or lanis with year-round water near the
‘surface can be purchased for high prices. Within a town, 150,000 to
300,000 CFA would not be too much to pay for a small parcel of land

(1 ha.) upon which an orchard could be placed.
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The complication raised by already existing rights to land
are a fairly common reason for the present under-explojtation of poten-
tially productive land in and around villages and newly created dams
or bas fonds. Only official action may make change of land ownership
legal through the creation of a written title of ownership. This

should be done hefore any kind of improvements are made to the land.

l.2.2 .Kuauaagg/(Fallow Lend)

A second category of exploitable land resides in the kuawaadi/
(fallov lands). The term refers to the practice in shifting cultivation
of leaving once cultivated lands to a long period of fallow. The
land is usﬁally reclained by the bush. With the passing of years
the soils regain slowly their fertility. Such land is still possessed
by the original farmer or his descendants. Land which once was
'fallow land' but is at present once again under cultivation may
also be called kuawasgu/(fellow land).*

There are five classes of 'fallow land' which a specific
Gournmantché farmer might encounter or possess. It should be noted
that lapds are not owned by the villege or chief as such. Iand is
owned by individusls or larger and larger groupings of blood-linked
individuals.

(1) n kuavaadi/(my own fallow ficlds)

These are the fields that a farmer himself has cultivated
;_TE;_BE;IEhsly inadequate rranslation of 'fallow land' for kuawaagu

serves to demonstrate the problem in oross-cultural .communication of
this kind where nc one-to~one correspondance exists.
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on tinjeli/(unclaimed, frec land) znd subsequently left to fallow
pecause T declin{ng fertility or ..aer reasons. Whatever thc

reason for its abandonrent, such land remeins the inalicnable property
of that farmer and his nale offspring. Within his lifetime, it 1is

possidle that this fermer will recultivate this land seversl

tines.

(2) n ba kuawaadi/(my fthcr's falicw flelds)

These are the flelds that a farmer's own father originally
exploited upon tinjali/(unclaimed, Iree lend). This farmer shares
the rights to this land with his father's other sons. The oldest son
arbitrates if the father is no longer living.

In the cuse that onc of the farmer's 'mothers' (all father's
vives) cultivated her own parcel on unclaimed, free land, such land
8lso becomes'my father's fallow lands'. Though daughters can not
{nherit the rights to their father'; lands (since women do not own
land), they can pass such rights on to +heir own sons if their father
should have no sons and if no male kinsmen of their father (uncles
or uncle's sons) cxist either. If these sons, in their lifetime, do
nct press their rights however by cultivaticn, planting of treces, or
bicking of possible locust been produce, they will lose it. Outsiders
vill consider the land as having returned to its tinjali/(unclaimed,
free land) status.

(3) n yajs kuawaadi/(ry grandfather's fallow fields)

These arc the fields that a farmer's grandfather exploited

on tinjali/(unclaimed, free land). This does not include the fallow
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fields of grendfather's brothers (v.~ in Gurma are slso called 'grand-
sathers'). All male Qescendants hold equal rights to this land;
{.3e oldest male arbitrates.

(4) n damba kuawoadi/(my kinsmen's fallow ficlds)

These are the fields that a farmer's great-grandfather end
his offspring (with the exccption of the farmer's grandfather's
line) are believed te have cultivated upon 'unclaimed, free land’'.
They were the first td'cultivate {t. This includes all people referrcd
to as ggggpgj(fathersj (41l male kinsmen of father's generation) and
vejaemba/(grandfathaers) (all known male kinsmen of grendfather's
generation and above). This includes the fallcw fields of the children
and children's children of such people as well.

(5) nitus ya kuawaagu/(someone else's fallow land)

This is a field which was originelly cultivated by someone
not considered related in any manner by blood (another clan or
lineage) or in any sufficieot manner (any grouping above the cuuli
or badiegu level, ile. great-grandfather's generation and beyond
(see Taxonomy 1I, Document #5, pp. T, 8, 11, at levels @ through 13.).
To cultivate su. ' land, one must mia/(ask) the owner(s) permission
for temporary use. Use of such land does not involve any kind of
payment to the 1ando§ners.

A wvoman will refer to the parcels of land she works

upon as n_caalo kuawaaq;/(my husband's fallow iands) or n caslo-

kpiiba kuaweadi/(my husband's kinsmen's follow lands). She may also

use any of the five categories of land outlined above.
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1.2.3 Kuanu/ (Sorghum &/or-Millet Field)
A kuanu/(sorghum &/or millet field) is the land under
gorghum or millet cultivation and is the major source of focd

grain. When 8 Gourmantché says that n_ca n kuanu po, he is saying

that he is going to his field of sorghum (or millet). He would
not be speaking of any other type of crop. It is quite possible
that at thig field (or in it) will be found a parcel of corn or

peanuts. He would say n_tiin-loli ye n kuanu po/ (my peanut plot is

at my grain field).

Any specific grein field under cultivation is the exclusive

property of an individual. How that individual may dispose of the
produce of this field will decpend on'a nunber of factors to be
discussed later. With the cxception of some collective fields,

fields ere not collectively owned.*

* 1 am defining 'collectively owned' as cqually sharing labor,
responsibility, and ownership of land and produce. The idea

that the Gourmantché collectively ‘'own' and work a collective field
appears to originate from the Mossi region. The emphasis, as far as
specific fields and plots are concerncd is less on the 'collective’
and more on the 'individual’ efforts of fcmily members. The family
head may very well continue to work ian the big ficld while the rest of
the family are off cultivating their own plots. Because the Mossi
possess a term puugo which can designate any type of cultivated area
of land (and is therefore closer to what English and French speakers
mean by a 'field'), there is a tendency among expatriates and extension
~agents alike to assumc the Gourmantché havc a similar concept. It

i8 a mistake to refer to everything as o kuanu of something (a

kunau of meize, a kuanu of peanuts, etc.). The term kuanu is much
more restricted in its meaning. Nor can the five classes of 'fallow
land' discussed earlier be adcquatecly translated into Moré. The
conception of land is different.
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One may differentiate two types of kxuani/(sorghun &/or
millet fields):

(1) A family head will possess & large field upon which
members of the household unit may labor during the ¢irst half cf
the day (from about T a.o. to lor?2 p.m;). This large field may
in fact, for lack of enough jand in one place, be divided up into
two or three non-contiguous sections. Even when this is the case,
hovever, the family head will call the totality n kuenu/(my grein
field), something the other members of the household unit can not do.
For them it is either 'our field' or 'my father's field' or 'my
husband's field'.

If a brother or father'or other kinsman is living with this
household, such a person can aiso have his own Eggggf(gruin field).
In such a case he will not be obligated to spend his mornings on .
the field of the housshold head. In this situation, & good portion
of the crop from these kinds of fields will be used at the discretion
of the household head. This is an obligation {ncurred by being a
part of this household.

(2) The type of kuanu/(grain field) described sbove must
be differcntiated from what is called the suali-kuanu/(the ‘extre’
personal sorghum and/or millet field). The term suali implies
afternoon work. Such grain fields are gcnerally smaller than that of
the head of the household and ere individually owned and laborcd
upon by the other members of the houschold (wives, sont, daughters)

vho have the incentive and time to do so. Such fields are worked in
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the early morning (daybreak to 7 a.m.) ond afternoons (3 p.m. until
nightfall). ‘The crop from these fields can be an important insurance
crop for the household should the season be poor and the harvest
of the major field(s) be insufficient. The produce belongs to the
ijpdividusl. Whereas 2 wife or son can make somc extra money selling
the grain from his or her guali-kuanu/{'extra', personal grain field),
the head of the household will make his extra money through the
surplus of his large field, and sale of cash crops.

The survey of Stuart Gaudin, FAC expert in the Bureau for
Community Development of the Eastern ORD, among 28 subsistence groups
in this region, has provided some useful ctatistical material. He
notes, for instance, that the average amount of land under cultivation
for sorghum and millet per houschold head is 3.9 ha. as compared to the
average 1.2 ha. cultivated by the other members of the household
combined.* The difference he has noted here is the difference betveen
the two types of kuani/{grain fields) just presented.

A farmer may distinguish three stoges through which his
field mey pass before it is ebandoned to 2 pericd of fallow. The
attributes of each stage will later prove important in farmer decision

making processes governing cultivation.

¥ Document de Travail No. 2/78, Bureau den Productions Agricoles,
. Programme Experimentel de Gestion des Exploitations Agricoles, Juin 1978.




FIGURE II

L

Stages of & Kuanu/ {Grain Field)

Tinjali Kuavaa
(unclaimed, Free Land) : . (Fallow Land)

e
Kuanu/ (Fi€ld of Sorghum OF Millet)

‘ 5 o= ) -
Kuapaanu Kuanu yun kpeligd Kuakpelu
(Rew Field) , (Ageing Field) (Former Field)

(1) Kuapaanu/(ﬂew Field)

A nev field ﬁny Le eetablished either:
(a) from land classified as tinJali/(unclaimed, free land) or

(b) from land classificd as xuawaagu/ (fallow Or once
cultivated land).

(a) Cultivation of 'unclaimed, free jand' establishes
the ownership of that land by the farmer and his descendants. I?f
is an inalienable possession and right. when the farmer dies, éil
his land rights pass on to his male of fspring. Women do not possess
the right to own lend. Should & man die without jeaving & male heir,
his brothers will be able to claim it. I¢ the man's rather left no

1iving heir, then ownership will pass up to the next closest link in
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the lincage, this is the father's brothers. If even these brothers
no longer live, and themsclves left no male hedr, complications can
arise. Some more distant relative may try to claim the land. Or

e female descendant of the original owners may clali it in order to
pass it on to her sons. In some cases the land is forgotten, totally
abandoned, and reverts to tinjali/(unclaimed, free land) status.

'(b) ldeally, cuitivation of fallow lands should be upon
solls which have been fallév for enough yecars to resume sorghum
cultivation. Realistically, the period of fallow or lack of use
of once cultivated land depends on the state of the land when
abandoned as well as the needs of an cver increasing population.
Because of rising populations around well established Qillages. land
is increasingly being put back into production before soil fertility
has been restored under fallow. Often, millet is the only type of
cereal crop that can produce adequately. The result is that there
presently is a net increase in the number of fields a farmer nay
expect to have to clear and cultivate during his productive lifetime.
This 1s especirlly true around large towns and villages. This
ine~itably results in deterioration of soil and declining vields.

Farmers will be forced to move farther end farther from the major center.

(2) Kuanu yun kreligi/(Ageing Fiecld)

A newv field on unclaimed, free land, will, after four to

8ix years, begin tc become a kuanu yun kpeligi/(ageing field). A field

vill retain the title of 'ageing field' until it is eventually abandoned
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as a sorghum or millet fiéld - sometimes eight to fifteen Years later. -
It may te abandoned to fgllow earlier by those farmers who have access
to better soils arnd who have a preference to sorghum as a food."

Recultivation of a fallow field has only two to four years
before the change begins leading it to become an 'ageing field'. Some
8ix to ten years later, it will have to be abandoned.

The readily visible changes between stage (1) and (2) fields
is that while the former Are excellent for the preferred soghums, the
latter only support adequate millet production. An evidence of this
change in the soil is seen in the appearance of new varieties of vereta-
tion (e.g. various Striza species). Farmers retain their best soils for
sorghum cultivation. The transition on e field might be illustrated in
the following manner, '

During the transition years, sorghum and millet are alternated
on different halves of the field. Farmers explain this by noting the
fact thet millet lenporarily seems to restrict the growth of the semi-

parasitic weed Striga of sorghum. The second year after the appearance

* A farmer's decision to relocate his field does not necessarily coin-
cide with the lack of fertility of his soils. Because ficlds are often
out at some distance from the village, farmers like to cultivate near
each other. Such proximity not only gives companionship, but gives a
sense of security should unforseen trouble arise. Many fields in one
area are easier to protect from wild animals, birds and livestock.
Therefore, if for some reascn the owners of ncighboring fields relocate,
& farmer may also relocate with them - even though his land is still good.
Should, for some reason, a farmer have to abandon a 'new field',
it can happen that someone else will ask permission to take over the
cultivation of the field. The owner, in such cases, may demand that
the Yorrower give him a couple tins of grain. As the owner has not yet
regained the expected benefits due to the intensive labor of clearing this
land (end because the novcomer has only to plant his crop end veed), a
form of payment is necessary. Should the field have stood fallow for
8everal years end requires :cclearing, no such peyment would be expected.



=16~

of these weeds, sorghum production will be seriously reduced unless

millet is cultivated for a year upon this soil. Such rotation makes

possible two and possibly three extra years of sorghum production.®

FIGURE III

Sorghum-Millet Field Transition

Year 2 Yesr 3 * Year b = Year 5 Year 6 ~ Year
Sorghum Sorghum Sorghum Millet Millet Miilet
— | =y | - —>
‘ Millet Sorghum
L . ‘ N
N - 7
New Field Ageing Field

When the switch over to millet becomes absolutely necessary

(e.g. at Year 6 in Fig. III ebove), many farmers start to clear & new

field so that they may retain sorghum production. This is, of course,

not possible in all those areas of the Eastern region where soil

fertility is already low.

One, two, sometimes more years before a farmer's present

field wears duwn, he will establish his claims, if he can, on

'uncleimed, free land'.

He will cut down a number of trees shdﬁing

som2 kind of boundary. A planting season or two before his move, he

will clear part of the land and cultivete cotion or sesame, or

cowpeas, Doing this esteblishes his permanent claim to the land.

* Scwe farmers mix seed,

for the same reason:

planting sorghum and millet in same pocket,
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Should he die without having done 80, the 'free land' remains 'unclaimed'.
Some farmers have large sections of contiguous family land
vhich permits them to remain on one kuenu/(sorghum and/or millet
field) for as long as ten, fifteen or more years.® In amoeba-like
fashion, the field moves across such land with passing years., Other
farmers have sufficient fallov fields within the extended family so as
not to worry too much vhere they will move to next. Yet others will
borréQ land. Of 305 household heads asked ** 33% noted that they were
looking for or knew where their next major sorghum/millet field would

be located (a responsa that indicates that they are nearing the

time they must lecave their present location).

(3) Kuakpelu/(Former Fiéid)

The possession of & 'former field' assumes that the farmer
has a kuepaanu/(newv field) somewhere. A 'former field' is not neces-
sarily an 'abandoned or fallow field' for parts of it may be retained
for use as alola/(small land plots). When fiually left to fallow, the
field becomes a kuawaagu/(fallow land) whose general bcundaries and
existence will not be forgotten for a number of gencrations, even if it

should revert back to bush.

®* This case secms most typical of Piala/Bogande region farmers.
%*# 1978 B.A.E.P. survey.
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The persistent downward trend in the fertility of a field's
sojl once it .s cleared of its bush and cultivated is seen as inevitable
to Gourmantché farmers. The system of naming fields above reflects
this. The idea of checking or even reversing this downward trend
through fertilizers, proper crop rotation and fallow periods is
difficult to gresp. The possibility of such a system might excite
farmer im;gination if the problems on how to successfully implement
such a system could be solved.

Traditionel orientations to agriculture and land use pose
constraints. Gaudin has helpfully suggested that a rotation scheme
for cach of the major classes of cultivated fields might be part of
the solution.® A rotation schedule could be sct up for the plots and
amall fields inside the village around the compound. Another scheduie
could be ccncerned with bas fonds mancgencnt, another with tge more
distant bush fields where good land is more plentiful. Such schedules
could vary for any one of these classes of land depending on the actual
conditions of the soil. Sorghum srils should not be permitted to
deteriorate to millet soils. The most obvious immediate step is to
retain present levels of soil fertility through proper controls of
vind and wvater erosion. This must be done at the same time that

~animal traction becomes better understood, used, and widespread.

* Gaudin, Document de Travail Ne. 2 of t'c¢ Burcau des Production
Agricoles, ORD de 1'Est, p. 18.
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1.2.k Liloli/(Small Land Plot)

| A fourth cetegory of exploitable land is to be found in the '
many individually owned smaller plots of land upon vhich are grown quite
a number of crops other than sorghum And millet. Some are cultivated
exclusively for commercial purposes, others provide a supplement to
the farmer's basic subsistence crops of sorghum and millet. Most crops
cultivated serve doth éurposes. however. Such crops include rice,
maize, earth peas, peanuts, tobacco, cotton, and soybeans. Okra, red
peppers, cowpeas, gourds, squash, various small plants whose leeves are
used for sauce, sweet potatoes, and manioc also supplement the household
diet and income. It is very casy to undcreenunmerete these plots-for &
household. Each ipdividusl must be ssked if he or she possesses a
specific plot of maize, for example, as well as how maay such plots.
It is also easy to under-estimate the importance of the ﬁccunulated
effect of all of a household's plots on this group's well-being.

Land used for a 1iloli/(smell lend plot) may occassionally

be on recently uncleimed, free land. This is often the cese for bas
fonds rice lands. More often, plot cultivation is either on & kuakpelu/
(former field) whose soils remain adequate for this purpose, or on land
classified as a kuawaagu/(fallow land). Major plot cultivation takes
place within a village around the various compounds. Soils here often
benefit from both human und animal wastes and as a result are cultivated
yeer after year without a fallow period. Some plots are located

around the borders of or within major graih ficlds.
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Therc are three major types of 'small land plots':

FIGURE IV

Plot Cultivation

Liloli/(Small Land Plot)
Liloll,

Lifelolt Lidapuo-1lo0li Kokodi-loli, Tiin-loli,etc.
(Village Field) (Compound Plot) (Corn Plot, Peanut Plot,etc,
(1) Lifeloli/(Village Field)

These plots represent thé small fields within the village
upon which maize, early maturing sorghum varieties, millet, tobacco,
squash, and rows of kenaf and roselle are cultivated. These are ofteﬁ
the first fields plantcd at the beginning of a new rainy season. They
are also known as sankagu (F), kuankuegidi (P), and daye-kuani (B)
(See Figure V).

(2) Lidapuo-toli/(Compound Plot)

Outside a compound, behind each hut, is & plot of land

waich belongs to the resident of that hut.* A compound may have as

% Usually each married vomar has her cwn hut. The compound head will
have his own hut. Whether or not other husbands have their own huts

depends greatly on rcgicn es well as husband's desire. He may sleep

in the hut of his favorite wife.
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many of these individually owned plots as resident huts 1n.the compound . *
Crops most cormonly éultivated here aré maize, squash, gourds, kenaf,

and okra, the latter two usuelly planted in rows to merk off the bougéf .
aries of each plot from the one next to it. These plcts are sometimés

also cailed dapuona or dapuolikuani (B), meaning literally 'behind’

or 'behind plot'. N bi cuagi akokoda n dapuoii po./{I planted

maize on my 'behind plot'}.

' In adaition to the plot behind his own hut, & compound
head (diedasno) has the right to the plot situated directly in
front of .is compound celled the cancanli or tapagili. Each compound
has one such plot. Here, one often sees maize intercropped with
early millet or tobacco. Sorghu? as a sole crop is less frequently

cultivated here.

(3) Kokodi-1o1i, Tiin-loli, etc./(Maize Plot, Peanut Plot, ete.)

Varicus (often) crop specific plots can be located through-
out a village or in the bush upon vhich individuals cultivate one

or more of the numerous cash and garden crops * The plot bears the

* Most Piala/Bilanga/Bogande region households are different. What
other regions cut up into the segments described above, these people
see as onc plot encircl,ing the compound called the tapagili and
controlled by the head of the compound.

%% Tt should be noted that the Gourmantche do not make the same concep-
tual digtinction ¢ ' cash crops vs. subsistence food crops made by
English and French speakers. In the above framework, pesnuts, SOy-
beans, rice, and cotton are contrasted with sorghum, millet, maize,
cowpeas, earth peas, potatoes, garden produce, etc. For Gourmantche
farmers, sorghun and millet are contrasted as pri:ery foods with
everything elsc. Evidence of such contrant is best scen in the
distinction between kuanu and liloli. Given a normal year, &
household may sell a3 much sor hum and millct as the value of all the
rest of the crops it sells combined. (This varies somevhat depending
on time of yecar crops are sold and distaence from major wmarkets.
Sorghum and millet are therefore major cesh crops of the Eastern
reglon.
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‘Bome of these crop. specific plois are distinctive in the
nature of their cultivation. Because of this distenction, special
terns have evolved. Yam cultivators, who use rather unusual looking
mounds for their yams, will call such a plot a sogu. One may occasion-
ally hear non-ynm cultivators cell such a plot a gggi-loli/(literally
‘yam plot') or nugi-kuanu/(1literally ‘yam field'). Farmers usually
cultivate.cowpeas in association with their millet and sorghum Crops
on a kuanu/(grain field). If, however, a farmer, after planting his
crops, has a little extra time, he will begin clearing off a section of
1and for the expansion of his ficld next year. The time for grain
planting hes past, but the farmer can etill plant cowpesas. When
planted as a single crop (ie. not "intermixed with other crops) in this
manner, this plot is celled the tuun-nyiaga/(cowpea plot) or tuu-
bagili (F) or tuu-poangu (B).

Kennf plants ore usually plented in lines {ijasani) es
divisions of various crops cr boundaries betwcen plots. When planted
as a crop filling up an entire plot, the plot will be called é
bali-nyiega/(kenal plot) or bali-bagili (F).

In most cases, lond upon which a specific cash crop is culti-~
vated is called a liloli/(small land plot) only when such a crop is
upon that land. A tiin-loli/(peanut plot) ceases to be & peanut plot
vhen the harvest is over. Next year something else might be planted
there or the plot may be abandoned entirely. An exception to this is

the mu-loli/(rice plot) which, even after a farmer has ceased to use it,
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will continue to be called a rice plot. The'reason for this is that
the 1land is still good for growing rice. It in fact can grow nothing
clgse. Unlike 'small land plot' cultivetion, a kuanu/(grein field)
continues to be celled a grain field after the harvest because it will
someday again be used as such.

In this discussion of the categories of exploited land, it
has hecen noted that there q}e two tajor sub-divisions of cultivated
land -- the kuenu/(grein field) and the iiloli/(small land plot).

The velues placed upon the crops found in each of these types of
cultivated land are different. More time is spent with the grain crops.
This time represents the best working hours of the dey. If for some
reason some crop would need to ‘e peglected o)» abandoned, it will

alwvays be the crops of the 'small land plots'. The lebor time used by

ORD village group members upon their collective fields often comes from

time once used upon the 'small land plots'.

1.3 Shifting Cultivation and Population FPressure

Gourmantché communities are overwhelmingly agriculture
oricntated. To be a farmer is to be above all else a cultivator of
gsorghum and millet. Such crops represent, &3 one farmer told me,
ti soama/(-ur blood). Except for a few traders and functionaries,
every phyvsically capable person is expected to cultivate land. The
attempt by family groups to meet their subsistence nceds can perhaps be
discussed within the context of land use as it relates to the establish-

ment of new villages.



1.3.1 Young or Small Villages

Most of the phyaically eble farmerénof young cr smell villages
(up to about 35 compounds) commute by foot or bicycle to their fields
joceted around their villege or nearby in +he bush. Such fields are
o mixture of kuawaadl/(fallow lands) under recultivation end unclaimed,
free land being cultivated for the first time. The former predominates.
Only at certain critical times of the season will a farmer spend the
alght in his kua-dieli/(field hut). Older people will cultivate the
felola/(village fields) or possible fields adjacent to the village.

1.3.2 Land Within VWell-Established Villages

Within & well-ostablished village, the older and wveaker
members of a compound (dicgu) tend to cultivate the unexhausted soils
remaining in or immediately surrounding the village. Such laonds are
kuawaadi/(fallow lands) recultivated and kuakpela/(former fields) of
carlier settlers. Though it is possible to have real kuani/(grain
fields) on the outskirts of & village (as in 1.2.1 above), this land is
usually greatly subdivided among various members of different compounds
of the village. Such land therefore represents one form or another
of the 'small land plots'.

1.3.3 Land Outside 01d or Well-Esteblished Villages

Large villages such as Feda, Bogandé, Jakpaga, Pamma,

! Keancasli, Piala, represent a different problen from younger and smaller
villages. For many people, good land, ¢ven to borrow, is scarce

within walking distance. A farmer will find that he can not make a

living for his family on the land available to them. He will therefore
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seerch farther and farther from the village for suitable bush land.
Because of distance, it is quite likely that he will have to spend the
entire rainy season at his field.

Whether he is a long-time resident of the nearby village or
8 newconer, upon finding land, he will seek to learn of its disposition.
Is it tinjeli/(unclaimed, free land)? Sometimes the presence of
climax-like veget;tion upon the land can fool. a person into thinking

it 1s without an owner. Li 1uan tinjali or 1i paan tinjali/ (It

regenbles uncultivated, free land). If it isg not, howvever, to whom
does it belong?
Knowing the owners, he will ask permission to use it. This
is not & matter for the chief or the village to arbitrate, even if
the farmer happens to be & stringer to that village. Once the
comunity has given a newcomer permission to establish residence within
8 villaege, he automaticelly, like everyone else, has the right to
seex lend for his fields in the bush around the village.* If the owners
do not have immediate plans for it, they w11 allow the farmer to

cultivate it -- usually for as long as he wishes. It is taken for

granted thut the farmer will eventually leave for a new site.

It is, however, within the rights of the land owners to
reclaim their lend enytime they choose. They usually would never do
80 unless real discord arose. In such an cvent, the owner would tell

the farmer to leave before the next planting seeson. Except in such

* For a large town like Fada, it is not uncommon to find a resident who

has gone beyond Cidident (-. village 10 kilometers from Fada) to find
suitabie land.
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cases, the owners would rather themselves borrow someone else's land
to cultivate (if they no longer have any of their own or family lands
ready for cultivation) than mnke the farmer leave. They themselves

migut be in & similar situation someday.

It is clear thot a farmer will establish himself on unclained,
free land if at ell possible. Whether or not he cen do so, however,
he will.clenr his new lnn& and build a kundiegu/(field compound)
nearby vhere he, his wifé or wives, children, and livestock will spend
the rainy secson. Wher the harvest is in, the femily will return to

their compound in the village. A bush compound which is inhobited

"during the rainy season is known as a kuadiegu or kuadabili (B).

1.3.4 Abandor: -+ of 014 Village

If the farmer sbove found unclaimed and free land in a
location where woter 1s available year-round, he mey, after a year or

tvo, decide to set up year-long residence (kuabindi-muadi) (J,F) or

(kuedabili) (B). With this decision may come some improvement to his
kuadiegg/(ficld compound). Rather than grass mats for walls, he may
build with mud. .Mud storage silos will be constructed.

The decision to settle may also be encouraged by the arrival
of other kinsmen and/or friends with their own compounds. The formation
of a cluster of fields in the bush, each with their respective compound ,
is called a kuajeali and is given a distinctive name. This name often

later becomes the name of the new community.
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Wnen the soils of.the first flelds in the newly established
area bégin to wear down, nev land will again be sought. If pone is
within easy access, the farmer will have to move away and the community
vill eventunlly disappear. If cultivatable lands can be found, new
fields are established, time passes, and the community growvs. In
this way, compounds cr househcld units from within compounds of old

villages relocate into more rural areas and establish new cormunities.

1.3.5 Eatablishrent of a New Cormmunity

What now heppens is that over a npumber of generations, if
such o site proves edvantageous, more and more people move to the
settlement, and establish compounds in-between and around the original
gettlers - almost clways on land formally cultivated by those original
gettlers. Good free and unclaimed 1t ' neer the community is quickly
possessed. Newcomers are given a site for 2 compound and are loaned
some lend around it for their village fields and compound plots. All
the.land vithin the comnunity and nearly all cultivatcble or fallow
land anywhere ncar the nev village belongs to the living descendants
of the first compounds established in this area.*

With the passing of one generation in the new community,
cbme the presence of elders. It used to be that the oldest elder
becane the leader of the cormunity by right of age. He would retain
this position until the regional chief aﬁd his eclders selected a

kuanbado/ (farm chief) for the community. This ferm chief might or

* For this reason, 2 village does not 'own' land per se. ‘Within a
village, personecl and femily lands are sornetimes separated from that
of others by the plecing of stone markers.
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pight not have been ﬁhe eldest person depending on'his atiributes as
a leader. ' )

It is impossible to say definitively at what point a farn
community becone o ggggj(village), but & community could not have a
bado/ (ehief) or kuanbado/ (farm chief) without its being a village or
town. Because chiefs no longer hold the authority they once had, the
creation of new sub-chiecfs, which was characteristic of the creation
formaliy of new villages, no longer takes ploce.

There ore cany communities todoy within the Eastern region
vhich in eerlier times would heve had their own chiefs end thus be con-
sidered legitimete villcges (instecd of ferm communities es they are nov
considered). Not having @ real pggg/(chicf) does not seem to have any
negative results for the ferm communities however. A practical prodblem
hes been crected though. In the past, it was possible, when taking a
government censug to go to all chiefs and from them and the older mem=¢
bers of the established community, obtain the names cf thése families
who have moved aeway to a fayrm community. Such peoplec vere still
considered a pert of the villege as long es the community did not have
its own chief. Today, however, many such farm communities are far big-
ger than the villages from which the origineol inhebitents came. These
'form communities' are responsible to towns often smaller than themselves
for the payment of taxes for instances. The namesS of many such communi~
ties have never been recorded on any officinl documents.

At this point, we have completed * the cycle and returned to

the young or small villege.
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It should be cleer, thereforz, that the larger a village
becomes, the greater tlie disparity between land holders aid land
borrowers.* Land within and iqmediately around the village is the
property of & minority. As the statistical data at the end of this
peper reveals,*® many who borrow land in the heavily populated Gobinangu
region must borrow most of the;land for their ficlds and plots. An
uverage of 50% of oll the fields and plots cultivated by formers in the
non~animal traction village of Lempoanpuoli is on borrowed land. This
percentage figure obtscures the fact that 8 out of 18 households
sampled borrow almost all their land from non-kinsmen. One of these
househoids cultivates LS fizlds and plots, of which 40 are on borrowed
land. Another borrows 211 its lend. Of these same 18 households, 5
borrow little or mo land at all. The remaining 5 households borrow
about half their land.

When population density is lower, the problem is certainly
less acute. In Kpajali (Pamma region) for instence,*** the village is

small, great amounts of unclaimed free lend can be found in the

® In theory, all these 'torrowers of land' should somewhere in the
Eastern region have land which they could claim by inherited right.
.This is not nececsszrily truc. Many people have been in a position of
borrowing land ove. several generations and no longer kriow where their
‘ancestral' or 'family' lands are. Even if they did know, the chances
are good that most or all such land is already being used by someone in
their extended femily; that is, somecne who hes the same rights to the
land. A person furthermorc, might not wish to return to the orginal
home land because of his present ties, or because of its remoteness.
¥% Appendix III. : .
"% Tme ctymology of this village's name and the work used for 'free,
uncleimed' land i5 the same (Kpajali & Tinjali). The modiffer-jald
Poscsses o masculinc overtone (ja=man) and signifies "the resl thing",
bigness", "greatness", "power", etc. Tinjali thereforc signifies lend
S&lﬂggl vhich is at its ultimate best, with vegetation in climax state.

%Egjglg signifies liternlly farming/cultivation (kpasbu) at its ultimate
est.
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surrounding bush land. Here L1¥ of the 241 ficlds end plots of the 17
houscholds sampled are upon recently unclaimed land jtinjali), 47% are
upon recultivated fallow lands of kinsmen, and only 12% are on borrowed
land. Put in e different way, 13 of the 17 households borrowed no

land at all. Of the 3 which did, only 1 borrowed land for all 13 of its
fields and plots (this household recently arrived from Tog2).

» A somewhat different set of factors is at work in the some=-
what w.l:rpo; . lr4..2 Dilar - 'Tinla/Bogandé region. Here soils are
poorer, the reiny seecson is shorter. The region secms to have been
populated more evenly for a longer period of time than is the case
of the Pemma region where large tracts of good land have for genera-
tions remained uncultivated. Piale, for instance, is the fourth largest
town of the Eastern ragion's Gormantché villages. Yet, beceuse the
region eround it is fairly underpopulated, its fermers do not have too
much difficulty finding land. Of the 166 fields and plots owned by
the 18 houscholds sempled (all having animal tracticn), 5% of the
fields and plots were on recently 'unclaimed, free land', 82% vere
on recultivated fallow lands of kinsmen, 13% were on borrowed land.

A closer look at each household shows that 11 of the 18 households
borroved no land, L4 borrowed some, and 3 borrowed all their land for
their fields and plots. This pattern seecms to be common of the region
as a wvhole: almost no land categorized as 'free, unclaimed' being put

under cultivation,® the majority of the population cultivating family

* There is probably little land left in this region that is fairly
good for cultivation that does not already belong to someone.
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lands (inhcrited from previous generations), and a minority (approx-
imately 20%) bvorrowing & mejor portion or all their land.

1.4 The Subsistence OT llousehold Unit

The diedeano/ (compound head) is that jndividual who 'ownes
(gt die) an entire compound (diegu) by right of seniority. He does

pot have to have 8 wife or thildren 1o hold this position of leadership.

.Thc dansnn-daano/(head of family) is the head of the basic
household unit iﬁ Gourmantche society. le has one or more wives and
children. A conpound may have one or morc 'heads of fanily', one of
which is usually also the head of the compound.

| Three concepts in the Gurna language Serve to clearly
jdentify the subsistence unit in this society. At least two of
these must be present for a household to exist.

(1) The densan-daano/(head of femily) is the heed of the

dansanu. This tern refers to the basic units of space into which a
Qiggg/(compound) can be subdivided. All members of this unit are
mepbers of one ‘family'. The first requirement of the subsistence unit
is that members 1i;e together (that is, have their principal residence
in the same concession).

(2) Members of & gubsistence unit 8180 taan sabobi-yenli,

that is, they cat together from the 'samc’ cocking pot. The wife who
prepared the cvening pmeal will toke all the food from her large
cooking pot end divide it up into different conﬁainers. Men do not eat
with women. Young children &o not generally cot with vorking men. But

their food comes from the swmme placcC.
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(3) The third requirement of e subsistence unit is that its
members share responsibility of living together as & unit. This

concept is somet” ! e:'ressed by saying members ta sanfa-y~ndo, that

is, they share 'one cooking place'. A man pay have several wives,
esach of whom will have her own cooking place in front of her hut.
But wives will share responsibility of preparing the meals by alter-
nating cooking days, or t%ey will all moke some and bring it to their
familie; to eat. Wives may share one wood pile which they might have
even collected together. Wives will obtain the necessary grein from
their husband's grainery. A woman will find the cpices and leaves she
needs herself for the meals she prepares.

In thé Jekpaga/Gobinengu region, this concept of sharing

responsibility is expressed by saying bi ta kuan-yendo, that is,

they partake of 'one field'. This refers to the field or fields or.
the head of the household upon vwhich the members of the househeold
also labor at times; the fields which support the family.

Being married end having children does not m an that one is
sutomatically the head of & household. A man and his family may
share the above requirements with an older brother or father (which
make them part of this brother’s or father's subsistence unit).

Nor does posscssion of one's nwn field meon that one is the head of a
houschold if he partekes of the bencfits of the three menbership

requirements listed above with another household.
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Gtienu or chnu/(God), and was called the Yenbiga/(child of God).

Modern government hes put some changes into the chain of cormand as shown

in Figure V belov.
FIGURE V

Chains of Comroand

; Otlenu (God) Minister of Rural Dev.
Président (President) Director of ORD

\l Préfet or Cormandenta (Civil Leaders) Sector Agent

\’ Badi-ciamo (Paramount Chief) Sub-sector Agent
Bado (Chief) v Extension Agent

L Kuanbado (Farm Chief)

J'Doqu Nikpela (Village élders)

\L Diedasnba (Compound Heads)

J’Dunsan-duano, Calo (Fenily Head, Husband)

‘_A‘;—\) - RS
Pue Pun Abila TJRwesba, Jaf v oa} 7 Others®

Tvife) (vife) (children, unmarried)

Bonwaala len canpanda
Tvery omall children end infants)

Within Gourmentche society, as in eil societies, authority
anl J¢+ ~tion rerely work from the bottom of the system up. Wives are
not suppcead to tell their husbands what to do any more than sons tell

their fathers what must be donc. A family head does not takec place Over

™ Others. Tfother, mother, brother, sister, uncle and sunts, of the head
of the houschold could potcntially be uembers of one subsistence unit.
Unrelated pergons nocasionally are members too.
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compound head on issues in which the jatter has the right of leadership.

pen these kinds of things nhappen, they are usually in the context of

apid socicl change. All of this is not to say that lower categories of

eople do not influence the action or decisions of those ‘above' thenm

in responsibility. Each person.at his staticn in 1ife has the obligations

{nherent to that station. There are certain things expected of & married
pen that are not expected of 8D unmarried man for exanple. An old
voren has certain privileges and rights that younger women do not have.

One carns these rights as onc gets older and becomes a responcible member

of one's community.

The central govemment has r.eplaced nost of the civil authority

of the chicfs. This has in some cases diminished their religious and wmoral
authority as well. Greatest traditional solidarity seems to remain
{n the chain of command f{rom village elders on down. Figure V 11lustrates
sone chains of comnand. Note that an extension agent represents 8
system of authority, obligations, and objectives different from that of
the traditional soclety. An agent's problem {g to discover how he can
be most effective in the region or village in which %L hos reSponsibility.
¥ith vhom should he work in order to achieve the best results?

A village chief has remained, hovever, not only & leading
citizen of his community, but the formal arbitrator of land owned bY

Ms own and other fenily groups vithin the village. He, himself, only has

Tighte to land owned by nimself and his fomily (1ike everyone else).

Though the Gourmantche will 3oy that o bado dic odogu tinga lali/(a

. Chief 'ownes' all the land in the village), this does not‘meun he can
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do vhatever he wants vith'it. He cnly has the power to permit a newcomer
to scek and possebs land onn which 8 compodhd nay be constructed within
the villege. It permisaion {s granted, the individual automatically is
given the right tO seek lands for fields. Finding land, the owner will
be sought.

Compounds can get too big. Disputes and tensions sometines
make it prudent for some family unit to leave and establish their own
conpounh. Resldents of a village have the right to settle anywhere they
want to within the community. No one, {ncluding the chief, need be
averted of the decision to move. The farmer Who intents to relocate
will vegin® bY 10oking around the village for geveral guitable sites.

A pinch of gsoil Oor @& few nebbles from each spot will be teken to =he
tanpualo/(divincr) who will Cun;ult the oracle. He vill learn which site
£its in with the destiny®* of the farmer. Armed with his answer

the farmer will retwn home and prepare his roofing grass and mats.

vhen reedy, he »i1l cnnounce tO the village diedaamb@/(compounds heads),
through perhaps @ gon, that tomorrov he will need some hut posts and
ceiling pole;. The next day, those who lesire to help vill then send outv
someone fron thelr compound into the bush to cut a few. That evening,
the farmer will again send word around asking the village compound

leaders to pa © osuungu/(give nim shade) tomorrov.

% This descriﬁflon applies specifically 4o the Cobinangu region. Qther
arcas have thelr ovd variation of this practice.
®% See Destiny Avcng the Gourmantché, gastern ORD, B.A.E.P., Document

#3, May 20, 19”
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Thet night at midnight or at the first cockrow, the husband and
his rirst wife will take their beds or mats ouﬁ_and sleep upon the new site
The next morning they will be seen there; no one will have known of
the location beforehand. This precaution is taken for fear some enemy
vill bury fetish mcdicine of some kind on the site which will bring
harm and perhaps death to the newconers. The entire compound will be
completed that first day with the help of villaege people. About the
fourth day after completion; the new compound head will seek out the
owner of the land. The owner will trece out how much of his land he
vill permit the nev compcund for a feloli/(¥illage field) and dapuo-
1:la/(compound plots) (see 1.2.4). The owner nay take back any part or
all of this land when he has need of it--up to the very walls of the
compound. No oﬁe can ever be forced to leave this site. The site of

the cormpound itcelfl becomes their land.

FIGURE VI
Creation of New Compound .
T
’/‘.// ””.-‘\ \‘\‘
Owner's land with // /’/‘3"'7!'0-““- -
possibly his compound // L ST E e New
on it, . L {r 5O O compound
//"""— - \\/;;‘? (,? /s
PR ' - /l
. :\ L(./ P
E -, L.l T \

/’\/'Q O\:J \T // ’ — .. Allotted Land

YirolNe e
S \h I I
\<\- \Q C'/' ) / C-Cancanli
N ~ f“ % D-Dapuo-1loli
v N / L~Lifeloll
V / T-Tiin-loli
°mpound Entrance ! (see 1.2.5)
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Strangers can gain'rights to compcund land within a village by
first going to the chief. lc will, after due éansideration, either
{nvite the newcomer to look for a site or inforn him that he can not
gsettle. Given clcarance, the strenger will follow the procedure

outlincd above.

1.6 Usufructory Access to Land

. Certain, usually implicit, agreenents exist between an owner
of land, ond the farmer vho wishes to gain access to such land.
People who have permanent rights to l1and generally know very well
where such land is, what the boundaries ere, end guard it carefully
fronm inproper encroachment by outsiders.
(1) The fermer cen never ovn the land he borrows for cultivation.
Even if the owner, out of friendship, should say he percanently
gives this land to the farmer, it is quite possible thet gubcequent
years will find that same owner or his children re-establishing their
rights. Io past yc<ars, when land was more gbundant, this wes not a
problem. Today, unless the farmer has the foresight to gain legal
Voltaic documents stating the original transfer of ownership transac-
tion, he can be forced to leave. In a reccent comsunication vith
Yentangu, the Gourmantché paramount chief of Fado N'Gourma, on this
problem, I wes told that farmers should be encouraged to realize the
possible importance of such a gtep or how they night go about doing

this if they did.
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2) Om;rehip of land is seén as scparcte from ownership of the
standing crop on this land. Because trees remain longer on land than e
cultivation season or the period a farmer might use a tract of land,
special restrictions are made, Farmers are not usuvally permitted to
plant trees on borrowed land. ' plant trees 13 to establish ownership
of those trees and, in a sense.J the land ahaded by thosc trees. Up to
15 or 20 years ago, the principal reason Gourrantchi farmers gave for
refusing outsiders (non-kinsmen) ~ermiscion to plan. trzes on their
loaned out land was that trees use up space that cculd (and implicitely
should) be used for the cultivation of sorghum and millet,.

(3) Should a farmer gain permission to plant trees, he was per-
vitted to ownership of those trees (an;l his children after him) bLut

not tixe land. For most Gourmantché today, the mango tree (2specially
grafted) is still the only tree considered worth planting and caring
for., Purthermore, it is believed that trees should be purchased.

Preely given trees can be expected to diec.

In many parts of the LEastern J.J, the locust bean {nér&) trce
continues to be the only non-cultivated tree wrhose produce belongs
Permanently to the owner upon whose land it wus Iound. ‘'hey are ncver
Purposely planted. New trees which might come up during the perded of
8omeone else's borrowine rhe lard remain the numer's property.

Be w111 come at the appropriate scason to pi-k the produce ov will allow
the farmer to pick it witl the understanding that about Ealfr-rill o
to the owner, 71, importunce of this trece is not declining despite

t
he loportance of soybeans as a sutstitutc Lo th> secds of o 2 locust
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bean gree.”

Other non-cultivated produce bearing treee are gaining impor-
tance in populated areas. Shed (keriké), fig, tamarind, ronier palm,
end certain vaobab trees have, in som® places, becone considered the
exclusive property of ceftain 1andholders (pecause they are found on
gheir fields or fanily lands). This is pecoming & ceuse for increasing
discord’ as denand increaées. In most arcas the produce to these and
other 'bush' trecs are still considered avellable to whoever wishes to-
pick the produce.

Rural disputes over land often arise over owner attenpts to
reclaim land loaned to a fermer under the conditions stated above (but
vhich the farmcr wishes to igno;e). in sclf protection, j1and owners
arc even more ;~aistent that farmers not plant any kind of trees on .
their land. They w11l go so far 8s to pull out the young trees gomeone
pay have started without permission.

(L) Because 1t {s a basic right of cvery person to have & means3
of feedirg hinmself, 1and is ;enerously joaned out %o those who request
it for cultivation. A fearmer Day very easily loan out all bis land

tc various kirsmen OF non-kinsmen apd in & fev years peed to himself
‘Yorrow lend from other kinsmen OT non-kinsnen. The farmer will rarely
make those borrovwing nis own land leave. He will expect that h.o lands

will be, sooner Or later, abandoned to fallow. After 8 pumoer O Ye8lS

™ Processcd sceds form on {mportont ingrediant of dajly mesls (giionge,
soumbala). .
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either he or his children can once again cultivate it (or once again loan
it out to someone whose need for land arises first).

The existing disparity between the Gourmantché and
official Voltaic orientations to land acquisition and ownersbip does
appear to present obstacles to the development of the region. Hany
farmers do not have clear access to long-term future use of the land
under present cultivation. For these farmers, crop rotatior and fallow
systems, which might prove beneficial in sustaining or even improving
soil fertility, will not be casily adapted. Thousands of fermers
are restricted from developing the gardens and fruit orchards they
night otherwise want to have. Much of the incentive for substantially
improving one's ficlds through fertilizers or other means is lost
because the owner may step in and repossess his land. For specific
examples of some currcnt problems encountered by farmers, see Appendix I.

1.7 Implications of 1978 Socio-economic Farm Level Survey Datae
and Conclusions™

Any specific field or plot may be listed under one of three

Categories.

(A) The ficld or plot, when recently cleared for the first
time for cultivation, was cleared from tinjali/(unclaimed,
free land). It is the exclusive property of the man vho
cleared it.

¥ The 1976-1979 farm survey has been conducted by the Applied Recgearch
Bection of the Eustern Region's Bureau of Economic Analysis and Plan-~
ting (BAEP). The baseline data provided will be used in designing

8 regional development plan for the Eastern Rural Development Orgen-
ization (EORD). The BAEP employs the scrvices of thirty-eight persons
1neluding five AID contractors. A preliminary description of the survey
18 given in the Michigan State University Contract Team's Six Month

&port, August 1978.
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(B} The field or plot was once before cultivated by a kins-
men or the farrer himself. The farmer shares ultimate
rights to this land with specific kinsmen (p. 18, 19,
categories 1-1).

(C) fThe field or plot is borrowed from a non-kinsman,
(p. 19, categery 5), who himself, or whose kinsnen,
estoblished their land rights by being the first to
cultivate it). The former has no right of eny kind to
the land. His rights nnly extend to the standing
crop upon this land, one ycar at a time.

Most farmers today cultivate land which would be classified
as kuawaadi/(fallow ficlds). This assertion is verified in data obtained
through the 1978 socio-econorzic farm level survey conducted in the
Eastern region.. The 370 Gourmantché& households studied in this 12
month study possesed a total of 4,639 ficlds and plots. This is an
everage of 12.5 fields and plots per randomly selected houschold. Of
the 4,639 fields end plots identified,
12.4% were on unciaimed, free land (category A ebove)*
5.1% of this represents sorghum/millet fields or plots
7.3% of this represents plots of all other crops

60.3% werc on previously fallow lands of kinsmen (category B)
26.4% of this represents sorghum/millet fields or plots
31.9% of this rcpresents plots of all other crops

27.3% vere on borrowed land (category C above)

12.2% of this represents sorghum/millet fields or plots
15.1% of this recpresents plots of all other crops,%#*

* See Appendix II, where for each sanple villege, a breakdown of
"fields and plots is given for the thrce manjor categories of ownership
Eresented above. Stuart Gaudin's sanple is also given.

¥ FAO farm nanagement cxpert Stuart Gaudin conducted a form level
Survey in the Eastern ORD (1977, 1978) among 23 Gourmantché households.
Hs sample was necessarily more limited geographically than the BAEP
furvey. Unlike the BAEP sample, which wes randomly selected, his house-
holds represent (in the opinion of village lcaders he asked) the very
ESEE_EQEQQQQ of the 9 villages worked in. Of these, 46.7% of the
Gourmantch& farmers possessed sone form of animal traction equipment.
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From this datn we jearn that 87.6% of the fields end plots
cultivated were on previouczly cu;tivated lands; lands which belor.zed
to someone. Tal. .ng these once fallew landec as a whole, we see that
1% were borrowed fren soneornc anrelzted o the farmer.* This borroved
1and is the source of wosw 1and dis~utes, *housh oncesionally disputes
can also arise tetweon faolly nerbars over l1~nn they share in common.

A number of cxplanntions car Lo civenr to support the belief
+hat land prob..:@ms cr? going +3 becooue even rmore acute in the near
future:

(a) Popwlaticn is groatiy increasing. There are more people
livine .~cay than the falicw lunds of close kinsmen
catogories 1-b (p. 19) can handlc. Some land must be
Yorrcwad from cihers.

(b) Migraticon. B
years.  FCOpL

snle are mon~ robile now than in past
™ere they borr

lecve buch villuges for larger towns.
~; land from its residents.

-
z
>
-

Y

(¢) I=nd owners usy losn out their land, thus giving culti-
vation rights to others. Land cowners nay thus usec up
their own lesds and have to borrow land themselves
(r.ther than expelling othirs frond their land).

(d) Anicel traction is eyprect~d to result in households
cultivating mrre lend. One can expect continuing in-
crease in the .aumber of housenclds usirg animal traction.
One ¢~ 8lcs expect these Tfremers to continue their system
of shiftir~ culiivation - ~nendinp pernaps an average
of 5y xz on ~ rarticular £1.,14 Vefore it is ebandoned
to lont i.oriod fallesr. Thev: L no viable i2nd manage-
ment (f:luiow ond fiel: ratatiz) cystem being designed
for the ra22itu

The BAEP passed two 07 jts bawe-linn gnert Lonnaires with his select
~ wample (August 1972). Frea those. e denrneld that of the LS8 fields
and plots his farmers cuitnicat:d Za 157¢.
5%  were ca i *Mnoasd, Tree lund
79.7~ wer2 on f~1low land o7 kinsucn
15.3% were ~n rorrovved land

* A Gourmantchd farmer wuuld nck borrow land from someone else if he
had land of his own Lo uze. Land iz Lerrowed out of necessity. A
farmer might not have to borwrow land fur a ficld if he went far enough
{Tom the village. Yed 1o hing a single field in the bush ia hazardous =

t 1e difficult to mrotect thec crrps frum birds and various bush animalse
dal"ni cettle are mere~nt 4o wander iato the field during the anight or
thy. It is therclove pref:z1ble to berrow poorer land situated in

¢ midst of other Fiolds na» a ceamunity, :


http:ccrun'.ty
http:kinS.'.Ln
http:far7n.rc
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It vas our hypothesis that "in the sparsely populated Eastern
ORD, villoge size does not have an important influence on farming
systems".% According to the 1575 National Census figures, approximately
60% of the people of the Fastarn ORD live in or around villages with
populations of over 1000. _In the BAEP survey 16 out of 21 villages have
populatiqns of less than 1000. Our assumption was not totally justified.

As discussed earlier (p. 41, 42), it appears to be village
size linked with population density around these villages which influences
farming systems. The Gobinangu region is not sparsely populated.

Land acquisition and maintenance problems there are different from a
truely under-populated area such as Kpajali and Tindangu in tie Pamma
region. Plala, it was pointed out, is a very large village, but land is
evailable at the present time for most farmers - even if they have to
borrow it.

Unfortunately, our data does not include a random sample of
farmers from villages with over 1000 inhabitants, with the exception of
the three villages selected from the Gobinengu region. Piala and Jakpangu
farmers were selected on the basis of being reportedly gooq animal
traction farmers in the area of these large villages.

What makes large villages most different from small villages
18 that farmers from small villages can usually walk or ride a bike to

their fields ang beck each day. Such farmers cean more easily partici-

p Nﬁg Contract Team Six Month Report, Fada N'Geurma, August 1978,
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pabe In SRS villaze cToUn acLivitinn uguL;Feﬁ ‘ni;hetr villrege. Animal
traction equiprent uscd on bush fields can be more easily used on the
village fields. In large villages, @ largé percentage of households
(we don't know LoV rany) have either a rainy-scason bush hut or compound
get up at quite some ¢istrnce fren the villege where some OT all the
nousehold will spend the fert.ing secson. Such farmers are necessarily
more cut o;f frem ORD villaée group cetivities in their village.

On the other hand, the actual agricultural systems used by
large village residents commuting sceconally to farm settlements 18
not siguificuntly different fru Jear-long residents of smnll villeges.
It {s clear, howcver, thes land borrowing is higher for fields and plots
locrted near larfe villages. Here'land fragmentation is higher.

Anong the 370 Gourmantche households surveyed, & sub-sample
of 311 were questioned specifically about land tenure. Preliminary
analysis of somne of these data provides information pertinent to this

paper.®

1.7.1 where are the principal household fields loccted?

(o) A farmer may reside in a villege and commute daily to
his fields. At critical periods of the year & member
of the rousehold moy spend soverel nights in a rudely

constructed farm hut.

(v) A farmer may nav> his fields far enough away from his
village so &5 tO wish to spend the entire rainy season
at his ficla. It is here that most of his labor for

the cultivation mponths will be concentrated. He will

* See Appendix III for vreakdown by villoge for questionneire data
results for the topics to e discussed bclow. '
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construct a bush field compound and move in with some

or all of his household. His livestock will also
resettle. Older household members may stay in the village
compound to tend the small villege fields (felola) and
compound plois. After harvests are in, most farmers
return to their villege compounds,* vhere a new rhythm of
1ife and lebor sets in for the dry season months.

(¢) A former may have his fields located in a farm cozmunity
jocated at' some distence from the village (see 1.3.5).
Here, half a dozen or nore scattered compounds will be
located with their fields around the compounds. Such
- gettlements can become permapent, with & majority of
househclds members remaining year-long if wvater is readily
availadble.
Household beads of our sub-sample of 311 households vere able
to categorize the location of their household's principel fields using
the three divisions given above. Of these 311 households, on the average:

18% of the principal fields were located in farm communities

(kuajsena)

12% of the principal fields were located around rainy
geason inhabited bush field compounds

70% of thc principal fields ware located near Qr ipmadistely
around the home village.

Par oyur sapple thorefors, approximately 30% of the major household
fields are located at consideradble distance® from the village. Put
another way, about 30% of the households sampled live away from their

home villege during at least the farming scason months (May-ﬁovember).

* They often have no choice in the matter. With termination of rains,
the household may no longer have a source for water (as small ponds

and shallow wells dry up). :

** Too far for daily commuting by foot or bike. One means of assessing
degeneration of soils around & particular village is to determine the
distance the majority of village -households must .ga to find suitable
land for sorghum/millet fields. :
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Looking at a high population density region like the Gobinangu, an
average of L9% of our gample's principal fields were located in farm
communities or around bush field conmpounds. Only 51% commuted daily

to and from their fields (Appendix 1I1I1).

1.3.2 wﬁﬂmﬁ&gﬁw Dyre vation Fe
Field Per ousehold Head

When a farmer leavestan long fallow a tract of land he has

boen cultivating for e number of ysars, ne wvill call it & kuawaagu/(fal-
low land) (p. 17). Upon this tract of land, the farmor moy have had
one principal sorghum and/or millet field. Or, if the tract was

large, he may ha.v;a had the equivalent of two or even three such fields.
The former will refer to both of the tracts of land belovw as one

kusvnagu/( fallow 1ond) but in size they can ve quite different.

Yol
Trepct 1 1 field Praot. 2 1 field ) 1 field 1 field
!
6 years 4 years ‘ 5 years L years
"

A former cen quickly aod accuraetely recall how many kuawaadi/

(fallow lands) he has cultivated since he obtained his own first
field.* He will also recall how many years he spent on each, a8 well
* &8s how many actual '£{0lds' each 'fallow land' constituted.®® Burvey

-

results indicated the following:

:‘T&king a first wife often precipitates this step.
( Such fields do mot include personal sorghum/millet fields
fuali-kuani) (p. 21). ' :
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(a) Average Age of Gourmantch& Household Heead: Lh years®
(b) Average Number of Principal Fields

‘ Cultivated by Household Head Since He

Obtained His Cwn Field: 3.5 fieldsh#

(c) Averege Number of Years Field -
Cultivated Before Left to Fallow: 5.4 yeargha#®

(d) Average Age of Household Head When He
Obtained His Pirst Principal Field: 25 yearghtes

We were not able to determine accurately the number of yesars
specific tracts of lanc were in fallow before the farmer himeelf, or
someone else, came along and used it again. Farmers were able to
indicate, however, whether or not the vegetation upon the land had
'‘climaxed' or not before it was cleared for a field. Farmers will say

14 faadii gbeni about fallow land which hes 'completely leafed out'

(trees are once again lerge; rich soil varieties of grasses have reap-
peared). The land has returned to 'normsl' bush conditions. Such
‘normal bush conditions' are almost certsinly nct comparable to what a

farmer's grandfather would have considered 'normal climaxed bush' to

# For the 370 households sampled. This is an everage variation of

38-50 years per sample village. See Appendix III for details.

*® Such fields do not include personal sorghum/millet fields
(suald-kuani) (p. 21).

#4% Reasons analyzed for leaving fields included wear down of soils,
dryness of soils. Cultural recasons for abandoning fields were not
included. Example: death of houschold member is attributed by sand-
+writer/diviner to have originatad with &n evil spirit residing in new
field. Field is abandoned after only one year cultivation. It is impor-
tant to note that about 30% of all major ficlds abandoned (having been
tleared and cultivated for nt least one year) were left because of other
than strictly agronomic reanons {death, sickness, 'evil influcnces',
moved, §1elds 'too low' (imindated) or too 'high' (short season, rapid
run-off). . .

"eew 35 x 5.4 3 18.9 (19}; Lk-19 = 25 years. This age corresponds
Dicely with the average agc vne would expect a man to marry.
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The above figures shquld be compared with the Gobinangu
rcgion where high population density is combined with good rains and good
goils. Here ve noted that L% of the household's principal fields were
locate& far from the village in form communities {compared to 22% for
Piala/Pilanga/Bogande regicn). However, only 9% of Gobinangu farmer's
principal ficlds were stuorted upon 'unclimaxed' land. The reason for the
big difference between Pialc'region and the Gobinangu (k1% vs. 9%)
is to be féund in the fact that a large perccntage of the households in
the Cobinangu spend the rainy season far from their home villages upon
lands which are fertile.

The Pemra region villages sampled (Kpajali, Tindangu) did not
start any major fields upon 'unclimexed' land. Population is low,
much good land is available. Clecrly this region has the greatest

potential of eny other region withir the Eastern region for agricultural

development and porulation resettlement.

1.7.3 Land Ownership and Borrowing

(a) A survey of 311 households indicates that there are enough
kuawaadi/(fallow lands) possessed by various households through right
of inheritance to give an average of 3.5 'fallow lands' per household.'
Giving each such 'fallow land' a minimum value of 1 major field (yielding
mogt of the houschold's yearly produce), there should be land worth

approxicately 19 years of cultivation (3.5 X 5.4 years). The right to

ihi kunwangu/(fallov land) would constitutc land enough for one or more
Principal kuani/(sorghum and/or millet fields).
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cultivate these 'falloV lends’ ie shared, however, witb other family
menbers (younger or alder brothefs - who may 8ls0 be household beads).

I1f we were to used low estimate of two households holding
equal rights to these 3.9 ‘fallow lands', we get an average of 1.75
1fallov lands' or 10 potential years of cultivation. Add to this an
average 1.1 kuawagdi/(fallow lands) which the household heed owns
exclusively.® The result is land availability worth an average of 15
years of cultivation Per household. (These calsulations do not include
1and upon wvhich nouseholds are presently located of which 60.3% of fields
and plots is upon {nherited 'family jands', 12.L4% is upou exclusively
owvned land, 27.35 15 upon torrow land.)

If we can use the figure of 15 years 8S {ndicating the iand
available to the ave:rage household, it is clear that this land alone
would pever be enou:h in the years to come,** without the household
having to borrow comeone elgo's land (which only compounds the problem)'
or finding newv 1and which can be claimed from the Eastern region's large
reserve of ‘'free, unclaimed’ (tinjeli) land. The latter would be found

only at considerabtlc distance from the villagc.

* They were the Tivot to cultivate ‘free, unclaimed' (tin ali) land,
giving them cxclunive end permanent right to this land (see 1.2.1).
*® Tt certainly tnkces more than 9.6 ycars (15-5.4) for worn down
aoils to return tuv & telimax' state without the aid of

organic or chemicnl fertilizers.
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Lven though these figures are only & Jery rough
cetimaté, they do guggest that the comind years will be cheracterized
by & great {pcrease in farm cormunities along the pattern already in
existence in the Gobinangy region. At the sane time, there will ve
an increase in cultivating 1ands which have not had the time to be
restored through the tr&ditional gpystem of fallow. Serious land degrade =
tion vill follow.

Geveral courses of action could be taken by the E. ORD.
First of all, it {g cssentiel that some systen of field/crop rotation
end fallow be dcveIopcd appropriate to the different reglions. This
must be dore {rmediately: One could be optimistic py stating that with
proper land panagement the 2.85 *fallov 1ands' each household could
nave (with eqasl land distribution) from the existing grock of 'fallov
1ends' could be enouph for the needs of most of the households of
our survey (and perhaps. by extension, {for people theoughout the Eastern
region). Since this figure represents an AVCeroge, however, some
expropriation and realocetion of lands seems inevitable. The alternative
would seem to be 1ore noldings of land cultivoted by tenant or sharecrop
{armers, 8 gituation which does not yet exist.

Using Stuart Gaudin's gub-sazple of the 'very best farmers’'
(p. 55), we arc told that households possessed an average of T hectores
under cultivation. (1t should be noted that nousehold size varies
grently within the Eootern region, so that the figure of 1.18 ha. per

vorking adult may be RoTe neaningful). For these garmers, 1 ha. could
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probably be compared favorably with the average size of 1.'fallow land'
(kuawaagu). This would suggest that houscholds already have, on the
average, the usz or access to an average of 20 hectares of land each®
an smount which should be sufficient to base a viable system of land
panagenment.

Another step the E. ORD might take would be to encourage
the creation of new ferm setplements in prcsently under-populated
regions. By doing so, the ORD may be able to stall the increasing
degrcdation of lend around the more populated ereas, Along Luin roads
one sometimes sces where an enterprising person, usually a f{unctionmnaire,
had vcen able to get a grader to plow a rough road back into the bush
to a good farming location. If the ORD could encourage such activity
and combine with i proper care of the new land being exploited, good
results would be forthcoming. Planned ferm communities could be set up
in such locations with each farming household assured enough land to
practice proper l=nd menagement schemes.

Increased extension agent fermer training in land management
in populated arcns must be met with an equally determined effort to
8ee that newvly created ferm communities (es well as existing ones)
are organized in a way that permits proper land management. Tpere is
N0 reagson why such farmers can not be encouraged to serious in;est-
~ Bent in land improvement and fertility maintenance. One does not

vish to contemplate what the alternative might be as population
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continues to increase with the present lack of concern for the land.*®
Fifty years ego Fada N'Gourma was a bush village, today it is highly
populated with farmers who nust go great distances to find good land.
This expansion has been at the expense of the land and cen not continue
indefinitely.

Any widesprgad and concerted effort by the E. ORD to resolve
the problens of rural development will require agents who appreciate
the probleme of land deterioration and who understand and cag apply
land manogement principles. It seems clear that the Voltaic government
must formulatc some kind of land ownership and use policy which is
relevent to the situation of various ORDs. Such policy could result
in not only greater productivity of a region in the long run, but would
result in food reserves for the country as a whole. The E. ORD will
nced a great deal of technical and material aid to realize the |

proper conservation and exploitation of its natural resources.

(b) Survey households were asked whether or not they possessed
some land which would be suitable for rainy season rice cultivation
and dry scason gardening. An average of

58% of households possessed suiteble garden/rice land

k2% of households do not possess suitable garden/rice land.

By no means all the people who possess suitable garden/rice land use

* Ao it is, it seems to be a waste to sce fcrmers go back into an almost
virgin like land, cut down and burn off the glant trees standing there
and cultivete the spot for 7 or 8 Years and then move on across the land
continuing the same destruction. There is little or no preservation

of very old treces (many whose continued existence 1is Justified by the
honey 1t vould provide beckeepers of the region).
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4t. Out of the total survey semple.of 370 households,
36% (134 households) uétually had at least onc rice plot
11% (kO houscholds) had at least one gaféen.
of the LO households with gardens, ol also had rice plots (60%).
There 4re, therefore, only 1590 nouseholds who possessed garden/rice
lands who used it.

17% of sample houseliolds with grrden/rice lends are not
using their lend (63 households). Only 11% of survey
households have rice and/or garden plots.

Qut of & total of 4,639 fields end plots for tb~ 370 households,

249 were rice plots
44 were garden piots.

The average pPer houschold which cultivated these plots is

1.9 rice plots per household®

1.1 garden plots per household.
A first step in increasing rice production in the Eastern region
vould be to expand use of the land already eveilable for this purpose
in numcrous unused bas fonds. The construction of pmall eerthen dsms
vould be very bencficlal to +he large nunber of houscholds who have no
neans of presently cultiviting rice. The promotion of garden produce
should be increascd, perheps bY making gorden seed packets more easy

to obtuin at the end of the rainy season.

* Because rice plots tend to be feirly small end uniform in size, these
figures should help in projecting & fairly accurate estimate of actual
afé potentiel productivity of ricc in the Eastern region.



-5T-

(¢) The sub-sample of survey households (311) indicated that:

76% of houschold heads would loan a non-kinsman onc of
their 'fallow lands' if asked. This person would want
to use it for a field.

24% of household hcads would not loan anyone their lend if
askcd. They either neced it thcmselves soon or fear
1oosing 1t to the person borrowing it.

Household heads who indicated they would permit a non-kinsman the use
of their land noted further that it would depend on who the person wag,
The most important qualifying rule was that the perscn borrowing the
land be a resident of the villege or community. A closer look at the
actual land-loaning habits of these households indicates that, over the
past 20 - 25 years, an average of -only

43% of sample houscholds loaned out any land

7% loaned no land to anyonc.

(d) Houschold heads were asked: '"When someone asks you for
"fallow land' and you respond positively, do you give them the land
(permanently) or do you only loan it (temporarily)?"

95% of household heads responded that land is only loaned
out temporarily

59 of liousehold heads respondcd that they were giving the
land away.%

When asked further if they would permit the land borrower to plant

(mango) trees upon the land,

. Among those who answered this way were those who did so for asking
8uch & 'foolish' question - so they gove the opposite answer. Others
might feel a negntive answer would reflect badly on them.
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91% said they would no£ permit tree planting
9% said they would permit tree plenting.®

Earlier (p. 53), we noted that an average of 27.3% of the
,639 fields and plots cﬁltivated last year were OB borroved land. It
ould scem to be that one dusired result of sarious {nvestment in lend
.mprovement and fertility meintenecnce would be long term use of specific
cracts of jand. Shifting cultivation practices presently used would
have to evertually be restricted or modified. louseholds would be
encouraged to remain more attached to specific tracts of land and to
nanage it better.

Clearly such & step, if successful, would conflict immediately
vith current land use systems. Farmers borrowing land for such &
venture would be placed in the same cetegory as farmers desiring to
plant trees upon porrovwed land. If even 91% of ORD farmers no longer
permitted non-kincmen vorrowing of land, serious problens would be
encountered even at the present average level of land vorrowing
(27.37). Animal traction brings with it neecd for more lend which will
_¢ventually mean more land vorrowing.** This could conceivably result
in better off farmers borrowing (expropriating?) land from thosec who can

not perhaps afford the investment of animal traction.

———

* We have noted here that meny who would permit tree planting did

WOt realize this meant they might also be giving up the righte to

the land. They thought the trees pelonged to the planter, they owned

the land.

t;Unless aninmal traction farmers relocated to form settlements where
ey can, for the prescnt at jeast, find sufficient jand to cxpand in.
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1.8 Form Comqupities, 8 Pattern for the Future?

Survey data geems to suggest the view that in most parts of
the Eastern reglon, farmers have access to the land they need to
gubsist. The region of greatest population density (Gobinangu) is
alsc the region of greatest jand borrowing and pumber of land disputes.

The center of ngricultural activity in the Eastern region
centers on the numerous fi;lds jocated around smaller villages and
farm settlements. The rainy ceason farm communities have become the
pmeanc of meeting agricuitural needs in regions of highest population
density.

The common farm community of the Eastern region seems to
suggest an alternative model for possible future resetﬁlement progranms
in this region. The AWV model whereby households are given parallel
strips of land to cultivate seems best suited to groups of people
who are less cohesive as & §roupP, who traditionally tend to live in
very scattered household group8. Some of the failures of this model
system can be no doubdbt explained in that some groups of people do not
like to be fragmenped/scattcred. such as along & road. It is herd to
see the AVV model for housechold resettlement in terms of & cohesive
comrunity.

A small Gourmentchd village or farm community is made up of
8 group of compoundt (each with one OF more households). Bach compound
his & major sorghum/millet {ield or two elther right around the compound

' or located just cutside the village. When 8 community is still snall

Like this, there are ususlly sufficient lends available for everyone
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nearbf in the bush.

The L. ORD could berhaps center mor; of its activity on such
smpall communities. It could encourage the establishment of new ones.
Houscholds in such a community could be guided in better lend management
pystems even as AVV agents try to do with their farmers. Each house-
hold cen obtzin cnough land, while it 1s still available, to practice
animal traction on contiguous plots of land as well as to set up fallow
sections. ° Crop rotetion cohemes could be developed. If each household
were to have about 20 hectares of land (as current data suggest
they would have - on the average), one would be able to determine the
optimum size & fars community might have. Size would depend on the
total cultivatecble lead aveilable within a reasonable walking/riding
distencc from the community.

Farn cormunities could be establishcd through resettlement.
Farmers would have to practice land menagement systems similar to
-those being cxperimented by AVV farmers. Ficlds could be set up
eround o conmunity axis, with the usual compound plots centrally lo-
cated (see Figure ). Depending on present size and potential future
growth of a ho' schold, a household would be legally given enough land
around the comaunity to practice some land mnnagement/field and crop
rotation systen.

Other scttlements could be set up around the first settlement
30 as to kcep vnough land within e reasonable distance of compounds.
Excessive growth of a comuunity would lead to fragmentation of land

oround the community, which would lecd eventually to the common
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problem of all large communities: mnot enough land close enough to
village. Excessive growth of a cormunity would inevitably result in
household fallow lands (under land management system) being cultivute&
too early - by the wrong people. Other planned settlements must be
available thercfore to an expanding population.

To encourage farmers to remain on these settlcments all year
long, adequate water sources must be available for both humen and live-
Btock consumption. Clusters of farm settlements should also have access
to some central scttlement (or village) providing the néccssary living
Decessities and distractions (a good marketplace in particular). A

' farm conmunity system like this would appear to be more adaptable
to the Gourmentché use of spoce and sense of community. This might be

true of other ethnic groups in Upper Volta as well.
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It 1s clear that though land availability may not presently
be a pressing probler in most areas, it certainly promises to becone
so in the near future. This is especially true as population growvs and
as animal traction becomes better understood, manoged, and widespread.
The time to plan for these problems is now.

When farmers are telling us that they will not pernit non-
kinsmen to plant trces on their family lends, they are saying they want
to retain'possession of théir lands. If farmers are to succeed in
increasing agriculturel préduction and incomes through animal traction,
they will have to have vnough lend available on a long term basis to
succeed. Hor cen they be pernitted to indefinitely move from one
7-12 hectare farm to another every 5 or 6 years. Good land is not
in unlimited surply; conserwtion of soils is required.

It thercfore seens imperstive thet the Voltaic
governnent, through the technicel advice of its ORDs, set up eome
guidelines as to long term ownership of land. Rural people should be
aided in obteining legal titles to at least some portions of their
land. It would necver te Justified to grant farmers title to only the
land they are actua}ly presently cultivating. This would not give
them enough land for future needs. Yet the resources do exist for
an equitable sharing of «xisting 'fallow lands' which would at the
sane time permit land management schemes to function. Densely

'tpopulated areas miy be helped best through recruiting households to
establish planned ferm communities in the farther out bush areas. Upper
Yolta would benefit in a timely resolution of the potential problems

of lend, food, and population distribution.
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Appendix I
Current Problems: Ti ban ke gitinga pia mayuli hali

bopcisnle/(We Lnow the great value of land,)

P 4

A number of examples are given below to illustrate more
clearly some of the specific problems encountered in the present
state of cuange in widcl; held traditional principles of land tenure.
Since any farmer wishes to avoid land disputes, many today simply state,
at the beginning of another person's request for land, that absolutely
no trees or permanent improvement is to be mcde upon the land. Farmers
8till feel obligated to let other people use their land if they ask
for it. The time has already come, however, that some landcwners
vill not loan out their "and for cultivetion - even if that landowner
has no inteation of e;er using it himself. He is afraid of losing‘

his lend in some way to the newconer,

(1) A Gourmantché farmer from Nagili (Negili is aep old village
of about 2,500 pcople.) I quote the farmer.

"We hear on the radio that it is everyone's responsibility
to plant trees on their land, for this will bring profit

to then in the future end will also cause rains to return as
ve used to know them. Everybody now knows that if you

8ive a person your land upon which to live (ie. a compound )
or farm, he will cttempt to plant trees (implied mango) so
that his children will reap profits in the future. Yet

this will leave the original owner with nothing. And worse,
you, who gave the land, and your children, will end up
having to buy the fruit from him to whom you geve the land.
This causes some people to reruse tree planting on their
land,"

"If you give & person your land end you permit him to plant
trees, then even if later you get your land back (ie. farmer
moves clsewhere), he will still own those trees, You cen
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can not get your land back along with the trees. It won't
work. There are many large mango trees today in Nagili which
were pianted by people who did so on borroved land. Today
they live elsewhere, but they still own those tree3 and

their preduce.”

{nteresting to note that in this as well a8 in other texts to

be presented, the farmer is more concerned about the expected benefits

another (non-kinsmen) farmer will rcap than in his own lack of endeavor

to reap-.such bencfits himcelf. He himoelf does not necessarily want

to see somcone clsc profit in gomething in which he himself might

have profited. He continues:

"I+ {s for this rcason that my older brother and he who
'gave' hin some 1and had a dispute. My brother had smell
mango treces on this land. One night someone (we did not
xnow at the time, but it was the owner) ceme and pulled
up all the trees and stuck them back into the soil. They
pll died. My dbrother then went and bought some more mAngo
trees and told the owner he was going to plent them on

the borroved lend. The owner said he would not permit it,
so my brother took. his trees and planted them out in the
bush farm where wc own the 1and completely."

This farmer was fortunate to have somcplace else tO plant his mengo

trees. Many are not SO fortunate.

(2)

Ancther Gournantché from Nagili

"A young man went and asked an cld man for & part of his
fcloli/(villege field). It was close to the baagg/(E:g
fonds) and there he could nmoke & garden. The old man gave
his pcrmission. The young man made his sardinga/(garden).
However, he also weut and bought mango trees and planted
then around outside the garden. Seeing this., the old man
took fire and went and made as if to burn of¢ his 'village
ficld'. He manage to include the mango trees, killing them.

The old men did all this because he saw that if this con~-
tinucd, it would not be long before there would be no place
left on which to grow gorghun or millet. Ror wes his
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permission asked about tree planting. Well, the young

can made a real fuss with the old man, asking him why
he hadn't been told he was going to burn the field. This
angered the old oan who then told the young men he could novw
lcave his garden as well if this was his attitude. The
young m&n left."

The young man made several mistakes. He was not content with what

had been given to him but, by plenting outside his garden, clearly

wvas showing expansionist intentions. Planting treces was also a clear

signal that he intended to keep this land in the future, even when he

knew very well that the old man had not given him this land permanently.

For the old nan, the 1and was clearly more valuable in the grain it

could and would produce than the season fruit the trees might eventually

produce.

(3) Yet Another Gourmantché from Nagili

"Now, (as things have changed) people hear and have also
seen that if you offer a person your 1and and he plants
trees on it, that when you decide you want that land back,
you will not get it back. Nowadays, when you possess your
1apd, you glso possess your trees (and vice versa) (the
government policy). For this reason the people of Lantago
came to blows."

"A long time ego0, their fathers were close friends. One

of then gave his good friend some land, permanently,
because he didn't possess & tyillage field' upon vhich to
cultivate. it came to pass that vhen their children had
grown up, the two now old mcn did not get along 8O vell any
longer. During the ycars since nhe had received his land
*rom his friend, the one farmer had planted pumerous mango
;rees, many of which were now bearing fruit. The previous
rwvmer and his children bvecame envious. These children told
thelr father that they would repossess the land. The father
said to let it be. But they refused and started up & big
dispute.” ' .
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"The children of the old man who had been given the land

8aid they would not return the lend because their trees now
etood upon it. A fight issued in which one person was
seriously injured. Because of this injury (and not the tree
djapxte), 8 court case issued. The reason for the fight came
out,

"Well, the court said that anyone, anywhere, who possesses

(fruit) trees also owns the land or which those trees are

found. The tin-danba/(land owners) seeing that they were

going to lose the case, gave a gift to the judge. This

swung the decision in their favor. This in turn caused the

ti-danba/(tree owners) to offer their own gift. RNot

. knowing what to do novw, the-court decided that the 'tree

owners' must pull out all small trees and give back the land

to the 'land owners'. The large trees would remain with

the land under them the property of the 'tree owners'.

Here the case settled."
In this text, the speaker made a clear differentiation between 'tree
owners! and.'land owners'. It is implied that, were it not for those
trees, the lend owners would heve had their land back. Without trees,
vhat Justification could the other party have had to keep the land?
The moral of this account was clearly that one must be careful about
letting someone clse cultivate your land -- especially if you know that
person intends to plant trees. Clearly, any other kind of improvements
vhich a 'lend borrower' might make to borrowed land wvhich would tend
to keep that lend in the possession of the 'borrower!' for longer than
normal, would present complications with the 'land owner'.

(4) Cekpaaga farmer (This is & small village near Bilanga)

"My (Gourmantché) father gave some Mossi farmers the right

to plant mango trees cn his fuanu/(sloping land), thinking it
would benefit him as well some day (he'd get some of the
fruit). We heard that those who gave their land to others

to plant trees would not get the land back. The tree owners
would own it. Therefore, I told my father something had to
be done. He, after much angry exchange, managed to repossess
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cultivate because, he said, this land wos his, that if he permitted
them to cultivete {t, the soil's fertility would not be restored
quickly enough. He would need it somedny again. The women had to

look elsevhere.

The following rather long account illustrates retber clearly
gome of the hidden strugg;és often involved in the scarch for land -
simply for cultivation.

"ast year I realized that the land I was cultivating was
not much good any longer and I sew some land that wvas really
good (eleven kilometers from Fada). So I planted some rice
in the bas fonds that was part of this nev lend. I wes not
able to plant tco much and the water flowed much too
forcefully last year so that I only got 10 tips of rice."”

"Somcone from the village of Cicideni saw this rice plot and
eaid, "My, that is nice. You know, this next year, you and
I will divide up this land." I asked him how ve vere going
to divide this rice ares, seeing that it already vas quite-
small. '"No," he saoid, "even so we will divide ie.""

"p few days later, another fermer (X) came up., I had

heard from others that he had planned to cultivete rice on
the plot in the past, thet he had even chopped a Tew trees
down eround the spot. I told him that this year I planned
to moke my farm here but that there had teen soueone

along who sald he was going to take half my plot over. "Oh,
vho was 4t?" asked former X. T told him it wes a Cicideni

land owner. 'Well," he said, "jet me tell you no ope owns
thia land." So I told him that T had heard someone tell
me he had once cut some trees down around here. "No,"

said farmer X, "I do not own this land.""

"Later, 1 saw another Cicideni men who told me, "Hey, you

arc cutting dovn the trees on my land I hear." "Yes,"

I said, "but I am only a stranger here, I do not come from
Fada but from Jokpaga." I asked him {f he owns that land and
he said he did. I osked if I could cultivate there and he
gnid I could. "But," he seid, "] do not want you to pick

the fruit off my locust bean trece therc. I also ask you not
to plant any trecs on this lend. Someday- I may wish to

do somcthing with it "
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"Now when I learned of this man, I thought I would ask around
Cicideni =mong the other older peoble to sec if this man
really did own the land. If he did, then I wanted to ask him
if he reolly intended to use the land someday and if I could
plant trees too if I wished to do so. The land was a long
wvays from wherce the old men lived and it was certainly too
fer for him to use himself."

"well, last year, when my rice was growing niceliy, farmer X

was in the arega and saw " . that my rice wes nice. He came
by my home later and told me, "Oh, you were right about that
land. I do own the land there. PR A vant alot of

trouble and 'words', you and I will divide that plot next
year." I asked him how it was that when I told hir that a
supposed laindowner had told me to divide up the land bvefore,
that he had tcld ne no onc owned the land - including himself.;.
"How 1s it that you now tell me we have to divide up the
lend, ' I asked him. He warned me not to make trouble with him
or else¢ he would crusc real trouble for me. I told him I
alreaedy hed asked permicsion from thée reel landowner to use

the land -- that he did not own it. I told farper X he

had no say at all over the land. I then went shcad and cleared
the land for my fic. 2 this cuming raeiny season. Last month
(December ), after having burnt off .ome of the now dried
shrubbery, I went on a trip to Macakoali and was there for

six days. The sccond day after I left, farmer X came and

geve my wife a letter in which he wrote, "If you want things
to work out between you andy -_do not ever again set Yoot

on the new field. I have cwnel that place for a long time

and everyone knows this.'""

"When I returancd home and read this, I went to his home to
confront him about it. He wasn't there. I decided to go once
again to Cicideni to try to learn once and for all who owned
the land. I talked agrin to the cld man previously cncountered,
vho claimed to own the land and who had given permission to
use it. I told him abc.t fzrmer X who wished to remove ne
from this land - even writing me 2 letter never to set foot

on it egain. "Yecg, " he .~id to 2, "I do own that land.
Farmer X cane to re som tiue «;o and told me that there

was somcone planning to cultivate r* land (see how farmer X
now speaks), but that if the old mun wished, he, farmer X,
would get that miwnn off oy land,""



~T0~

"The old landowner told farmer X, "Ho, I gave him the right
to cultivate that land when he asked me. I can't have you do
anything sgainst him now." This is what the ¢ld man told

me when I went to Cicideni that day."

"The old nan vas getting distrubed by all the fuss by this
time. He s=id that if this is the trouble the land was

going to cause him, then he didn't want anyone to cultivate
it. Another old man, sitting there and hearing this, advised
hin that to follow this course of action would be only to
Judge 'this ,beseiged and innocent farmer' who had already
gone to so ruch work in clearing the land for the coming
year's crops. "He should be permitted to cultivate on the
land as formnlly agreed upon." So I was permitted to go
sheed as planned."

(The old man was afraid thet all this would end up by coming
to serious fighting =nd thet a court cese would result

in which he would also become involved. He also feared
farmer X who was known and feared in that area as having
powerful fetish medicine thet could bring harm and even
deeth to those whom he wanted. )

"So the old man told me to give a piece of land to farmer X.
I did this. I asked farmer X to show me what portion of the
land I had already clearced he wanted to teke. He could take
wvhat he wanted. So farmer X showed me what he wanted to
take that was in the rice plot. Yet even today, farmer X
isn't heppy ebout the outcome. He is angry. He slanders

me everywhere saying I want to steal nls possession. There
will be morc problems."

There were. Since I recorded this interview, farmer X was able to
make this farmer leave this alrcady clecarecd field and return to his
old field of the yecar before. The unfortunate former is afreid to
€0 to court about it. He 1s a stranger in Fada N'Gowrma. He has

-only lived there for seven years,
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Apgendix I1

Fields Established Upon:

BAEP Form Level Free, Uncleimed Fallow Land Borrowed Land

Survey: 370 Land

Eouseholds

Villages motel | Sor./ | Other| Tot-] Scr./ | Other| Tot- Sor./ | Other | Tot-

Fields | Millet| Plots| al | Millet| Plots| al | Millet| Plotsal
Plots *

Boamboanyenga | 19b 2 7 9 65 60 { 125 31 29 | 60

Lenyabidi 151 5 3 8 61 51 | 112 13 16 | 31

Gbanlamba 153 ° 3 3 6| 56 LL 1 100 29 18 | U7

Komboassi 143 1 1 2 66 5L | 120 12 9 | 21

Lebessma 153 L 5 9 52 87 | 139 3 2 5

Piala 166 2 6 8 5 €3 | 137 9 12 | 21

Buodi 236 T T 1k 86 93 | 184 21 17 38

Ugalu 219 14 22 36 83 €4 | b7 19 17 36
-‘Biapungu 35L 25 33 58 109 127 | 236 10 50 60
' Tilontd %6 B s T | 38 | 5| s3| 18 | w2
Ponyinkonll | 160 T o | 8| 3% | 61 |w3| 13 | 3|
%::ggulu 281 16 29 LS 67 106 | 173 23 4o 63
| Mocdaogu m 8 5 | 13| T1 39 | 10| 1k 7| 2
‘?g;ncangu 159 17 9 26 73 k2 | 115 11 T 18
Eambomli 182 27 35 | 62 21 19 | L6 b5 29 | T
L_fiimmonndi 340 30 26 | 56 50 101 | 152 57 76 | 133

~continued following page-
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{ampoenpuoly 393 T 6 13 97 &5 182 97 101 | 198
indi-Kombu | 31k 13 261 39 56| 80 | 136 L9 90 | 139
loagibu 329 5 10 15 63 98 161 55 98 | 153
Ipajali okl 26 T2 93 42 72 11k 1k 15 29
findangu 223 10 18 28 63 87 150 2k 21 Ls
T0TALS 4,639 237 3%0 | 577 | 1,315 1,479 2,794 567 701 }1,268
;AVERAGE 12.5 5.1% 7.3% 112.L%] 28.4% | 31.9%| 60.2%| 12.2% | 15.1%|27.3%
|

|Gauddin's

.23 Sample 458 11 12 34 159 206 365 16 5h 70
I Bouseholds

t AVERAGE 19.9 2.4% 2.6% 521 34.7% Ls% ] 70.7%] 3.5% 11.8%{15.3%

—

* Sorghum and millet plots and fields included 3ll mejor sorghun/
millet fields, villagc scrghum/millet fields, and compound plots.
'Other Plots' combines all the plets of ell other crops.




' i Housen.aue
OampleS

villegec® o T ! Houschold S
- RS €Nga élﬂlflgou Af’ E::m?lﬂ%;——ﬁ? 935'3“-‘0“‘ AT" 5.5 3.¢
2 Lanyabidi 18 - 11.1% 8.0 - u2 - 4.9 3.2
3 Gbanlamba .18 - - 6.6 - L2 - 5.1 2.4
L Komboessi 18 - - 6.1 - L0 - 5.7 2.k
S Dabessma 18 - 27.8% 5.9 § - LYy 1 - 4.7 2.2
6 Piala - 16 100% - 8.3 - 36 L.0 3.3
7 Buodi 17 - - 8.3 - 48 - . 5.3 4.1
8 Ugelu 19 - - 1.0 - L7 ~ 5.9 3.6
9 Diapengu - 18 10C% - 10.7 - 39 5.9 3.1
10 Tilonti 9 - 11.1% 7.1 - 50 - €.1 3.6
11 Ponyinkonli 15 - - 6.1 - L3 - 5.1 L.3
12_Ugelu - 13 100% - |11.7 - Ly L.6 _ 3.L
17 Moodazmgu 10 - - 7.0 - L9 - 4.9 .5
}h___])n&nc’angu 12 - - 9.8 - L1 - ) 5.1 L.5
35 Fcenboanli 11 - - 6.5 - Lo - 5.2 3.1
16__Boermoondd 11 - - _ 10.h4 - W5 - 6.1 3.5
37 Lempoanpuoll 11 - - 1.3 - 48 - 5.h 4.8
18 Cindi-Xombu b - - 9.1 - LY - 6.0 __ 3.6
19 Loagibu - 16 100% - 10.8 - L2 5.6 Sy
20 Kpajall 16 - - 6.5 - 38 - 6.6 2
21 Tindengu 16 - - 7.9 - L7 - 6.6 3.3
TOTAL/AVERAGE 251 63 22% 7.7 |10.b hk Lo 5.k 3.5
Gaudin's *working
Sample 23 46.7% 6 units' LS 6 3.8

¥ viliages grouped bY sub-region. lajor agro-climut.ic aggregation would lve villages 1-8; 9-12; 13-16;
17-21. TA = Aninal Traction; HH - Housechold Head

APPENDIX III
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/ PRINCIPAL FIELDS LOCATED TN

Average No.

Average No.

-

Percent HH®

Yillages® FF* Possessed | FF® Owned who Borrowad
Forn [ Bush Field By HH® Exclusively | At Least One
Settlenent Connound Villege tandom™ { TA¥ by HH* Fr* Last 20/25 yrs
1 Poemboenyenga 11% 11% 78% 2.7 - .5 39%
? lenyabidi 17% 62 11% 3.0 - .1 28%
Gianlamba 17% - 83% sl - .2 442
t Komboassi 7% - 93% .3 - .l‘ 22%
5 Dabessma 0 117 83% 1.9 - .1 177
£ Piale 25% TA® - 157 TA* - 3.7 -3 LLE 7%
T buodi 5% 35% 59% 2.4 - 1.5 65%
7 Jpelu - 25% 75% 1.8 -~ .8 50%
* Dispangue 125 TA® 117 TA*® T6% TA* - 2.3 1.1 337 TA*
Tilonti 333 113 56% 3.9 - 1.2 " 339
- Foryirkonli 7" I 86% L.s5 - 1.3 675
2 Ugzlu 157 TA* 8% %A% TT7% TA* - L, 2 1.4 59% TA*
I Mcodaagu - - 1003 6.6 - 1.1 509
i M ancenc 2s5% - 15% 6 - 2.2 58%
7 Foozionnli 1007 - - 3.2 - 1.5 45%
3 Branmoondi 9% - 917 3.6 - 1.7 187
I Larpoanpuoli 183 182 154 .5 - 1.8 137
3 Cindi-Keabu 505 297 1k L.5 - 1.5 5T
i Loagibu 197 TA* » TA® 75% TA* - 4.7 1.6 T5% TA®
3 KpejJali - 13% 872 1.6 - 1.4 129%
1 Tindangu - 69% 31% 3.4 -~ 1.6 38%
™ * ~ ]
o i Amsray o o A
Gaudin’'s
Semple 17% Q7 743 3.2 1.0 655

¥ Villages gErouped by sub-region.
TA = Animal Trection;

i7-21.

Mojor agro-climatic aggre
HH = Household Head; FF = Fal

getion would be villages
low Fields;

1-8; 9-12; 13-16;

PF = Principal Field
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t1llagcs”®

Own or Have Access to

/'7'{-'7‘5—'-;.1' of Houzfcholds W

Garden/Ricce Land

>

TTI'Creont of HH® Who Would
Permit nona-kinsmen une
of Fallow Land

FPcircent o ilH®

Whro Have

Actunlly Given ron~-xinsmen
use of Famiiv/Personcl Land

| 2 Who Have |% Who Don't

Z wWould Permit

T Would Not

% Givern Land

% Given None

1  Boambosnyenga I 332 675 89% 11% 33% 672
2 lLonyabldi { 33% 674 9L g 6% <63 Ly
3 Gbanlomba ( 62 9L% ohz 6% 61% 391
L  Koaboassli 26% 12% 83% 17% 33% T8
5 Deuessmn 50% 50% 35% 65% 5% 95%
6 Pinla 603 TA*® LGZ TA® 5% Ta® 1S TA* 50% TA® 50F TA*
T EL-li cim Ti% 937 1% 174 837
8 YUrnlu 37% 633 6Eh% 36% 21% 79%
9 Dizpangu 61% TA® 39% TA* 565 TAM 44§ TAR 337 TA® 615 Ta®
10 Tilonti 67% 33% 15% 25% 56% LLZ
11 Ponyinkonli 67% 33% 932 7% 53% L7%
12 Ugalu 1G0% TA* - _TA* 2% TA*® 8% Ta* L6Z TA® SLEL TA®
13 i4osdaagu 805 20% 20% 80% 30% 0%
14 Dzzncencu 50% 502 927, 8% 50% 508
15 Foazbocnli 138% 82% 91% 9% 3% 27%
16 Bsemroandi 827 18% 822 182 60% Log
17 Lampoanpuoli B2y 187 T3¢ 277 3% 27%
18 Cindi-Kembtu T1% 29% 7% 23% T9% 21%
19 Loezibu 69% TA* 31% TA* 15% TA*® 25% TA* 56% TA*® LLZ Ta®
20 Kpajeli 625 38% 70% 32% 1C3 907
21 Tindangu 637 3z 137 21% 197 814
Randon|7A* |Randoq [TA®
TOTAL 507 13% 507 27;‘“ T76% 2Lg Lug 663
Coudin's 581 423 73% 27% 523 487
* Villages grouped by sub-region. Mzajor agro-climatic aggregation would be villages 1-8; 9-12;

13-16; 17-21.

TA = Animal Traction;

HE = Household Head
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[

Percent cof HH* Who State ’ HH? VWould Pc . Non-kins- Pcrcent HH* Presently
Villares® Thit Land 1is ecnly Given cen to Plant . .oces on Looking For or alrceady
I te Hen-kinsmon Fomily/Perso~-1 Land Know Where HNext PF will Ye
ﬁ?;,feﬁdﬁp. Percanently Would Permiti ‘on't iermit Lockinrn/tnew [Adequate P e
1 Bzeaboanyengzs 9Lz P 11% 894 763 2L%
2 _Lenyabidi 0:.3 67 671 LYY G1% 397
2 Gteaolexia ar 1€% 534 NTE T17% REY
4  ¥oohoessi 9hZ €3 33% 51% 2617 72%
S5 Dabessma 1005 - - 1003 227 T8%
6 Tiala 15 TA¥ S ZAR - TA® 1003 % 107 A% 817 Ta*
T Eaodi 7Co 247 8% Qg 135 875
e 1007 - 207 Jo7 117 237
Ciapangu GLE T 6 TA* 6% Ta* oLz mp 227 Ta T87 TA¥
15 Tilonti 637 127 53 5% 67 33
11 Pcayinkonli 1C0:; - - 1007 53: 575
12 U -alu 1007 Tas i Y - _TA¥ 1005 TA* 2 TAa* 927 Ti*
13 Mszdanr 1CLq - 10k 92/} Lo? 605
N e YT Y NS Ui - - 1007 1 672 ‘
15 Foeaboanli i 917 o7 - 1007 T 1:7
- ! - - .
16 Toorroapdi R R - - 1005, Lez 557
- . i .
17 Lomplonpuoli 10c? I - 97 91% bl o
13 Cirdi-Kcmbu Poo1enl - (& 93" 3 c27
1% Ieaciu b 1700 7 - TA* - TAX 1003 At A7 T Yo T
€5 Epajali 1005 - -~ | 1009 - 1007
)
"1 Tindanru 10c” - - 10973 L4437 55%
R?‘QQ:ITAt ded; [TA® Roandom I TA* mndon [ CAY gandon [TA% Rondaor) TAR
TOTAL Gy, |of~ 5, | LZ 11% [1.55 g7 [38.sr 371227 637 1787
Gzuldin's Y
* Villages grouped by sub-regicn. iiajor agro-climetic agé;zlztio wvould be village 1-3; 9-12;
13-16; 17-21. Th = Anizmel Trecticn; EY = Houschold Head; 17 =1, neisel iield PFS - Present

rielc
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Fercent of Prenent llouschold Principal
Fields =n _Land which recently wac:
Vll;nzcs' TFrec, Virginy Climaxed Lion-climuxed
Unclairmed Fallow Fellow
1 Boamboanyengd 127 . 387 -
2 Lanyabidi 172 T1% 17%
3 Gbanlamba 117% 39% 501
4 Komboassi 5% 18% 177
5 Dabussmn 6% 50% B4
6 Pizln - TL*® 6234 TA* 32% TA';}
7 Buodi 13% 817 ex
8 Ugalu 211 681 117
9 Diapangu 50% TA%* LLUZ TA¥ 61 TA®
10 Tilounti LLhA 561 -
11 , Ponyinkonli 1% 36% ()
12 Ugelu 1L _TH* 86L _TA* 1% _Th*
13 Moodaagu 30% 60% 10%
14 Dmanccngu L5% 55% -
15 Foamboenli 36 6Lu% -
16 Boemmoendi 187 goi -
17 Lampuanpuoli 9% 321 97
18 Cindi-Kombu 5T# L3% -
19 Leagibu 25% TA* SGT_TA* 19% TA*
20 Koajeli €91 31% -
21 Tindangu 4% 56% -
Random [TA* Rendon |TA® Randon |TA®
TOTAL 25% |20k 657 |62% 10%_j18%
g:;‘éi‘; s 22% 65% 153

L

% villages groupec by sub-region. Major agro~clumatic aggresation would be
villages 1-8; 2-12; 13-1(; 17-21. TA = Animz21 Tractlon

-T1-



