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The document examines appropriate units for studying

changes in familial relations and rural=-urban ties, including the
importance of the increasing interdependence of rural and urban
contexts in family interaction. There have been two broadly
contrasting approaches to the problems of urbanization and family
change in Africa: (1) "one-way" model which postulates a generally

progressive,

undirectional Westernization and nuclearization of

families as urban migration, industrialization, and other modernizing
influences increase; (2) Y“alternation" model which concentrates on
the interplay of tribe and town within a variety of urban settings.
These two approaches often work at cross purposes, or explain
different sets of data, even though both share a common set of
analytical data. Since these models use the urban social systes as an
explanatory variable, it is then essential to show that such "urban®
factors are not also found to some degree among similar rural
residents of the area from which men have migrated. The paper also
exarines some of the processes vhich generate household form asmong
urban and rural samples of men and their families in Kenya. The major
process of social change which influenced the study design is defined
as the interaction by urban migrants in rural-urban networks of kin.
An Abaluyia subtribe in Western Kenya, 230 miles from Nairobi, was
chosen as a rural base. This area (Kisa) has a high proportion (55
percent) of its adult males working away in urban areas throughout
East Africa, mostly Nairobi. As yet incomplete, these data evaluate
wvhether or not the network is an arbitrary research creation. (KM)
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There have been two broadly contrasting approaches to the
problems of urbanization and family change in Africa. One point
of view is general and macroscopic; the other, intensive and
The Tirst postulates & generally progressive,

Mesternization, and nucliearization of families as

industrialization, and other modernizing influen-
e second concentrates on the interplay of tribe

These two models

of change have been caliled “one-way” and "alternation” models by
Mayer (1962:579).

The "one~way”, esternization model predicts an increasing

isolation of the families of migrants from their rural farms

and kinsmen.

1t expects rural-urban differences to grow, and

for urban houscholds to become conjugal or nuclear in composition.

As a wage earner or migrant moves from the traditional sphere

to the modern, this theory argues, he adapts himseif by shedding

as best he can his linesage and extended family ties and establish=-

fug instead & nuclear fanily.

e does this for many reasons,

‘including greater mobility in employment, internalization of a

#estern, urban, Christian ideology, a desire for econumic independ-

" emee From kinsmen, and a more loose=knit kin networl based on

similar class and ecducation l!evels. -Goode (1963) and Gore

(1948) are recent exponents of variants of this theory, following

equilibrium and functionalist models of sociai.ghange;

The alternation model, although not as ynified as Mayer’s

categorization suggests, tends to-analyze the 'urban setting g5 an

independent social systenm
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Two nodels of change

There have been two broadly contrasting approaches to the
problems of urbanization and family change in Africa. One point
of view is gencral and macroscopic; the other, intensive and
microscopic. The first postulates & generally progressive,
unidirectional 'esternization, and nuclearization of families as
urban migration, industrialization, and other modernizing influen=
ces increase. The second concentrates on the interplay of tribe
and town within a variety of urban settings. These two models
of change have buen called “one-way” and "alternation” modeis by
Mayer (1952:1579).

The “one-way”, llesternization model predicts an increasing
isolation of the families of migrants from their rural farms
and kinsmen. It expects rural-urban differences to grow, and
for urban houscholds to become conjugal or nuclear in composition.
As a wage earner or migrant moves fron the traditional sphere
to the modern, this theory argues, he adapts himself by shedding
as best he can his lineage and extended family ties and establish=
ing instead & nuclear family. He does this for many reasons,
including greater mobility in employment, internalization of a
lestern, urban, Christian ideo]ogy, a desire for economic independ-
tace from lkinsmen, and a more ‘I“oose-—knit Lin networi based on
similar class and education levels. Goode (1963) and Gore
(1968) are recent exponents of variants of this theory, following
equilibrium and functionalist models of social change,

The alternation model, although not as ypified as Mayer?s
categorization suggests, tends to analyze the urban setting a5 an
independent social systen

’ ' Whiting
%* | want to thanl John W. M., Whiting and Beatrice/ for their

support of this research in Kenya. P. Herbert Leiderman and
John D. Yerzog, both former Field Directors of the Child Develo-
prient Research Unit, helped materially and intellectually. John
Oiya lluyeso and Joseph F. Kariuki, both students at the University
of Nairobi, were excellent research assistants. Research support-
ed by the Child Development Research Unit, Harvard University

and University of Hairobi, Xenya, and Ly the National Institute
of flental Health, number 2 FOI MH 32935-02A1S}, ard number §

FO1 MH .32936-03.
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without outside influence, Alternatively “tribal” and "urban”

role structure is Juxtaposer' within the town sctting, each being

. )

seen as ceternining behavior within specificd conterts (Glucknan
c1; stei qu8; tiitche 55). i
1961; Epstein 1958; tiitchell 1955). Th

s approach is cxenplified
in the well=known quotetion by Gluckman (1661:68-49)y

Persisting loyalty to a tribe thercfore operates for & man
in tuwo quite cdistinct situestions, and to a larce extent he
can 'cep thesce spheres of activity sceparate o s o o

lience the starting=point of our analysis of tribalism in the
towns is not that it is nanifested by tribesmen, but that it
is manifested by townsmen. The African newly arrived from
his rural home to wor' in a nine, is first of all a niner
(and possibly reseables miners everywhere). Sccondarily he
is o tribesnan; and his adhercnece to tribalism has to be
interpretaed in an urban setting,

Substituting “inship for tribc in this auotation exemplifics

the approach of altcernation theory to the fanily. Urban and rural
Families are quitc scparate and it is the urban context which
determines familial rclations. Watson (1958), Ven Velson (1960)
and others talle a somewhat different approach by comparing

the urban and rural statusces migrants continually play, and
shawine the importance of cach in deteraining rural and urban
socia! chances,

A Ffurther important varietion of this approach comes frox
dest Africa, with its older, traditional urban centers. In these
cities the extended Tanily has often been long-cstablished,
Little (1957), Banton (1945), and iarris (1962) saunz others
show how véluntary associations along with extended fanmily
orcanization scrve as credit anton, lin» in chain miagration,

housing agency, and socia! coatrolicer,

Critique: rural-urban differcnces end the nced for a comparison

sample
These two approaches often worl: ot cross=purposes, or

explain different sels of data. Uesternization theorics pre-
dicting nuclcarization oV Tamilies arce pernaps not meant to

apply to indigenous cutended fanilies in urban settings in
developing countries. And altcrnation studies are often tied to
highly specific, traditional or situational factors. Such
theorics are oficn not designed Lo incorporate the tpend . a9gro-
gate data often used in comparative cross-national rcsearch

on modernization and the fanmily. Alternation nodels grew out

{\1: +§'\h bhﬁh:‘p;h :\r.fr <pfq:v-|\‘ - }fu‘—\tanl s & 2 5 su s PRI 3 S RPN SN B PG
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Persisting onalty to a tribe thercfore operates for & man

in two quite cistinct situstions, &nd to a larae extent ho
can lcep theso qphor»s of uc{|v1ty separatc + v o

Hence the StaPLIﬂ"*pOlnt of our anulysrs of LPIJ&!ISH in the
towns is not that it is nanifested by tribesmen, but that it

is manifusted by townsmen, The African nowly arrlved from
his rural home to wor in a nine, is first of all a miner

(and possibly resceables ninors everywhere), Sccondarily he
is a ¢ribesnan; and his adherence Lo tribalism has to be

inteppretoed in an urban scttiing,

Substituting “iaship for tribec in this quotation excmplifice
the approach of alternation theory to the family. Urban and rural
Famities are aquite separéte and it is the urban context which
determines familial rclations. Watson (1958), Van Velson (1960)
and others tal:c a somewhat differcnt approach by comparing
the urban and rural staetuses migrants continually pley, and
showing the importance of cach in deteraining rural and urban
socia! chances

A further important varietion of this approach comes fronm
Hest Africa, with its olcer, traditionai urban centers. In thesc
citics the extended Ffanily has often been long-established,
tittle (1957), Banton (1945), und ilarris (1952) among others
show how voluntary associations along with extended fanmily
ornanization scrve as credit anion, linlt in chain migration,

housing agency, and social! controller,

Critique: rural~-urban differences and the nced for a compariaon

sanpole
These two approaches often work at cross-curposes, or

explain differcat sets of data. ‘esteraization theories pre-
dicting nuclearization o7V fanilies are perhaps not meant to
apply to indigenous extoended families in urban settings in
develioping countrics. And alternation studies are often tied to
highly specific, traditional or situational factors, Such
theorics arce often not designed Lo incorporate the bpeng . agore-
gate data oTten used in comparztive cross-national research

on modernization and tne fanily. Aliernation nodels grew out
of the specific and fairl,y atypical mining commuaities in the
Copperbelt, where distances to wmicrants’ rural hones were long,
ancd where few men brought their conjuqai femilies to town.

flale/female ratios were very hich, zn<d familizl interactions

.

within towns werc largely between male clansmen.



Soth Westepnization and alternation models of social change,
urbanization, and the fanily sharce, Ly and larne, & comion sect
of analvticel categorics. £Each tales as its starting point a
belicf in a stable, institutional structurc within cither a rursl,
tribal society, or an urkan one. Doth then contrast supposedly
sharp cifferences between rural and urban comaunitics, Cities
are gecen ags social systens with their classic characteristics
of density, heterocencity, snccialization of functions, fornsl
institutional organizetion, anc secgmentation of society by social
class and ethnic criteria. Urban life then either breals down
rural=based cxtended fanily relations because its institutions
do not "fit” rural ones, or the urban situation, these theories
sugoest, beino so radically different froma that in pessont or
tribal comnunitics, is viewed as an independent entity, shapine
mostly male nigrants vwhile they reside in town, bLut otherwise
not affecting rural "in relations. Rural communitics are to be
surce affected by hecavy osut=-nmigration, and by the resultant
absence of adult nale personncl, wut the Tundanental character
of rural ¥inshin norns and social institutions is not radically
alterad. Interrcelztions Setween town and rural situctions have
been gstudicd, but the concentualization of 1he process of change
always depends on opposine two theorctical ideal types: urban
aetropolis and rural, small-scele comaunity. Thesz oppositions
of types aay no longer be justified ia developing nations.,

| £ one uses as thoce models do the urban social systen, or
tlesternization, as an explanatory varicdble, it is then essential
to show that such "urban” or “westera” {actors arc not also
found to sone cearce aasong siailar rural residents of the arecs

I!‘

fron which men have miarater. f "¢ribal” factors are uscd %o

expiain urban familizl relations, onc ncerds to demonstrate that

in those rural tribal oreas residents are, in fact, behaving

II’

as such "traditiona natterns say they do, and that they actually

i Ffer from Lhe urban residents in the predicted ways. In other

words, in addition to postulsting sharn rural-urban differences,

previous studies have usually gathered dzta on only one side

of the urbanization process, and have contpasted these with
o Laputed differences in social organization on the other side,
£]{U:Jigrants to towns differ from their rural-resident liin in a varic-
" »? ty of ways in eddition to being urban resicents. Thesc age,
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sthucture w

tribal society,(oh an urban one. Dotk then contrast supposedly
sharp differences botwoen pura! and urban comaunitics, Cities
are geen ags social systens with their classic characteriotics
of density, heterocgencity, speccialization of functions, fornel
institutional organizetion, and segmentation of society by social
class and ethnic criteria. Urban life then cither brealis down
rural=-based cxtended family relations because its institutions
do not "fit"” prural ones, or the urban situation, theso theoriecs
sugoest, beina so radicelly different from that in peasant or
tribal comnunitiocs, is viewed as an independont entity, sheping
mostly male nigcrants uhile they reside in town, bLut otherwise
not affecting rural %in relctions. 2ral communitics are to be
surc affected by acavy sut-=migration, and by the resultant
absence of adult male pergsonncl, Lut the vundaienta! character
of pural inghin noras an< sociz) institutions is not radically
altered. Interrelztions between toun and rurail situations have
been studicd, but thoe concentuatization of Lihie process of change
always depends on opposine two theoretical ideal typest urban
aetropolis and rural, smalli-scele comaunity. lhesc oppositions
of types nay no longer be justified in developing nations,

If one uses as th2se models do the urban social systen, or
“lesternization, as an oxplanatory varicble, it is then cessential
to show that such "urban” or “wcstera” factors arc not also
found to sonie dearce anona siniler pural residents of the arecs
fron whichk men have aigrated. 1Ff "tribal” Factors are used to
expiain urban femilial relations, onc nceds to demonstrate that
in those rural tribal ocreas residents are, in fact, behaving
as such "traditional” natterns say they do, and that they actually
i Ffer from lhe urban residents in the predicted ways, |In other
words, in addition to postulating sharp rural-urban differences,
srevious studies have usually gathered data on only onc side
of the urbanization process, and have contrasted tiese vwith
inouted differences in social organization on the other sidas.
iligrants to towns differ from their rurat-resident lin in a varie-
ty of ways in addition to being urkan resicdents. Thesc age,
educatiogal, and other differences can conTound studics which
attempt to utilize urbanization per gc o5 an explanntory varlabld,

A rural-resident, Mmn-aigrant sample is essential in order to

facilitate comparison witi urban digrants,



The study of perpetual ncewcomers and pcasant returnges.

Several recent studics have canhasized that rural and urban
arcas arc not only tied to vach other and nced to bo carcfully
compared, but arc in fact pert of onc larger, national institu-

tional framewor':s iligrants within nany new, doveloping nations
lecad lives within both urban and rural scctors simultancously.,

McElpath (1958:8=7) spcalis of "perpetual newconmers” to citics,

"

and of peasant “recturnces” who constently shift their places of

residence and interactions botween town and village,

«ourban aigration in new nations tends to be from a fairly
limited, narrow hinterland., Thc points of origin of mis
grants arc not widely disperscd. In addition, although the
peths that lcdd to the citios are short, they arc often
heavily trafficled in both directions., Urban migrants do
not have far to travcl beforce they arce back in the rural
pcasant village. They go home often. lhis mecans that in

a very rceal sense many of these migrants arc perpetual
newcomncrs to the citics esssrens

The process of cxodus and frequeat return to the little

consunities of the hinterland often results in introducing
a new “ind of village dweller: the returnce, the partially
urbanized peasant whosce prcsence and involvement in the
social lifc of his community act as a lever for change,
Returnces cbout to depart again, together with those who
are lcaving for the first tine and those who have been

{eft behind but who loolk to a distant city for support

and futurc, all constitute relatively now clements in the
ncasant village, .

Halpern (1957) cmphasizes the extent to which rural-urban
di ffercnces arce incrcasingly breakKine down, and discusses the
sharced characteristics of urban and rural communitics in both
developing and developed countries (Halpern 1967:38-40). ie
gocs on to sugeest that ' -

Because the treditional pre-industrial village is
ccasing to cxist, in increasing numbers of countries we
cen no Ioanger spca of & rurcl-to-urban continuun but can
tallz anly in terms of changing rural and urban contoexts.

(ibid.: 72)
This "contextual” orientation does not study change in terms
of a comparison of types of community (urban o» rural), but
rather in terns of variables cFFecting,change in both rural and
urban contexts. Barth (1967) has spé%ﬁ?ical?y contrasted this
latter approach to the study of changes in the housechold with

typological analysis:

ceaei £ attacl the problen in terms of o typology of house-
hold forms, we micht be lcad o classify houschold type 1

o T ,
FRIC (individual houscholds for cach person) and household type
A 1l (joint conjugal houscholds) as very different forms and

to worry about how typoc I changes into typs iJ, which is
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S W : :h urban and prural scctors similtancously,

McElrath (1958:6-7) spocalts of “porpotual newcomers” to cities,
and of pcasant “returnces” who constantly shift their places of
residenco and interactions boetween town and villaac,

o eurban nigration in new nations tends to be from a fairly
limited, narrow hinterland, The points of origin of mis
Arants apc not widely dispersed. In addition, although the
peths that lcad to the citics are short, they arc often
heavity trafficlked in both directions. Urban migrants do
not have far to travel before they arce back in the pursl
pcasant village. They go home often. his means that in

a very rcal sease meny of these migrants erc perpcetual.
newconscers to the citico seenvens S

The process of oxodus and fregquent return to the little

conaunitices of the hinterland often results in introducing
a new zind of village dwellepr: the returnce, the partially’
urbanizod pcasant whose preseance and involvement in the
gocial lifo of his community act as a lever for change.
Returnces about to depart again, together with those who
arc leaving for the first tine and those who have been

left behind but who lool to a distant city for support

and futurc, all constitute relatively new clements in the
peasant viltlage...n

Halpern (1957) cmphasizos the extent ¢o which rural-urban

differences arce incrcasingly brea¥Xing down, and discusscs the

b

sharced characteristics of urban and rural communitics in both
developing and developed countries (Halpern 1967:38-40). He
gocs on to sugeest that

Because the traditional pre-~industrial village is
cecasing to exisgt, in increasing numbers of countries we
can no longer speal of & rural=to-urban continuum but can
taék onl;agn terms of changing rural and urban contesxts.
(i id.: i)

This "contextual” oricentation doecs not study change in terms
of a comparison of types of community (urban or rural), but
rather in terms of variables affecting change in both rural and
urban contexts. Barth (1967) has specifically contrasted this
latter aporoach to the study of changes in the houschold with
typological analysis:

«onai F ottacl the problen in terms of a tynology of house-
hold forms, we might be lcad to classify houschold type 1
(individua! houscholds for cech person) and houschold Lype
1! (Joint conjugal houscholds) as very different forms and
to worry about how typc I chencges into type i1, which is
like worrying about how the fish chaneces into the crab.
Yet the situation is clecarly not onc where one houschold
body changes into another nousechold body; it is one where
husband-wi fo sets, under different circunstances, choose
to arrange their life differcntly. by being forced to
spuci fy the nature of the continuity we are forced to spe-
cify the proccesses which generate a houschold forn,

(Barth 1967:6£8)
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The present paper cexamines somejgf the processes which generate
househdid form among an urbanf/rural sample of men and their
familics in Kenya. Just as onc houschold type docs not change
into anothcr, so rural men and their families cannot siMply change
into urban men and Ifonilies

The major process of social change which influences the
study desicn is defincd as the interaction by urban micrants in

rural-urban nctworks of kin. Such nctworlis appear to be an

important consedquence of urban migration in Kenya. Thesc rural-
urban networks lecad to high mobility within and betwecen the
familics of urban-rcsident men, but do not affect the form of
houschold organization, when rural homes and a compareble rural
sanple arce included in the analysis. Aec, which affects the
pogsitions of rural and urban men in the developmental cycle of
the family, predicts differcnces in honestead fora, and not

urban residence pecr ge. Visiting and frequent rural=-urban
interchanges of personnel within prural-=urban Yin nctworks maintain
siailarity in homestcad form. These arce the main hypothescs, and
findings, of this poper, Section Il describes the study design
and the samples; Scction ll1 presents data, findings, and some
conclusions.,

Section |l: The Study Desicn: A llatched Rural-Urban Kin
Hetwork

Hhat tind of unit is appropriate for studying changes in
familial rclations and pural=urban tics? e have secen some of
the analytical limitations of studics which include rural or
urban samples clonc. The increasing interdependence of rural and
urban contoexts should bie of importance for family interaction.
This section describes very bricfly the research design chosen,
and the saaples which resulted,

The matched rural-urben kin hetworl

Rural communitics ”

export” men and some of their ron-cemgioy=
ed  kin to towns to scck cmployment. Jobs arc scarce, and not
every man who would like to work in a town can do so, There is,
thercefore, 3 group of potential migrants living on their rural
farms, and a group of actual migrants in town, at any one point
in tine, This collcection of actual and potential migrants has

closc ties with each other, throuqh visiting and mutual assistance,
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study design is defined as the interaction by urban migrants in
rural-=urban nctworks of kin. Such noetworks appcear to be an

important consecquence of urban migration in Kenya. These rural=-
urban networks lcad to high mobility within and between the
familics of urban-resident men, but do not affect the form of
houschold organization, when rural homes and a comparable rural
sanple arce included in the analysis. Agce, which affects the
positions of rural and urban men in the developmental cycle of
the family, predicts differences in honestead form, and not

urban residencc pgr sc. Visitina and frequent rural-urban
interchanges of personnc! within rurai~-urban *in nctworks maintain
sinilarity in honestead form. These arc the main hypotheses, and
findings, of this papcr. Section |l describes the study design
anc the samples; Scction |l presents data, findings, and some
conclusions.,

Section tI: The Study Desicin: A liatched Rural=iUrban Kin

Hetworle |

What ltind of unit is appropriate for studying changes in
familial rclations and rural=urban tics? e have scen some of
the onalytical limitations of studics which include rural or
urban samples alonc. The increasing interdependence of rural and
urban contexts should bie of importance for family interaction.
This section describes very bricfly the research design chosen,
and the samples which resulted.

The matched rural-urben liin nctwork |

Rural communities "export” men and some of their ron-cmploy=-
ad  %in to towns to scel employment. Jobs arec scerce, and not
cvery man who would like to work in a town can do so. There is,
thercfore, 3 oroup of potential migrants living on their rural
farms, and a group of actual migrants in town, at any one point
in time. This collection of actual and potential micorants has
closc ties with cach other, through visiting and mutual assistance,
and becausec there is 2 constoant .interchange of men and families
between the two groups. then migrants come to Nairobi they tend
to cluster tocether in small colonies within housing projects
(hereafter called cstates) since urban kinsmen provide housing
and other help for relatives. Housing estates in Hairobi are

‘not usually iategrated comnunitics; rather, they consist of

— = - M e o s e e e e e,



many such clusters of aigrants from tha sane rural home areas,
These clusters of nigrants continue Lo maintein ties with their
potential ly=miarant rurc! kin. One such ruraleurban kin networt
was utilizaed in obtaining a samplas of rural and urban familics.
An Abaluyia sub=tribe in Western Xenya, Kalanmcaa District,
located 230 miles from flairvobi, wis chosen as a rural basec,
Like most of Kakamegoa district, this sub=arca has a high propor-
tion of its adult aales working away in urben arcas throughout
East Africa. 55% of 21l men are enployed outside the arern, and
of these, most arce in iHairob
All the men from one localized clan within this d-nile~square
rural areca, hercafter cnlled Kisa, who were living in one
Hairobi housing estate werc identified. The Hairobi cstate

called Kariobangi, nhad 24 non from Uisa living in it. During

1949=1970 this colony of urban~resident men and their familics
from Kisa livina in Kariobangi werc cxtensively interviewed

and studied throunh participont obsgservation., After this work
had beougdthcch nan in the Kariobangi saomple wes asked to_match

hinsulf/a relative currently livine in Xisa., The matching

criteria were sinilar ace, education, ancd partilincal sub-clan
nembership.  Age controls for potential for urban experience and
for the stage of cuch man in the developnental cyole of his family.

Lducation is the bHest availablce index of likelihood of urban
enploynent and of "modernity”™*. Paternal guv-clon affiliation
insured rural residential propinquity 2and conctrolled the range
of familial rclations to be included in the study. In effect,
the 27 pupcl natched men were a part of the potentially=-migrant
Broup who also had close lin and fricendsiin ties with their
yrban matches. These 24 matched pairs of men and their fanilic

-

—_—

constituite the rural-urban network sanp

At the same tinme, two census samples werc done, one in

Kariobanoi cstate, the other in rural Yisa. These two censusce
allow comparison Letween the rural-urtan network and the rural
and urban contexis in which it erists. Figurce | shows the study

] e

desion <ianramigtical iy, #%%
The purat-urban natched sample is <described as a network.
iletwork analyais iizs een applicd do African urban and other stud-
ol

ics in a nunbor of contoexts and with & variety of neaninns
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e T cata are from local tax records
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locetod 230 nilos from HuerOI, was choson as a ruraf base.
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Liko most of Kakamcga district, this sub=aroa has a high propore
tion of its adult males working away in urban arcas throughout

East Africa. 55% of all men arce ernloyed outside tho aree, and

of these, most arc in Hairob

All the men from one Iocalized clan within this 4-mile=square

rural aroca, hercafter called Kisa, who wore living in one

Hairobi housing estate wore idontified, The Hairobi ostato

called Kapiobangi, had 24 non from Kisa living in it, During
1969=1970 this colony of urban=resident men and their families

from Kisa livina in Kariobangi werc oxtensively intervicewed

and studied through pgruncnpéwt observation, After this work

hed beou%{u$uch man in the Kariobangi scmple was asled to_match
himgelf/a relative currently tivine in Xisa. Tho matching
criteria were similar age, cducation, and partilincal sub=cla
nembership.  Age controls for potential for urban experience and
for the stage of cach nan in the developncntal cyole of his fanmily,
Education is the best availzble index of tikelihood of urban ’

coploynent and of

DT

nodernity”®%, Paternal gub-clon affiliation
insured rural residential propinquity and controlled the range

of familial relations to be inc!ﬂded in the study. In cffect,

the 24 rural natched men were a part of the potentially-migrant
broup vho also had close lin and friendship tics with their

urlban matches, Those 24 matched pairs of moen and their fanilics

e

constitute the rural-urban network sample,

At the same time, two census sanples werce done, one in

Kariobangi estzte, the other in rural Xisa. These two censusce
allow conparison between the rural-urten network and the rural

and urban contexts in which it exists. Figurc | shows tiie stuidy
design “diagramagtical ly %%

The rural-urban natched sample is described as a network,
Hetwork analysis fias been applied do African urbén and other stud-

ics in & nunber of contexts and with a varioty of ncaninas

¥These drta arce from local ta:t records

¥*A modernity and values questionnaire wcs later completed for
each notworl: nan and wife, but results arc not availakle as yet,

#%% This Figure and «ll subsequent Tables are placed together

following the bibliogranhy at the end of the paper.



(Bott 1957;: Epstein !9@!' ilaver 1961; Hitchell, ed. 1968; and

’ others). Xapferer (1969:1 SO—I)d stinguishes . égocentric "reticu~
v e

” ad

lums” from larger networi:s; most usages of networl in African
urban resecarch have been of reticuiums. The present matched sam-
ple network fits no strictiy-defined type prcéentiy in common

. wse. The network of the urban men is somewhot arbitrarily
restricted to those resident in the same estate from 2 common
rural location. The prural base is in turn delimited by localized
clan affiltiations. The rural smatches may or nay not have ties
+to each other in addition to ties to their urban matches and other
men in Kariobeangi and Mairebi. These rurcl!-urban networl:s are
not named, and are implicit in behavior, rather than an explicit
cognitive or osychological “reality”

The research design thus restricts the networl: in a variety
of ways. But this fact does not detract from the strong ties
between the men in the network resident in Hariobangi. 10 of the
24 aen in the urban sample live either in the some room or builda

ing. Yhen the urban men were aslhed to name their threc best
friends resident anywhere, 25% of all friends spontaueusly
named were men also in the networi. Prcliiminaory analysis indi-
cates high inter-sub=clan interaction and knowledge of other men
within Kariobangi for men. ‘lomen iznow fewer people, and most
of these cre within their husbend’s sub-claon. Visiting and ﬂutu@l
aid of ail tinds is very frequent cmongst the urban network members,
2 lthough certcinly not limited to this éroup.

] .

The rural motched network sample is of course more gcogra-

phically dispersed; thi tenas to Vimit knowlaedge of and interces

tion with other rurat networg members._ Interaction and o
Lnowicedge ten:” to be confined to men in the same sub-claons, '
However, since two of the four sub-class within the network daclude.
77% of all the homestecads in the sample, this tendency
toward dispersion is reduced
Analyses of span, density, multiplexity, and other .mcasures
of the sociometry and exchange relations wltnln the ﬂeuworb are
as yvet incompletce. These data will assist in e amlnlnq the degree
to which the matched network is a arbitrary creation ot thercsearch
design, in addition to being an important unit for interac-
tion in Nairobi and in Kisa., Such precise mecasures will be of
B ikj greafer importance than typoiogiéai exactitude in the use of

mmmmm the term networlk.
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restricted to those residont in the some estate from a common
rural location. The rura! basc is ia turn delimited by localized
clan affiliations: The rural matches may or nay not have tiecs

to cach other in addition to tiecs to their urban matches and other
men in Kariobangi and Hairobis. These rural~urban networl's are

not named, cad are implicit in behavior, rather than an explicit
cognitive or psychological “recality”.

The rescarch desion thus reotricts the networls in a variety
of ways, But this foct does not detract from the strong ties
betwecen the men in the network resident in Kariobangi. 10 of the
24 men in the urban sample live ecither in the samne room or builde

ing. “then the urban men were aslied to nawme their threo best
friends resident anywhere, 25% of zll fricends spontanueusly
named were men also in the anetworts, Prclininary analysis indi-
cates high inter-sub=clan interaction and knowledge of other men
within Kariobangi for nen. ‘lonen iinow fewor people, and most
of these arce within their husband’s sub=clan. Visiting and mutual
aid of all “inds is very frequent amongst the urban network members,
although certeinly not limited to this group.

The rural matched networl sample is of course morc gecogra=
phically dispersed; this tends to limit knowledge of and intercge
4ion with other rural netword moembers. Interaction and
Lnowledge ten:” to be confined to men in the saime sub-clens.
Howevor, since two of the four sub-class within the networktaclude:

77% of all the homesteads in the sample, this tendency
toward dispersion is reduced,

Analyses of span, density, muittiplexity, and other mcasures
of the sociometry and cxchange relations within the network are
as yvet incomplotce. These data will assist in exomining the degree
to which the matched network is a arbitrary crcation of theruuércﬁ

design, in addition to being an important unit for interac- '
tion in Hairobi and in Kisa. Such precisc measurcs will be of
grcater importance than typological cxactitude in the use of
the term network.

Sone comparisons between nctwork and census samples

This paper concentrates on some data primarily from
within the networl:, Some comparative data contrasting the three
samples == rural Kisc census, rural=urban mctched network, and
O urban Kariobangi census == are ugeful, however, for placing‘the
Egﬁggnetwork in a8 wider socioeconomic and demographic contest,



Table | shows soveral comparisons on measurcs of damogbaphic
and socioeconomic status .betwoeen tho three samples, The residents
of Kariobangi cstote are o bit below the average income, oducation
and occupational status levels for Hairobi as a whole, but the
estate is typical in its tribal diversity., Kisa is probably a bit
sbove similer avorage figuros for Buluyia and Western province
as a wholes« Overall, those in the network matched somple are
quite similar to the urban and rural censused communitics. The
urban=resident network men are a bit below the Kariobangi median
on years of schooi and monthly income, and are a bit younger.

They are some six years younger thon the median age for all adult
men in the rural Kisa census. Urban and rural network members
are substantially younger and better-cducated than are Kisa men
heading homesteads. This is because younger, botter-educated

men are of course more likely to obtain employment. Both

network and Kariobangi censuses conform to a typical African
urban pattern, with -high preportions of young children, few
school=age children, many men age 18-45, high maloe/female sex
ratios in town, and few pcople over 45 (cf, for Kenyz, Ominde
1968). Kariobangi does not contain high income or clite residents,
and this group is excluded from the present study.

Intra=network diFFerenceé reveal that the matching process
was reasonably cffective, and that urban and rural matches are
‘similar in a varicty of non-matched characteristics as well,

Urban networi men were only slightly younger than their rural

counterparts, and only slightly more educated; statistical tests

of the differences between the matched pairs werc non~significang,*

The ’ urban . and rural matched pairs were also not significently

di fferent in numbers of years of urban wage cemployment, although

currently urban-resident men tended to have more years sf resi -

dence in town, and hove spent a hicher percentage of their adult

life living in & town. Thus the networ! clearly defines a

group. of men and families who divide their lives between farm

and city. The matched network illustrates the close ties

between “peasent returnces and -perpetual new~comers” in rural

and urban settings which HcElrath (1968) and others have sugges-

ted as characteristic of urbanization in many developing countries.

o deed, during the I5-month period the network sample was studied,

£]{U:)% of the matched men shifted their residence: two initially

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.
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as a wholos Overall, those in the notwork matched sample are
quite similar to the urban ond rural censused communitios. The
urban=resident network men arc ¢ bit boelow the Kariobangi median
on yoars of school and monthly income, and are a bit younger.
They are some six years younger than the median age for all adult
men in the rural Kisa census. Urban and rural network members
are substantially younger and beottor-=oducated than are Kisa men
heading homesteads, This is bocause younger, bettur-cducated
men are of course more likoly to obtain employment. Both
notwork and Kariobangi cecnsuses conform to a typical African
urban pattern, with high preportions of young children, few
school=age children, many men age 18-45, high maloe/female sex
ratios in town, and few people over 45 (cf, for Kenys, ‘Ominde
1968). Kariobangi does not contain high income or elite residents,
and this group is excluded from the present study, '
Intra=network differences reveal that the matching process

was reasonably effective, and that urbgn and rural matches are
similar in a varicty of non-matched characteristics as well,
Urban network men were only sligﬁtly younger than their rural
counterparts, and only slightly more educated; statistical tests
of the differences between the matched pairs were non-significant,*
The urban . and rural matched pairs were aleso not significantly
di fferent in numbers of years of urban wage employment, although
currently urban-resident men tended to have more years of resi-

. dence in town, and have spent a higher percentage of their adult
life 1i§ing in a town. Thus the networl clearly defines a
group of men and families who divide their lives between farm
and city. The matched network illustrates the close tics
between "peasant returnces and perpetual ncew=comers” in rural
and urban settings which McElrath (1968) and others have sugges-
ted as characteristic of urbanization in many developing, countries,
Indeed, during the |5-month period the network sample was studied,
10% of the matched men shifted their residence:r two initially
urban=-resident men returned to Kisa, and three initially ruratl.
resident men went to Hairobi. Two other rural network men
obtained rural wage employment, Half of the men in the rural
matched network somple had been to Nairobi or another town in-

Q}f in these and subsequent intra-~network matched-pair comparisons,
ERIChe Wilcoxon T statistic or binonial tests were uscd.
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the past year, some for visits, others scarching for employment.
Every urban matched aan had visited his rura! home in Kisa at
least once, the mcdian bcing-two visits o year. OF 23 wives of
urban network marriced men, only three had not made at least one
round=trip visit between rural and urban housecholds, and most
made two.

In addition to illustrating the hich rates of visiting and
changes in houschold personnel, and cverall high urban work
experience, the matched pairs of men show small and non-significant
di fferences ia farm land available, in numbers of people in their
homesteads available for farm work, and in numbers of brothers
inheriting land. Rural agriculture is thus an equally viable
alternative for rural= or urban-~resident network « Only two
upban networl: men did not have a producing fara, worked usually by
the men’s wives, or occasionally by kinsmen and hired laborers.
These urban wage worlkers thus contribute significantly to the
rural-agricultural economy. They contribute in other ways as
well. Fost of their children, for example, who attend school
attend rura! Kisa schoo!s. Urban-residen% network men pay fces
for these and other children which significantiy contribute to
the support of rurai schools. Urban mcn on the whole are more
active politically in their rural constituencies than in town, and
are as knowledgeabic about general affairs within Kisa as are most
rurc! residents. There is little support For the notion of urban
and rural isolation within the network, nor, in ccneral, outside it.

The intra-ncetwork comparison suggests an increcse in options

and in socicl sczle for both its rural and urban members (cf. Greer,
et al, eds. 1968; Ross 15703 ilson_and Jilson 1968). I+ also

i llustrates how both rurzl and urban sociail chonge diffuses to
create national patterns of change, since both in and out of the
network there arc large numbers of Kisa homesteads with as much
urban contact as there are urban-resident Ffamilics from lKisa

with rural contacts. cction (it cxamines the cffects of this
reduction in sharp pural and urban scpcration duc to puraf-urban
nctworks_(among other factors) on housenolds, homesteads, and dis-

persal of cxtended kin in towns,.

Scction lll: Family Units an<d Rurcl-Urban Tics

F l(fgg, urban rcsidence, ond homestead composition

B o] Flexibility and :ntercnango of pcrsonncl ‘which is a2 prominent
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T TR adATTiTon to TTTustrating tho hich rates of visiting and
changes in houschold personnct, and overall high urban work
experienco, the matched pairs of men show small and non-significant
di fferonces ia farm fand available, in numbers of poople in thein
homesteads available for farm worl, and in numbers of brothers
inheriting land.  Rupral agriculturce is thus an cqually viable
alternative for rural= or urban~resident notwork men., Only two
urban notworl: men did nst have a producing fara, worked usually by
the men’s wives, or occuzionally by kinsmen and hired laborers,
These urban wage workers thus contribute significantly to the
rural=agricuttural cconomy. They contribute in other ways as
well, Host of their children, for oxample, who attend school
attend rural Kisa schools. Urban=rcsident notwork men pay foes
for thoese and other children which significantly contribute to
the support of rural schools. Urban mcn on the whole are moro
active politically in their rural constituencics than in town, and
arc as linowledocable about general affeairs within Kisa as are most
pura! rosidents. There is little support for the notion of urban
and rural isolation within the network, nor, in qeneral, outside it.

The intra-network comparison suggests an increase in options
and in social scale for both its rural and urban members (cf. Grcer,
ct al, ods. 1968; Ross 19703 ilson and Wilson 1968). It also
i llustrates iow both rurzl and urban social change diffuses to
create national pattorns of change, since both in and out of the
network there arc large numbers of Kisa homosteads with as much
urban contact as there are urban=rcsident familics from Kisa
with rural contacts. Scction 11l cxamines the offccts of this
reduction in sharp rural and urban scperation duc to rural=urban
nctworks (among other factors) on houscholds, homesteads, and disge
persal of cxtended ein in towns.

Scetion Ill: Family Units and Rupal-Urban Tics

Aac, urban rcsidencce, and hoiestcad composition

Flexibility and interchange of personncl, which is o prominent
feature of intra-networl familial organization, akgucs againgst
taking as an anzlytical unit cither the rurzl honestcad or urban
ductling alone. This section begins by comparing patterns of
residence within the nctworik by combining both rural and urban
houscholds for cach urban fanily. Ail famiiy members alternating

) v : . .
F TCS‘GOnCC between town and farm can bo thought of as comprising



onc "homostead unit”. The homestecad unit contains members porm=-
anently resident in Kisa, plus nonbers who alternate residonce
betwaen their separato rural and urban houscholdsa. Rural hOmcsteads

are often comparcd to urban rooms, and the pesulting difforoencos
troated as valid purai=upban comparisons using similzr:: units.

Such contrasts . arc much like comparing Barth’s fishos to his
crabgs, |f the concept of the networlk has validity, it should

be clear that urban rooms and rural hoimesteads arc not valid

units for comparing houscholds, such less familices. Hotwork ,
comparisons must be Loetween on the one hand, rural homesteads and
their urban tics, and urban hoacsteads including their rural
houschold ties, on the other haand.

Using sucn a comparison, then, arc nmigrants resident in town
more titely to havo isolated, nuclear or conjuaal homestead units
than <o pural notworl mabers of the
the last recorded homestead comosition, classified as ecither conju-

rural sample? Tablo [l shows

gal or cxtended (including either a threo-generation homestead
or adult co-rcsident siblings; ar both) within the rural=urban
matched network sanplce, by urban or rural residence of the matched
homestead head, The table is not significant., Rural or urban
residence of mon in the migrant networl: is not rclated to any
pattern of “nuclearization” of urben migrants’ homestead units,
flor is the sverall proportion of coniucat to cutended homesteads
within the ncetworl sample different from the proportions in the
rural Xisa census. 39% oF metwork homestcads arc cxtended in form,
compared to 37% of =1l rural Kisa consusced homesteads. fithin the
networl: gemple, - matched pairs show o strong and significant
tendency to have tho some forn of honostead organization (binomial
p- .005)s Whatever may havs been the traditional fron of the home-
stcad in Kisa, its present forn is not predicted by prescent actual
or potential migratory status of the homestcad heads,

But there is a vartable wiich docs predict homestead comwnosition;
this is gﬂé; hoe herc stands both Faor opportunity to acquise
larger houscholds and more deopondents, and for the stage of tho
fomily unit in the devetlopacatal cycle of the Abaluyia family
and houschold., This cycle broadly conforrs <o the classic da-

scriptions from Jest Africe (i.c. Fortss 1958; cf., Sanarcce 1956;

; L ]
dagner 19£9). Unaarrizd and pecontiy-narviced men reside with
fﬁeir fathers and yosunger brothers; older acn cstablish indepenent
\‘ - - .
]ERJ()mestocds on inherited (or purchased) lands; the very old live

DS their youngest son, or in their own homestcad. Table 111




- be clear theat uroan rooms and rurai honesteads arc not valid
units for comparing houscholds, much loss familics. MNotwork
comparisons must be betweon on the one hand, rural homostcads and
their urban ties, and urban hoacstoeads including theip rural
houschold ties, on the other hand,

Using such a comparison, thon, arc migrants resident in town
more tikely to have isolated, nucloar or conjugal homestoad units
than <o pural networ!: mubers of the rural sample? Table ti shows
the last rccordad homestead comosition, classified as cither conju=
gal or oxtended (inclucding =ither a throc-gencration homestead
or adult co~rcsidont stiblings, or both) within the rural-urban
matched network sanplce, by urban or rural residence of the matched
homostoad heead, Tho table is not significant. Rural or urban
rosidence of mon in the migrant networl: is not rclated to any
pattern of “nuclecarization”  of urban migrants’ homestead units.
Hor is the cverall proportion of conjuzai to cxtonded honestoads
within the network sample different from the proportions in the
rural Kisa census. 29% of metwork homestcads arc cxtended in fornm,
compared to 37% of all pural Kisa censused homesteads. 'lithin the
networl: semplc, - matched pairs show a strong and significant
tendency to have the seme form of honestead organization (binonial

.005)s Whatover may have boen the trocditional from of the home-
stcad in Kisa, its presont forn is nct predicted by prescent actual
or potential migratory status of the homestead heads,

But thore is a varicble wihich docs predict homestead composition;
this is ag2. Age here stands both for opportunity to acqui.nc |
larger houscholds and nore dependents, and for the stage of the
family unit in the developaeatal cycle of the Abcluyia family
and houschold. This cycle broadly conforms to the classic da=
scriptions from ‘Jest Africe (i.c. Fortes 1958; cf. Sanogrcc 19566;
dagner 1949)., Unwarrizs and recontiy=narricd men reside with
their fathors and younger Lirothers; older men establish indepenent
homestcads on inherited (or purchased) lands; the very old live
with their youngest son, or in their oun homestcad. Tabic {11
shows that men in the nctwork semplce and over +the median age are
much more likely to live in conjucal homesteads than younger nien,

regardless of present rurc! or urban residence of cach match.

This rclationship is significant beyond the 00§ level, The rural

”'ﬁc census sagple shows a2 sinilar relationship between cge and
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men who have returned to cxtended homesteads lowers the level of significance,
and illustrates the essentiallj curvilinear relationship between age and

homestead composition. The age of network misrants, and their position in

the developmental cycle of their families, snd not urban or rural residence,

predicts conjugal or extended homestead form.

Family mobility and urban kin ties

These were synchronic data; they are a 'snaoshot" of homestead residence
patterns at one point in time. Grouped data at other points in time show

approximately the same 2:2 ratio of conjugal to extended homesteads. However,

-sychronic data of this kind conceal the great variwbility and interchange

of personnel within the urban matches'! homesteads. When the rural and urban
households of the urban men are separated, =nd the composition of each
household is followed over a year's time, there is an average of le7
significant changes in the composition of either urban or rural network
household; the comparable rural figure is 0.33. 33% of the adult personnel
within the (combined) homesteads of urban matched men shifted their residence
for significant periods of time during the l12-month study period, compared to
10% of rural matched homesteads. The majority of these residence shifts were
of wives alternating their residences between their husbands! rural farms and
urban roomse The matched pairs comparisons within the network show strong,
significant differences when compared on measures of household variability.
Table IV shows the numbers of households within the network which!did‘or

did not alter their form from conjugal to extended or vice verse during a
12-month periode Significantly more of the urban matched households changed
than did the rural. Thu. although the network 's grouped proportion of conjugal
to extended homesteads remained stable, the individual urban households making
i'p that proportion changed considerably. Thus the effect of urban residence

of the homestead head on these urban network families appéars to be to increase

overall family mobility between town and farm, rather than to create any new

structural form of the family.

Nor does urban residence isolate men from urban or rural kine. Frequemnt
visits between Kisa and Nairobi have already been mentioned, as has intra=
family mobility. Sociometric data show that the best friends named by urban
or ;ural matched men are equally likely to live in a town, or in rural
Kisa (although there is a non~significant trend for urban men to same other
urban men as best friends more often than do rural men)¢ Data are also

available on the proportions of brothers, father's brothers, and father's

[:R\!:brother's sons resident in towns for each man in the network sample. Again,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

there are no significant differences between the matched pairs in numbers of
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Family mobility sand urban kin ties

These ware synchronic dataj they are a "'snapshot'! of homestead residence

kpntterns at one point in time, Grouped data at other points in time show
approximately the same 332 ratio of conjugal to extended homesteadss However,
sychronic data of this kind concenl the great vnrinbility and interchange

of personnel within the urbzn matches! homesteadss When the rural and urban
households of the urban men are sepaxated, nnd the composition of each

household 1s followed over a year'd time, there is an average of 1¢7

significant changes in the composition of either urban or rxural network
householdj  the comparnble rural flgure is 0433. 33% of the adult personnel
within the (combined) homesteads of urban matched men shifted thair residence

for significant periods of time during the 12-month study period, compared to
10% of rural matched hOmestends. The majority of these residence shifts were
- of wives alternating thelr residences between their husbands! rural farms and
_'urban'rooms. The matched peirs comparisons within the network show strong,
significant differences when compared on measures of household variability.’
~ Table IV shows the numbers of households within the network which did or

“did not alter their form from conjugnl to extended or vice verse during a
lZ-month period. Significently more of the urban natched households changed -
than did the rural. Thus although the network'o grouge proportion of conjugal_l
7to extended‘homestends remained stable, the individual urban households making f;f
up that proportion changed considerably. Thus the effect of urban residence .
 of the homestead head on these urban network families appears to be to increase,ﬂ
'overnll femily mobilitg between town and fern, rather than to create any new :

E'_’structurnl form of the Eamily.

 Nor does urban residence isolate ‘men from urban or rural kine Frequeet
visits between Kisa and Nairobi have already been mentioned, as has intra=
,Eemily mobility. Sociometric data show that the best friends named by urban j7¢!'
ot rural matehed men are equally likely to live in a towm, or in rural :
| Kisa (nlthough there is a non-significant trend for urban men to oame other
urban men ‘as best friende more’ often than do rurnl men)- Data are also-
avnilable on the proportions of brothers, father's brothers, and’ father's

Lf'?:‘brother's sons resident in towns for each man in the. network semple. Again,

 there areiio signifioent differen'es between the mntched pairs in numb“



in town.® The rural ¥isc census sample differs from the network
somple 2n these measures of proportions of urban kin. The
ceﬁsuseJ heads of pural homesteads have significantly fewer such
ties than do either the urban or rurai network matched. sanmpies.
Thaes although not differing from the rural Kisa community in
fami licl organization, the netwdfk does scem to represent o sub-

group within the Kisz area having morec extended patcrnal kin tics

to the urban_areas. Onc might speculate that a consequence of

this tendency could be, in succeeding generations, to create a
kind of rural stratification system based on homestcads with
grecater access to urban arcas through their established kin ties
advancing cconomically and politically reclative to homestead umits
with less access to rural=urban network ties.

Conclusion

The network sample contrasts potential, rural-resident migrants
to a motched group of octual, urban-resident migrants. The network
is not designed to represent samples of urban vs. rural men. The
argument of the poper is precisely that it is the network of
perpetual migrants wherever resident at o single point in time,
which urbanization has created in Kenyc, and which represents a
meaningful unit for studying the effects of urban residence per
se controlling for other confounding fauctors. Comparing distinct
rural and urben samples without recomnizing the simitariticecs and
close ties betwecen town and country creates an artificial rurai-
urban dichotomy, which, as comparative rural census data show, is
not an accurate reprosentation of the social contexts within which
actuzl or potentizl migrants live.

The existence of prural-urban kin networks and interaction blunts
the influence of urban residence for migrants in town and rural

rcsidence for potentiai migrants in Kisa. Thus homestecad form did

not di ffer within the nctworl: or between it and the rural cansuserd

Q

ERIC

community. But rural znd urban houscholds did differ on mobility,
since urban men hove two houscholds within which their conjugal

and extended !2in can reside. And_the networls as a whole had more

extended kin ties in towns than did the rural Eisa community.

Each of thesc findings contrasts diffences and similarities among
three units, each of which is important in understanding the

effects of urbanization on the family: actual migrants, potential

e i grants, and the rural community base.



to the urban aneas. Onc might speculate that a consequence o
this tendency could be, in succeeding generations, to croate o
lkind of rural stratification system based on homestgods with
greater accoss to urban arcas through their established kin tics
advancing economically and polstucaliy relative to homestoad unnts
with less access to rural-urban network ties,
Conclugion |
The notwork sample contrasts potential, rural-rcsidont migrants
to a matched group of actual, urban-resident migrants. The network
is not designed to represent semples of urban vs. rural men. Tho
argument of the poper is preciscly that it is the notwork of |
perpetual migrants whorever resldent at a single point in tine,
which urbanization has crcated in Xenyzs, and which represents a
moaningful unit fo. studying the offects of urban rcsidence por
8¢ controtling for otheop confounding factors.,  Comparing distinct
rural and urban samples without réCOQnizing~the sinilarities and
close ties;betweenyfown and Cbuntry croates an artificizl rural«
urbnn'dichotoﬁy, which, as cotoﬂrat:ve rural census data show,_fs’, ,
not an accurate rcprosentation of tho social contexts wlthln whlch 4
actual or potentlal migrants live, 7 FRE N R
The existenco of rural=urban Kin nctworks and intepaction blunts]f;
the |nf1ubncv of urban residence for migrants in town and pupal
‘resldcnce for ootenttol mIQhonts in Kl Thus homestead Form dld:
hdfleFer within the notwork or betwecn it anrl the rural coensused
‘ :comnunlty.r But rural anz urban householde did HnFFer on ﬂobi|lt¥,i $
“since urbun fen have two housenolds within ﬁhlch their conJuoal ‘v _k
 aﬂd extended Lin can reside, And the network as a uhole had 1 more e
extenoed !un tie5':n touwns tHon d|o the rural Knsa cuﬁnunlty.
zEncn of these F|1r|1cs contrasts Aiff ences and stmltarktles among
;threo unlts, ¢ach of whncn |s |mportont in undarstandlng the-
ferF :cts of urbanlzcﬁnon sn the Famn!y. actual migrants, potenxlol
mi orunts, and the rUrdl cOmmunlty buSO- :

] tentatlve F:ndnnos, analys|s is. |ncomplete, ano’measuhe—
omplncaﬁed by . non~|nocpendence of {he network -and

by the neceSSIt
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It has boen argued clsewherc that urban-rural ties of the sort
doscpribed in this poper arc a transient phenomenon, destined to
decline os citios incrcase in size and power, Excluding those
migronts without rural land, it is doubtful thet rural=urban tics
will decline., The.maintenance of strong rural=urban ties; and the
division of the family boetween two houscholds, is characteristic’
of an urbanization process common in many parts of Africa and
elsevhere., This urbanrztng oxpericnce is typically assocnated E
with relatively insacurc or periodic urban ciaployment opportunlties(~
a form of dual cconomy, and the cxistence of a viable pural ‘ “:f
farming alternative to urban migration. The export enclave oconomy]f
(seo Se:dman !9700,b,c) in Kenya which perpetuates snsccure .
employmcnt and inhibits the allocation of ecarce rosources to.
rural developrient is unlilely to disappear in the fonesoeablo ,
futurc., Without such o re-ordering of economic institutions and
priorities, non=clite migrants will continue to maintata’ two
houscholds and the pura l=urban tics which go atono with them,
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Table 1

Comparison of Three Samples

Kariobangti RuraleUrban Rise rural
Batate Nairobi matched cengus
(estimates) network (ostimates)
Population total ce 13,000 392 (209 ufban, cs 9000
103 rural)

Average size of 1 .
room or homestead 442 per urban B¢2 per homestend 3+3 per homestead
¢ room 4.4 per urban

© room
Tribat ¢s 30% Kikuyu Abatuyfa ' Abaluyia
composition cs 30% Abaluyia
Ce 22% Luo

Co 7% Altamba
¢s 3% .other

Median aze of 35 32 (urban matches) | 50 (homestsad

male household 35 (rural matches) heads)
heads 39 (all adult

males)
Median educae 0 5 2 (homestesd
tional level heads)

(years of scgool,
adu!t males)

- Median cash ~ | 850 k40 Curban Neae
income per month” matches)
~ b 5 (rural matches)

Median size of 2.5 acres 3 acres (urban 5¢3 acres

 “farm ‘ S : ,matches) . = ‘;~,[i
T : B [ 245 acres (rural ‘ o s

‘matcheé)

;:5”%Medtan numbey - ;fl':7  °?715 ;'. “:ffi%f 0 (urban matches)
years {n urban 4 e il (rural matches)
_,v'aage employment o i 1 ; -

1nclgdes,rural

; : or househo 8y men or womenj does.ggg include equtvalent value o
‘[ER\ﬂ:in‘e h of food ¢¢ housing for «ural households. e S
- 'Wﬁmmm°ma1e homescead heads only.




ALk

Population total | ce 13,000 392 (209 ufban, cs 9000
103 rural)

Average size of

room or homestead 442 per urban 8.2 per homestmd! | 5.3 per homestead
¢ room 444 per urban
¥ 0om
Tribel ¢e 30% Kikuyu Abaluyia Abaluyia
composition ce 30% Abaluyia
Ce 22% Luo

Ce 7% Altamba
Co 3% other

Median aze of 35 32 (urban matches) | 50 (homestead

male household 35 (rural matches) heads)
heads 39 (all adult

‘ males)
lledian educae 0 5 2 (homestesd
tional level heads)

(years of sc&ool,
adult males)

Median cash o 350 k40 (urban Nege
income per month* matches)

5 5 (rural matches)

Medtan size of 2.5 acres 3 acres (urban 2¢3 acres
farm : : o natches)
2.5 acres (rural
matches)
Hedian number 8.7 9 (urban matches) |7.5
years in urban 4 ; 8 (rural matches)

wage employment

1. includes rural and urban homesteads of urban men; and partetime
residents of rural men's homestoads. :
2. for kisa census, heads of rural sample homesteads; all adult males
 shown separately., :
3+ for household heads, men or women} does not include equivalent value
~in cash of food or housing for wyral households, ’
4. male homestead hoads only.




Fig. H

Design of network ond census sanples

Rural Kisa census Urban Knriobangl census
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O
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Rural«Urban “E
Network natched

sanple

Teble IT *

Last Recorded Homestead Conposition,
Within Network, by Urban=Rural
Residence of natched honestead heads

Honestend Conposition

Conjugal Extended

Urban 13 11 24

Rural 16 8 24

29 | 19 48

NeSs

*NeBet  Tables I1-1V network samples not entirely 1ndependent_.i 8
Elinination of possible non-independent cases does not change .
direction or significance of any t@ble. : T

 Tablemr

. lLast Recorded Hoestead Gimposition, *
| vithin Notwork, by Ago of Machod

ouestead Heads,

Homestead Composttion

S , :f C§ﬁjﬁgﬁ1fi f: 'Ekééﬂded” .
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Rural=Urban
Network natched
sanple

Toble IT *
Last Recorded Homestead Corposition,

Within Network, by Urban<Rural
Residence of natched honestead heads

Homestecad Composition

Conjugal Extended
Utban 13 11 1o
Rural 16 8 24 s
, -4
29 19 48
NeSe .

*NoBet  Tnbles II«IV network saaples not entirely independent,
Elinination of possible non-independent cases does not change
direction or significance of any table,

Table III
i
Last Recorded Honestead Composition,
Within Network, by Age of Matched
Homestead Heads.

Honestead Composition

Conjugal ' Extended
: Above 21 K 24 i
Age of 33.5 years - SR _
Horaestead e ‘ S
Head . ' Below ; } e
33,5 years 8 16 h M
| i 29 S gl




Trble 1V. :

. v

~ Significent Changes in Household Composition

during » 12-month Period, Within Network,
by urbsrnerural residente of each matched

household head,

Chrnged from Conjunnl
or Extended Household

Yes No
Urban 15 R T 24
Residence of . }
Homestead Hjeod Rurgl 7 E 17 2
22 26 48
2 = 4-59
X

025~ B> .01




