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MAKAME WMA

Stretching over 3,719 kmz2 of open woodland, shrubland
and thicket southeast of Tarangire National Park,
Makame WMA was registered in 2009, but was not fully
established until 2012 when it received its user rights.
The five villages Irkiushoibor, Makame, Katikati, Ndedo
and Ngabolo are home to ca. 10,000 people,
predominantly Maasai pastoralists. Government-run
hunting blocks have existed in this area for decades. In
2014, Makame WMA entered into its own contracts with
two hunting operators, and the first WMA revenues
started to come in towards the end of PIMAIs research.

The PIMA project dissemination note

The Poverty and ecosystem service Impacts of
Tanzaniais Wildlife Management Areas (PIMA) project is
an international research collaboration involving
University College London, the University of
Copenhagen, Imperial College London, Edinburgh
University, the Tanzania Wildlife Research Institute, the
UNEP World Conservation Monitoring Centre, and the
Tanzania Natural Resources Forum. PIMA collected
household-level information on wealth and livelihoods
through surveys and wealth ranking exercises,
supplemented with WMA- and village-level information
on WMA governance, including revenue distribution.
This information was gathered in 42 villages, both inside
and outside six WMA areas, in north and south Tanzania.
Wealth ranking covered over 13,500 households. Wealth,
assets, and livelihood strategies from both before and
after the WMA were surveyed for men and women in
nearly 2,000 households (status in 2014-15 at the time
of the PIMA surveys; and in 2007, based on recall).
Comparing changes over time in WMA villages with
similar non-WMA villages allows us to know whether
changes are caused by the WMA or not (Fig 2).

Revenues in Makame WMA

WMA revenues from different types of fees are
meant to be distributed according to the Wildlife
Regulations 2008 and 2012 (Fig 3)

A share of tourism revenues goes to central (black)
and district (white) government

The rest is returned to the WMA, which can keep half
(hatched) and distributes the rest among the
member villages (light grey)

First revenues for Makame WMA came in at the end
of 2013 and amounted to 15,000 USD

No information is available at the time of preparing
this report as to how these monies have been
distributed.

Map of Makame WMA

Fig. 1: Map of Makame WMA (white). Compiled by J. Bluwstein.

Fact box: Makame WMA

District Kiteto
Member villages 5
Population 9,751
Area 3,719 km®
Year registere



Livelihood changes in Makame WMA

Wealth

Based on local perceptions, Makame households
were classed into jvery poor, jpoorj, jnormaljand

jrichj wealth ranks for 2014 and (by recall) for 2007

Most of the households that were jrichjin © 7 are
stillirichiin = 4 (both WMA and non-WMA)

On average, significantly fewer households in WMA
villages increased their wealth 2007-2014 than in
non-WMA villages (Fig 4)

Fewer households in WMA than in non-WMA
villages had become poorer 2007-2014, and more
households



Grazing land
Most Makame residents are pastoralists, so grazing
land plays an important role in their livelihoods
Grazing on Makame WMA land is currently allowed
in all seasons, and access to grazing land has not
changed since 2007 in Makame villages

Livestock
The term iLivestock; includes all domestic animals,
but to make it easier to compare holdings made up
of different types and sizes of livestock (e.g. goats,
calves, cows) PIMA converts them to the equivalent

number of jlivestock unitsi?



There may be other impacts beyond those documented by PIMA research. The struggle over grazing vs. farming land use
inside Makame WMA territories led the district to threaten farmers with eviction, causing them to move voluntarily.

Further, the WMA became operational towards the end of our research and so no WMA jrevenuej effect can be seen in
PIMA;s findings.

Notes
1In these findings, farm land is related to household size and composition, because men, women, and children of different
ages need different amounts of food, and so the same area of land means very different levels of food provision for

different households. Using a standardised system, we add up household members to a total in terms of jadult equivalentsj
(AE), which makes it easier to compare household farmland relative to consumption needs.
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Contact: K. Homewood, University College London, Department of Anthropology. khomewood@ucl.ac.uk



