
Sunday, August 4, 2019

10
A n a l y s i s

THE LEADING INDEPENDENT
DAILY IN THE ARABIAN GULF

ESTABLISHED 1961

Founder and Publisher 
YOUSUF S. AL-ALYAN

Editor-in-Chief
ABD AL-RAHMAN AL-ALYAN

EDITORIAL               : 24833199-24833358-24833432
ADVERTISING          : 24835616/7
FAX                            : 24835620/1
CIRCULATION          : 24833199 Extn. 163
ACCOUNTS              : 24833199 Extn. 125
COMMERCIAL          : 24835618

P.O.Box 1301 Safat,13014 Kuwait.
Email: info@kuwaittimes.com
Website: www.kuwaittimes.net

Established 1961 
The First Daily in The Arabian Gulf

All articles appearing on this page are the
personal opinion of the writers. Kuwait
Times takes no responsibility for views
expressed therein. 

Dried-up pastures 
push Maasai to mix 
cattle with crops

James Shakita had raised cattle for more than 30
years when he decided the only way to save his
livelihood was to break with generations of tradi-

tion and swap some of his cows for crops. The Maasai
herder, 43, used to keep about 180 animals until a
severe drought hit southern Kenya’s Kajiado County
last year and decimated his herd, leaving him with few-
er than 80. “I just gave up,” he sighed, directing his
remaining cows into a field for grazing.

In the past, the nomadic Maasai tribespeople
shunned crop farming for livestock-keeping. But as
worsening drought linked to climate change destroys
the pastures they depend on to feed their cattle, a
growing number are turning to agriculture for extra
income. Shakita, realising he could no longer rely on
cattle for a living, sold a few of his cows last year and
used the money to sink a borehole for irrigation. Then
he devoted a third of his 30-acre farm to planting kale,
onions and tomatoes.

His first harvest made him more than 2 million
Kenyan shillings ($19,333). That allowed him to support
his family and gave him the flexibility to better manage
the size of his herd by buying and selling cows in line
with Kenya’s increasingly erratic weather. “Pastoralism
is not treating me well at all. Losing animals year after
year has weighed me down over time,” Shakita said
with a weary smile. “I feel crop farming is my salvation.”

Growing trend
More than 232,000 livestock died in Kajiado

County alone during the 2017-2018 drought, most
while in search of pasture, Moses Ole Narok, former
county executive committee member for agriculture,
told reporters in April last year. Government data
shows that figure represents almost a quarter of the
total number of cattle in the county. As drought and a
boom in housing development eat away at available
grazing land, the number of Maasai herders taking up
crop farming has grown by 40% over the past decade,
said current county committee member for agriculture
Jackline Koin.

“The frequent droughts have seen an unprecedent-
ed rise in the number of farmers in Kajiado. More crop
farms are sprouting all over the county,” she told the
Thomson Reuters Foundation. Koin said the country
had registered more than 5,000 farmers who were
previously solely herders. Down the road from
Shakita’s farm, another herder Brian Kikon, 30, also
grows onions and tomatoes on a small piece of his
family’s expansive 45-acre farm.

Kikon said integrating livestock and crop farming
brought in extra money and had let his family reduce
the number of cows they keep, meaning fewer to feed.
“I saw some of my neighbors practicing agriculture
and I thought to myself, ‘Why not?’ It was new, but
with a little help from my neighbors, I got the hang of
it,” he said.

‘Unsustainable’
Kikon has the right idea, according to Wilfred

Subbo, a professor of development anthropology at
the University of Nairobi, who said all Maasai herders
should be shrinking their herds if they are to survive
Kenya’s frequent droughts. “Pastoralism is becoming
unsustainable in this day and age,” he said. More
Maasai should also consider rearing hybrid cattle, such
as the Holstein-Friesian dairy cow, he added. One of
the most popular breeds of hybrid cattle in Kenya,
Friesians are zero-grazing cows, meaning they live on
farms and eat hay and fodder instead of travelling
around with herders looking for pasture, Subbo
explained. 

Harry Kimutai, principal secretary for livestock in
Kenya’s agriculture ministry, believes the effects of cli-
mate change will eventually force all Maasai to change
their ways. But convincing them to move away from
herding is not easy, he said in an interview. “Among the
Maasai community, without cattle you are literally a
nobody,” he said. In Maasai culture, a community
member’s wealth and social standing is measured by
how many heads of cattle they own, he explained. “So
saying the Maasai will substitute cattle for crop farm-
ing is far-fetched. But definitely they will cut back on
their livestock and complement it with crop farming.”

To encourage pastoralists to make the move, the
Kajiado government has constructed 500 water pans
to harvest rainwater for use by herders to irrigate
crops, said county official Koin. The new pans are nar-
row, making it harder for animals to drink from them
and take the water meant for farms, she added. The
county has also started supplying herders with high-
yielding crop seeds and training farmers on sustainable
cultivation techniques, including more efficient water
use. Shakita, however, believes the answer lies in a
government-run abattoir. During a drought, herders
rush to sell their livestock, leading to a meat glut in the
market, the Maasai farmer said. — Reuters

Barack Obama slashed US unemployment, protected
child migrants and delivered health care to millions.
But several 2020 candidates scorched the popular

ex-president at their Democratic debate, a strategy that
risks alienating voters as the party seeks to regain the
White House. With party divisions over ideology laid bare,
progressive rivals to centrist frontrunner Joe Biden chal-
lenged the former vice president’s record - and by exten-
sion several Obama-era policies on deportation, coal,
Afghanistan and health care.

Calling into question the legacy of perhaps the most
revered living Democratic leader made for startling view-
ing at this week’s presidential debates, when 20 Democrats
took the stage over two nights. Despite the strategy being
a clear play by rivals to undercut Biden, who has made his
eight-year partnership with America’s first black president
a centerpiece of his candidacy, it alarmed Obama loyalists
concerned about repelling the very voters who Democrats
need to motivate to the ballot box next year.

“To my fellow Democrats: Be wary of attacking the
Obama record,” Eric Holder, Obama’s first attorney gener-
al, tweeted Thursday. “Build on it. Expand it. But there is
little to be gained - for you or the party - by attacking a
very successful and still popular Democratic President.”
As the nation’s first black leader, Obama was and remains
hugely popular among African Americans. But he was also
deeply concerned about unnerving white middle-class
voters, and so faced resentment for not pursuing policies
bold enough to close the racial wealth gap.

David Axelrod, a chief Obama campaign strategist, nev-

ertheless argued Thursday that it was a “perilous path” for
Democrats to slam Biden’s Obama-era policies because
that would require attacking Obama, who would win the
nomination “in a walk” if he ran today. Neera Tanden, who
directed domestic policy for the Obama campaign and
now heads the Center for American Progress think tank,
was blunter, likening the approach to “political suicide”.
“The GOP didn’t attack (president Ronald) Reagan, they
built him up for decades,” tweeted Tanden, referring to the
devotion with which Republicans treat their political hero.
“Dem Candidates who attack Obama are wrong and terri-
ble,” she added.

‘Lessons of the past’ 
The Obama ambush signaled what has become

increasingly clear in the era of Trump: the party that seeks
to oust him from power has shifted decidedly leftward.
While Obama remains a favorite among Democratic pro-
gressives, many are keen not to merely expand the
Affordable Care Act - popularly known as Obamacare -
as Biden is, but replace it with a universal, government-
run healthcare system.

Candidates like liberal senators Elizabeth Warren and
Bernie Sanders, and even Obama’s own housing secretary
Julian Castro, suggested Biden was stuck in the past for
embracing some Obama policies rather than seeking bold
new initiatives. “It looks like one of us has learned the les-
sons of the past, and one of us hasn’t,” Castro memorably
snapped at Biden, castigating the frontrunner for not split-
ting more forcefully from Obama’s deportation policy.

Warren expressed frustration with the current health
system and touted a shift to a government-led “Medicare
for All” plan, and blasted “a corrupt, rigged system” that
began before Trump and “that has helped the wealthy and
the well-connected, and kicked dirt in the faces of every-
one else”. The fusillade against Obama caught the atten-
tion of Trump, who gleefully told supporters at a rally
Thursday that Democrats “spent more time attacking
Barack Obama than they did attacking me, practically”.

Biden acknowledged on Thursday in Detroit: “I was a
little surprised at how much the incoming was about
Barack.” But even Biden himself said he would not raise the
deportation rate back to Obama-era levels. And he added
that he had opposed Obama’s surge of troops in
Afghanistan. Biden could have rallied the party faithful
with a more spirited defense of the Obama presidency
from the debate stage. 

But the lack of such full-throated acclamation suggests
the balancing act that many candidates are navigating,
especially those further to the left of the former president.
Candidates like Senator Kamala Harris, who clashed with
Biden on health care during the debate, was quick to cheer
Obama afterwards, perhaps to smooth over concerns that
she was attacking the ex-president’s legacy. “I have noth-
ing but praise for president Obama,” Harris, who is black,
told reporters, noting he was the only recent president to
achieve major health reforms. “My proposal is about tak-
ing it to the next step,” she said, adding that Obama put
Americans “on the path where actually this next step is
even possible”. — AFP 

In this photo taken on July 31, 2019, Democratic presidential hopeful Former Vice President Joe Biden looks down as US Senator from California Kamala Harris speaks during the
second round of the second Democratic primary debate of the 2020 presidential campaign season hosted by CNN at the Fox Theatre in Detroit. — AFP 

Candidate attacks on Obama legacy rankle party

By Dr James J Zogby 

I’ve just returned from Detroit, Michigan, where I
attended the second set of Democratic Party presi-
dential primary debates. For many reasons, the

debates were a frustrating experience. In the first place,
there were simply too many candidates - many of whom,
frankly speaking, didn’t belong cluttering up the stage.
And then there was the way these debates were run -
more for TV ratings and entertainment, than for serious
discussion and enlightenment.  

In 1984, I was in New Hampshire with Reverend Jesse
Jackson for one of that year’s Democratic presidential
primary debates. It was a thoughtful discussion with a
professional moderator. At one point, though, I recall
looking at the eight candidates on stage and thinking to
myself, “Jesse is dominating this debate. He may not win,
but he’ll always be remembered. A few years from now,
how many of these other guys will we even be able to
recall were in this race?” 

Sure enough, three years later, I made a practice of
asking folks how many of the 1984 candidates they
could name. After recalling Jackson, Senator Gary Hart,
and then Walter Mondale, the eventual nominee - most
got stuck. The others, though quite accomplished (four
were senators and one was a governor), had been large-
ly forgotten. 

I simply couldn’t understand why most of them were
running in 1984. They were nice enough, smart enough,
and each of them had realized some degree of success -
but they did not and could not stand out as memorable.
While I suppose that they each saw themselves in a
larger light, complete with fantasies of sitting in the Oval
Office, they were largely gray, rather dull individuals,
lacking bold ideas or compelling personalities that
would distinguish them from a host of other politicians.
Why they thought they could rise above the pack and
become president was puzzling then and remains puz-
zling today.    

I say this because I had much the same experience
this week in Detroit, Michigan. Twenty of the 25
declared candidates met the standards that had been
established to participate in the debates. And, as in 1984,
they were largely individuals of some distinction. There
were seven Senators, seven others who had served or
are currently Members of Congress or Governors, three
mayors, a former vice-president, and a former cabinet
secretary. And yet, as I watched them debate, the 1984

questions came back to me, “Why are they doing this?”
and “Will anyone even remember that they ran three
years from now?”

As I watched the debates unfold, it became painfully
clear that several of the candidates simply lacked the
stature to compete. Why, then, were they there? What
did they hope to accomplish? And how could they be
so lacking in self-awareness that they would subject
themselves to the embarrassment of being so out-
classed on stage?

Because there were so many who are running, each of
the two debate nights featured 10 candidates on stage.
And each night’s debates lasted an exhausting two and
one-half hours. Especially upsetting was how the debates
were run - more as a made for television spectacle,
designed to boost ratings (and therefore advertising rev-
enues) than as a serious effort to help voters decide who
would be best to lead the nation for the next four years. 

TV game show
A few weeks back, we got an inkling of how the spon-

soring network would be operating the debate when they
devoted a full hour to a lottery-style drawing to deter-
mine which 10 would go on which night. It was bizarre,
with each draw shown live, simultaneously, on three cam-
eras - each from a different angle. The draws were pre-
ceded by the musical equivalent of a drum-roll, followed
by commentary about “what this draw means”. The
atmosphere created was more that of a TV game show. 

This continued in the days leading up to “Debate
Night” - with endless commentary from pundits sound-
ing a lot like sports analysts “gaming the match-ups”, as
if we were getting set for a professional boxing match.
“Will Senators Warren and Sanders go after each oth-
er?” “Will Vice President Biden be ready to defend him-
self against another attack from Senator Harris?”

Debate night featured more of the same, complete
with an hour and a half “pre-game show” that featured
rousing warm-up speeches - “Are you ready,
Democrats?” - and an actual “warm-up guy” who came
onto the stage, I kid you not, with this, “You are a great
looking audience, really!” - followed by instructions as
to when to applaud and when not to. It was like fight
night in Las Vegas. 

Then came the debate. There was a time (like back in
1984), when the debates were driven by the candidates.
Now too much attention and control has been given to
the TV personalities. It is they, not the candidates, who
drive the process, with their obvious biases on display
and their intention to stir the pot in order to make for a
good show. 

This was clear from the beginning as one of the TV
hosts saw it as his job to debunk Senator Sanders’ and
Warren’s proposed Medicare For All legislation. After try-
ing, himself, to set the trap by repeatedly asking Warren
whether she would raise taxes for the middle class to pay
for her proposal, he shifted gears, prodding some of the

other less known candidates to challenge both Warren
and Sanders. 

The exchanges that followed became testy (I guess
that was viewed as “good for ratings”) and also pro-
duced some of the evening’s more memorable lines.
Warren shot back at the TV guy “These are Republican
talking points!” and she asked one of her opponents why
he was running as Democrat if he couldn’t support “big
ideas” that helped people. Sanders, for his part, after
being badgered by an opponent who continued to inter-
rupt him challenging what was included in the Medicare
For All bill, shouted back that of course he knew what
was in there because, “I wrote the damn bill!” 

He also questioned why we could give billions of dol-
lars in tax breaks to the richest Americans, without any
protest, yet balk at spending more to ensure that health
care be guaranteed as a right, instead of as a privilege. If
the intent had been to deflate Sanders and Warren, it
didn’t work. They fended off challenges and emerged not
only unscathed, but the evening’s dominant personalities. 

Messy affair 
The second “Debate Night” was different. The TV

moderators continued to use Sanders’ and Warren’s pro-
gressive agenda as foils, baiting the 10 on stage to chal-
lenge them, even though they weren’t there to explain
what was actually in their proposals. The rest of the
evening was a pretty messy affair, as the candidates
attacked each other, with the two current on-stage lead-
ers, Biden and Harris bearing the brunt of the attacks. 

Biden looked defensive and, at times, flustered.
Although Harris was crowned as the “star” of the first
debate for her gimmicky challenge to Biden’s opposition
to federally mandated busing to end school segregation,
but when challenged in this debate for her record as a
prosecutor, she didn’t fare as well. She looked defensive
and peevish. In fact, the star of the night was Senator
Cory Booker whose winsome personality and calm
demeanor kept him largely above the fray.   

So, there you have it. After two nights in which mil-
lions of dollars were spent (and millions in advertising
revenues were earned), what we got were a few memo-
rable lines, a few lasting impressions, a few battered
candidates, a few who weathered attacks, and a lot of
heat with very little light. 

This is not the way it should be. We should be able to
elect the person who will lead us (and much of the
world) into the future based on their policies, their abili-
ty to effectively organize, and their life’s work, not on
their showmanship or their one-up-man-ship in a reality
TV-style game show. And, by the way, as was the case in
1984, I believe that even a year from now most voters
will have trouble remembering who else, other than a
few notable stars, were on that debate stage in Detroit. 

NOTE: Dr James J Zogby is the President of the Arab
American Institute

Washington Watch

Forgettable 
candidates and 
irritating format


