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Abstract

This dissertation argues that whilst alternative discourses are emerging in the depiction of
humanwildlife interactions in the Kenyan media landscape, their progressive capacity is limited
by discursive practices and the dominance of Westertoighgan contemporary conservation.

Thus, despite pressures to portray huwddlife interactions in a manner that accurately

reflects lived experience and acknowledges the value and expertise of indigenous conservation
methods, the majority of contentgaluced either utilises simplified and ambiguous frames of
conflict, or offer resolutions based on Western conservation ideology, such as the creation of
protected areas and provision of financial incentives to protect wildlife. This dissertation
analyseghe depictions of human wildlife interactions in articles from the Daily Nation and
Sunday Nation, and tweets from the Africa Wildlife Foundation, Ewaso Lions and Lion
Guardians to ascertain what interactions were given salience, the frames used tbetapcid

the subsequent audience interpretations these strategies encouraged. In doing so, this dissertation
highlights the necessity to continue to critically examine the ways in which hwitdiifie

interactions in Kenya are framed so that the conterttyzed reflects the progressive efforts of
those trying to develop the capacity for African leadership in the sector.

| would like to extend my gratitude to my supervistom Molony for his guidance, to Denis
Galava for his assistance in procurintgrviews, to my interviewees for their tiraad to my

family for their patience
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Context: Kenyan ConservationandAf ri cads Medi a | mage

1.1 Introduction

In aworld of rapid population growth andcreasing competition for natural resources
interactions between humans and wildafeoften reported asecoming more frequent, more
conflictual,anddeeply politicised As such, theffectivemitigation of conflict and promotion of
coexistencéetween humans and wildlife arguably one of theod complexissuescurrently

faced by the conservation sectaflected by the ongoing debates on how best to artiagtiate

As this dissertation i®cused on the impact of specific frames and language chaeeln
depictinteractions between humans and wildliieKenyan media communicatignsbrings
together distinctly different areas and disciplines that are rarely comUdinisdherefore
necessary toxplore existingresearctwithin three key areas. Firstlihis dissertation examines
thecolonial legacy of the conservation sector @admpacton current conservation practice
regarding theliscussions about amdanagement of humanildlife interactions. Through a
subsequent analysis of studies concerdirfigr i ¢ a dnghe globa mexlia landscapkis
dissertationnterrogateshe appareniominance osinglestorynarratives and thienplications

of thison production newsgrom within the continent.Finally, when combined with an
evaluation of the debates concerningpbétically transformativepotentialof NGOs 6 us e of
social mediathis dissetationexpossthe limitations of these studies whigeated separately

the benefits of drawing them togettzard the gap in the reseaiitlseeks to address

1.2 The Elephant in the Room: TheColonial Legacy and Narratives of Exclusionn the

History of Human-Wildlif e Interactions in Kenya

Postcol oni al scholars attest that dnideas, cul
without their forceoé conf i gur ati ons of power aWidety bei ng
acknowledgedaB ar file@s | i est home t o h uKerggahasahe lporigdste i nhar
conservation historin the world yetthe efficacy otraditionalmethodspredatinghe

intervention of Western conservationists in the couatefargely ignored This, according to

Mbaria and Ogada, is due to the colonial legaicthe heart ofhe conservation sector, which

when examined, reveals unchallenged racism, exclusion, dece@odationthatnaturalises

the need for external intervention and erases the rights, expertise and competence of indigenous
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practice (2016:16)To fully understand contemporary ideas and configurations of power within

Kenyan conservation, it is thereéonecessary to trace the sector back to its roots.

Kenyg like the rest ofAfrica, possesses a complex history of local knowledge systems about
wildlife conservation ang@ractices of coexistence (Metcalfe, 1994; Kuriyan, 2010; Mbaria &
Ogada 2016). Whilstculturessuch as the Maasmiclude consumptive traditionsivolving

ritual hunting practices, thenpactof this isnegligiblecompared taheir methods of
conservationincludingthe sustainablgrazing of livestockand tolerance fgoroximal wildlife
(Mbaria & Ogada, 2016; Steinhart, 2Q@omerville, 2020:84 Similarly, the Samburueople
believet hat el ephants are moral beings deeply
owned, exploited or killedpositioring them as their natural protector rather than strongest
adversaryKuriyan, 2010:9%; Mbaria & Ogada, 2016:98 Indeedit is significant thakilling

for sport was unknown in precolonial Kenyad it was only with the arrival of British settlers
andtheir taste for recreational huntinigatwildlife consumption in sutsaharan Africancreased
to unsustainableatesof degradation and destructi@Mbaria & Ogada, 2016; Steinhart, 2006;
Somerville 2016, 2020).

Keen todevelopthe earning potentiabf its tourism industrythe colonial administration
promotedKenyaasa n e x o-§ ame Abugt i n greptatioriviiichgeawirapidly, 0

on

after Rooseveltdés famed t r&Nboreli, 2000129.0NRaltflySt ei nh a

touristsfrom Europe and North Ameridibcked to theregionto take part iduxurious hunting
safaris butas they werseeking trophiegther tharsustenancehismeant that charismatic
speciesvere huntedht a far more destructive rate than any form of trawgi Kenyan hunting
methodgSomerville, 2020:84)

Seekingio mitigate the damage caused by this unsustainable practadesive hunting ranches
were established to farrmonitorband r epopul at e -&terspeaeSRermitieds t

by the colonial administration, these ranches denied the existence of indigenous ancestral land

rights,which both excluded them from their historic grazing areasegiased all recognitioof
sustainablendigenous conservatigeractice{Mbaria & Ogada, 201,65teinhart 2006)3 When

it became apparent that these ranches did not address the ecological devastation caused by
recreational hunting, many whiggofessional huntesecameconservatiaists instead Keen to
apportion the devastation causdsewhere so they could continue to hunt for their own

ou



Conflict or Coexistence? MSc DissertatioSuzanne Loadef,he University of Edinburgiugust 2020

enjoymentindigenous hunting practicegere blamegdestablishing aacial demarcation between

black and white hunting behaviour, with tleemer criminalised and the latter glorified

(Steinhart, 2006:132)This resulted in thereation ofa conservation sector distincepnd self
reinforcinglyviewed asawhite Western enterprisgeeking to protect wildlife from h e fib |l ac k

poachers of coldn a | i ma(pid:B.at i ono

The marginalisatiorand exclusiorof rural communitiegaused by these developmentse

further reinforced through the introduction of North American preservationist conservation.

Inspired by a trip to Yellowstone in 1938, conservationist Mervyn Cowie set up the National

Park system in Kenya in 1946, which land(often hunting ranchesyas allocatedtéi pr ov i d e
speci al protect i on Bfockiogtonehal 2088r) The utilsatidnefrae nc e 0 (
conservation model suited to an ecology vastly different to that ebablran Africas deeply
problematic, not least because ofigisorance of more effective (and much oldadigenous

practices oprotective conservation thatcommodatdthe traditional migratory patterns of

larger charismatic species apictvenedthe ecological devastation caused when they are not

given freedom teoam (Western, 1997; Wittemyer, 2Q@rockingtonet al, 200§. By

advocatingan Americanmoddd ased on t he #Af ul | protection of
2004:100)the land designated to protected angasmisrepresented as once being a pristine

and uninhabited African landscape, asdsuch wasffectively emptied of its people (Neumann,
1998:4). This portrayal not only eradehe history of ancestral rightsccupancy anthnd usen

the collectivememoryof conservationistsbut also depietdany presence of rural communities

in protected areas as disruptaeddestructivei d e s poi | e rTsingd2004:10pt ur e o (

Consequently, thebundations on which contemporary conservation initiatives such as private
conservanciegrotected areas and commurigég projects arbasedonthédé c ol oni al

rei maginati on of n ahaterassthehiStoryeof codxistende betweén0 6 : 1 2 )
wildlife and humans in Kenyand assumesn adversarial existence in its stélaat can only be
mediatedoy the presen¢@rotection, and funding provided byestermongovernmental
organisationsNGOg. Whilst it is therefore unsurprising that the mostnooeon frame of

reference used to categorise humaldlife interactions isoneof conflict (Woodroffe et al,

2005) the assumed narratives, challengessadgtionsposed by this dominant discourse are
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hindered by the continued misrepresentations and nmessirachdingsnitiatedby thes e ct or 6 s

colonial legacy

1.3 Overtly Negative and Dangerously Simplistic: Problematising Discourses of Conflict

Broadly defined as fAsituations occurring when
adverse effecton he ot her 0 :§ Co mdwmietradd i2f0eD2conf |l i ct 0 i s ¢
many different types of interactionsach with their own specific contexts, causes and scales of
severity(Bayrham-Herdet al, 2018). Whilst the term most commonly refers totersces of

wildlife damaging cropshe predation oflomestic livestock athe deaths of eithavildlife or

people(Fisher, 2016:377there is a growing body of literature that criticii@sproblems

caused by theiidespread, imprecisend misleading use of this term

Firstly, thee are those who have criticised #®mantic construction of the phrdeeits overt

negativity Petersoret alargue thatheway in which this particular frame ért er mi ni st i ¢

s ¢ r eseonstructed¢au®s its users tbothenvisagehumansas separatom the rest of the

natural worldandassumethe x i st ence of a fconscious antagon
humans o ;¢ed @sb Brank & Glikman, 201 7Consequentlywildlife is oftenperceived

as an entity that threatens rather than supports human existe@ureern echoed by Fishehav

argues thathe phrasing of humawildlife conflictii mpl i ci tly suggests bott
consciously intent on interfering in the life of the othard as such encourages the assumption

that conflict is inevitabl€2016:277).

Alongsidethe unintendedenerabpejoration of humaitwildlife relations, aalysesof

conservation literaturarguethatits broad and imprecise usgther complicates and obscures

public understanding @pecific situations Whensurveying academic publications addressing
humanwildlife conflict, Petersoret alfound that the term was used to incorporate a broad range

of interactionswith most tenthgto focusom per cepti ons among peopl e t
somet hi ng t hathgrthanastaecesadtirecucondict(2010:78) This suggestthat

in some casetiumanwildlife conflict is causeanoreby the perceptiorthat wildlife coulddo

harm to human properthansituations involvingirect interaction (NaughtonTreves &

Treves, 2005:353).
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Redpatet lad tbesr st udy ofwithé i deecomflihemani n cons
further compl i c afoundthatt9had the 180rarides sutveyed repostedi t
conflictsbetween humans rather than wildlife. The most common conflicts reported were

bet ween Athose who sought to def erédivethoods er vat
o0 b j e c 0415223% whicl{would therefore be more accurately categorised as instances of
Ahumraunman conf ktial@dld) ( Young

Whilst it may not seem necessary to specify the precise nature disphéebeing addressed so
longasitisresolveitmany suggest that the termbs | mpreci s
conservation initiatives seeking to resolve conflidteleed Petersoret algo so far to say that

rather than reflecting research addressitgractions between humans and wildltfeg

dominance of the conflict discourse actively sfspinstead(2010:75) Assuch, the inaccurate
categorisatiomf humanhuman conflicias humaswildlife conflict has the potential to
Aconstrain sharwadeprokedemnd | imit the array
(ibid:79).

Althoughseemingoold, the concerns expressed become more pronounced when applied to the
example othe retaliatory killing of lions in a local community. When framed as an instance of
humanwildlife conflict, theassumedxplanation ighat the lions had been feeding on

community livestockwith their subsequent killing retaliation to the losses incurred.
Consequentlythe recommended intervention woutbst likelyinvolve technical solutions

designed talter the behaviour of community members #relstrategies used protectheir
livestock(Bayrham-Herdet al, 2018:185) If, however, the retaliation was aimedyaevances

over exclusion from protected argas was the case withthe Maésai deci mati on of t
Amboseli lion populationn 1993 Somerville, 2020:19), its categorisation as an incident of
humanwildlife conflict does not adequately reflect the political context of the situadigin

contains naeference tahe human rightsssues central to the conflicfFrank & Glikman,

2017:5) This therefore limitpublic understanding of the conflict atite efficacy ofproposed
solutions asattentionis diverted fromfiaddressing conflicts within human political systéms
causing their continued escalationtilt h e y a rmore difficutc ht o rPetsreotetwale 0 (
201079).

10
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In acknowledgement of the power that languagearhagluenang both the perceptions and

actions of those involved in conservation, many advdbateise otliscourses ofoexistence in

the place of conflict.Given that Redpathit alargue that the prevalence of conflict frames may
indicate an institutional tendency to Ahide b
identified as the antagonists of a situation and to achieve their ends without contassatioina

more positive frame in its stead should be carefully examined. Whilstildlead to a less

problematic depiction of humanildlife interactions (Petspn et al, 2010:80) and a
transformation of ¢ o mmaeo thattheyepresenti asnors positive ¢ 0 e X |
and preventativapproach thagonflict mitigation(Frank & Glikman, 2017:1Qthe

recommendatioh hat f uture research should be designe

t ol er an c euns the risk ofeplacing gneproblematt systemwith another

Indeed, a focus odocumenting successfobexistence in a reality whetleere will always be
conflict risks using the same selective fr ami
and erase the voices and rights of gashious communitiesRather than the removal of

references to conflicthe language used to repaorteractiors with wildlife should in an ideal

world, be neutrally framedo that it accurately depicts all actors and influences invol¥éis

way, in aninstance where conflict does occur, those involved fully understand its root cause and

are therefore wefpositionedto facilitate its successful resolution (Béwam-Herdet al,

2018:186, Petersaat al, 2010; Younget al, 2010). Likewise, in instances of coexistence, the

literature produced shoukkek to decolonise the conservation narrativadiypowleding all

involved, with particular attention paid to i
lived with wildlife f or t housands of yd¥)rso (Mbaria & Og

Mostresearcltoncerningrames of representation used to depict humddlife interactions

focuses on its use academic literatureather than mass media communications. Additionally,

whilst thereis extensive research intiee portrayal ohumanitarian aid id\frica in mass media

and NGO communicatiorie the Global Northlittle attention has been paid to the depiction of
humanwildlife interactionsor tonews production from within the continenbDespite thisan
examination of frequently referenced frames u
NGO communications reveatgmilar issues regarding the use of simplified narratives that

reinforcecolonial assumptions and marginalise the voices and experiences of indigenous

11
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communities. Moreovegiventhei 8 Nor t hernd media dominance ove
(Becker, 2017:103)t is useful tanterrogate the assumptions established from existingrigea

as thisprovides insight into thdiscursive conventions with which African news production has

to contend

1.4 Conceptualising Africa in the Global Media Landscape Frames of Optimismand

Pessimism and the Transformative Potential of SociaMedia

Existing literatureabout the depiction of Africa in the Western media landssapeedominantly
concerned withhe use ofuncriticalandpolarising frames of representatitivat reproduce

colonial stereotypes and Western hegemdrgsearch condustl from the 1970s to the 1990s
identified the tendency to tr eatdsAdseadonflat as a
and suffering (Hawletal, 1992), a frame of representation

pessi mi s etal 201B)u n c e

Laden with reductive coloniastereotypesighly dependeni o portrayals of an improvised,

often savageiOthe® ( Bet al, 2(@.7:1) Afro-pessimistic narrativgsroduced byothnews

outlets and NGO aid campaighave been criticised for thedepiction ofsilencedsuffering

Ovi cinheetsod he support of beBanceetab2017;Fréneth i t e s avi
2017:38 Nothias, 2017:79%Kennedy, 2009Adichie 2009. Epitomised by thd984 BBC

coverage of the Ethiopian famiaed subsequelhiveAid campaign contentof this kindfocuses

onthe symptoms of suffering rather than their underlying causes, leading to the construction of
what Cal houn <call s @t heSaid toeriorgisetheisnmadiei@a gi nar y o
alleviation of sufferincat the expense of explanatory context in order to generate more funding

this type of depictioffiails to acknowledge the presence of grassroots aid initiatives and creates a
damagi ng per cept passiveponerlessarsl voceleslgad, 20858 enrzedy,

2009; Jones 2019).

In responseo this criticism scholardhave more recentlyoted adistinctincrease irthemore
positivelyframedii Af r i ca Ri sthatfgcasomar optisveds opti mi sm an
by highlightingt he fAval ue of Af rKFamanbaam,R0i¥0h&E118).r e sour ce s o
Categorised by the depiction of issuestsast he fAgr owi ng middl e cl ass,
technol ogi cal i nnovati on, a(Buthceet al, 041743} thsc ant e c o

more varied conteritas been praised faddressing the homogenaepresentation of Africas

12
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a singular entityf{Bunce, 2017:18) Likewise,effortsto address the problematic depictions of the

Adi st amMNG®domneunicationarer ef | ect ed i n Save the Chil di
Peopl e i n Tharepo® acknowledgement®ftheeétoii nvest i n more
coll aborative and participatory twenseneofif lat

human dignity is upheld in the [conteras] maki
been reflected in what scholars have afis asignificant growthin communications that

construct ano r reeroif depiction of subjectd e s cr i bing their own exper
from suffering thanks t o ,pfenrfactitatedthroagh isitrativgsdo ( Or
such @etakedwer so0 and t he,vpgstanidintraiews Coopeo, 2019).1 o g s

Whilst these changesmre welcomed by somthis paradigmshiftin both news and NGO
communicationsuffers the same criticisms as thatted proposed changes discursive

practicein the conservation sector. Firstly, a combinatiowiofespreadudget cuts and the

pressure to produce more positive content is said to have limitedttbal capacityof news

production withjournalistsi onl y sel ecting positive events fo
stock characterso in a manner that auerelyel y t en
challenge it (Wright, 2018:220)This is aptlyillus r at ed i n Wr iofdoverdge ofe x a mi n
t he Kenyan Par ap20elg2i c6 BOrignagn i Zzaactki oBnabcsk Ho me & c a
for a new rehabilitation centre. Found on social media by a Kenyan journalist interning at

British newspapefrhe Observet he st ory was published as part
amelioratetheir coverage of African news item&/nfortunatelyan apparent lack of research

caused dailureto notice that several other papers bladadycovered the story, that the

campaign hado longterm plans to sustainably fund the clinic once built, and that the NGO had

strong political links anthad tacticalljaunchedheir campaignn the runup to a Kenyan

general electiofWright, 2017:152).

Not only does thigpresence of positive bias cause journalistaitdo critically assess and

evaluatehe efficacy ofaid efforts and initiatives, it has also been criticisedittoperpetuation

of neacolonial frames ofeference Whilst the content isndoubtedly more positive than

previous patterns of coverage, the focus on the continued search for, geadlopment and

innovationin Africarisks its presentatonas a site for international

extractiono ( BGonseguendyar franh challeh@iny the sfejeotypical image of

13
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Africadés dependence on the Gl obal Noinstedd f or i
(Bach, 2013).

More positive content shared by NGO communications is similarly criticisetsfor i

Ar eveionpadWesterhned i ber al v al ues drgéadargugsahatwhil@0 15: 125
more positively framed aid campai greisstifiagi ve vo
tendency to structure such content as a Anarr
di sci pl thatadbereg o lVestem moots of progress and developmeMoreover, for

such a transformation to be viewed as successful, those depicted in campaigns need to be seen to

bebecoming more likeu s 6 a n d iseek tamitigateifferenoe, rathethancelebrag it.

Likewise,Coopersuggests thathilst NGOs acknowledge their neediise social mediéto

afford a voice to t heurpnteaforts awdenke htle toafféctivelyl e s s 0 (
facilitate real change Whil st initiatives #biddenbrisidvatterSave t h
campaign sought to raise awareness of more chronic problems faced in the sector, Cooper found

that most campaigns generally prontbéenergency fundraiseesnd as such reinfordehe

simplistic and decontextualizeda r r at i ves of t he Thigaloagsideehecy i ma
utilisation of blogsylogs,and interviewshas dondittle in changing the perceived distance

between marginalised groups alévelopedonlookers andhas insteatended teemphasise

the afectiveexperiences of benevolent Westerners (20Thus,despite efforts to change, it

would appear that curreMGO practices hat fAgi ve voicedargelp t heir be
illusory, with NGOs acting as gatekeepers rather than mediators, andtauthdigenous/oices

Al ar g el yfroomhes coimmmugication®Orgad, 2017129).

1.5 A Gap in the Discourse Combining Conservation and Communications Studies

Althoughexistingresearch in conservation and media communicatsoraely combined, both

fields speak confidently about the colonial influence and pervasive dominance of Western

ideology on contemporary configurations of powgvhilst evidence of this tendency is

demastrable in many studie,is important to be mindful of the existence of the assumptions

and presuppositions that drive these cl ai ms.
media image, Scotlaimsthatitisia subj ect aposngtakesocguastedd on e x
assumptiongand]i s i n fact responsi bl e forThi;maa nt ai ni ng

argues,isduetd s i ntention to seek and emphasise fAon

14
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aspects of representations of Afrigenich] may inadvertently end up serving to reinforce the

very same ideas that t hese EsdentialySeatclamsthatn s e ek
the established assumption that US and UK media depict Africa problematically adisssd

approach to reearchthat influencescholars to interpret data in a way that meets these dominant
assumptions (47)Thesepresuppositiontherefore become seléinforcing, a problem further

emphasised by the indiscriminateasé t he t er ms A p ot@dategoriseentediaa n d fin
coverage,asthect s as a basis for fisuggesting that t
di fferent studies, when they atid46hft en measur

These pervasive presuppositi@rereflected in claims about the depiction of Africa in
indigenous African reportingWhilstit is generally suggested thaich coverag&equentlyuses
and eplicates the same frames found in Western media o(atkara, 2014; Scott, 20654
Bunce efal, 2017:9, research into this area is comparatively sparse anoh¢pitkrobust

empirical evidenceLikewise,whilst existingresearch into the usd social median Africa is

both more common and mooetimistic, it has tended to focus thus far its1capacity to
empoweiindividual usersn political contextgather tharconservatiororganisationgo create

A Af r-dricea counten a r r athat addressithe problematic nature of dominant discourses
(Nyabola, 2017:114see also Flamenbaum 2017; Mkp2019 Dwyer & Molony, 2019.

This dissertation therefore seeksitaw these elements togetheatidress the following

research question: How are humaihdlife interactions depicted in the Kenyan media landscape
and how do they interact witominant conservation discoursgfather than a broad and
shallow analysigdentifying general patterns of coverage across the couthigyfocus will beon

a small crossection of the Kenyamedia landscape, includirmgntent gathered from Kenyan
newspapesrthe Daily Nationand Sunday Natigrthe American NGO Africa Wildlife

Foundation (AWF), and two smaller Kenyan NGOs Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians

To facilitate the researcthree supplementary research questemesddressed: 1) What typé o
human wildlife interactions are given most salience and how are they framed? 2) What
referentialand predicationadtrategies are used to depict the humans and wildlife involved and
what type of interpretations does this encouPag)eWhat implicationsight this have on

current and future conservation initiatives and the dominance of Western conservation ideology?

In drawing togethedebates about the problematic presentations of indigenous agency in both the

15
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conservation sector and media communicatiand examining them within the context of a
specific data sethe research presented seeks to provide initial insights into the ways in which
indigenous African news and NGO communicatiorieract with dominant conservation

discoursesand theextent towhich they reflect efforts to decolonise the sector

16
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Research Methods

2.1 Approach Overview

As thisresearclseeks taonduct a detailed analysistbe discursive representationtafman
wildlife interactionsin a small crossection ofthe Kenyan media landscapibe use of Content
Analysis in isolation is insufficient. Insteaalmixed-methods approachas adoptethat

involved Content Analysis, Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) and Ssinictured Interviews

Beginning with annitial Content Analysis providealquantitative understandiraf what was
written about and how often (Bryman, 2006:27%histhen informedhe selection ofhe
representative sample for tidA, as it ensured thameaningful comparisons could be drawn
betweerthe newspaper arsbcial mediaontent collectedThe CDA conducted focused on the
referential and predicational strategised by content producgiReisigl and Wodak, 200Bnd
enableca deeper understamgjnot onlyof how specific individuals involved in humamildlife
interactions were presentdalit how these presentatioragagedvith widerdiscoursessocial
practicesand configurations of power within the conservation sq®ahardson, 2007;
Fairclough, 2003). Whilst challenging to conduct within the context of a global pandemic, the
inclusion of interviews with relevant academics, journalists and NGO practitioners further
strengthened the overall understanding gained throughout this reseatdtelpsd to both
mitigatethe presence gtsearcher bias the CDAand develop a more nuanced insigiib the
ways in which these frames are produced, disseminated and understood by key stakeholders in
the field.

2.2 Data Collection

As Kenya is known both for its wetlocumented history of humanmildlife conflict (Western &

Waithaka, 2005), and its diverse and increasingly digitised media landscape (Nyabola, 2018), it

was an ideal choice of focus for this studpitially, an analysi®f different Kenyan newspapers

was considered, but given the diversity of Ke
social media to address misrepresentation in the aid f€doper, 2015)a study comprising

both of these medms was chosen. In adopting this comparative approach, | felt better

positioned tadevelop an understandindg the impact ospecificaudience and contexin the

production of content about humuanldlife interactions.

17



Conflict or Coexistence? MSc DissertatioSuzanne Loadef,he University of Edinburgiugust 2020

To ensure thahedata set was anageable and meaningftiiefocuswas narrowedo one print

news outlet and the Twitter feeds of three prominent conservation N&Omiitial searctwas

conducted n Lexi sNexis for Keny anwildifecordlictand/erms cont a
coexistene 6 f r o m St20&8rouwlane $62020 and in this initial sample, 78% of the results

were from either the Daily Nation or Sunday Nation newspapers. As these independent

newspapers are both publishedthgprominentNation Media Group and are widelgad across

Kenya, these seemed the most suitable choice for anabisia.r t i cl es co-ntaining
wil dlife conanfillidclti6f eo rc odehxui nsat nesedatesderevdowinlbategln b et w
with articlesthateither reported on events outside of Kenya, or that only menttbeaun
passingoeingdiscardedThis left73 articles and adequate material to provide both a general

overview of thep a p @epistion ofhumanwildlife interactionsover the past two yes, andan

appropriate selectioinom which tochoosespecific articles for CDA.

When selecting conservation NG€s comparisonit was importanto ensurghe data set was

broadwhilst facilitating sufficient depth of analysis'here were various optig availableto

focus on one NGO and conduct an analysis of all content on their websites and social media
accountsto include multiple NGOs and look at multiple platforms of contentpdwok at

multiple NGOs and focus on one platform of communicatiBach of these approaches would
providemeaningfulinsights into thelepiction and framing diumanwildlife interactions but

the inclusion omultiple authorsandplatformswould limit the clarity oftheanalysis. As such,

the choice was made focus on the Twitter feeds of the weltablished American NGO, AWF,

and the much smaller Kenydoased NGOs Lion Guardians and Ewaso Liohs AWF 1 s 1At he
ol dest and | argest conservation organisation
(AWF, 2016) and works in and from Kenya, this felt an important voice to inclutie in

anal ysi s, especially as it is Acommitted to a
|l ands conservation globall yo (ocallyibasedNGOs The i nc
also committed to promoting coexistence and the amplification of African vensesel a more

balanced insight into the content collected and analysed.

The choice to focus solely on Twitter dadage of the more popular social media platis in
Kenya (Nyabola, 2018)s opposed to all social media platforms utiliseduré consistencyn

theanalysis, as the data gathered were produced tiergame tooland werdocated in the
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same digital space, with the same potential audiecBeehN GOd6 s T wi twaesurveged nt e n't
from the same dates #ee newspapesampleto ensure that they would all be reacting to the

same national contexwith the initial intention of categorising @leets posted between these

dates. This was straightforvebfor both Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians, but it soon became

apparent that this was not appropriate for AWF. Firstly, AWF posted far more frequently than

both Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians, with a total of 14,897 tweets compa&&d 8cand

1,527 respetively’. Additionally, AWF often retweeted their own content, which the other two

NGOs did not. As suclit, wasfound that codingltA WF @ syseet s posted in 2020
worth oftweets every ten days in 2018 and 2019 enabled fair representatiamandgeable

data setwhilst still attainingtheoretical saturatio(Bryman, 2008:54R

2.3 Social Media Ethics Public or Private?

Social medialatais notoriouslyproblematic with regards to ethics, as its fluidity of users,
purposes, content, and terms of agreement render it difficult to categorise (AolR, 2019; Samuel
et al, 2018). Whilst othertypes of datare easy tidentifyase i t h e r ard phardfdrertely, 06
accessed for analysis o r  or@quiningirdotmeed cdnsenivefore usgsocial media is more
complex, ashe distinction between public and privédéharder to definéTaylor and Pagliari

2018, p.3) Additional debates abotite use of social nedia datancludeissues such as the
difficulties of obtainingruly informedconsent (Swirskgt al, 2014:61; BRC 2015:12)theuse

of data taken from closed group chats and discussion forusRE2015: 10and the usef
personaktatus updates (Beninger 2017:64)

Fortunatelythe ethical concerns tifisresearch are much simplerthe datasetis gleanedrom
organisationkrather than individual accounts.sAuchthe contentollecteddoes not represent

that of an individal unaware of how their data iingused and accessed, but of an established
organisatioractively seeking exposure and public engagement. Additionally, the content

gat hered can confidently be identi fdbglBaceas 6 pu
and Livingston (2005:38). Asthe datacollecaedii pu bl i cl 'y archived and r
without being a registered user or account fo

natureo or its use pitwdspdmissildéd both yuotd and dnalyser 6 s p o

1 True at poinobf data collection (26/06/2020)
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content without consent (ibidalthough each organisation was informethefresearch intent
andwasinvited to participate To ensure transparency and comj
conditions they were mformed of the research being conducted through the registration of a
0Devel operd account, and their @Asdudhitwass wer e

ensured thahedata collection process was ethicalust,and replicable.

2.4 The Complexities of Comparing Contrasting Data Sets

As there were significant differences in the content of the articles and tweets collected, separate
coding manuals were created using the more flexible approach afforded by Ethnographic Content
Analysis( Appendi x 1.1 and 1. 2). This ensured a fis
1996:16) approach to the categorisation of data and provided a clear overview of content from

each media outlet.

To enable a clearer comparison of the content of newspapetweeatd sampled, theodes used
weresubsequentlgondensed to general groupings (Appendix.2H)is allowed for an easier

identification of thekey similarities and differences in the events reported and framesamsed
asthe findings of the Contentralysis demonstrated clear differenaeghedepiction of specific
humans and wildlife involveth interactionsthis became the focus tife CDA and informed the

choices made when selecting texts for further analysis

There arenanyapproaches tDiscourse AnalysigBryman 2008, p.500)ut for the parameters

of thisresearchF ai r ¢ | o u g ICDAsis nmost dpprbpriates itcombines akngagement

withtheh s oci al theoretical i s swvitheaslaseexayimmiios afthe o f t h e
linguistic features of text®003, p.2) As with the Content Analysis, a detaiksst of

instructionswere followedthroughouthe analysis(Appendix 1.3) butasan examination of the

referential and predicational strategies used in &adiproved to be most fruitful, this became

the primary focus Consequentlyparticular attention was paid tiee language used to identify

specific groups involved in humawildlife interactionsandthe strategies used to depict their

experienceand behaviours.

2.5 Positionality and Isolation: Mitigating Challenges During a Global Pandemic

Whilst CDA provides clear insight into how audienceseareouragedo interpret and perceive

events, no textal analysis can tell you how audieneesually interpret ther{Fairclough
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200316). Consequentlyl,had to be mindful oy own potential biases as theréii:i 0 s u c h
t hing as an oibig:1d)c Wiih mebackgraunady aknglishteachermy interest

in conservatiorand the fact that the analysis weascessarilyyonducted remote)ymeasurebad

to be taken teensure that | was approaching the texts as objectively as pdstaider, 2019)

The use opre-writteninstructionsensired that my approach to each text was consistent, but
given thatmostCDA examiningjournalistic practicédocuses on news produced in tAmbal

North, (Fairclough, 2003; Richardson, 2007; Hawk et al, 1992; Bunce et al, 2@bti)d notbe
assumd that the discursive practisef Kenyan newgroductionwere the same ohbsein the

Global North Additionally, it is important to acknowledge thitaerenote data collection was
limited to Englishsources readily available on LexisNexis, and so cannot account for possible
counternarratives published in Kiswabhili, or that are circulated from localised sources like local

radio stations

To minimise the impct ofresearcheexperiences, beliefs, and assumptiomgrviews were
conductedvith various stakeholders in the conservation secitisfacilitateda more objective
and nuanced understanding of timpact of relevantontexs underlying the production of
contenf andfurther consolidatethe understanding of how particular items wereendedio be
interpreted

Conducting interviews remotely proved to be one of the more challenging ptrédata

collection resulting in tle procurement gbarticipants at institutional rather than grassroots

level. Whilst | was fortunate in thdtwasintroduced to key contaxin the field, the fact that |

had not mehor built a rapport withmy intervieweestill had to be overcomel was aware that

my identity as a Britislnternational Developmerstudentwvould potentially cause reluctance to
participate, and indeed encountered some organisations that declined my request for interview
due to negative past experienc&onsequently, eve effort was takerto make participants as
comfortable as possible: questiamsre senin advance to those who requested it, all
intervieweesvere madanonymous to protect both their right to anonymity and professional
reputation(Taylor and Pagliari 2018, p.28hd interviewsvere not recordedThis was a
deliberate choice to mitigateh e | mpact of O0The WVYbskstvebLabBboWwas ¢
refers specifically to sociolinguisticsjdassertion that participants modify and moderate their
language choicehrough fear of being judged whilst under observati®v2)demonstratea
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palpaplempact on content when participants know they are beingdilionethat would be

compounded when interviewed by someone that they have not met

It is for this same reason thagrbal rather than written consent was gaifmeth interview
participants, athe use of official formsvould create a prohibitively forah atmosphere that
would discourage more candid responses. Instead, camagisoughinformally in initial email
communicationsandagain at the beginning of eartterview, with a reminder of the righo
withdrawincludedin follow-up communicatios This approachwas consideredarefully, and as
theindividualsincluded weraused to being quoted for research and press purposesfelt
thatfully informed consentould beensuredanda relaxed and comfortable atmospd

maintained

Alongside the obstacle of building trust remotely, glabal pandemic further complicatéte

interview procesas all participants were working from home and regularly using Zoom or

Skype botHor professional and personal purposes. @quently, some of my participants

expressed reluctance to use video calling technology as theexmrsencingg Zoom f at i gue
(Armstrong, 2020; Sklar, 2020, Sander & Bauman, 2020; Jiang, 2020). To attempt to mitigate

this,| ensured that | was availaldétimes that suited participants, and offered WhatsApp, email,

Skype and Zoom as options to conduct the intersiefpproximately half of the respondents

chose to conduct the interviews via email, whiapactedthe amount of questions asked.

Despite hese difficulties, the interviews conducted provided vital insight into the text production
process that would not have been geginom CDA alone and further enablédte mitigation

and monitoing of the presence oésearcher bias ithetextual analysis

2.6 Insights or Representative SamplesAcknowledging Parametersof the Research

Althoughevery effort has been taken to ensure thatanalysis conductes as objective as
possible, it is important to ensure that the parametdtseoésearch are clearly defined to avoid
the drawing of unwarranted conclusions. Whit& choiceo focus the analysis on one print
newspaper and t hr e eochl&e&dsaplatformeffeptivety fadilitatedtheo n e
methods used in this dissertatitime data selectearenot sufficient tobe considered
representativef thedepiction of humaiwildlife interactionsin theKenyan media landscape.
Likewise, it should k& noted that athe analysis conductemnsulted stakeholders at institutional
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rather than grassroots level, it provigessible interpretations of the content includattier

than actual responses.

What this study does provideiistial insightsinto the depiction of humawildlife conflict in

the Kenyan medilandsapeintended to prompurther research and discussitmturning the

focus away from news production in the Global North and examining the ways in which these
specfic news outlets engage with dominant discourses in the conservation sector, the findings of
this dissertation offer possible patterns of current praaticewhat this might mean in relation to

its engagement with the broader aims of the conservatioorsect
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3.1

Analysis

Overall Patterns of Coverage

Before conducting detailedDA, it was necessary to first ascerttie general patterns of

coveragevhen reporting instances btimanwildlife interactionan Kenya. This involved

determiningwhatkind of interactions were given most salieras&l thecommontonesconveyed

when depicting them

Overall, the Daily Nation prioritised conflidtielled interactions rather than promoting instances

of coexistence Of the data gathered8.67%reported the negative impacts of humans and

wildlife living in close proximity such as loss of life, property or livesto¢téee Figure 1) with

most stories depicting humans as the victims of interactionsnililife (see Figure2). The

termdumanwi | d | i f waswsedinefjuenthcandndiscriminately referringbothto

incidentsinvolving wildlife, suchas attacks on humans and retaliatory Killiregswell as

disputesbetweerpeople, particularly betweanral communities and the institutional bodies

from whom theysoughtcompensation Whilst 21.33% of the sample focused on more positive

interactions, such as the development of community strategies and innovations designed to

mi t i

gat e

and

prevent

conf | i

ct

t he

term 6coex

surveyedandthis was in passing in an article about the growing number of pbepigkilled
by wildlife (Daily Nation, July 3, 2019).

Positive (eg community Negative (eg | Neutral Neutral (seeking
strategies and fatalaties or (statement | engagement
innovations damage to of fact) from followers)
property)
Daily Nation 78.67% 21.33% 0 0
Twitter 21% 11% 44% 24%

Figure 1: Overview of tone of the newspaper and social media data sets

Content Daily Nation | Twitter
People affected 56.01 9.82
Wildlife affected 12 42
Solutions to conflict 18.67 24.36
Audience Engagement| 0 20.84
Other 13.32 2.98

Figure 2:

Percentage coverage of content in Daily Nation and Twitter data sets.
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Il n contrast t o t hthehDmaan tosts ofNcanflict cansédiivyndg aloogside o n
wildlife, wi t hi n the 1750 tweets svarplled eusxe ndfl itch &
Instead, references to specific types of conflict were used, with 12.48% of the sample comprising

of references to issues such as poaching, retaliatory killing, loss of crops or livestock and land
disputes (see Figure 3 below). Of this 12.48%, only 0.68&&redto conflict in which humans

werethe victims, focusing instead on conflict fuelled by wildlife trade.

Ewaso Liong Lion AWF | Total
Guardians|

Facts about relevant | 26.36% 16.83% | 34.72%| 30.07%
animals/landscapes
Pledge your support | 5.66% 2.48% 4.74% | 4.91%
Caption this photo 0 0 5.03% | 2.69%
Question/poll 0.21% 0 6% 3.29%
Buy this product 0.51% 2.97% 2.96% | 2.02%
Donate 0.93% 2.48% 3.26% | 2.3%
Event 9.37% 8.91% 2.44% | 5.63%
Vision/mission 2.16% 3.96% 1.7% | 2.06%
statement
Work done by NGO | 34.19% 35.15% | 8.88% | 20.72%
Land/habitat 0.21% 0.5% 5.48% | 3.05%
Tourism 0 0.5% 1.04% | 0.59%
Covid19 1.85% 2.48% 2.74% | 2.38%
Poaching 0 0 8.66% | 4.64%
Livestock/crop raiding 0 1.49% 0.81% | 0.55%
Wildlife trade 0 0 6.66% | 3.57%
Retaliatory killing 0.51% 0.99% 0.74% | 0.67%
Coexistence 0.93% 4.46% 1.63% | 1.58%
Work with 17.1% 16.83% | 2.52% | 9.27%
community

Figure 3: Percentage coverage of topics within the Twitter data set

Whilst this apparent prioritisation of the welfare of wildlife over people may not be surprising
given thatthat is whathe three NGOs surved are all designed to protect, a more detailed
comparison of their posting patterns exposes some interesting differences between the two
smaller Kenyan NGOs and their larger American counterfegither Ewaso Lionsor Lion
Guardians make any referertogpoaching or the international wildlife trade in the tweets

sampled, and whilst Lion Guardians mention losses to crops or livestock in 1.49% of their
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tweets, Ewaso Lions do not refer to this at A& such, followers of these two accounts learn

little about instances of humawildlife conflict encountered by the two NGOsyt given that

17.1% of EwasoLiosm nd 16. 83 % of Lion Guardianso6 tweet s
|l ocal communities (compared to jratherthal2. 52 % of
excluding rural communitiesd interthegymayons wi t
insteadbetrying to change thdominant discourse of conflict to one of coexisteas@advised

by the literaturéPetersoret al, 2010)

An examination of the tone of the tweéisther illustrates thisas is evident in Figure 4

Categorisinghe tweets by overall tone wasnore complicategprocesshan with the newspaper

articles, as 68% of threample waslecidedly neutral This comprised of tweetsither stating

facts about the ani mal s a n wdithdutadierehca to sonflictod er t h
conservation successesthose thaencouragedfollower participation through the inclusion of

hyperlinks to pollspetitions,and donation sites. Of the remaining 32%, more were positively

framed (21%}han negatively, but when examined separaigBinthere are some stark

differences betwen AWF and the two smaller NGOs. Both Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians

posted very few negatively framed tweets, comprising of less than a percent for each NGO.
Conversely, AWF posted more negatively framed tweets than positive ones, which correlates

with their topic choices listed above.

Positive Negative Neutral Neutral (seeking

(statement of engagement
fact) from followers)

Ewaso Lions 23.19% 0.41% 65.21% 11.19%

Lion Guardians | 26.87% 0.75% 47.01% 25.37%

AWF 18.79% 21.87% 26.31% 33.03%

Total 21% 11% 44% 24%

Figure 4: Tone ofsocial media data set separated by NGO

Whilst this data does noffer insight into the specific methods used to depict humidlife
interactions in Kenya, the patterns discussed thus far provide some interesting indications
warranting further explorationinitial analysis implies that content in the Daily Nation is most
likely to focus on interactions involving conflict with wildlife in which humans are the victims,

or to draw attention to where rural communities are not adequately being supported by the
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government and Kenya Wildlife Servi¢€WS). Conversely, content posted on fheitter

accounts sampleabpeamore likely tofocuson the wildlife they prote¢tvith comparatively

few posts referencing conflictWhen conflict was mentioned, it tended to focus on instances in
which wildlife were framed as victimsuch aghe consumptive wildlife trade. AWF posted the
most negative content out of the three accowamd,produced the least content that included
reference to communities livirejongsidewildlife, whilst both Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians
placed farmore emphasis on positively framed tweets about their success in training community

wildlife guardians and other methods promoting coexistence.

To ascertain how exactly different groups affected by humadlife conflict are presented in

the different media outlets surveyedrepresentative sample of the data set was examined using
CDA. As the initial content analysis indicated that humans andifsildere treated differently
depending on the outlet producitige content,| chose to focus thimllowing CDA on the
referentialand predicationadtrategies (Reisigl & Wodak, 2001) used to describe participants
involved in humarwildlife interactions By examiningthe depiction of human and wildlife
behaviours as well as the proposed solutions to the conflicts being disd¢usstbdexposehe

value judgementsf writersand howtheyreinforceor challenge discourses of conflict and

coexstence when writing about humawildlife interactions

3.2 Devastatinglnvasions or Tolerable Inconvenienca? Strategiesused to depict

wildlife living alongsiderural communities

As would be expected, references to wildlife were common acrossuthmedia outlets

included in the data set, but the referential and predicational strategies used to depict them varied
significantly. One of the most common topics reported in the Daily Nation dataset w

instances oWildlife attackinghumansand wh& doing sahere was a tendency amahg

journaliststo referto the wildlife involved in a way that presedthem as aggressive and

antagonistic. In tworéiclesabout a growth in poachimfgu b | i shed i rfvildif® 19 ( 6 Hur
clash spurs poaching, illiditade in game me@ly Diana MutheuPaily Nation 11/07/2019;

Poverty, invasions by wild animals fuel poaching in Téavobugy Mkanyika,Sunday Nation
21/07/2019)bothwriters opeedwi t h r ef erences to the fAdeat hs,
(Mkanyika, 2019 caused by wildlife that leff TatRavet a vi |l |l agers fAangryo
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(Mutheu, 2019¥. It is interesting that both articles begin in this way given that the headlines

appear to focus on a rise in poaching rather than the negative impact oh&airgldlife .

Whilst the headline may indicate the type of content considered most liketyaict eeaders,

opening tharticles in this way gives salience to the risks suffered by rural communaities

than the culling of wildlife, which guidebe readeto view the poachers sympathetically

Rather than criminals, they are known first foe fosses they have incurread therefore their
actions are framed as an inevitable consequen
wi | d(Mkahy&ka 2019Yyather than ruthlesgreed an@émbition

Thisinterpretation is further encouragey usingdistinctly negativepredicational strategies

used to refer to a particular pride of lions. Mutheu and Mkanyika refer to the lions as

A mar a uvadnidn ghdr oeapadtiviely, with both premodifying adjectives implyihgt the
prideds b éthéausé a unpredistabke and uncontrollable destructioaddition to

this, Muthe@ sategorisation dboth the lions andther wildlife encroaching on farmlaras

Aenemi es t oandikianykad |segatextefmition ofthemasinot é a spect acl
behol dé f oestablisb wildlite amnatversarial to humans and the sourtte of

antagonism in their interactiomsth people Thisis further exacerbated through thggressive

and militaristicverbs used to degbe treiract i ons: t hey Adestroyo, Ain
Il i vestock t hat Sdchmferénses to willjedcoutage readers wew them

asthe source and cause of conflidéstroyng everything in their pathndleaving the

communities they encountier a desperate situatiavith no other way of supporting their

families thancrime

Likewise, inthearticlesthatreporedsituations in which wildlife had attacked humattse
incidentswereframed in a way thagxacerbatethe violence of the attacks, portraying the

problem animals involved as intentionally antagonistic and dangerous. When reporting a hyena
attack inFebruary2 0 1 9 , Njugunads headline OHyena maul s
immediatelypresentdthe hyena as violent and vindictive. The use osttev age v asr b 0 ma
particularly effective asimpliesa v i vi d s e n sarbaaty furthehemphasises bya 6 s

the fact that the hyena attacked a vulnerable and defencelessdyouingNjuguna adopted a

similar strategy in December 2018 when reportinigath caused by an elephant attatke

2 See Appendix 1.4 for a full list of articles analysed.
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headline ARogue el ephant kills man in Laikipi
t he animal, as t he pframesdhe eldplyant asgelibedajelg reltelliouse o6 r o
and the use of the active voice and present t
was premeditatedThe framing of wildlife in the articles analysed therefore suggests a

journalistic tendencyo frame humans and wildlife as adversaries, with the wildlife often

portrayed as a deliberately violent and aggressive antagonist bent on ¢eusitg vulnerable

communities.

Whilst referential and predicational strategies used me  Ni@e®tsadalysedalsosought to

humanise the animals depicted in their communicatibiswas done for different reasonis

twees posted on January @nd February 292020 AWF referedto both lions and elephants

as fineighbourso that can Wwth% Therbpeatefbdeafdhé and fd
nounfneighbouré humanises the animals and aligns more with discourses of coexistence than

those of conflictas it suggests that both wildlife and humans are permanent residents of the area.
Additionally, theadjectives fidifficult d andfibad are both commonly used to describe the

behaviour ounpleasanhumanneighbourswhichmakes them seem more of a nuisathes a
danger.Theway t hat t he el eph asdampéarsbddiendedtar i s dep
subliminally alter audience perception so that the damage they caaesmiamfrequent, as

reinforced by the use tliev e r b pdnrebad meighbours whichimplies peaceful

coexistence is just as likely.h@&y are alstaterd e s cr i bed wusing the adject
predicational attribute with far lesggressiveand antagonisticonnotations thaany of those

usedby the Daily Natobmnd one that encourages the reader

inconvenient, but tolerable.

Whilst the tweet about lionis more explicit about the dangers of livialpngsidewildlife,

acknowledging thatthey pr e y 0 n thie use & getb® aga@ppeéarso minimisethe

consequential damage of these attadksought he destructi ve verb fAdeci
describe the impact on rural livelihoods and food securgystiength of meaning is limited
whencombined with theno d a | auxi | ioasthepenceptioh of thecsoale sk to

rural communitiess minimised, inferring an understanding thatient interactiongrenot

inevitable. Additionally, the referential strategies used in the final sentence apfetrdo

3 See Appendix.1for screen captures of all tweets analysed.
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reduce thélame apportioned tilons, aghey state that AWF assists local farmers with
protecting their |ivestock f r osuggésghatdichaareor s 0.
not the only wildlife guilty of preying on livestock, and stating that such assistance reduces

Athe retaliatory kil | ithegperception dhemassruhlesstkikersismpl| i ¢

the result of being blamed for loss of livestock caused by other predators

Lion Guardians also frammumanwildlife conflict involving livestock loss in a way that

intentionally minimiss its antagonism by removing blanf@den statementnd specific details

of theconflict from their content. In a tweet posted on Janua2D2Q both the verbs and

nouns used lack the specificity and value judgements present in the predicational strategies used

in the Daily Nation articles. Rat her than de
land,conflict is attributed to livestocgeting filost in the bgho This verb phrase does not place

bl ame explicitly on any party, as |ivestock a
they are onlkilled when they stray out of community land, rather than being ambushed by

predators. Interestingly, éltweet doesot reference predati@pecifically, but implies it

indirectlyt hr ough the complex noun phrase fAa chain
worse off, makes communiti es amadicstruycturand put s
creats a sense of objectivity, as it ligke losses incurred by all interested parties, and frames all

as victims. The lack of blame is further emphasisecearticulating he conf |l i ct as @i
unfortunat e s e&grramporeayimgfthe wildlinvdlved.a® deliberately

antagonistic as was the case in the Daily Nation articlesnbission of any wider context and

theuse of thevaguepr e modi f yi ng a d jaguablyioveesimplifies, tlepaliticises at e 0
and minimises the nature of the confleiiggeshg thatwhilst not preferablethe loss is

circumstantiabnd onghatshouldbe tolerated

Althoughno parties are blamed directtythis tweetit is arguably the local communities

mentioned that areubtly framed in a more negativgnnerthan that of the wildlife depicted.

Firstly, the fact that communities are described @asn g r y , &n einatiye respense to the

Aunf ortunat eo | o dghattheyfmay féeknclimed toiseelkeveageeas k reaulh d
Additionally, the inclusion of the hyperlinkadi deo titl ed AThe | mportanc

suggests thahe resolution of this type of conflict is the responsibilitofmmunitiegather
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than wildlife, wit hgedtirygéhatpis goarbetding thaeallows lyestock 0 s u

to figet | osto.

Ewaso Lions seems to adopt a similar strategy when referencing conflict involving the wildlife

they protect, as they provide little detalioutits nature and severityin a tweet poston

March 24", 2019 there is only a brief mention of conflict in tegndeticlist detailing the

itinerary forthat dayin Ma ma Si mba school, team digging wat e
being revised, Rangers from Kal ama t alkeen on s
lack of determiners, articles or modifiers make this reference particularly ambigsdtus, ot

clear whether the conflict was widespread or an isolated incident, and there is no indication given

as tothe scale of the damage causddhe placement of this reference is also effective, as its

positioning at the end of a long list implidmt it was not a priority of the day, nor was it of
particular i mportance. Any n efgthermitigatedy connot
through the use df h e v e r hoasiitsstighesteddfimitive andsuccessful resolution to

whatever proble the conflict caused

Whilst details of conflict are generally avoidéldere weregnstances whermore detailed

information about wildlife encroaching into community land was providdtbughthis appears

to encourage the reader to view the conter@msre objective depiction of wildlife, a closer

inspection of the strategies used to do this reveals that the values and interests of the content
creators are still present. Irivaeet posted by Lion Guardians on Jufi¢ 2018 an anecdote

aboutf i ve fAl azy, r oadbl o passerbwistited@sarsexampleobthev e ni e nc
increase of liorhuman encounters causedliznsi bur geoni ng o Aswtmmuni ty
the other tweets analysed, the language used here is interesting, Ecddsafter the
mentioning of fAa r ougfrthérdetailsare mdvided redardingahedel i ct o
firough week®) so the inclusion of an instance thates/oid of violenceencourages a less severe
perception of the conflianentioned previoug. The use of andveb adj ecti v
Ai nconveigd efnari nggroy from the fAimaraudingo pride
andheavilyimply that they pose ndanger taesidents Additionally, the use of the noun

fipasserdyoto refer b peoplefurther distances audience perception from natadrviolence

anddanger as it impliesthat the lions and local community do not come into direct contact,

creating an environment peaceful coexistence rather tHde-threateningonflict.
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There are clear differences in the depiction of wildlife in the newspaper articles and tweets
analysed, and although approaches vary between the three NGOs, all seem to employ referential
and predtationalstrategies that seek to ameliorate audience perceptions of damage caused by
wildlife. Contrastingly, the Daily Nation regularly employed referential and predicational
strategies that sought to demonise wildlife and highlight the scale of tregddhey caused,

which suggests the continuing use of frames of conflict rather than coexistence.

3.3 In need of protection, education, or acknowledgementBtrategiesused to depict

communities living alongsidewildlife

As with the depiction oWildlife, there waslsoconsiderable variance in te&ategiesisedto

frame and portrayural communitiesaffected by the presencewiidlife and the levels of

visibility afforded to them Within the Daily Nation data seteferential strategies used to depict

victims of humarnwildlife conflict often focused on emphasising the vulnerability of local
communities. This was most prominent in artd.i
article abouthe death of a youngjrl in August 2018.In theheadlinefi 1-yearold girl is killed

by crocodi l e itr eK iageisfoBgsmindedaemphasising yauth and

vulnerability. Elsewhere in the article she isreferredtash e Cl ass Two Karur a
Schoolpupil,0 a noun phrase which again denotes her youth and vulnerability, encouraging the

audience to view her as fragile and with sympathy.

Alongsidethe depiction of the girl killedd e s cr i pti ons of her communi t\

reveal importantvale j udgements about the wider 1issues
The article states thate girl was killedbecaus¢é he r esi dents of phedr vi |l | &
water[so they] have to fetch the precious commodity from the crocodiesnf e d dams . 0 T

referential strategies used for water inthissentsncegni f i cantly gui de the 1
understanding of the incident Firstly, st adonothagvept patd whae er &@s i
i mplies the futility of the girl 6 owaeshée h: I f
would not haveencounteredhe crocodile Likewise, the use of the premodifying adjective

phrase ficr o oaahly makesitha dam seene dhiogeangswholly unsuitable for a
child, but describing it as Ainfestedi® i mplie
need ofKWS intervention The implication of these referential strategies is therefore that the
communityneedsadequate protectiofrom wildlife, but that protection does not currently exist.
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This interpretation is reinforced by the decision to refer t&dWsS through a decidedly concise
indirect quotation: AKWS officials said rescu
The fact that this quotation is not attributed to an individual at the MdScontains no
condolencesonveys a distintt negative perception, as they are presented as an impersonal
institution that does not care for Kerilya p.eTbefdctehat no esons are provided for the

inability to conduct rescue operations at night further encourages the audieanddmn the

KWS 6 | ac kasdimpliasahathepfelttheyc oul d not be hel d accoun
deathpurely becausthe attack tok place outside of their working hours.

There are other examples present in the Daily Nation sample that appear to link govantnent

institutionalinadequacy with community vulnerabilityn both previously discussedticles

about poachingan interview witha Mwakitau farmemamedDavis Mwachias included to

illustrate the ongoing issue of a lack of adequate compengaiiarthe KWS after losing

livestock to predatorsBoth writers frameMr Mwachiad s s i dympatheticallsghrough a

description of his Atemporary fence built from

to secure the house, a small granary and a |

premodi fying adjective 0Atempdhighliggtbowand t he ve

ineffectively they are protecting his property fromarauding wildlife echoed by the fa¢hat his

pens have Aremained emptyo 8salossaoausddibysthel KWS est oc
0

Afailing t cont@idn wildlife in the park?o

Beginning withthis specificand decidedly negativeccount of living in close proximity to

wildlife serves to legitimate his assertion that it is this widespread poverty caused by failures of
theKWSt hat have nAdri ven ma Alysisyllastrateg thnowgmthet o poach
subsequent inclusion of @monymised accountf a poachem whichtheystate that they had no
choice but to turn to Aill egal hfuonrt i yn gsomaulsli ng
ani mal so so that they may AdAfend for their fam
language used by both writers here is significant, as¢haifengehe commorframing of

poachers aarmed |arge-scale, opportunistic huntefigelling theillegal wildlife trade. The

weapons listed, alongside thse of the determindér o n to gsert thahey are not to blame for

hunting larger endangered speaesk to differentiatthe huntergrom the stereotypical

perception of poaching, furh emphasised by thiefusal to use the provocative term and opting
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forthe nounphraséi | | e g al huntingo instead. Li kewi se,
school fees further humanitgsebeing discussedraming themas young men doing what is

necessary to provide for their families when they have no other viable means of earning a living
Consequently, it would seem that within the articles analysed there is a concerted effort to
encourage the government to provide more adequate suppawltoamnmunities. Clear focus

on the plight of specific individuals through the inclusion of firabhd accounts and the

utilisation of referential strategies that heighten their fragility and vulnerability facilitates the

framing of crimes such as poacias being done by those with no other choice, and highlights

the dependence on governmental and institutional support that currently does not exist.

Whilst rural communities were present across the three twitter feeds analysed, there was

significant variace regarding the salience afforded to the®WF mentioned communities least

often, and when they did, it was through indirect refereti@spointed ta collective rather
thannamedndividuals. More positively framed content involvirgpmmunities focused on the

work done by AWF to support them, such aweet posted on Februai™", 2020statingthat

AAWF wor ks with communi ti é ghattprtechligelstpck ffome m c ons
p r e d aahdaanothér posted on April®®%rtc ul at i ng AWF6s belief f#in
communities to engage in sustainable natur al
programs that Ai n dilstthis contenefocasesros providing finanzial o

benefits for those livingearwildlife, it is the actions of AWF rather than the communities
themsel ves that are given salience. The choi
witho communities implies a collaborative rel
communites construct bomasiggestshat they are incapable of doing so themselves. Likewise,

asit i s AWF fAempoweiie mga s engliedthat withdut fieascialt o

incentives and support from the NG@pmmunity membergould continuecausing

unsustainable damage to natural resources. sbhmewhap at er nal i sti ¢ framing
community support is further emphasised in a tweet posted on Magfp§ as the

empl oyment opportunities cr eatmmnitesjtot he NGO a
understand that #wildlife can truly improve their livelihoadEh e use of the wverb
is of particularimportance in this instance, as iheaning is ambiguous. Whilsmay be

intendedto imply that theNGO is in a position tgharestrategiecommunities have not been

exposed to beforand build on current practicthe lack of reference tihe existing expertise of
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the communities involved encourages the audience to percsittgation in whiclNGO
assistances needed to addss acognitive deficiency, rather than the lack of governmental and
institutional support suggested by the Daily Natidime decision to hashtag wildlife rather than
communities is also interesting, as it suggests that it is the interests of wildliéeghmioritised

rather than those of the community when providing this support.

When actions of rural communities are mentioned, it is often done in a disembodied way that
removeghem from the frame entirely. Numerous posts detailing the conservation status of
endangered species citeriipbacdudnsthetweet postederd by
March 8" 2020 fPoachers kil up t o 35, tkeGtatistelsephant s
intended to be shockirgy statingthe highest possible number of deaths recorded, further
emphasi sed by t he npofurherexplanationiepvovide§hisiunmexphaited ¢ h

and altencompassinguse bfh e n o un frgnmiacent af theolonial ceminalisation of

all indigenous hunting practic€Steinhart 2006)and whilst it is not explicit, the use of a

historically racialised term in this way could be said to encourage followers to assume that the
poaching referered is caused biBlack African® rather tharthose involved irthe international

wildlife trade.

The notion that poaching can be attributed to rural communities is further emphasised through

the negative presentation of traditional wildlife consumptilona tweet posted on June.8
2020about the hunting of Kk u dngbeenprizedih Africaefesruse h at t
as musical instruments, honey containers and symbolic, ritual objddte justification for

hunting here is vastly different to that in the Daily Nation articles, as instead of referencing the

need to support their fati@s, community members engaged in hogtare presented as
materialistic, s eek ifontiyialiige rindeedit ambaguousmedetence r o d u c
tohsymbol i c, iginterestiag, as it dvpkesche staveotypicelge of a primitiveand

spiritual Africanmore concerned with ritual consumption than conservation science

Contrastingly, Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians both created content that granted far more

visibility to rural communities, an unsurprising trend given the fact thatidG®s employ Lion

Guardians, Mama Simbas and Warriors from local communities to dasigdeliver their

projects. Ewaso Lions regularly posticontent about individual team members, such as a tweet

posted on July 29, 2018a bout a female employee named Munte
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Samburu womané dri ving ar o udodcommuaity percgptiohsi ons, 0
of her rather than her specific role and duties. The twadiparticular attention to the fatiat

Al adi es fr om Waelghanedwmn Salmbutr o, ®confirm that s
t hat her Adri ving f amed.Thh faadingpftlisvanecdote A myt hi c a
encourages a positive perception of the NGO and its emplbyaelsnonstating the efficacy

and inclusivity of their capacitiguilding initiatives. It also creates the impression that

collaboration with the community is fully realised in the work Ewaso Lions does, as the

reference to multiple womerlephoningviunteli impliesthat lines of communication between

the NGO andocal communitiesre open and frequently used. Additionally, the exclamation
punctuating the statement that the women want
they had talked aboutherskill unt i | they had attained Amythic
excitement about the conservation work being done by Ewaso Lions and the suggestion that

there are many other women who would wish to follow in her footsteps.

The NGOO6s ¢ ommi teooenmunitytineolveaners dand autoreoriny is reinforced by

frequent references to Jeneria, the Director of Community Conservatiom ficoncei ved t
Warrior Watch Programme in 20H0id has since been responsible for engaging dozens of

Samburu warriors in liom o n s e r (Ewasa Linms,(2020)A tweet posted on May $1202Q

including a link to a speech made by Jeneria at the Global Biodiversity Festpiains how he

is Atransitioning from a warrior to an el der
c o0 n s e r Vlaetrdfecence t0 Jeneria becoming an elder demonstrates both the longevity of

the work done by Ewaso Lions and the mutual resp#diyfdoth the NGO and local

community members. Li kewise, reference to th
explicit through the verb c lraneecentredgoeganceandi ng o
personal development. Likewise,theosE t he noun A wdhegommounity 6 t o r ef
members employed to monitor and protect lions denotes a strandility and wisdom

regarding their knowledge of conservation practtbas is not present in tweets that reference
communities being hefa in a morgeneraland nondescript way.

Lion Guardians employ similar strategies when creating content about local communities, often
profiling individual Lion Guardians when they join the team, as was the case in a tweet posted on

April 1%, 2019 about. ank o i . D e s eset leduer dith bots of Bnergy amda @assion
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for conservation, 0 the predicational strategi
community members, framing them as an essential asset to the NGO, rather than a group that

need to be financially incentivised in order to protect wildlife. Of particular interest, however,

were posts shared by Lion Guardians thatlicitly referencedhe value oKenyan methods of
conservation. A tweet shared on MarcH'22019highlightedthe traditionafknowledge [an}

expertise of Maasai warriors as n e 0 fgredtestegsats Thie language used here not only
recognises thai A f r metheds 6f conservation both exist and predatgemporary

initiatives driven by conservation NG(but that an inclusion dhese methodsiakescurrent

conservation practicaore effective.

The desire to ensure that Maasai knowledgalequately recognised and acknowledged

further emphasised in a tweet posted on Octob®r A®18. The post includes a retweet from

another account that attributes the Lion Guardianoeservatioomodelto Dr Leela Hazzah

alongside theicorrectionA L i on Gu a r -tbunded by Dnttezah anadDr Dolreny based

on an idea from t he Mbedatdhat theysstressithatrtheir appnoacms e | v e
Abased ond Maasai knowl edge chall enges the <co
reliant on support from NGCand the assumptin that they need to be taught how to mitigate

conflict with wildlife. By choosing to instead promaie approacfirmly rooted in traditional

knowledge, culture and practice, the content shared encourages followers to value and promote

the need foautheatic collaboratiorin which community members are given the space and

opportunity to articulate their needs rather than be taught how to live alongside wildlife

As with the depiction of wildlife, theariousreferential and predicational strategies used t

depict rural communities living alongside wildlifedicate the existence epecific value

judgements and intentions of those creating the content. The choice to portray people as either
vulnerable, dependent or valued assets integral to the sucaesssefvation significantly alters

both the way that intended audiences perceive homildtfe interactions in Kenya and the
subsequent strategies that should be used to mitigate conflict and promote coexisience.
important to note that thus far ethnalysisof this small snapshot of the Kenyan media landscape
reflectsmy own interpretations and understandiagd whilstthe framesdentified may not be
surprising given the common purposesl discursive practiced these different media forms, it

is vital to mitigate any elements of researcher bias in my analysis. To facilitatedtmnslucted
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interviews with relevant academics, journalists and NGO Communications Officers and used the

content of these interwies to illuminate the discussion of the implications of my findihgs.

3.4 Stakeholder Insights into theDiscursive Practices Underpinning the Framing of

Human-Wildlife Interactions

Al t hough focused on | our ntlebtudganthesoflal macteas dfs o n 0 s
news discoursassumesia di al ect i c al relationghip Wwéai waen
both affect e adthnethatlsequaly appic@bleTo:thke frdduction of social

media content. This would thereforesuggesthatboth the work of journalists and NGO

Communications Officers shapedy elements of society such as dominant ideologies, power
structuresandit he val ues and pref er e whls also bainghehe t ar g

capacity teeither reinforce or challengbe opinions of those who read it (ibid:115).

WhilstRic har dsonds wor k f oc uafliaterview partiGipantst madelat least ws p a |
passing reference to the impactrelievant contextqressuresand expectations of theassumed

audience in the creation of both news and social media coMflerst participants signalled the

potentially transformativeole of newspapers in Kenya as community watch@mogsagitators

for change A prominent Kenyan conservationisterviewedarticulated a tendency for

newspaperstof t en publ i sh jeltig@wviee s medhe Si gmead tacwti ono

weaknesses and facting i nddhdegarcdtatoeyDaily Matiomr i ng a

specifically, a journalist and conservation a

unlimited freedomaffared by t he ownerd6s close |links to tF
tougher restrictions and interference felt in smaller medikets As such, they stated, the

Daily Nation commonly reported on instances of serious damage causddIifg , andwere

free to do so, as long apecific individuals close tthe familywere not openly criticisedThe

apparent focus on more negative netemstherefore seems fitting, as it would suggest that

Daily Nationjournalists actively seek &ncourage their readers to both see the failings of

governmental and institutional bodi@ather than named individugland to hold them to

account when thegio not meet the needs of communities

4 A full list of interview participants and the dates conducted can be found in Apgadix
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Whilst there wagonsensugegarding the transformative potengald good intentionef
newspapeconten; the extent to which this is realised in Kenya was debated by a few interview
participants. Onenterlocutor a Kenyan journalist, stated the limitations posed by the need to

write what sells, with little space grantedroidents eitheseen as commonplaoe lacking the
dramaneeded to bé&newsworthy. Another participant, eonservatiolNGO Communications

Officer with prior experience as a journalist, expredbedt frustrationwith the prevalencef

Aishal | owaausea hgignifitant bugiget cutskFrom experience, the participant felt that
diminishing resources led #orarity of investigative journalism, with writers having to rely on

press releases as their main source of information. Likewise, with reduced staff and pressures to
publish content daily, the participant felt that fact checking processes were insufficient, and

lackingcritical analysis.

These sentiments were echoed in an interview with another prominent conservationist in Kenya,
who criticised Kenyan newspapdos mirroring the samé e x t e r n a ViewddéAricamr n 0
conservation aei BB C, Di s c o v eNagonaCdeagraph® This [mayragcount for
theapparentendencyof the articles analysed refer toconventionally Westernonservation

conflict resolution strategies, even when they do not directly addrepsotfiems being

explored In the twopoachingarticles, for example, references were miaoito the apparent

need for |l ocal communities to fibenefit [finan

conservationo (Moitheati 206%9) habhdnAtwor k with |

programmes to sensitise them on the I mportanc

i I 1 e g aibid).tSuch ohivatives(do not address the reasons why those interviewed claimed
that they turned to poaching and thus illustRe¢ersore t  @ricdirsthat misunderstanding
the roots of conflict prevents its successful solution and future prevéa@an)

The issues raised here are interesting, as they suggeshtlsathe Daily Nation content clearly
seeks to challenge institutional ineféacies impacting the welfare of the people of Kenya, the
conventionabtyle and content of such reports currentlysfaiortof their perceivedootential to
transformcontemporary conservatiorAccording to this viewthereforewhilst the Daily Nation
demonstrably seeks to better the welfar&efiyan peopléy holding the relevant regulatory
bodies to accounits continued inclusion of conventional conservation methodsnarratives

of vulnerable communitiethatneed thdinancial support from KWS compensation or NGO
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incentivesfails to promote a fully decentralisefifrican-led conservation model in which rural
communitiesandtraditionalconservatioomethodsare given effective acknowledgement,

inclusion and autonomy

Interestingly similar views about the gap between the potentialeatahlcapacity for

transformative chargprevailed in discussions about the us@wftterinc onser vati on NG
communications Both interviews with NGO Communications Officers from kg
internationalkconservation NGOs explained that the majority of content produced on their

platforms were for marketing purposasd were often designed in a way to encourage

individual donors to support the work being done by the NiGquestion Most participants

assumed that such content was designed for followers from western Europe and North America,

which, they generally agreed, accounted for the tendency to produce wikdiiieed content.

Theperceived tendency to create content aimedlktvers in the Global Nortbexpose what

seems to bene of the main challenges facing the conservation sefetost of those

interviewed with experience in conservati@Osexplained the importame of the colonial

legacy present in conservation, agd@s (and continues to be) seen as a foreign enterprise for the
benefit of tourists, and as such should be externally funded rathdyalthafocus ofKenyan
philanthrofy. Thepersistenheed to appeal tine Global NortHfor donations therefore forces
NGOstoconti nue to use what one parebcoucagimgant cal |
emotive and affectiveesponses to wildlife whilst alienating and erasing the presence of rural
communities. This was echoed in an interview waltonservation and journalism academic
familiar with the work of the three NGOs surveyed, as they argued that the approach of larger
NGOs such as AWF favouraimple messages thdid not acknowledge local communities as
effectively assmallerNGOs as it was felt thathis wasmore likely tokeepboththe interesaind

potential donationsf their intended audience

Whilst this certainly seemed to be the case with some of the content shared by AWF, numerous
participants also acknowledged the ways in WINGOs are using social media more tactically

to change conservation discourses so that the
Western conservation model 0o and towards one t
ethos of indigenous consmation methods (interviewith journalis). This participant also

di scussed how the paternalistic connotations
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initiatives designed to Ateacho communities h
thee online spaces. They argued that the use ¢
sharingo encouraged a perception of the relat
mutually beneficial, rather than that of aid provider and beneficiang.nibre inclusive

approach was clearly present in some of the content analysed from both Ewaso Lions and Lion

Guardianso® account s, as content t hat i ncluded
invol vement in their pr oywasfar si@re frequenethmn thabai , de s
AWF.

Whilst such discursive practices were praised by interviewees as being clear evidence of

attempts to change conservation discourses, and whilst social media was hailed as the best space

in which to do this workparticipants acknowledged that the way in which some content is

framed still requires further attention, particularly with regard to the depiction of conflict. As
mentioned in the prior analysis, when instances of huwikaitife conflict were discussed imé

NGOs6 tweets, it was done so in a way that ei
discussed, or victimised the wildlife involved, often by removinmgl communitiesrom the

frame entirely. In one interview with a participant with experin both journalism and NGO
communications, they argued that the reason for this detached tone and ambiguous phrasing

when reporting conflict is that NGOs cannot directly condemn specific parties. If they were to

do so, they would either criticise thaldlife that they are intended to protect or imply that the

welfare of communities living alongside wildlife does not matter. The brevity of tweets was also
discussedby the conservation and journalism acadeasi@ further challenge, as it is difficudt t
adequately inform and update followers on the daily goings on of the NGO whilst ensuring that

the content shared remains positive enough to keep the irgecestipport of their followers.

According to one of the conservationists interviewbi, gresure to meet the anticipated

expectations from intended audiences forces content creators to focus on framing content about
conflict in a way that focuses on instances o0
illustrat[ing] the problem asitoccursén as a real ity [ Kepmoblenate] | i ve
as it perpetuates the wildilee nt r ed narrative of AAfrican wil c
source of that da¢bgler being black peopl eo
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The tension caused by growing efforts to denwe the sector whilst remaining dependent on

donors from the Global North was made expiitiinterviews with gournalist and

Communications Officertboth of whonmdrew attention to the fact thaWWF has two

representative Twitter account8longside the @ AWF_Official account analysed in this
dissertation,thee i s al so an account representing the
(@AWFCEO) from whichthoughts on issues of leadership, economics and sustainable
development within the conservation secre sharedlongsidee egul ar ref erences
plarsto ensure that future conservation initiatives develop and promote capacity for African
leadership and autonom@ ot h argued that the CEO6s account
Kenyan audiece in mind and was geared to motivating and inspiring Ketg@conservation
initiatives, with the Communications Officer
pronouns as clear evidence of {taad the journalist describing the contrasting eonof the

t wo accounts as proof of the sectords need to

Clearlyyt he assumed expectations of a textds inten
depiction of humaiwildlife interactions. Whilst the Dailgnd SmdayNation articles appear to

actas community watchdogs by holding governmental and institutional bodies to account, they
are constrained to producing content that sells, and as such may be prioritising the more dramatic
and overly negative types of humwildlife interactions experienced by communities.

Likewise, the transformative capacity of AWF communications on Twitter appear to be stifled

by its continued dependence on individual donors in the Global North, causing them to

reprodue wildlife -central narratives thdtmit the visibility and agency of communities living in

close proximity to wildlifealongside their efforts to promote African leadership and autonomy in

the conservation sectoAdditionally, whilst Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardiaappear t@ost far

more content about the inclusion and incorporation of rural communities in their coexistence
initiatives, their apparent needpootect the reputation and public perception of both wildlife

and people seem to result in the omissiorpet#ic reference to conflict, rather than a clear and
objective depiction of its root causes.
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Conclusion

In this small cross section of the Kenyan media landscape, there was significant diversity in the
depiction of humatwildlife interactionsthatimpliesbotha continued reliance on dominant
Western conservation ideolpgnd the influence of assumed audience expectatiahgs,and
beliefs. Within thenewspapearticles surveyed, use of conflict frames positioning humans and
wildlife as irreconcilal® adversaries was apparent, with frequent use of referential and
predicational strategies that depicted wildlife as antagonists and hastaesvictims of

conflict. Whilst interview participants acknowledged the assumed role of journalists as
advocate$olding governmental and institutional bodies to account with regards to protecting
and compensating communities, frustration was expressed|mbita¢ions caused biime
pressures antthe needo attract readers, which may account for the tendencgttofbcus on

more negative news items ateduncriticallyrefer to popular conflictesolution strategies that

may not address thpolitical causs of conflict.

Within the Twitter data set, a clear difference vweagdentin the content produced by the

American NGO AWF and the two smaller Kenyan NGOs Ewaso Lions and Lion Guardians.
AWFO6s apparent dependence on t hereasonfocotntentr nat i o
that reinforces the wildlifeentred values diVestern conservation, reflected by generalising and
abstract references to conflict caused by the international wildlife aratkparse reference to

thedamage caused by problem animals. Content from both the Daily Nation and AWF were
indiscriminate irtheir references toonflict anddid not differentiate between humanidlife

impacts and humahuman conflicts, as has been suggested in the litefafaumget al,2010)

As suchthis appeared to impabbth the understanding of conflicts reported #re efficacy of
resolutionssuggestedas was the case with the artialEx£umenting an apparemge in poaching

in the TaitaTaveta area.

Thecontent analysed from the Twitter feeds of Ewaso Lions and Lion Guawigens

consistently more positivelydmed than that of the Daily Nation and AW#th bothproviding
increasedisibility and acknowledgemenf the skills of communities involved in conservation
initiatives, and byaligning their content with discourses of coexistence rathercibatict.

Whilst this may seem progressive, neither account included detailed references to conflicts, and

as such risk replacing one selective frame of reference with another. Interview participants
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discussed the impact of havingdater to the valuesf individual donors and tavoid the use of
blameladen statements in their communications that vilify either humans or wildlife. From the
content analysed, it would seem that whilst this clearly seeks to address problematic discourses
and the marginal&ion of indigenous agency and expertise in the conservation sector, pressures
to conform to audience expectations risk the portrayahahaginedenvironment almost

entirely devoid of conflict

Clearly, the research presented highlights the importadragsamed audience expectations in
the creation o€ontentconcerninchumanwildlife interactions. Journalistanustbalanceheir

role aswatchdog with their need to sell papdesly. Likewise, conservation NGOs have to
produce content théiothreflects plans to decolonise the sector and promote the capacity of
African leadership, whilst alsattractingthe attention, emotions and donations of donors, who

are still predominantly garnered from the Global North.

Thereforewhilst theKenyanmedialandscapés perceivedis an agent for transformative social
changeijts reliance on and reproduction of Western conservation ideology hinders the full
realisation of this potentialTo affect real change within the sector, media outletald need
discusivefreedom to depict humawnildlife interactions realistically and neutralfgther than
reproducing dominant discourses and ideologiBsis would mean journalists moving away
from sensational depictions of villainous wildlife and dependent commsinitislst also
broadening the scope sfiggested resolutiond.ikewise, NGO communications need to be free
to both promote the agency, expertise and skills of indigenous commamnitietepict the
realities of conflict and coexistenaather tharturatirg emotive content thancourages

followers to donate

The findings based here are deduced from remote analysis conducted on a small segment of
Kenyads vast anidehdscanndt lzecahsderadmefinitiFerther research

incorporating bottabo ader sel ection of Kenyads media out
English,andan examination of actual audience engagement with this type of content is.needed

This wouldfurther expose how discursive practice shapes content creation whilsbatsaing
theimportant dialogue about how to decolonise the conservation sector so that it no longer looks

to Westermractice, donors and ideologjdnit insteadosters Africarvalues, beliefs and

leadership
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Appendices
1.1: Newspaper Coding Manual

Content:

Wildlife attacks: Articles that focus on wildlife attacking communities. Content that discusses human
fatalities as a result of wildlife attacks should be included in this category.

Wildlife killed: Articles that reference to wildlife being killed as autt of HWC. Wildlife that has been
killed either by local communities in retaliation or by the KWS should be included in this category.

Animals encroaching: Articles that reference the presence of wildlife in residential areas but that does not
referenceactual attacks should be included in this category.

Government weaknesses: Articles that focus on severity of HWC as a regmteofiment inefficiencies.
These include neglect of local communities, reference to changes in law and policy and failure to act.

KWS weaknesses: Articles that focus on severity of HWC as a result of KWS inefficiencies. These
includefailure to compenga, slow response to wildlife attacks and other problems arising as a result of a
lack of funding.

Bushmeat law change: Articles that focus on the proposal to change the laws in regard to the consumption
of bushmeat.

Poaching inevitable: Articles that incle references to poaching but framed in a way that makes
poaching seem an inevitable response to unmanaged and unmitigated HWC.

Poaching negative: Articles that include references to poaching but do so in a way that clearly demonises
and criminalises thact.

Climate change: Articles that comment on the impact of climate change in reference to HWC.

Innovation/education: Articles that focus on the efforts to prevent conflict and promote coexistence.
These include education initiatives, methods of mitigationflict and other tactics used in confiprtbne
areas.

Conservancy success: Articles that explore the positive impact of community conservancies. References
may focus on financial or conservation benefits.

Land dispute/other: Articles that focus o tieference to land disputes. This may include status of
protected areasisage of lanar displacement of communities.

Tone

Positive:Articles that focus on successes and solutions to problems posed. This includes items about
successful examples of cagtence, innovative interventions mitigating conflict and conservation success
stories.

Negative:Articles that highlight or emphasise the severity of conflict, inefficiencies or failures of conflict
mitigation and references to failed conservation gitem

50



Conflict or Coexistence? MSc DissertatioSuzanne Loadef,he University of Edinburgiugust 2020

1.2: Social media Coding Manual

Content:

Facts: Animal facts, sightings, views, narratiaesl anecdotes. Will not necessarily be about HWC but
may be describing accompanying picture of animal/landscape.

Pledge: Any reference to sign a petition to pledge support, show you care, retweet to raise awareness.

Caption this photo: Image with no imfoative content and whose sole purpose is to get them to engage
with content.

Question: Any open question or poll.
Buy: Posts including links to merchandise or any affiliated partners selling products
Donate: Posts seeking followers to donate money tdafspeauses

Event: Posts in reference to specific events, such as award ceremonies, as well as recognised days (Earth
Day, Lion Day etc).

Vision: Posts in reference to annual reports, mission statements, visions for the NGO and future plans.

Work done: Réerences to the work the NGO does/team members involved/ day to day activities. This
may specifically reference work in relation to HWC, or work done in general.

Land: Posts that refer to land rights, habitat loss, land degradation and the need ttapdiprotected
areas.

Tourism: Posts that refer to safari or tourist opportunities, either with the NGO or affiliated partners.

Covid-19: Posts that refer to how the NGO is impacted by Covid and how the NGO regpbisdsan
include community outreachosk (production of masks, for example).

Poaching: Posts that refer to the threat of poachihis may be explicit references to instances of
poaching, or more vague references to the ongoing threat.

Crops/Livestock: Posts that refer to crop damage aedtbck losses.

Wildlife Trade: Posts that refer taildlife trade. This includes selling of animal products, sale of exotic
pets and cub petting.

Coexistence: Posts with explicit reference to huwidlife coexistence. This includesclusion of the
word, and anecdotes depicting coexistence successes and efforts.

Retaliatory killing: Posts that refer to community retaliation as a result of unmanaged HWC.

Work with community: Posts that reference the work NGOs do with the communiligitixp This
includes education, healthcare and mitigation of conflict.

Use of Image
Animal: Images depicting single animals or herds.
Land: Images depicting landscapes without animals or people.

People: Images depicting people. These can be teameneortimembers of the local community.
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Other: Images that do not include the above categories. This includes screenshots, banners for event
days, illustrations etc.

None: Posts with no images whatsoever.
Tone

Positive: Posts that focus on successes dntiats to problems posedrhis includes items about
successful examples of coexistence, innovative interventions mitigating conflict and conservation success
stories. Positive profiles of team members should also be included in this category.

Negative:Posts that highlight or emphasise the severity of conflict, inefficiencies or failures of conflict
mitigation and references to failed conservation attempts. References to negative conservation statuses of
specific species and habitats should also beded in this category.

Declarative Posts that appear to be neutral in tone as their content focuses on statements without opinion.
Animal facts that do not focus on conservation status or vulnerability should be included in this category.

ParticipatoryPosts that are not clearly positive or negative in tone but instead call for follower
participation. This includes requests to sign petitions, donate, spend or answer questions/polls.
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1.3 Ciritical Discourse Analysis Analytical Frameworki (adapted from
http://www.politicseastasia.com/studying/howto-do-a-discourseanalysis/and Fairclough, 2003

1. Context: how does the text fit into the bigger picture? Consider purpose, audience, register, form and
tone. Think about when and where text was produced.

2. Production process:consider political slant/target audience/online context as well as genre.

3. Code maerial T evolutionary/ethnographic coding (Mayring, Altheide). What themes/topics come
up? Categorise them.

4. Structure:  Are there sections that deal predominantly with one discourse?
Do discourse strands overlap?
How are issues discussed? Onehbg? Equal allocation?
What comes first? Countéactual case, refuted, then the main argument?
Significant headers/layout features?
What role does intro/conclusion play? First and last words?
If structure is not chronological, why is this?
Gerneric news structure:Headline + Lead paragraph = summary
Satellite paragraphs
Wrap upi outcome/resolution. Rectification of normality?

5. Discursive statements wh a't 6truthsod are establishefliectcon each
power dynamics?

Consider legitimatiofi authorization/rationalization/moral evaluation/mythopoeisis
6. Cultural references: How does context inform the argument (especially intended audience?)
Does material contain references to other sources?
Is there an implied knowledge of another subject matter?
What meaning is attributed to other sources?
What function doemtertextuality serve in an overall argument?
7. Identify linguistic and rhetorical mechanisms
Word groupg lexical sets, smantic fields look for common features and imagery created.
Adjectives and adverlisuseful for identifying judgements

Use of modal verbk can be used to open notions of dialogicality as
acknowledges that there may be other options

Evidentialitiesi adverbs etc used to suggest factuality or certainty. Are certain
ideas naturalised as common sense?
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Nominalisationi can be used for generalising and abstracting from particular
events

Hyponyms/synonyms/antonyms
Collocation
Grammatical structures subject and object positioning in sentences
Pronoun use
Tenses

Active and passive voideobscures relationships behind text
and can be used to shirk responsibility. Look also for instances
of metonymy etc

Deixis

Sentege structures and grammatical moods
Rhetoric/literary devices Allegories

Metaphors/similes

Idioms/proverbs

Parallelisms

Hyperbole

Triadic structures

Synecdoche

Rhetorical Questions

Ana/cataphora

Creation of antagonists and protagonists?

Conjunctionsd” used to order/categorise voices?

Speech: direct or indirect? Who is quoted directly and who is paraphrased? Who speaks and who
is silenced?

Assumptions or intertextual references? Does thes @p close dialogicality?
Free indirect reporting reporting speech act without reporting content
8. Inclusion/exclusion: how are social events represented and recontextualised?

Consider inclusion/exclusidnare details/actors suppressed or in thedéerll? Are they backgrounded
T mentioned somewhere but inferred in other places?

Who/what is given prominence?
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Abstract/concrete representatiopronoun usage is it possessive? Who is activated and who is
passivated? Who makes things happen? Adgels mentioned specifically, or impersonalising language
used instead? How are actors named/classified?

9. Interpret the data
What is the discourse about and how does it work?
Who created the material?
What is their position?

How do their arguments aw from and in turn contribute to commonly accepted knowledge of
topic at the time and place the argument was made?

Who might benefit from the discourse the sources construct?

10. Present findingsi consider their relevandewhat is interesting/significdrnn relation to research
guestions? Add evidence as needed and add annotations to appendix.
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1. Nairobi Park row: KWS chair 'resigns', LEOPOLD OBI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (June 13, 2020
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2020 Friday)
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6, 2020 Friday)

Shilbn needed for Mt Kenya Forest fence, DAVID MUCHUI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (March 2, 2020
Monday)

Hippo kills fisherman in Kisumu, RUSHDIE OUDIA, Sunday Nation (Kenya) (February 9, 2020)

Youth save locals from jumbos, PIUS MAUNDU, Daily Nation (Kenya), (January 21, 2020 Tuesday)
Solarpowered fence keeps off jumbos, DAVID MUCHUI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (December 10, 2019
Tuesday)

Social enterprises at the foreft of conservation, DELFHIN MUGO, Daily Nation (Kenya), (November 6,
2019 Wednesday)

EDITORIAL: Curb snake bite deaths, EDITORIAL, Daily Nation (Kenya), (October 8, 2019 Tuesday)

In Kenya, a snake bite might kill yo BERNARDINE MUTANU, Daily Nation (Kenya), (October 7, 2019
Monday)

Humanwildlife conflict: MPs want insurance scheme for victims, SAMWEL OWINO, Daily Nation
(Kenya), (September 14, 2019 Saturday)

Electric fence keeps jumbos off farms, DAYIMUCHUI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (August 29, 2019
Thursday)
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Elephants invade villages in Tharaka, destroy crops, ALEX NJERU, Sunday Nation (Kenya), (August 25,
2019)

Humanwildlife clash spurs poaching, illicit trade in gameah, DIANA MUTHEU, Daily Nation (Kenya),
(July 11, 2019 Thursday)

Two arrested with ivory in Kwale, FADHILI FREDRICK, Daily Nation (Kenya), (July 11, 2019 Thursday)
77 killed by wildlife in 2018: Balala, IBRAHIM ORUKO, Dailiation (Kenya), (July 3, 2019 Wednesday)
Wild animals kill teacher in Kibwezi, LILLIAN MUTAVI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (June 26, 2019
Wednesday)

GUYO: SGR project brings to question our wildlife conservation ethos, KALTUM QMaily Nation
(Kenya), (June 24, 2019 Monday)

Elephants kill man in Kwale forest, FADHILI FREDRICK, Daily Nation (Kenya), (June 12, 2019
Wednesday)

Elephants disrupt learning in Voi, LUCY MKANYIKA, Daily Nation (Kenya)u@k 4, 2019 Tuesday)

SGR blocking Tsavo wildlife, KWS says, LUCY MKANYIKA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (May 31, 2019
Friday)

SEBUNYA: Humanity must reverse crisis or perish, KADDU SEBUNYA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (May 28,
2019 Tuesdy)

Families flee as elephants invade farms in Subukia, PHYLLIS MUSASIA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (May 22,
2019 Wednesday)

ISICHE: Why wildlife is critical for human existence, JAMES ISICHE, Daily Nation (Kenya), (May 22,
2019 Wednesday)

Conservancies boosting peace, OSCAR KAKAI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (April 25, 2019 Thursday)

Man killed by hippo as he bathes, GEORGE ODIWUOR, Daily Nation (Kenya), (April 17, 2019 Wednesday)
Worry as rivers in the Mara drying up, GEORGE SAYAGIE, Daily Nation (Kenya), (April 12, 2019 Friday)
Lion kills girl, 11, in Taita Taveta, LUCY MKANYIKA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (April 5, 2019 Friday)

Nahim Khalil: The '‘Gambitbf Samburu, REBECCA NANDWA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (March 27, 2019
Wednesday)

Lions face extinction within 20 years, BERNARDINE MUTANU, Daily Nation (Kenya), (March 21, 2019
Thursday)

Herder injured in vicious hyena attaciCHARLES WANYORO, Daily Nation (Kenya), (February 25, 2019
Monday)

Beware! Wild animals on the loose, PAULINE KAIRU, Daily Nation (Kenya), (February 22, 2019 Friday)
Humans, industries choke life out of park, PAULINE KAIRD&ily Nation (Kenya), (February 16, 2019
Saturday)

Hyena mauls boy to death, injures father, STEVE NJUGUNA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (February 4, 2019
Monday)
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54.
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59.

Edward Ouko reproves KWS over wildlife safety, IBRAHIM ORUKO, Dalgtion (Kenya), (January 10,
2019 Thursday)

Mushrooms bring wealth to women in dry Taltaveta, BRIAN OCHARO, Daily Nation (Kenya), (January
8, 2019 Tuesday)

Tourism alert as animal numbers fall, EDWIN OKOTH, Daily Natikerfya), (January 5, 2019 Saturday)

Mystery surrounds deaths of jumbos in the Mara ecosytem, GEORGE SAYAGIE, Daily Nation (Kenya),
(December 20, 2018 Thursday)

Rogue elephant kills man in Laikipia, STEVE NJUGUNA, Daily Nat{&enya), (December 13, 2018
Thursday)

Mama Tembos: New face of conservation in Samburu, FRANCIS MUREITHI, Sunday Nation (Kenya,),
(December 16, 2018)

Samboja to push on with bid to control Tsavo park, LUCY MKANYIKA, DailytiNia (Kenya), (December

3, 2018 Monday)

Pharmacies stocking fake awgnom drugs, ANGELA OKETCH, Daily Nation (Kenya), (November 24,
2018 Saturday)

KWS drives 52 elephants back to sanctuary, FADHILI FREDRICK, Daily Nati@nya), (October 22,
2018 Monday)

Teen killed by stray lion in Isiolo, VIVIAN JEBET, Daily Nation (Kenya), (September 17, 2018 Monday)
How Samboja plans to end humaiidlife row in Tsavo, SUNDAY NATION REPORTER, Sunday Nation
(Kenya), (September 16, 2018

OBETTO: Letds teach environmentalism in | ower cl
Nation (Kenya) (September 16, 2018)

Plan to legalise game meat does not make much sense, Daily Nation (K8epgmber 1, 2018 Saturday)
EDITORIAL: Game hunting a bad idea, EDITORIAL, Daily Nation (Kenya), (August 23, 2018 Thursday)
Experts: Game hunting plan will cause poaching crisis, PAULINE KAIRU, Daily Nation (Ke(@agyust

22, 2018 Wednesday)

WYNYARD: Women embrace elephant task of protecting wildlife, JANE WYNYARD, Daily Nation
(Kenya), (August 18, 2018 Saturday)

Hippo issue: KWS on the spot, again, MACHARIA MWANGI, Daily Nation (Kapy(August 14, 2018
Tuesday)

Hippo that killed tourist shot dead, MACHARIA MWANGI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (August 13, 2018
Monday)

Wildlife attack claims hit Sh15bn, says PS, DAVID MUCHUI. Sunday Nation (Kenya), (Auguat 12, 2018)
10yearold girl killed by crocodile in Kiambere Dam, CHARLES WANYORO, Daily Nation (Kenya),
(August 7, 2018 Tuesday)

58



Conflict or Coexistence? MSc DissertatioBuzanne Loadef,he University of Edinburgiugust 2020

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

Rhino deaths a blow to tourism: Industry lobby, BRIAN OCHARO, Daily Nation (Kenya), (August 1, 2018
Wednesdy)

Senators rally against Balala over rhino deaths, IBRAHIM ORUKO, Daily Nation (Kenya), (August 1, 2018
Wednesday)

Lake Olbolosatt to be gazetted to dndananwildlife conflict, WAIKWA MAINA, Daily Nation (Kenya),

(July 31 2018 Tuesday)

Stray lioness, cub captured in Taita Taveta, LUCY MKANYIKA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (July 27, 2018
Friday)

Hundreds to move from wildlife routes, NICHOLAS KOMU, Daily Nation (Kenya), (July 18, 2018
Wednesday)

Panic as stray lions roam in Taita Taveta, LUCY MKANYIKA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (July 16, 2018
Monday)

Lions terrorise Kieni residents, JOSEPH WANGUI, Daily Nation (Kenya), (July 7, 2018 Saturday)

In her armdaby elephants snored KITAVI MUTUA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (April 21, 2018 Saturday)
Muriithi: Moving Rumuruti jumbos won't end conflicts, MWANGI NDIRANGU, Daily Nation (Kenya),
(March 13, 2018 Tuesday)

Pay us for damages, Mandera residents tell KMBNATSE OTSIALO, Sunday Nation (Kenya), March

4, 2018)

KWS captures two lions in Isiolo, VIVIAN JEBET, Daily Nation (Kenya), (February 28, 2018 Wednesday)

New twist to humanwildlife conflict, PAUL LETIWA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (February 14, 2018
Wednesday)

New lease of life for Nyandarua's Lake Olbolosatt, WAIKWA MAINA, Daily Nation (Kenya), (January 24,
2018 Wednesday)
7 elephants killed in Kajiado conflict, FADHILI FREDRICK, Sunday Nation (Kenfdgnuary 14, 2018)
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2.1 Daily Nation content coverage

Newspaper Article:Content - Files by Attribute Value
Land dispute/other (6.67%) .

Conservancy success (1.33%) -,

Wildlife Attacks (16.00%)

Innovation/education (14.67%)

.- Wildlife killed (10.67%)

Community efforts (2.67%)

Climate Change (2.67%) -
Poaching negative (1.33%) -

Poaching inevitable (2.67%) -

Bushmeat law change (4.00%) Animals encroaching (14.67%)

KWS weakness (6.67%) <

i Govt weakness (16.00%)

W wildiife Attacks
[[wildiite killed
.Ammals encroaching
.Govl weakness
.KWS weakness
[liBushmeat law change
.Poaching inevitable
.Poaching negative
DC\imate Change
.Commuﬂity efforts
Dlnnuvalmnfeducaliun
[EcConservancy success
.Land dispute/cther

2.2 Daily Nationi Overview of tone

Newspaper Article:-Tone - Files by Attribute Value

.~ Positive (21.33%)

Negative (78.67%) <

[WlPositive
|:| Negative
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Comparative Content Coverage (Percentages)
60

50
40
30
20

1

o

People Wildlife Solutions Engagement Other

m Daily Nation m Twitter

2.4Breakdown of condensed categories used in 2.3

The use of Ethnographic Content Analysis (Altheide, 1996) provided different aodimgals
for my two data sets, so condensing the coding categories used was needed to gain a meg
insight into my findings. As such, the categories were condensed using the categories bel

People:Daily Nation: Wildlife attacks, animal encroachmgmoaching inevitable, KWS
Weakness and Government Weakness.
Twitter: Work with Community, Crop Raiding

Wildlife: Daily Nation: Wildlife killed, Negative Poaching
Twitter: Animal facts/anecdotes, Land, Poaching, Wildlife Trade, Retaliatory Killing

Solutions: Daily Nation: Innovation/education, Community efforts, Conservancy successes
Twitter: Vision, Work done, Coexistence

EngagementDaily Nation: N/A
Twitter: Pledge, Caption this, Question, Buy, Donate, Event

Other: Daily Nation: Landdispute, Bushmeat Law Change, Climate Change
Twitter: Tourism, Coviell9
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3.1 Content Coverage Across Social Media Dataset

= 0.67%
1.58%0_\

= 2.69%

3.29%
= 2.02%
= 2.06% = 2.30%
= Facts = Pledge = Caption this Question
= Buy = Donate = Event = Vision
= Work done = Land = Tourism = Covid-19
= Poaching = Crops/livestock Wildlife Trade Coexistence

= Retaliatory killing = Work with community

3.2 Image use across Social Media Dataset

2%

>

\

—y

= Animal =Land = People = Other = None
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3.3 Overall Tone across Social Media Dataset

= Positive = Negative = Declarative = Participatory

3.4 Ewaso Content Coverage
= 0.51%

= 1.85%
= 5.66%
= 0.00%
= 0.00%
[ 04
0.21% . 0.21%
= 0.51%
= 0.93%
= 2.16%

= Facts = Pledge = Caption this = Question

= Buy = Donate = Event = Vision

= Work done = Land = Tourism = Covid-19

= Poaching = Crops/livestock = Wildlife Trade Coexistence

= Retaliatory killing = Work with community
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3.5 Ewaso Image Coverage

= 4.38% = 3.25%

-y

g

= Animal = Land = People = Other = None

3.6 Ewaso Tone Coverage

= Positive = Negative = Declarative = Participatory
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3.7 Lion Guardians Content Coverage

4.46%
= 0.99% - 2.48%
» 1.49% " 0.00% - 0.00%
: o.oN\ 0.00%
o 0.50%_'0@ E— /"\ . 2.97%

= 0.50% = 2.48%

= 3.96%

= Facts = Pledge = Caption this Question

= Buy = Donate = Event = \ision

= Work done = Land = Tourism = Covid-19

= Poaching = Cropsl/livestock = Wildlife Trade Coexistence

= Retaliatory killing = Work with community

3.8 Lion Guardians Image Coverage

3.15% 4

y ) 3. 15%

= Animal = Land = People = Other = None
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3.9 Lion Guardians Tone Coverage

= 0.75%

= Positive = Negative = Declarative = Participatory

3.10 AWF Content Coverage

- 074%‘ . 2.52%

= 1.70%

= 2.44% = 3.26% = 2.96%
= Facts = Pledge = Caption this = Question
= Buy = Donate = Event = Vision
= Work done = Land = Tourism = Covid-19
= Poaching = Crops/livestock = Wildlife Trade Coexistence

= Retaliatory killing = Work with community
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3.11 AWF Image Coverage

= Animal =Land = People = Other = None

3.12 AWF Tone Coverage

Y

= Positive = Negative = Declarative = Participatory
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4.1 Tweets included in CDA: AWF

@ AWF@

Kudu numbers are affected by humans hunting them for their meat, hides,

and horns. Kudu horns have long been prized in Africa for use as musical
instruments, honey containers, and symbolic ritual objects.

AWF & :
Lions are being poached so their bones can be used to make tonics, trinkets,
and wine.

X
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