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PREFACE

During the week of October 23 through 30, 1978, a group of
fifteen rural women and wmen from seven Latin American céuntriés met in
México City to discuss the changing. livelihood possibilities of low-.
income families in their own regions over the past few years, the role
which agricultural modernization seemed to play in those changes, the
.effect of change: upon the role and status of women in particular, and
possible steps which might be taken to ensure the conditions of an
adequate livelihood to a greater number of rural women and their families
in the future. Some of the members of the.group were representatives of
land. reform settlements or-cooperatives; some:were officers of national
or regional associations of rural women affiliated with politi¥al
parties; some were agricultural extensionists, home economigts, or rural
schoolteachers; one was .a. bilingual development worker in an-indigenous
community. In addition; the group contained an expert in literacy
training by radio, and-a socidlogist who had spent a number of .years
working with rural women. ' The countries they represented included
El Salvador, Costa Rica, Honduras, Panama, the Dominican Republic,-

Cuba and Mexico. - ‘ _

"The occasion for their interchange of ideas was-a workshop
entitled "The Impact of Agricultural Modernization on the Participation
of Rural VWomen", organized .jointly by three United Nations.agen¢ies.
(the Economic Commission for Latin America, the Food and Agriculture.:
Organization, and the United Nations Children's Fund) and the :Mexican
government {through its. Insbitute for Integrated Family Development).
The avowed purpose of the workshop was for the participants t¢ learn .
from each other; ‘they were not assembled to present papers or to receive
instruction, but to compare their experiences in a relatively informal
setting, and through comparison to brodden their own understanding of
the situations in which they were immersed. ; _ R

From the beginning, it was felt by all concerned-thét the best
way to approach -the discﬂssion was to avoid any attempt at
generalization by ﬁﬂuntries; BEach c¢ountry wes likely %o contain’

a mmber of very different rural social,. settings, implying diffexing
RS i S e ot .. /livelihood options



livelihood options for rural families, and. thereby for rural

-women. To:talk of "the position of rural women.in Mexico', for

example, would in all likelihood obscure more than it would

¢larify.. Which rural- women? - Those whose families farm non-irrigated
ejido land‘in the high mountain? . The wowen of tropical colonization.
zones, recently opened to agriculture? Women in indigenous communities?
Female agricultural laborers migrating over a large part of thé '
republic in the course of a year? It.seemed important to define

the frame of reference. well. o

During-the first round table discussion of the workshop, each
participant therefore talked at leagth about the characteristics.
.0f the region in which he or she lived, to.be-taken as background
for all comments in-the following days. The. range of socioceconomic
settings wds extremely broad. -'There were rather . isolated, =
mountaingus regions,.where Indian families practiced subsistence
corn agriculture, supplemented by seasonal wmigration -to work in
lowland coffee harvests; regions of much more modern corn
agriculture on level, temperate lands, financed by credit and
s0ld in. & national market; areas where family coffee farms predominated;
‘plantation settings, where permanent workers tended the extensive
holdings of international cerporations; land reform settings, in
whieh highly capital~intensive rice cultivation was carried-out.
collectively within a broader .capitalist economic framework;.
collective sugar.cane production within the:socialist society of
Cuba. - The physical and social ceonstraints on-family livelihood--

- strategies obviously varied markedly from place to plaae. -

Keeping these .differences of setting in mind, participants-
organized .their discussion during .consequent meetingsxaround the
following general themes: 1) .the changing-position of women within .
low-income rural families (their contribution to the physical
subsistence of the family through non-rewmunerated labor; -their -
ability to care adeqguately for children; their status, in .their C
own estimation and that of others);: 2) changing opportunities . @ -
for participation by rural women in the labor market (the conditions

/for obtaining



for obtaining remuneratéd jobs; hours and wages, compared ‘with
those of-mén; the necdssity for migration; -the :impact of . .~ s
remurierated work.on family lifep the useé.to which the income:-of -
rural women is-put); and 3) trends in ‘participatiof by miral -’
womien in community government, political parties, unions, -
cooperatives. Then they met in general session to compare
impressions and draw up a set of conclusions.

The result of this interchange of ideas was not an exhaustive
analysis of the problem at hand. It could not bhe; the situations
were too numerous, the time too short, the particular areas of
knowledge of the participants too disparate. The noteworthy
contrivution of the workshop was rather the opportunity which it
gave all participants to engage in a collective effort to
understand the complexities of women's position in changing rural
society. A number of facile assumptions and slogans fell by the
wayside in the course of the week, to be replaced less often
by better answers than by the determination to think about better
answers.

The pages which follow are one attempt to comply with that
obligation. They are the product of a review of anthropological
and sociological literature containing information on the role
and status of rural women in Latin America (most particularly
in Mexico, Central America, and the Caribbean), as well as of
the impressions gained by one observer during the October workshop.
They are intended to serve as a framework for future discussion,
offering interpretations and hypotheses with no pretension of
definitive statusa‘ The changiﬁg ﬁosition of rural women is a vast
and terribly understudied topic which, as much in the academic
literature as in practical meetings like the workshop, should
be approached with extraordinesry flexibility and open-mindedness.

The author wishes to thank the participants in and organizers
of the workshop, and most particularly its director, Liliana De Risz,

/for their



for their. assistance in obtaining material and their kindness
throughout the meetings... She also benefitted greatly from
discussions with Lourdes Arizpe, who lent herflibrary as well —
as her time. - The contributions of other students of rural women

will be reflected in the footnotes.
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I. INTRODUCTION: SOME PROTOTYPES OF RURAL '
4. 4 =7 . -MODERNIZATION. . - . *

N

; During:the past few decades, the physical and Social parameters
of livelihood for rural families in a number ¢f regions of =
Latin America have been fundamentally modified-by thé changing
nature of;contact with a rapidly expanding urban, indistrial
;society. - With the commurications revolution of the post-war
period, for.example,.local power structures controlled by - - *
-traditional large landowners or.by relatively independent péaéaﬁt
communities have-lost .force before the incubsions of nationally-based
political} parties.and:bureaucracies. Locally manufactured products
have beeﬁ feplaced,by mass .produced goods introduced over newly
constructed roads. . Intra- and inter-regional patternsfofiexcﬁdﬂge
- have been profoundly affected by the widened influence "6f national
and international :markets. And traditional agricultural practices
: have been superseded, where changing social organization and access
to financing have allowed, by more costly ard potentially productive
forms of cultivation, utilizing industrially manufactured inputs-

It hardly need be added that such profound alteratlons in the
phy51ca1 and: soclal eondltlons Uf dally Iife have 1mp11ed equally
.;far—reachxng changes 1n prevalllng defrnltlens wof- rlght couduct
and of a Satleylng 11fe, v } | _”' . :
‘ Th;sprovresslve collapse of the barrlers whlch have long
- stood between- rural-peopie and u¥ban society ‘has been termed
"modernization' by spme, "incorporation" hy -others.. When used .
with a minimum of precision,-neifher‘térm‘%hdﬁid'imbiy'é?Qalue
judgement concerning the desirability of integration or the
.unilinearity of ‘the process. To be caught up in a process of
modernization or incorporation is not necesarily good or bad,

/nor is



nor is it necésarily irrevérsible.. It is siﬁply a social fact,
deserving analysis.l/

Within most regions of rural Latin America, the rapid
modernization characteristic of post-war years has representéd -
a drastic acceleration'of more gradual, long-term.trends toward
the expansion and consolidation of capitalism -.not only as
an economic, but also as.a socioculturel systems. The basic tenet
of this -system, "profoundly alien to many of the areas which
-it/has/engulfed in its spread ... is that land, labor, and wealth
. .are commodities, that is, goods produced not for use, but for“sale“.gf
_ In order %o free these factors of production from traditional -
constrainte upon their use, and to combine them in such a way’
. that profit can be made by individuals, the sccial organization
. of peasant life has undergone a number of ‘fundamental changes, often
. drawn.out over long periods of time. The economic and social control
which the landgroup, or community, exercised for centuries over the
.use .of local resources (farmland, pasture, woods, znd water) has,
for example, been weakened with: the advance of capitalism.’

e N 0 B L A bt & ewimavm Ta_ e %

‘}/ ~In practlce, 5001ologlca1 11terature is :plagued with valueg

: © Jjudgements concerning modernization. The term has so often
been ‘associated with “progress" that many sfudents of Social
change have preferred to discard it and to employ the,
less value-laden word "incorporation". See Andrew Pearse,
- The Latin American’ Peasant, London: Frank Cass, 1975, for an

_'excellent 'hetalled d15cussl°n of the process of incorporation.

2/‘ .Eric.Wolf, Peasant Wars of the Twentleth Century, New York'
Harper and Row, 1969, Pe 2?70. - _ . .

AT . o . S e v /Communal usufrutt



Commuzal usufruct has given way to private. property, and. in'the: -
process communal - responsibility for. the 1ivelihéod?of1allwmembersT
‘hasi-fallen into’ disusée. - The task of guaranteeing livelihood then
passes sgquarely . into the hands -of igolated family units.and deperids
entirely: on their'capacity‘ﬁD.CIaimvprivate'rightg to the means
of: praduction; or to-'sell :their labor.  At.the:'same. fime,. . . .
traditional moral strictures;agéinst?the individual accumulation -
of wealth:lose impb%tahce$ia5“do the social mechanisms which once-
lent them practical force:: the pericdic redistribution cf.wealth
through community-wide celebration disappears -ag the influedve. =
+of -thé wider capitalist system-.advandes::® Pamily income not. needed
for subsistence bégins to be.invested;vnotmredistribufedﬁihﬁﬂ.tba“=
produce more wealth. . When thig"process evolves: into the systematic
~utilization of.the labor of*some to create profits- for others; -
social classes appear within once relatively.homogeneous: communities
and the stage is set for.a qualitatively different:kindabf:sodidl
Jinteraction dim ‘the. couatryside. .. & .. 0 oo ‘3';_:-5 Cy T
/.*8uch a sequence of change, heré described.schematically, has
been typical-of ‘regions in.which peasant communities have—until
recently been ‘relatively successful in:préventing:the alienation -
of local resources ‘to outsiders.3/. Argreat many communities, however,
fall iato-a different category, characterized by the éarly loss
of "control over resdurces.to ‘large landlords who "establisheda:
..themselves as semi-feudalk, semi=capitalist intermediaries between
the community -and the outside worids Im:order.to gain access to
land, .woods, s &nd pasture, peasant familiés were obliged ower: o

centuries to- contribute produce, -labor sndfor money to-the:lYandlord,

Berat mat rmie b e EEE 1 Lo T KT Y

;/_ Thesge communltles have generally been located in remote reglons,
“ ‘on landd of marginal qualltyo Desplte ‘their success in
¢t wmalntalnlng‘control over Local.resources, they-have often

Cemit STV ety peeg e LB e ‘ o
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and- thereby to provide him with wealth which, when sold to the-
out{side world; produred profits. The internal relations between. :
1andlord and- peasants, in the meantime, retained elements. of feudal
cbligation: in.return for.the varicus contributions to his
household made by the peasaniry, the landlord provided the latter
with small subsistence plots.or.a regular:ration of grain; and in-
addition, he was ideally reguired to provide goods and services-::
in times of grisis,-thereby mitigating the absolute insecurity
which would otherwise haverfollowed upon the forced separation
of peaéant communities from:their land.

| - In situations such as these, characteristicof a sigmificant

part of -the Latin American countryside, the peculiar historical .-

-experience of peasant communities deprived them of the kind of

internal.’cohesion visible -in others not subject to:the landlord’s: will.

- Relations with:the ldndlord . were always superimposed on communal:

relation, making .communal responsibility for the livelihood of alk
members a physical and social impossibility. The effect of capitalist
madernization in this setting has therefore been less noticeably

the deatruction of the community (largely destroyed.before the

initiation of .the modernizing drive), and more noticeably the

- .-elimination of the semi-feudal position of the landlord, pressed

by contact with. an. expanding:capitalist system into the mold of -~
modern’ agricultural entrepreneur or simply replaced by others-of a
more enterprising spirit. Whatever his fate, the tenuous element of
protection which traditionally accompanied the:Jandlord®s role

has tended to disappear along with his function as intermediary- -
between peasant and capitalist ‘eConomies. - Former.peasant tenarts.

then become small private farmers (when the estate is broken up

“and sold). members of a clearly dellneated rural proletarlat, or

dedicate themselves tc non-dgrlcultural occupatlons. In :their new
situation, they stand equally dlvested of‘lnstltut1ona1 protectlon
(whether from the tradltlonal peasant commun1ty or from the landlord)

with which to confront the impersonal forces of a wider market economy.

/A thirg
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A third typeof setting within which one seesrthe impact .of
-the expansion .of .capitalism upon the-livelihood of rural Latin
Americans is; .most .ebviously, that of -the plantation. Along certain
sections of the Central and South American coast, in Northern
Mexico and in the Caribbean, export.agriculture has long been
carried on as .a commergial-.venture in which the process of combining
land, labor, and reapital (to produce -a profit is relatively..
unhindered by traditional restraints;:of any kind. Where some -
marginal obligations of a subsistence nature have existed, such
ag the provision-of:small plots of lard to certsin kinds of plantation
workers, those arrangements have bpeen swept aside when the cost
accounting ©of the plantation has indicated that they intenfered
with profits. " The typical plantation has functioned as a corporation,
often foreign: owned, employing a small contingent of permanent
skilled workers and a large number of temporary field hands at
the height of the harvest season..: The livelihood of the first
group, in particular, has depended upon its ability to organize
and negotiate, as in the case of workers in any large enterprise.
The livelihood of the second has continued to be tied to some
extent to access to land or work off the plantation, in slack
periods: organization has been difficult for the unskilled in a
situation of excess labor supply. Both groups have had to
adapt over the years to profound changes in working conditions,
following upon the constant technological innovations encouraged
by private owners of plantations.

Finally, a fourth group of rural cultivators can be found in
Lat’in America who have historically belonged neither to an indigenous
corporate community, nor to an hacienda setting, nor to a plantation.
They are the families of small-farming settlements, working
individual plots of privately-held land and interacting to a
limited extent with the surrounding capitalist system through
the occasional sale of farm products or labor, and the occasional
purchase of manufactured goods. As modernization advances, it

/grows difficult
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grows difficultito didtimguish this group cléarly from the more
incérporateéd ‘elements of -indigenous communities, the more fortunate
- “membery ' .of Hacienda communitiesd granted their own plot:of land.
after'tﬁé breakup:of the estate,:er some of the tempdrary labor .
force'of the pladtatidn, deépendent ‘primarily upon the product of
their own private plots :for- subsistencé.:-All come to form-a mass
of smallholding:families increasingly drawn’out of. local livelihood
settings into the wider. markets, broader political networks, ‘and
diétinctive competitive .culture of ithe: surrounding :capitalist society.
In the following pages; these four -prototypical situations:of
capitalist modernization will form the -background for.the major -
part ¢f the discussieén, for the obvious ‘resdson that they are-
“ ‘pepresentative of patterns of . changeiover & véry ‘large part
of the Latin American céuntryside. “Nevertheless,:they.leave
uncovered & $ifth kind of rural mo'dernization, undertaken during
the past twenty years by the socialist government ¢f Cuba.
This experiment will bé discussed -separatelyy in Chapter IV..

. 1
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II, MODERNIZATION AND THE WOMEN OF LOW-INCOME RURAL
il 7o DUl FAMILIES: GENERALVTRENDS . « —.oar

T N L RETRE C e
.. :As long-standing barriers between rural.families and the, wider,
society have been weakened pr -eliminated,.and those families more.
.@irectly integrated into natipnal .ecopomic, political, and cultural
systems, what has :been the :fate of women? .Have they fared better
or worse.-than they did.in eaxlier settings? Have they faned better
oF, worse than men?. These are jquestions which do not lend themselves
to general answers. They require not only an init%al attempt at
theoretical clarification, but alsoc .a considerable amount of field
work.. - Drawing mpon existing anthropological %Qpppntslpfzfieldf :
situations 4in Mexico, Central America, and the Caribbean, as well
as the theoreticdl discussions which have recently been tabled . .
by those with -an. interest in the position of women, it .may perhaps. .
be possible to suggest some ways:.in which the. changing livelihood . .
,pogsibilities,of rural women can be. approached, and to offer .
tentatiye. conclusions concerning the fate of different groups of
rural women in particular Latin American settinge..
Women in closed" peesant, communities.  Let us begin by 1°°k1ns
at anthrOpologgca;,eyi@gnqe cpncernipg_the.posltan)offwomgp‘ln_ﬁhgﬁ
more-remqtﬁupeaaant,memun;tiesAQf_MgsoéﬁericaIheﬁonedthqronset"
of the postwar modernizing drive. These commypities, surviving ., .
for centuries on the fringes of national -economic-and political
life, maintained strong ethnic .barriers to assimilation. Their
inhabitants.spoke indigenous languages, maintained. distinctive
forms of—ﬁress“;practicedbipﬁiggnouswreligions?-_Qhe economic
i’bage of each landgroup was plow or slash-and-burn maize agriculture,
supplemented by some hunting and gathering, the care of domestic
animals, and the domestic manufacture of clothing,. household .
utensils, and most work implements. Division of labor among families
was mihimélﬁ; each household tended o produce the same sub51stence
goods and ta obtaln the feW~remaxn1ng nece551t1es from travelllng
T . ‘/peddlers or’

AR Y
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peddlers or mémbefs‘of'ﬁeiéﬁbbfing;éSﬁmﬁpities %isifedﬁgn_péfiodic
market days. No large landowner had direct claims on family production
4t ‘the time anthropological field work was done, although in some
cases hacendados had once exercised such claims. - _
“In'ofder to meet the basic regquirements of daily life, the labér-
of the entire family was. required. ‘The :division of labor by .age
end sexX within the family varied somewhat from place to place and
from time 'to time, according to the natural rescurces at the disposal
of each commiunity, the availability of male and female workers, -and '
the age structure of dependent family members. * Women might well take
part in plapting maize, beans, or squash; 'they might assist with-
weeding; and they often helped with the harvest. If the family .
were recently founded (and therefore without older sons?d, cut off
from: assistafice froéom othér male kin, or headed by § woman,. female
agriculfuralllabar'of course assumed mueh greater-impontanée,~éut in
general, when the number of men sufficed for cdrrying. out essential
agricultural tasksy womeRr‘s role in the direct process-of cultivation
was secondary. The-priﬁary domain of fémzle -members of peasant ..
househdlds{'aSSigned‘by custom, was food ‘processingy .the care of . . .
children and ‘domestic-animals, and domestic industry.4/-

Whether the fulfillment of these customary obligations by wemen
providéd them with a status equal to that of mén, within the family-
and within the community,. has been-the subject of ‘debate among
anthropological aobservets of the.periovd. Since the criteria for,
judging status varied from one.observer to snother, and were in.
any event  the product of experience not comparable -with-that of local
pe0pie“themSelv¢s, the guestion. was, and must always. remain, impossible
to answer. ‘What @bes seem clear is that leaving aside the. -.r
cgmparabilityﬁof'maleﬂand'female'status,*women.enjoyedihigﬁ status,

L T S [T .= -

4/ . Robert Redfleld and Sol Tax,z"General Characterlstlcs of'* -
: Present ‘Day Mescamerican- Indian.Society", in’ Téx (edi ),
Heritage of Conquest, New York:i Cooper -Square Publishers, ..

1968, p. .33. ~Original edition, 1952.
/for the



- 13 -

for the basic reason that their .contribution to-the-household. -
was, of v1ta1 Jimportance to survival. No mam could reap the:;
beneflts of hlS qorn :harvest without a woman to-process his
CFQQ[,qugt_gs.nolypman could have corn:to-process without
the assistanqanﬂoﬁTg man. .« This was a situation-which left
%iﬁﬁ%g.;q?m”fpr.ggﬁrgcating the effgrts of either partner. -

The. labor of women was critical not only at the level of
maintaining the household, but. also in the broader enterprise :
of fulfilling family obligations toward. the community. Civil and.
réligious life was structured around a .series oif celebrations
in which, families-or groups oﬁlfamilies=alternate& in offering =on
food, drigk,.and gntertainment to.the prest. Through participation.
in this,iigs@g»cycle,_bqt@ men and women  acguired standing;. and’
men, spggifi;allyQ.passed up a-ladder of public office. composed:
of increasingly prestigious c¢ivil and religious posts. 4 man who .
hg@;ngt‘mgr;ied‘gnd formed a. household coudd-not take part-in
cég@qgitf affairs.on an equal plane with. married .peers, for'it .was
ecopomically impossible.for him to‘providenthe“gqus and ‘services
which ¢ivic participation.required without .the. assistance of a wife
and children. .Therefore, although women did not formally- .
holéupﬁb;igdoffice,;thqsg offices were in. fact “frequently conceived
of as being pgla_by a married couple.5/ .- E

. The fact that.indigenous commupities tended to be relatively.:
"closed" to the wider world in the period under discussion .
strengthened the position of women and made irrelevant-a number " -
of q}emenpsbﬁn‘thei;;s§ci§1 environment  which under different :
circumstances would haye :implied inferior status.: Before full.
incorporation .into capitalist, economy,. for. example,: land tenure’’
among}}héss;grpup&zugsiqq@munal,w~Land;was‘utilizedwby_indivjﬂual'

[P

5/ _Ibldu See alao Isabel H. de Pozas, “La posicidn de la mujer
. dentro de la gstructura.social Tzot#il", Ciencias Politicas .

oy SOCialeS (Mexlco, UNAM):, Volq V, NO 18, octubre d1C1embre,
1959, PPa 565 575-w50 Canin A -

s
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families, but not as private property; no profit’ wds realized
from it, ' nor-could it be sold. The only value of family plots was
to provide products conisumed by the family, aistributéd by the
family to others im return for prestige, or éxchanged on a limited
scale for subsistence goods. The position of agricultural
producer {generally: ¢orresponding to’the man of the household) was-
therefore structurally no more advantageous ‘than that-of food
processgor (corresponding to the woman's role). And the'role -
of trader in agricultural goods was in fact quite often delegéted'
to women. 1In addition;fWOmen often played a major role in
manufacturing and exchanging such hon-agricultural products 'as
pottery and cloth.” Therefore it must.be concluded that they were
at least as favorably situated-as 'men to manage the few pointé
of economic coéntact which existed between the family and the wider:
society. - : : o : o T
“Similarly, the extraordinary importahce of the family within
"¢losed" peasant communities, and the undoubted influence of women
within. family councils, assuréd tle lattef considerable decision=
making authority in matters .affecting their livés even though °
they did not openly participate in ecmmunity government. fs ong"
as the family served as the basic'political unit, and community:
politics was largely the sum of family decisions, it ‘canndt be’
supposed. that women were'effectively éxc¢luded from the political
process. .Their participation took place "in private", not "in
public", in congruence with cultural values giving men the
predominant role in represerting the ‘family in the public -sphere. -
As a number of anthropologistis have ‘pointed out, the position of
public representative -is not necessarily any more persoénally
adventageous than theat of private agent, and may under certain.
circumstances be less s0.6/ It is only with the disintegration of'

- R L e

6/ .: See Carol Jopllng, ”Women s WGrk A Mexlcan Case Study of. Low
- Status as & Tactical .Advantage",. EthnoloEy, Vol. XIII, No 2,
1974, 187-195; and Beverly Chinas, The- Isthmus Zapoteécs:
. Women’'s Role in Cultural Context. New York: Holt, Rinehart,
" and Winston, 1973.7

/the family,
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the family,. and the inclusion.of the community within a wider
political system in which alliances are formed among -individuals,
that the exclusion of-women from formal access to public office
seems to become a serious liability.. .

The..public" rpole of the husband, his position as head of the
household, was part of a complex of masculine prerogatives the. .
existence,of which might lead ope to speak of "patriarchy" when '
discussing -the.social organization-of Mesoamerican Indian
communities. The marriages of sons.and daughters were, for
example, commonly arranged among heads:¢f families; and. brides
tended .to he taken to the househpold of the groem to serve his
family until the birth of a first or second childs. . Men were served
first at household meals and on ceremonial occasions. Especially -
when they. reached. a relatively advanced-age, men:were treated with .-
marked deference-by other members of the‘familya; To call this. -
"patriarchy", however, and to lump:it indiscriminately together.
with the kind of .extreme male dominance implied.by that term when-
applied- to.other kinds of social systems, is clearly-unwarranted.?/"
The men of relatively isolated indigenous-communities, before
intengification of interaction with urban- industrial society, .quite-
simpl# did .not have the absalute power of a patriarch.’ . 2

On closer inspection of the anthrepological evidence, for *
example, one finds that in the spheres of economy and sociéty dominated
by women, older women enjoyed the .same deference from younger members
of the family as older men enjoyed in their own fields. . Women '
played an important role in consultation preceding the arrangement
of marriage; in fact, the consolidation of any new kinship bond
without the gpgrival‘qf the women invqlvgd was‘vi;tual;y impossible_°

B i L T N

7/ Evelyn Mlchaelson and Walter Goldschmidt do so in "Female
Roles -and Male .Dominance among Peasants', Southuwestern Journdl
-of Anthrogology, Vol. XXVII No 4 19?1, PP 330—352.

o - -
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Isabel H. de Pozas went so far as to say of the Tzotzil@g'of
Chiapas (during the 1940's) that "all important decisions are’
taken by common accord betweéen husband and wifé. If not, they -
have no value within the community“.8/ And Margarita Gamio de Albda
concluded from her survey bf-déta concerning indigenous groups
of Guatemala. that "officially the husband predominates in the
Indian.family, but in fact the division of authority between
husbend and wifeé is equal ...  The exploitation of one sex by
another does not fit within the cultural pattern".9/

The complex of male behaviour traits commonly known as
"machismo'; or ‘the agressive assertion of masculinity, so common
in modern Latin American (and other) settings, was by all
accounts'ahsent.in-the kind of indigenous peasant communities
under discussion. " Gillin comncluded from his work in Guatemala
between 1942 and 1948 that the attitude of Indian men toward
women and children was markedly different from that of neighboringf
non-Indian men, who were much more closely integrated intdo
the wider society. ¥or the former, "man and woman are a cooperative
partnership in adjustment to the universe. Wives share honors *
and responsibilities of men in prominent statusés ... Bickering
between mates/is/uncommbn: /there is/ withdrawal rather than '
friction 4n Casés of incompatibility ... /The/ use of sex for
~exploitatién is. uncharacteristic". For the urban-oriented ‘Ladinos,
on the other hand, /The/ man dominates /his/ family, including
his wife. . Sex /is/ used for the exploitation of others".10/

e me et

8/ Pozas, 09601t., p. 571,

9/ La muJer 1ndigena de Centroamerlca. Mexice C1ty Instituto
Indigenista Interamericano, 1957, Pe 33

1o/ - John G1111n, The Culture of Securlty in §an Carlos: A Study
of a Guatemalan Community of Indians and Ladlnos.‘ New Orleans:
Middle American Research Instltute Publication NO 16, Tulane
University, 1951, p. 122.

/Van Zantwijk
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Van Zantwijkznotedfthe same distinction.in the Tarascan area of’
Mexico, as late 'as the 1960s: "The Thuatzio woman would not
like-to be in the positiom of:the heleagueredﬁggetieo:/Ladino/ :
woman, exploited:and: without anj.right.to veice:an.opinion on
economic-matters and, unlike the Taraeean.women,;unable?to#esaume.
that her husband will:'be faithful -to:.her".1l/

The point of this discussion on the division. of authority:
wiﬁhin“MesbaméricanuIﬁdian‘families not yet exposed to the .full
force of thé modernizing-drive“is not to paint a Rousséauian -
picture of abseclute -harmony.  The material conditions of daily: -
life were hard, and.the:opportunities for anguish.no deubt::
ever-present.  The purpose is} hHowever,. to establish-the-existence
of a pattern of interpersonal relatiens, found-at one time over.
large areas.of the Latin American countryside, which provided
women not anly withr.a:vitally important-:economic role, but.alse . -
with high statusd: The.next step is .thén to ask why'sucha
situation could-exist,: :when-other communities-of non-Indian
‘(or mestizo lvpeasant.families, inisome cades living side-by-side -
with indigendius greups, were net characterized by the . same kinds
of relatzons among the sexes.

‘wOmen 1n "Qpen“ mestlzo commun1t1es.} Anthr0pologlca1 accounte of

famlly relatlons thhln mestlzo peasant .communities of Mésoamerica
often contaln references to patrlarchy,ﬂmachlsmo",and the &egradlng
treatment of women. These are the 51tua¢10ns taken as a basis

for (unwarranted) generallzatlon By those who clalm that the

status of peasant women: throughout Latln Amerxoa has been and is
unlformly low. The men of the household 1n sqch cOmmunltles

. €njoy the dublous ﬁenor df holdlng a11~the nom1na1 power;, . yet little
"of ‘the day- to-day responsrblllty, within' the famlly. They are
generally characterlzed as ccld authorlfarlan flguree whose

:.‘ ,“k -’-’:'-.‘ . _':" e

11/ - Rudoiph van Zantw1*k Los serv1dores de los santos. MeXxico
City: Imstituto ‘Naciofal- Indlgenlsﬁa, 19?4 p. 278

/role it
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role it is to provide.the material necessities for the family,
while leaving all responsibility.for household management to their:
wives. The loving relation of indigenous fathers and .children .

is virtually absent; the affective -role is left to women. -
Excessive drinking and abusive sexual relations (including
beatings) not surprisingly form an integral part of this
psychosocial complex.l2/

"An extensive analysis of the "social character" of mestizo -
villages falling in this category was made during the 19608 by
Erich. Fromm and: Michael Maccoby,:in a Mexican compunity which
they chose; to: ¢call Las .Cuevas. . On the basis of psychological,
testing, as well as.anthropological field work, the authors -
concluded that the extremely visible "machismo!.of: Las Cuevas
served to camouflage a.'"mother-centered! society.: It was the
women who merited the.respect and love of+their c¢hildrén, while-
men were relatively ineffective figures Qa@able”of evoking-
little more than fear. The resulting conflict between a declared’
patriarchy.and an effective matriarthy was extraordinarily destructive
psychologicallysli/, What were the structural and-cultural reasons:

A s Do T AR I L s - ¥

12/ See May Dlaz, Tonala: Conservatlsm Re§pon51b111§y and Authorltg

'1n a Mexlcan Town» Berkeléy: Universlty of Californis Press,

- 1970; Cynthia, Nelson, The Waiting:-Village:.Social -Change -

~ in Rural Mexico Bos%ton: Little, Brown and Co., 19?1

George Foster T21ntzuntzan. Mexican | Peasants in a Changlqg
World,. Boston* Little, Brown and Co., 1967; and.lola ‘
Romanucc1-Ross, Conflict, Violence and Morallty‘igtg‘ygglcan
Village. Palo Alto: Natlonal Press Books, 1973.

"7 On-tThe different functions of drinking in Indian and -
mestizo communities, see Willian and Claudia Madsen, "The
Cultural Structure of Mexican Drinking Behaviour", inm’
Dwight Heath (ed.), Contémporary Cultures:and Soczetles of Latin

America, 2nd edition, New York. Random House, , 1974, pp. 438-#51=

lé/ Erich Fromm and Michael Maccoby,The Social Character of a
Mexitan Village. New York: Praeger, 1970,

See also Susan Carol Rogers, "Female Forms of Power and the
Myth of Male Dominance: A Model of Female/Male Interaction.
in Peasant Society", American. Ethnologist, Vol. II Mo 4,
November, 1975, ppe 587-601,

/for this
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for this conflict? . ‘Let-us'begin to answer-the question by logking
at cultural-differences between-prototypical "closed! indigenocus -
and "open'" mestizo communities. - ... - . AN

The ‘cultural bases of insecurity in an "open" community. .The

culture-.of relatively "clpsed" indigenous communities provided -
a set of rules .concerning right conduct, and the rewards.of
right conduct, which changéd only very slowly over time. These
rules, developed as a defensive response ‘to the constant threat
of outside intéerference, provided a large measure of security,
both psychological and social, for memberg of the community.
Every person had a clearly. defined role, according to age¢ and- sex;
and- through fulfilling that role; he or she could be certain of ;-
contributing not only to personal wellbeing, but also to that of
the collectivity. The fact that prestige was.allotted on the.
. basis ofservice. to the community (including the distribution
of surplus production), as well as .advencing age, meant that .
‘evéryone could look forward to increasing status and that no one "»
‘would expect ever to suffer physical privation of a -degree much.. . -
worse than that suffered by anyone else. What was lacking in
terms of technological control over the environment, a number
of anthropologisis have noted, was compensated by a very highly
developed system.of social security. ; R .
The culture of mestizo agricultural communltles, by deflnltlon
associated with the behaviour patterns of the wider capitalist
culture, containea far fewer elements of psychological and social .
security. Groups: of small cultivators, oftep'dispoeing of no
more-adequate physical resources than their ipdigepopseeeﬁhferparts.
faced the problems of survival with much less collective support.
than. the latter. The household continued to function .as the ..
basic productive unit of the community but there vere fewer . .
instfitutions eurrounding.it te.cushion theweffects of bad luck, ;é
At the same tlme, the values upholding right conduct in family

and communlty affalrs tended to be less homogeneous. DBoth men and

/women therefore
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women therefore were less able to resist the constant pressure
toward individualism emanating from the wider culture than were
members of ""closed" Indian communities. 7

Measuring their socioeconomic situation against the ideal
standards of the wider culture, rather than maintaining strong
local standards, most members of mestizo peasant communities
could only judge themselves to be *poor™. They had access.
to neither the material comforts nor the educational credentials
required to.obtain prestige within modern urban society, and their
political power was absolutely insufficient to exért much
pressure: for future improvement. They were often, in their own
minds, second-class citizens of the contemporary hational society,
while the inhabitants.of "closed" indigenous communities were
first-class members of a local landgroup.

This fundamental difference in the self-valuation of different
groups within the Latin American peasantry, inseparable from
@ifferences in the kind of relationship maintained with the national
sociceconomic system, would seem to constitute an important element
in explaining the prevalence of "machismo" in mestizo communities-
and its virtual absence in "closed" indigenous ones. The male head
of household in the latter case had a good probability of fulfilling
his role satisfactorily, and this enjoying @ respected position in -
society. He had no'need to belittle or humiliate women in
order 'to illustrate his wofth (which is not to say, of course,
that no individual ever behaved in such a way). The husband
in a mestizo family, on the other hand, was more likely to find
‘himself in what La Mond Tullis once called - in another corntext -

a "structural bind": required by his culture to be the public
representative of ‘his family, and to defend it well, but destinég
by existing socioecoromic relationships to fare poorly. It is

thiskind of vulnerability which Oscar Lewis has shown to contribute

/substantially to
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-.gubgtantially to:exploitative sexual .behaviour ameng slum dwellers
caught up in the "eculture ofcpoverty"g as well as among mestizo
peasant families inia comparable position,lh/.

Soeioeconomic-bases of insecurity in en 'open!! commupity. The
particular -elements:in the relationship between "open" mestizo,
or (increasinglyi.with;the‘passage,of,time)Tmndennizing'Indianu
communities, and:the nationgl socioecopomic system..which jeopardized
the capacity of-many peasant:families to guarantee an adequate.
livelihood can be:; briefly:.discussed, -as they were pérceived by:the .
families themselves, under.two general headings: a growing need .. -
for money, and the things which orly money could buy; and:

a relative inability tosmeet monetary ‘requirements, attendant -upon.
insufficient access to vital ‘physical and-:social resourcess

Within the prototypical "closed! peasant community studied -
by.enthropologists, families were largely self-sufficienty they .
met their basic¢ needs through expleoiting the surrounding natural
environment, witheut a significant use of wmoney. : Houses were
built of .adobe, or palm fronds, or weod; . or any other material locally
availables --The labor. reguired for building was provided by the:- . -
family itself, assisted by kinsmen-and other members:of the - ...n.
comnmunity repaid at:¢a later date by "retunning the .favor"..: Clothes
and household articles.were elaborated at home; and food .was - .+ .,
grown -on family kand with unpaid laber,-utilizing inputs only . ...
occasionally obtained through .contact with a wider market.l5/
Depending wupon :the -abundance of local physical resources and - -
the pressure of population on the land, “levels of living in such
communities.might be relatively high or low; but they were,

disasters excepted, largely under the control of the people involved.

14/ See Oscar Lew1s, Pedro Martlnez A:§a3;055‘Eegﬁgﬁg;ggglﬁéngggilx.
New York: Vintage Books, 1967. ~ -~ T 7T e

Such. vulnerability is, of course; not an. excluasive attribute

of the position of men 1n low-lncome families. Counterparts 1n
middle- and upper-incone groups are exposed to the same '
pressure in. a compefitive .situation. . .: . s w U

15/ Especially iron hoes,. machetes,. and irom-tipped plowss - :. v

——aila!

e /411 major
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' 'All major elements in. the process of progressive incorporation
into:the'wider socioeconomic system implied growing monetary
expenditures. The communications revolution net only stirred
new needs and expectations, but alsp opened the way for the rapid
commercial penetration of e¢ven the remotest peasant villages..
Clothing and household goods began .more often to be bought than
‘'mgde at home; new sérvices; including those provided by .dectors, -
teachers, and government agencies (electric lighting, piped
water, etc.’) had to be paid for with money.  To obtain a monetary. .
income, peasant families had to sell local goeds or labor on .the
wider market, at prices determined by the interplay . of forces
over.which they exercised little if any control. Under these.
circumstances, the stdge was set for exploitation for the value
of goods and services provided by rural families to a modern
capitalist economy was likely to be consistently greater than the.
value of goods and services returned. i

The conditions of agricultural production in peasant villages
were affected by market incorporation in a number of fundamental
ways.. There was, for example, a long-term tendency toward
converting communal lands to private property, .just as unpaid-
cooperative labor graduzlly gave way to wage labor. In the attempt
to obtain a larger monetary income from private plots, commercial
crops were: sometimes substituted for subsistence crops, and in
some cases an attempt was wade to finante the use of such
manufactured inputs as chemital fertilizers. and insecticides.

In general, the financial, technical, and educational resocurces
at the disposal. of new commercial  farmers were not sufficient to
realize the potential advantages' of: these. investments, however,. and
technologlcal innovation, where undertaken, tended to become
associated with indebtedness. - - - Q;ff Lo

. Thertypical small private-holding, theh,rcﬁntiﬁuedAtS bé
worked utilizing a relatively primitive technology .to produce
subsisteﬁce ¢rops. But the oﬁération beéaﬁé 1é§é selfssﬁstaining
with the passage of time. Monetary.expenses-df:pﬁoduttion, '

' ' I /associated with
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associated with the new need to pay occasional hired hands or to
rent a team,of oxen, rather than counting entirely on the cooperative
exchange of material and.labor, tended to rise; and yields
remained stationary, or fell, as the pressure of population growth,
urban .sprawl, and encroaching commercial, farming ventures made it
impossible to. rotate the land in traditional ways... Over large. -
areas of the Latin American countryside, one thus-encounters the .
kind of subsistence agriculture dependent for its very existence .
on its relation to moneylenders. - Money is borrowed in order to
cultivate, maize, beans, or wheat. At harvest time,. a large part
of the crop.is either delivered directly.to the moneylender or.
sold so that the latier can be repaid in cash.  In either case,
the necessity to sell implies extremely low prices, ag.well as
inability to retain a sufficient, part of the crop to-meet family
food needs. Within a few months of the harvest, many families - -
then find themselves buying back grains from local intermediaries
at prices considerably higher "than those obtained at ‘the sale.
A similaf"syndromé‘accbﬁpﬁhiéé'%ariouS"fGrmé'6? shareéEbpping‘plﬁ
and renting’ arrangements engaged in by thole wlth no dlrect
access to land.’ S N e .

When this précééS"eXtréqtspSQCh‘é significanf’émoﬁnt“bf:tﬁbt
total product of small holdings that their owners .can no 1onger
support thelr fam111es wlth 1ncome Trom farmlng alone, it becomes
necessary to f1nd sources of nan—farm 1ncome in order to pay for
the plantlng of small subszstence plots. Wage labor may be
obtained on other holdlngs, or: in. nearby towns,_famllles, or certain
of their members, may migrate to work in' the“harvest of suckh
commercial crops as coffee, sugar cane, and cotton. The peasantry
then becomes a kind of semi-proletariat, engaging in agriculture
only ‘in order to ' produce a small amount of food with which to
prevent hunger. Total proletrrization does not occur simply
because the wider job market is insufficient to absorb the peasant
labor force at wages which would allow it to abandon subsistence
cultivation.

/Just as
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~Just as the removal .of barriers protecting local subsistence
agriculture from the wider market economy has ternded to pauperize
family plots, so growing competitfion from cheap manufactured -
goods has terded to eliminate cottage industry. - The latter has
traditionally been not only a-seurce of independent material
provisioning for lecal people, but alsc a prime ‘element in-
maintaining -family ‘unity. With its decline has gone much of the
cooperative function of the family itself.)6/

In sum, the progressive incorporation of peasant villages’
ints a wider capitdlist economy ‘and sociely has removed the basic
elements of livelihood from the eéffectivée control of the family
and the community, leaving local pecpie to develop new livelihood
strategies determined in large part by the exigencies of an urban
worlds: ‘

The socioecomomic  deternimants of women's opportumities in_
ﬂiﬁﬁ%EQEE;SEE&ERE&.99@?3¥?§°¢ Whether rurai women. fare better
or warse than_meqlin.this changing situatipn would seem to _
depend fundamentally on the ébility of both sexes to establish. .
satisfactory ties with the wider sociceconomic system.. The

s e g e v e i v emk e e

léjf”_One student of Mex1can rural life, Fran01sco Roaas Gonzalez.
' called cottage industry the single most important element
‘in maintaining the cbhesion of the family:. Bee '"La familia
rural mexicana y su industria doméstica', Congreso Nacional
de 80c1olog1a, Estudios Soc1olog1cos, Vol I, 1950, pp. 69 76.
George Foster noted the same function for pottery ]
making in Tzintzuntzan, op. cit. . S

/interdependence which
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interdepéndence which characterizes relations among family. -
members in a relatively isolated, "closed" setting must- logically.
give way to som& form of dependence if -one member of the family
"controls: resources more vital ito survival than another. This is,
however, obviously not & simple matter of individual choice or
effort: it is the outcome of "the particular function which:peasant
families assume in the new-economic and political order taking -
shape around them. 'And this, in turn, very often depends upﬁnf
the regional context in which they live.

The national and interratidnal econonmies into which
peasant communities have’been intimately diawn during the past
few decades are made up of a variety of différent geographical-
units, each equippéd by its particular (historicelly developed)
combination of natural and-human-resources to play a particular .
role in the process of production and exchange. To ‘distinguish’ ™
clearly betweeri:one of thése socioeconomic regions and #nother
is not always an easy task. - Neverthéless, the:broad outlines.
of véry differeént regions can’be sketched; and it would ' seem to, .-
be through an analysi& of the way in which rural people fit into =
regionally<defined patterns of division rof-labor.that the - S
socioeconomic déterminants of -women's opportunltzes might . ...
- first be approached.1?/ . . T T a

}Qy{1§gpqgtéqqiu§pﬁ;qqgﬁg§;e.iLét us ‘suggest briefly some of-
the different situations in which. women-seem often to find themselves
as rural areas not:deminated by haciendas are ‘incorporated-into
a wider market system. The first of these, and perhaps the most.

frequent, might be characterized (adapting a term coined by Manning

[
T M St e P mdr e e e
»

“ t

17/ For a cogent argument 1n favor of thls approach aee

. Magdalena Leon ‘de Leal: and Carmen ‘Diana Deere, ”“studlo
. de la mujer rural ¥ el desarrollo del capltallsmo :en el
agro colombiana'i, Amerxca 1nd1gena, Vol° XXKVIII NQ 2,
' abrll-nunlo,.l9?8 ppo 341 382°_Q‘

Py oew o
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Nash) am the regional "export adjunct' economy, in which-the.
contribution of peasant families to the wider system. is the-
provision of ungkilled agricultural labor for tending and
harvesting valuable commercial crops growan on large modern holdings
located at some distance from peasant villages. This pattern is
as-old as the Conquest, but it is taking on new forms with
modernization. A key element in the system is the relative lack
of technological change within peasant agriculture itself, for .
reasons having to do not only with lack of capital and knowledge, .
but alsc with the very marginal quality of village land. The
maintenance of family livelihood depends. increasingly. on seasonal
migration to other rural areas.

In some cases, women are particularly valued-as. temporary
field hands on the:large commercial farms drawing forth.peasant
labor.in this kind of system. However, a.more common pattern
seems to be the primary employment of men, who sometimes migrate
in the eompany of their entire family in order not to lose the .
benefits of domestic service. (and companionship) provided by their
wives. Women and children may-also be.sporadically employed. :
alongside the men, .at.lower rates and generally with-the :
understanding that . their-wages will be paid to male heads.of ,
households.18/ Such a situation obviously propitiates the dependence
of women on men within the family, not only because it is through
--the latter that money is obtained, bﬁt also becguse women's work '
is patently undervalued by the wider society through the payment
of lower wages. '

Lo

AL LAy - WAL Ear B b - mmmarelel

;§/ When harvestlng is paid by volume, and net by the hour, however,
women often earn the same as men. For an excellent discussion
of the discriminatory hiring and wage practices of plantations,
in regard to women workers, see IL0O, Sixth Session of the
Committee on Work on Plantations, Report III, Condltlons of
Work of Women and Young'WOrkers on Plantatlons, 1970.' When
mechanization eliminates permanent workers, women are also
the first to be fired.

/An interesting
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w:. An interestink special case of this kind of livelihood ~¢"
ﬂstrategy}is bracero migration.from Mexican villages tbfagricultural
regions of the United States. .The geographical boundaries of the
"export adjunct" system are very much extended, but the livélihood
principle is the samé. as that noted’'for the -older, and more‘ifeneral, -
‘cases A . most impodrtant-element in the income of the péasant family
‘comes to.be remittances from antabsent male dember, this timd almost
alwsys unaccompanied: by his'family. Family infegration may be-
th¥eatened by:frequent absencs 6f the father, ‘but the women of the
family may in fact have more indepéndencé thdn would be the case if
they had migrated with their husbandé. '

; Whether women left behind 'by nmigrating men play an important
part in:agricultural work on the family holding depends both on the
complementarity.of -.crop cycles in subsisterce and commerci&l farmingy”
. and ‘on the physical and social infrastructure of each peasant village.
If men can cultivate their own fields at times when termporary Tabor
is not required by commercial farms, women seeit to play a lessér role
in subsistence agriculture; if labor ‘requirements coincide in ‘the :
.twe places, then women moré often have to dincrease’their direct partici-
pation inm agricultural:production. In cases where the combined incomé
from agriculture and farm labor is sufficient to permit it, however,
_ the place of absent men may well be taken by 'paid male labor, thereby
transforming the womeén of “the family inte managers, rather than '
laborers. = .. ‘ !

‘A's the contrast.between declining per ‘capita resocurces within®

‘many villages and increasing sffluence outside them draws more snd more
men away from the household durlng certaln parts of the’ yeaf, 1% NOuId
‘ seem on the whole that the status of women 1eft behlnd rises.
conslderablye‘_/ Aside from the managerlal and marual labor oontrlbutlons
they must make to’ famlly 11ve;1hood, they are also oalled upon to

"

assumg.somethlng ‘of the "public” rolg once reserved -for the men. Tt must

19/ Field reports.

/be stressed
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be stressed, however, that this probable rise-in female status within
the family and the community has no necessary relation to rising levels
of living or family wellbeing. Male outmigration is generally a sign
of increasing poverty, although in individual .cases it may of conrse

be associated with the consolidation of a rural middle class.

.The rural-urban migration context. -A:second kind &6f regional

econpomic setting within which rural men and women must develop strategies
for mutual survival is similar to the first in containing a plethora

of very small holdings, not suited to agricultural modernization, from
which many people must migrate in search of work. The centers of -
attraction for this labor force arey; however, less likely: to be
commereial farms:than urban industrial and commercial centers. Here the
demand for female migrants appears to be particularly strong, for
positions in domestic service and petty commerce abound. To accept these
jobs, women must generally be young and unmarried; children are a burden
which few employers wish: to shoulder.. ~Therefore one finds a current

of migration from countryside to city among adolescent girls, whe work

a few years before marrying or having:c¢hildren.20/

The migration of these girls responds not only to 'pull':factors
peculiar. to an urban environment, but also to particular characteristics
of their rural environment which “push" theri out .of the family. .As
Kate Young has shown, in areas where women do not engage 'in agricultural
labor, and-wheré modernization has éliminated such traditionally female
cottage industries as the making of clothing and the conservation of
foods, 'young girls aré not as economigally useful at home as their

brothers.2l/ At the same time, their adolescence generally coincides with

__/ For Mexlcc as a whole,. the proportlon of women, to men in rural-urban
migration is 100:82. The largest number of female migrants are ten
to nineteen years old. - The largest number of male migrants ‘are
aged twenty to twenty-nlne. Centro de Estudios Econbmlcoa ¥ Demo-
graficos, El Colegio de Mexlco, La ‘dindmica de la poblacidn, 1970.

*T.21/ Kate Youhg, "Economia campe51na,'un1dad doméstica y m1grac1on"{
\ América Indizena, Vol.XXXVIII, No2, Abril-junio, 1978, pp.279-302.

/the most
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the most difficult Years 1n the life cycle of their parents, when a large
number of dependent children bear upon the llmited resourcesgof the house-
hold. Therefore a common livelihood etrategy in this kind of setting is
for families to ‘send their daughtere off to the c1ty to engage 'in domestic
service until younger childreén can relieve them of that obligetionlby
taking their place-on a rotating .basis or finding other workagg/

Young girls are not, however, .the only women who go to make a living
in a city.c Unmarried or abandoned. women, as. well as widows, frequently
migrate from communities which prov1de them With little eustenance or.
prestige, And when poverty begins to make deep inroads among ‘many
peasant familiee, even married women may be found travelling to and’ from
urban ceénters in search of a livelihood.’ One of the best documented cases
of this kind of female migration is that of the '"Marias" of'MexioO'Citj}
studied- by Lourdes Arizpe. These women, members of indigenous Mazahua -
villageewonly‘aAfew_nours],bns.ride from the Federal. District,.sell
fruit, nuts, and candies on the etreetcorners of the city, accompaniei .
by their children. In general their family holdings provide.onljﬂonew'
third the 1ncome needed to’ satisfy the most basic requirements of daily
life; and their husbands have little luck finding paid employment
anywhere. - The "Marias" cannot engage in domestic eervxce, for they must
take care of their children.: Their resgolution of the dilemma is therefdre
to become itinerant street vendors.23/ . . o o

There can be little doubt that, 88 1n the case .of women left behind
in v1llages characterized by a high rate of male outmigration, the status
of women who migrate to urban areas in eearch of work tende to rise.
Direct access fo ménetary income, unmediated by the men of the" family,
produces:a certain.independencé unlikely in earlier settings.‘ This
higher status. within the family, however, -must be contrasted with the
palpably low etatus granted women migrants within the wider urban. world.-
While they live in the city, rural women (especzally in domestic serv1ce)
may be subJect to a seriee of humiliations never experienced 1n their '

own villages.

22/ For a very interesting application of Chayanov's theory to this
phenomenon of adolescent female migration, see Lourdes Arizpe,’

- "Mujeres migrantes y economia campesina: Anadlisis de una cohorte mi-
gratoria .a:la.ciudad .de Mexicoy 1940-1970," América’ Indig_pa, Vol.
XXXVITI, Ne2, abril- -Jupio, 19?% PR.303-326,.. . - .

_2/ Lourdes Arizpé, Indigenas,en la ciudad de Meéxico: . El,caso de las
"Marias". Mexico City: EEP Setentas, 1975,

.. /The context
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~ The context of modern cqpltallst agr1culture»4 A-third reglonal settlng

1
I

-wlthln which pensant famllles confront modernlzatlon dlffers from the flrst
two 1n;contalnlng;sufflclent‘natuxdl_resou;ces toaa;lou the development of
commercial agricultube. within the peasant sector. - In the tuo previous
cases, smallholdlnas could only become increasincly pauperized, leading: to-
the search for a 11v1ng outslde the boundaries of thé- communlty In the
thlrd case, nouever, the gradual tecnnltlcatlon and commerc1a11zat10n of
relatlvely good lands_replaces subsxstanCe ‘holdlngs'w%t@ modern comme;éiéi
Earms._rﬁhen this occurs w;thln qbw1dey gapltalist_sétting; it"cbnstitutes_ h
the prototypicil iﬁstance of socioecononmic differentiation,within peasant
communltles. the 1ncrea51ng profltablllty of .some. holdings -allows their

'ouners to ouy or rent more 1ana, while former SU»SlStEﬂCE farmers unable
to adnpt to the new condltlons are gradually converted into an aarlculturhl :

s

proletarlat.
dere the changing role. and status of rurdl vomen depend quite baslcally

upon the socioecononic stratwa of their families. - The wives of commercial
lfarmers (wnetler én -large holdings or family farms) in most cases seem to
lose all economlc functlons w1th1n the famlly, except those ‘of hav1ng R
chlldren and carrylng out domestlc tasLs. leed hands replgce famlly labor
-rather rapldly nd in its ‘turn, agrlcultural machlnery replxces hlred

hénds. -Tlves who do not  turn to .comnerce or some klnd of cott ge 1ndustrj
(often sew1ng or emuroldery).therefore find themselves entirely dependent
upon their husu4nds for econonlc support. .ﬂomen‘in»this:situation provide
some of the most patﬂetlc e anples ‘of depenaence in the literature, ‘%lthough
thEy may work very hard at aousenold tasLs, their worﬁ is not hlrhly valued
Ffor 1t produces. np monetary income, They feel tnemselyes prtsoners of fate

28/

and exhibit a passive disinterest in the affairs of the communi ty .=

[ B o 3_‘* ' LT e

gd/ For @ serles of polcn*nt 1nterv1ews with- thls ﬁlnd of woman, see, Fernando
Camara, Zeverly. Chlnas, and Sonila Cojman de ! 41lan, 1ex1CQ .y in Xmerlcan
'nssoclatlon FPor thé qdyancement of Science, Vlllage “Tomen: ” Their '
Cﬁq_gmna LlVES ‘and FErtlllggr Lnshxngten.,?9?f. pP. 311-198 '

S /ﬁhe wives
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The wives oP agrlcultural laborers, to a 11m1ted extent, may £are
psychologzcally better, ‘for the’ economlc 51tuat10n of thelr famllles tends
to be $0O precarlous that any contrlbutlon made by women to famlly 1ncome is
clearly appreclated. Nevertheless, the sheer phy51ca1 demands made on these'

women, as on thelr husbands, by the envmronment in whlch they llVE is
oy e ‘r‘
overwhelmlng. Uhen they can flnd agr1cu1tural work, often durlng the harvest

of labor-:.ntens:.ve crops, they may put in a twenty-hour day, addmg elght

hours of domestlc serv1ce for less 1mpoverlshed women to elght hours of fleld
work and four hours of work w1th1n thelr own homes 2 / And even so, thelr
combined earnlngs may not sufflce to malntaln the famlly durlng the rest

of the year, when unemployment for both sexes is frequent. In such a

T

51tuat1on, the nutrltion of women and oh;ldren 15 consc1ously sacrlflced

- v, .

to malntaln the man of the household 1n condltlon to work As one wlfe of

L

a day laborer 1n a commerc1al area of Mexlco explalned, "He eats flrst and

gets the most and best. because he has to work. Ulthout hls work, e would
. PR 5 D A O T '
surely starve' / ‘

»

! Forelgn or domestlc agr01ndustr1es may enter thls klnd of settlng,

establlshlng var1ous klnds of food proce951ng operat1ons whlch in practlce

seem “to prov1de more employment for uomen than Bor men. The potentlal role N

of such rural industries in’ ralslng the status of women and 1mprov1ng the

[

level of living of rural ‘families in general cannot be doubted. in experlments

s

__/ »Xate Young, “The Part1c1patlon of Uomen in the Peaeant Economy“
manuscript, I : : “ ! .
i 2_6/ Camara,--Chinas, and Gojman de Millan; i g.cit., P- 166-.' For -an excellent
treatment of this problem among the agave, workers of ‘Northeastern -
Braszil,. see Daniel, Gross and Barbara Underwood, "Technological Change
-and Caloric Costs* “Sisal Agreculture in Northeasterih Brazil", Amer1can
Anthropolog:tst, Vol. LXXIII, N° 3 June, 1971. PP ?25-“?40.

r
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such as that of the People's Cooperatives of Southerﬁﬂ&a{isco‘(Mg§%¢o). for
example, a network of small industries did much to alleviate problems of
unemployment among peasant women.27/ -In fact, however,. the kinds of food-
processing and packaging plants in which mostnrg;alﬂwomen wqu in Latin -
America tend to take advantage of the relatively weak bargaining position
of théir employees, requiring long hours of work for low wages and
providing ‘ohly the most rudimentary equipment wi;h;which_;q carry out sometimes
hazardous tasks.§§/aa As in the case of domestic service, this source of
employmeit for rural.womeﬁjis largely closed to those with children.
The:preceding brief survey qf_thé'changing:relationship‘of low=-income
rural families.'to the wider socioeconomic system, in di?ferenp regional contexts,
suggests; then, that in general both wbmen”and men are_increagingl} drawvn out
of the domestic productive unit in order. to. provide a mobile, ugskilled of i
semi-skilled labor reserve for commercial agriculture, industry, agdgdcmestié
service, In some instances, mest particularly commercial agriculture and
indusfry, men are more frequently hired than women; in others, suqh,aa
domestic service and-small‘industries (food processing and sewing are cases
in p01nt) ‘the demand for female workers may. put women at an advantage over
men., The gtatus of women, in their famllles and in their communities, tends
to rise when they are left behind to head their families during the absence
of husbands forced to migrate in search of work; as well as wheﬁ women obtain
jobs which contribute substantially to the‘ ;.carce monetary income of the

family. Their status declines, on the other hand, when they lose productive

At ra——

27/ This case was disqussed in detail at the CEPAL-FAD-UNICEF-DIF workshop.
It has also been treated in Sergio Alcéntara Ferrer, ”The'?eople”s
Collective Industrles of Jalisco: A Lase ‘Study of Rural Industrialization
in Hex1co,f Industrialization and Rural Development Viemda: United

. Nations Industrial Development Organlzatlon, 1978, pp. 49-69,

28/ "An 1nterest1ng investigation of cond1t1ons in the strawberry packing
plants of central Mexico can be found in Ernest Feder, El imperialismo
fresa, liexico: Editerial Campesina, 1977.

/roles within
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roles within the family {often eliminated by the unequal competition between
cottage industryand urban manifactures) =snd become entirely dependeit- upon
the income of a resident male head of household. - Both' men and women of 'Tow-
1ncome rural families’ suffer the” nimiliation of Tow esteém bestowed upon them
by the ‘widet soc1ety, ‘as’ they move from a rélatlvely autoénonous system of

locally-defined’ status to thé brbader”system‘determlned'by urban vaiiesy

Cultural elemenis in theé adaptive stritegies’ of individuals and

families, The way in thich women and men ‘adapt to the changing requirements
of liveliﬁooéfwifhin'a;widéf Eéﬁitaliéf.séciéthiﬁ*Hétermiﬁedfnbt‘ﬁni}'by'the
structural charactéristi¢s 6f the reglonal economy*w:thln which they: ‘find
themselves, but also by eleménts “of their dulture uh1ch pf&dlSpOSe them to
adopt certain’ iivelihobd strategies beforé-others: in particular, the
customary rolé of the man of %hérﬁbﬁséhoid as its "public" representative, '
and thé concomitant identification of women with domesticity -—neither of
‘which necessarily implied-low status’ For women within a relatively “closeds
traditional setting,”as notedl ‘above— Have edteréd into the formation-of  *
new patterns of interactiofi; between the ‘Pamily and the wider world as well
as within the £amiiy:“iﬁ ways’ which have 6P¥én Seéen prejudicial to womeén:
There ‘is nothing- ihfrinsically belittlihg about:domesticity.- In'a
society based upon the domestic unit, not only for affect but also for
Production, responsibility for the smooth functioning of the home is an. honor,
Jithin a capitallst settlng, however, productlon 1s 1ncrea31ngly separated
from the domestlc unlt .and is valued only in. tenns of money, not in. terms
~of simple utlllty for sub51stence. The work of both men” gud vomen 1n the
home thus comes %o'be=cgn31dered of secondary 1mportance, and members of the
family- who devoté themselves entlrely to unremunerated domestlc act1v1t1es‘

FIRT

lose soc1a1 recognltzon from the w1der soclety for the1r efforts.

/Because the
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Becavse the ‘men of‘peesathfeﬁiliesrin'Latiﬁ America have treoifionell?

~ served as a buffer bétween the hiousehold and the outside vorld, it is they

vho have more }ea&ilf'erﬁ“oraﬁﬁ;oﬁfToP'tﬁe domestic unit to work for a
monetary incomé -structura1 demand for thelr serv1ces permlttlng. qlthough
the majorlty have qulte clearly reCelved 11tt1e sat1sfuct10n in this role,
they have been’ exposed to the all—perva51ve myth that men who earn money are
superior to- women: who do not-'and they have been prov1ded'w1th a certaln
knowledge of the wider world whlch makes it more p0551b1e for them than for
women left at home ‘to achieve limited upward moblllty. ’Acculturatzon ¢ 2S
many anthropolog1ca1 observers have notedhﬂd/ becomes ‘an econOmlc resource,
aIIOW1ng some men to establlsh polltlcal and commerc1al tles with others ‘
who may be useful in maklng money. Thls process 1s relnforced by the 1nherent
male bias of the wider societj;ﬂﬁhich'essdhes that men, not women, should

be the prlmary Tocal’ agents ‘of modernlzatlon.' Thefefo;e eoeh:though in certein
settings unnarrled or' chlldless wonen may eventually be drawn into the w1der
labor market on an equal or even greater,, ‘scale’ than men (as is the case of‘
areas surroundlng large cztles; requlrlng domest1c servlce), it 1s generally

among men that one finds the few local examples of economic success.30/

. ) [
o .

29/ See Susan Bourque and Kay Warren, “Campesinas and Comuneras: Subordination
- in-the-Sierra™, Journal:of: Marriage and the Family, Vol, CVIII, N° 4,
November, 1976, pp. 781-788; and Susan Carol Rogers,_’Female Forms of
Power and the liyth of Iale Dominance: A Hodel of Female/iale Inter-

action in Peasant Society', American Ethnologisgt, Vol, II, N* 4, November,
1975, pp. 587-601. |

gg/ Laurel Bossen stresses this polnt in "lomen 1n Modernlzlng Socletles“,
American Ethnologist, vol., II, H° 4, MNovember, (1975, pp.587-601,

s
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Men and women whose Familied are on the ragged edge of hunger (and:thisv
may include as fany as forty percent’ of a1l rural families in latin Ameriea) 31/
clearl}roanﬁot'd?ford” to be a5 irflvenced 4s” their slightly better off,
“ﬁgigﬁbois'bwahéucdlfﬁfai’idéai’a%éooia%iﬁg vomen with exclusive domesticity,
Jomen must make a monetary contrlbutlon in order ‘for all to survive. Yet
in fact chlldbearlng and chlldrearlng, withid a”cultural setting which aSslgns
primary responsibility for the care of young children to women, places afi
extremoiﬁfhoav§“bﬁfden‘of &%més%iciwork'ﬁpon'fhe3§hoﬁlders of female members
of thé‘famiiﬁ dnd severely limits their ability to engage in any other
occupation. " This is especially true Sen men must migrate, leaving their’
wives and children with sole 'résponsibility not only for their own
subSiogon&e,‘bﬁi éisoffor;dareiof;oil'tﬁé productive résources of the - -
household., And it isléébeciéiiﬁ ﬁisheérténinQVin the early stages of the
developmeht:of tﬁé'fam{iy; when thé'nﬁmﬁef'df dependents {and ‘therefore
economic noed) is greatEst9 ‘buit the ablllty 'of women to ‘take advantage
of any aVallable economlc 0pportun1ty the least,
rural mothers are extremely onerous. ~Without many of 'the copvenlences-of oo
urban ‘women, like rinning vater, gas of keroééne“éooking‘sfoveé; and nearby
stores, thése women iust offéh work themselves to the point of exhaustion
simpifvto meet the minimum daily needs’ of fheif”familiééifor food,ﬁé;othing,’ k
varmth, and shelter, Water for iashing and drinking must be carried’long
diétéﬁoésj'mood for cooking' may be collécted omly after ooverdi hours' walk;

generally accomplished with a number of children in tow. Sick children

¢

P T
t .

-

gl/ﬂ A recent study by the Ec¢onomic r‘or-un:l.s.s:l.on for Latln Amerlca (Oscar
"Altlmlr, La -dimerisibn de 1a pobreZa en Ambricd Laflna, september, 1978)
concludes ‘that 34 percent of all rural families in- Latin América may
be below the “line of 1ndlgence‘* and 62 percent below the ' 11ne of
poverty, (Table 12, p. 81) ¢ 8 ' o

S ﬁ,Eymust”be S

B P N T



-3 -

Cmust bé‘nursed'without.recpurse,to qdeqpateqmg@ica;,cgre. Food must be

‘prépared through time-consuming prpcegses.rgquiring, in the extreme case

of the tortilla; as much as. six héurs a. day of grinding and cooking. Then

. there are clothes to wash and mend;. anlmals to tend and occa31ona1 agr1cu1tura1

tasks to carry out., The result is often the explo1tatlon of the 1ast ounce

of ‘women's energy in-the;process-of,proy;d;pg}goc;ety w1th_new‘members at an

extraordinarily low monetary cost. .. L o | _ |
Modern‘fechnology»has, in;thg l§st:ana1ysi§,qdongﬁrelgtivelyrlipf;e‘

to ease the domestic bunden of rural vomen, just as it has proven'sinéﬁiarly

unadapted to the task,of providing an adeguate inqpmq'for most rural ﬁgn, ‘

Tubed water has appeared with 1ncrea51ng frequency 1n rural areas of Latln

America during ‘the past few decades, but accordlna to the 1970 census, it is

still available to less than 18 percent of all rural Mexlcan homes, 1 pgrcent

of all Guatemalan Taral ,homes, 5 to 6 percent of all rural hOmes 1n El o

Salvador, Honduras, andﬂNzcaragua.ég/ %ost rural women, as a recent Unlted

Nations report stressed, are stillfgaterigarglerg.gg/U“Gqs Qr kerqgeng stpves

can be fourd.in 21,5 pescent of all ;rural Mexican homes, 1aqying_£he_rest |

to 1ook.£or.wopd.§£/, Electricity has nominally regchedc27,? percent of all

rural. families in that country, 32 percent inrcpstauRipa,'and,é;fq 7 percent

in Guatemala, El Salvadeor, Nicaragua anleondur;;,gg(J  But“thgjpresence‘

of eleéfricity in'iOWhianme rural settings does ﬁotralway§ représent a clear

advantage for.women. They :generally do not have the.mogey_to;buy:the labor—

saving appliances which_elgctricity“powers, and théy?pften.cannqt afford even

Qg/"Costa Rica is far ahead of other Central American countriés, registering
tubed water in 40 percent of its rural homes. Figures for Central America
talcen from ECLA, Dﬂsarrollo v pelitlca soc1al en Ccntroamerlca, August,
197G, Table 44, p. 114. ' T

gg/» Noracy de Souza, "omen as Water Carrlers A Case for Evaluatlng
Technology Transfer to Rural Areas’, mlmeo, 46 pp. 1o date.

ég; 1970 Population Census,

ECLA, Desarrollo v politica soc1a1 en Centromaerlca, op.cit. Table 43,
P. 113. N :

/to pay
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to pay the monthly:electfic bill. In a number of cases, electricity simply
allows rural women to stay up later at night doing household chores for |
thei} own family or for others {sewing, ironing, grinding).35/ Only when
turned to the task of grihdiﬁé corﬁ‘ih the primitive mills which have sprung
up throughout the countryside in the past few decades has electricity served
unequivocably to lighten the daily work of most women in Mexico, -

In fact, thé problem of women's work load is probaﬁly‘at least as much
an organizationai as a technological one, With the breakdown of community
cooperation and the ffagﬁénfatibn'of the family, many women havé increasingly
stood alone in thé daily struggle to feed and care for their dependents. They
can count less onéthéir hdsﬁands, who'afe often absent; they can count less on
the human resources of aﬁ'éxfended famiiﬁ, brokeh aparf‘by modefnization;
they'can count less on traditional bonds of friendship and ritual kinsghip
in the necessarily fluid soécial situation accompanying rapid change. They
can even count less on their older children for aéﬁistance, because it is
precisely when those children reach sufficient age to bé useful ‘to their
mothérs‘that’fhej are likely to be sent to schoél; and thus effectively
subtracted from the famiiy 1ab6r-pool for a considerable part of the day.él/
In a situation of hrumbling traditional social SeCurity; few modern
institutfﬁns haveyyet ﬁade-realléontribufions to:providing ney 6}ganizational

bases for family welfare in the latin Américan‘CSUntryside.

§§/ ¥ate Young, "The Participation of Vomen in the Peasant Ecqnqmy”, op.cit,

37/ HMost in-depth interviews with lowwincome rural women stress the great
'sacrifice which schooling represents for harried mothers. .On the one
hand, education is seen as the best hope that the family may enjoy an
improved economic position in the future; and for that reason, mothers
go to extraordinary extremes to keep their children in school. But on
the other hand, the lack of assistance from older children penalizes the
family economically, preventing mothers or children from taking small
jobs which might narrow the margin between subsistence and want. See.
Camara, Chinas, and Gojman de Millan, op,cit.; and Xate Young, "The
Participation of Women in the Peasant Economy*, op.cit,

/III, WOMEN



III. WOMEN AND LAND REFORM IN A CAPITALIST SETTING

Up to this ﬁoint; discussion has centered around the impact upon the

livelihood of rural families, and most particularly upon women, of a

general trend toward incorporation, or modernization, of rural areas, This

trend has been characterized by the penetration;of the culture and socio-
economic organization peculiar -to capitalism into communities relatively
isolated from that system, or by a qualitative change in the nafure ofithe
relationship between the wider system and its local tributaries, as modern‘
means of communication and forms of organization have altered the requirements
for the development of the former. None of the local situations under
considérafion has involved a population bound by servile ?elations to aﬁ
hacienda. | B

Let us now turn to a separate case, that of fhe impact of capitalist
modernization upon the livelihocod of rural women and families li-ing oﬁ
estates, and bownd to the owners of those estates by the kinds Qf obligations
discussed in the introduction to this paper. If modernization simply takes
thelform‘of a general trend toward the 'economic  rationalization® of the
estates (which remain in the hands of large private landowners), iﬁplying
the abolition of semi;feudal ties between owners gﬁd péasantry,Aas well
as the introduction of new technologies and crops, what‘is likely to be the
consequence for peasant families ? And if, on‘the oéher hand, modernization
involves the intervention of the public sector, in an effort'to “rationalize”
‘hacienda agriculturée through agrarian reform, what might be tﬂé livelihood
implications % |

In the f;rst'instance,_the impact of modernization upon the livelihood
of 1bw—income families is likely to be even more negative than that sketched

briefly in preceding pages For counterparts living in villages not subject to

/the authority
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the:;uthoritf of an ﬁecienda;‘ffﬁ{s:isﬁso, Juite simply, because the private
owner(s) of haciendas Control fuch of the material base £or the provisioning
of theApeasantlfamiiies working aﬁd‘living'onihacienda land. IFf in the
1nterest of 1ncreasmng proflts 1t becomes necéssary to reduce the nuaker of
dependent families on an hac1enda, those fanllles may well lose all access
to land, woods, and pasture, as vell as wbrk. This'is a partlcularly brusque
form of the far more gredual decline in lévels of living‘one sees in
modernizing communi ties ‘exercising control dver their owi ritural pésources.
It ig not'an‘uﬁfféqﬁéﬁt occurrence; as new'technologies and crops have made-
their appearance over much of the Latin’ Amerlcen éountrysige’ during the
postwar perlod, ev1ct10ns of tenants, renters, and other haclenda dependents

38/

mus t look'for.rOrﬁ like théir fathers and"nusbends,'within‘the mskilled -

have become endemic. These dependeﬁts include women and'children,"who'
labor sector of the w1der economy, "without the alternatlve of stivsistence
agrlculture.‘ Their sucdéss depends upon the kinds of factors discussed in
detail for non—hac1enda familied in the previous section. |

Land reform counteracts the trend toward “total dlsposse551on which
faccompanles the uncontrolled prlvate modernlzatlon of estate agrlculture,
by guaranteelnﬂ access to productlve resources to’ former haclenda dependents.
It 1s,therefore, a very much ‘betfer social slternative than spontsneous
ﬂbdernieation;u fn-a&dit{on;:land reforn sérerely limits (although it'ﬁay:
not be entireij‘snccessful'in eliminating) the ability of largé landowners
to dispose of 'the time and energjyof‘their'dependents without padyment, or
for inadequate ﬁafmenfslt 41lows rural people not only to count upon tHe

wh et
vy
. i

38/ See Ermest Feder, Violencia v despojo del campesino: -El latifundismo
en América‘Latina, exico Clty. Slglo XTI Editores,. 19?2 U
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use of some piece of land for the1r own prov1510n1ng, but also to bargain
somewhat more freely for falr payment for their labor. : o

This is as true for women as_for men. On many hac1endas, the wives of
dependent cultivatbre haveﬁbeeﬁ at the beck and call of the large landowner
or his adninistrator5° they have been assxgned to any spare task (housenold
or otherw1se) for whlch lauor was needed, often wlth v1rtually no prevlous
notice and mlnlmal remuneratlon, 1f 1ndeed any payment were made, The
partlcularly flagrant mlstreatment of these women has been Jjustified by
cons1der1ng them as nothlng more than an adguﬂct of their husbands, and
therefore as available to a551st (free of charge) in maintaining good
relations between male hac:enda dependents and thelr patrons, The former.
could protestjha01enda treatment of the1r wives only at. the risk of losing
the single llvellhood optlcn of the entlre famlly. If ever there has been
an institution 1n Latin Rmerlcan hlstory whlch hns provided the structural
requisites for a thoroughgo;ng explo;tatlon‘of women, it is therefore the
nacienda. 39/ | o '._

This fact must bésiept iﬁ mind‘when judgigg,the position of women .in
postland reform Sitaetions. Social seientists who observe the far-from-ideal
situation of rural women (And 1ndeed, of rural men) involvad 1n land reform _
experlments may anp to the fac11e concluszcn that “land reform has been
generally biased?.. toward a deterloratlon of women's ‘status in rural areas, ﬂQ/
This is a tremeﬂdous over51mp11f1cat10n of reality, which can be sustalned only
by altogether 1gnor1ng the hlstorlcal pos1tlon ot women on haciendas. In
fact, the status of women, as well as men, is transformed from that of

semi-serf to that of citizen by the destruction of the hacienda, and the

§2/ See Carmen Diana Deere, “Changing Social Relation of Production and
. Peruv1an Peasant omen's Uork", Llatin American Ferkgectlves, veol., IV,

Nos, 1-2, Wlnter—Sprlng, 1977, pp.48-69; and Ernest leder, gg;git.'
Latin American novels and short stories are crowded with accounts of
the maltreatment of women on haciendas.

jg/' "Land Reform: Status of Women and Locally-based Organizations’, United
Nationg Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs, swamer,
1978, p.171, /ability of
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ability of an outside agent to demand the most demeaning of services
‘(iﬁciﬁgfgg ﬁrostitutién) on pain”of expulsion from the land is considerably
leééenéd.\ That.wémen are often benefitted,less.than men'duning the process
of iand reform is'ceftainly true; but that they are not benefitted at all
is extremely unlikelyu. o
'.Disillﬁéion with land refofm in capitalist settings stems from its
inability to tfanscend the'limitatiqns of the socioeconomic system within
vhich it is immersed.. The redistribution of large holdings has often begun
in Latin America in response to violent pressure exerted by the peasantry”
itseif; and it hés therefore gone through initial stages of responding to
peasant demandé for the_stfengthening.of.the subsistence base of rural
families. Dut over the long run, land reform has served less to meet the
suggiétencé'nééds of péasant_families than to permit the extraction of an
agéicultural surplus by the state; for use in bolstering a modernizing
capifalisf:egonomy. Peaéant families generally live better than they did-
'Before-agfafian reform, but they find themselves face-to—facg with the same
problems of unequal exchange encounte:ed-ﬁy smallholders undzrgoing
inéorporatién:iﬁ'an§f€apitalist socioeconomic system,

x ﬁomenJhééé'pléyed:an important part in the peasant uprisings and
siéikés\which héﬁe preéiﬁitated agrarian reform in Latin America. And after
refoﬁﬁ, tﬂey have fréguently been organizgd in women's comnittees or
leagues), Qith the iﬁtent;on of contributing to the improvement of living
conditions in the comﬁunity; éhey_have not, however, generally been -

graﬂféd land in their own names, nor have they often asked for it, As

members of peasant households, in which the family as a unit:covered the
needs of all its members and the man was the pubtlic represgntative of the
family, women have not been in a position to think in terms of landowmership

for themselves alone, They-have rather fit into the arrangement embodied

/in most
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in most agrarian reform 1egi$1ation;: title is granted to menm, except when
a w0menli§“widqwéd.ﬁl/ Iqunpmic dependence upon men has therefore continued
after agrariﬁn péform, with the considerable difference that the men in - -
question-ére_members af theﬁfamily, not hacendados.

In somelagfarian reform experiments, women have been grouped together
within productive enterprises,: Although they do not own the land, they may
have dairying.OPQratioﬁs, or food packing plants, or simple shops -manufacturing
clotﬁing or curiog for sale, _An adequate institutional infrastructure which
w;uld.pgrmit thesé women to put aside a part of tueir household workload in
order to:@edicage themselves $¢riously to remunerated economic activities
has, -howéver, generally not been provided. The wives of -land reform
beneficiaries have therefore had to count heavily upon the support of their
husbahds;'as well #5 the tutelage of government employees, Their enterpriges
have tended to #e sﬁort-lived, both because of their own inability to devote
suffiqient'time to them an@ pecagse small industries in any capitalist setting
lead a very precariogs existence.ﬁg/

Most of the communication between sponsoring government agencies and
land reform comﬁunitiés has taken place through the men-of each household,
This, as in the case of the broader acculturative trends discussed above for
the peasantry gs;a‘uhole, has served in practice to provide those men with '
social fesourées not easily available ;Q_womeﬁl To conclude, however, that
the process of lahd reform in_itself is responsible for this inequality of

23/

access to vider networks of communication and influence seems simplistic,

31/ Yexican 15§§§Thtion does allow women to hold reform land, but in fact few
women, do.’ . ' o :
42/ The difficulties of participating adequately in the ruaning of small
. enterprises while £fulfilling household obligations were discussed at :
" length in the CEPAL~FAO~UNICEF-DIF workshop, .
ﬂé/ “Land Reform: : Status of Women and ‘Locally-based Organizations,” op.cit,

/Discriminatory forms



- 453 -
Discrinina tory farmsunf;cqmmupication-reflagtxfhe biases of the wider

soc1ety, as well as the structure of peasant famllles.
‘ In sum, both men and nomen in rurallareas of Lat1n Amerlca dOmlnated
,by the hacienda have. fought to rld themselves of the burdensome obllgatlons
imposed upon them by large-landowners as conditions of access to vital livelihoo
regources. In the interest of economic “ratidnality and political peace,
capitalist states have selectlvely supportéd the peasantry through the
exproprlatlon of s&me large landholdlngs and thelr ulstrlbutlon among peasant
famllles. Thronéh thls prncess,yland refofm éanef1c1ar1es have galned a
greater degree of control -over land and labor than, they had under the
. hacienda system, and their level:pf;living. has increased, The.status of.
women has”improved, as they havé been liberated from the need to comply with
the whims of the hacendado and have 'béen incorporated into 11n1ted ‘programs
of economlc productlon and communlty development.k _- : ‘ ’
Nevertheless,-tha transntionrfrom hac1enda denandents to land rafarm
,Lene£1c1ar1as has not. 1mp11ed a, radlcal transformatlon of peasant fam111es or
the elimination of sbstacles. to the full-equality-of wpmen in the society: at
large..-'Neither has it implied- the ¢reatioh of conditions which would permlt
‘most’ beneficiaries to’ explolt-thelr newly won econom1c re50urces ‘to fall

v Ll

advantage,” Peasant domestlc unlts. 11berated from the hac1enda, have found

th - wept

hemselves 1nserted as small producers 1n a w1der system d1$p031ng of great
pover to assure-itself.a favorable balance in terms. of trade. And over time,
the problems of land reform beneficiaries have come to differ little frem :
those of other peasant families, mever subject 'tothe authority of an estate,

AT . ) L . T i e <y

. RURAL ’;
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IV. RURAL WOMEN AND SOCIALIST MODERNIZATION IN CUBA
.. If one could summarize, in.a few short phrases, the principal
elements worklng against the full 1ncorporat10n cf rural women into the
modern1z1ng capltallst roletlss of Latin America on terms prov1d1ng them
equality’ of 0pportun1ty and status, not only in relatzon to rural mén,
but: als6 when compared with both men and women of the wider urban world,
those elements. might include the following: :
1) the urban bias of the modernizing drive, encouraged by foreign.
and domestic interests. ccnv1nced of the need to give priority to the
development of industry and serv1ces in the c1t1es, rather than in the
country51de, 2) the consequent lack of a p051t1ve correlatlon between
public and private investment patterns and the satisfaction of the live-
lihood requirements of rural people; 3) the concentration 6f control
over vital economic ‘resources In the hands of private individuals or ..
groups with total discretion to use those resources as.they will;
b) the relatively restricted participation of low-income .groups in the
deczslon-maklng process, 5) the marked tendency of the dominant, urban
culture to a551gn status on the ba31s of success in dlsplaylng materlal
goods, - earnlng money,'and obtai nlng a profe551ona1 educat1on, and
6) the similarly noticeable tendéncy of that culture to exalt the -
kind of- division. of labor among the'sexes;whichcplaces men in positions
of- greater economic and political authority, and assigns women
responsibility fﬁ; unremunerated domestic tasks , granted much lower
status. - | I . o
Elements l) through 3) are related to the difficulty with wh1ch
men and women in low-income rtral fam1l1es gain access to sufficient -
productive resources to make a living: good - jobs are concentrated in
urban, not rural areas; good land is increasingly owned or managed by
those with the strongest urban allies; steady and well-remunerated
employment:is reserved for those with specialized training and skills;
technolcgical innovation tends to increase profits and reduce employment
opportunities. Element 4) makes it extremely difficult for rural

people to exert organized pressure for a change in economic policy.

/Element 5)
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Element5) reinforces the low: status-of most: rural people and makes
them feel "poér’ by denying pignificant value to local customs and.:-
traditiohs,“ahd”definingfstbcéssfgi’terméﬁbeyond the reach of the
majority. And element:6) involves specific discrimination against
womeﬁ(”iimfiihgftﬁeierdﬁi6§pbftﬁh&t&és‘ﬂélgtive to men and assigning
them particularly low sta¥us Ffor.‘their work il the home.

The transition frofi -a-capitdlist to w socialist sécioeconomic -and:
culturak¥ ordér7élimiﬁaféb;*ﬁlm6st:byfdéfinﬁtionyhsomeinf the principal
impediments to the incorporation on equal terms of low-income families
into national &déiety. 'Investment 'decisions, for exsmple, are transferred
from the private to fhe piiblic sphere; :an@ public’ policy is oriented to .
a significant extent toward sdtisfying the most: pressing livelihood .
needs ‘of low-ihdome ‘groupss At the same ‘time,” socialist culture -
stresses austerity,' saérifice;" and hard ‘work; particular.value is placed
upon subgtitutinp cedperdtion “£or competition among socialist icitidens.
These changés. contributé to providing ‘an atmesphere 'in which low=income
familiés may ﬁartiﬁiﬁameiﬁéd&mctively in n&tional-Tife, rand be esteemed
for i"l't"‘o T T T, R i i) '

‘Phere "is n& fededsary relationship, however, between a transition
to sociglism and thé abandonmeént “of the urBan bias so typical of moderni-
’rﬁdﬁidﬁwthfoﬁghdﬂt-tﬁé industrializing 'world: -Hational resources may:
contiviue to be unduly concentrated -in urban-areas, ‘to the deétrimént .
4f ‘riral- dévelopment; dnd rurdl “customs may be:quite roundly ridiculed.
Similarly, #8cialist policy need*not ‘automdtically give priority to : -
providing the institutional framévork for meaningful political -
participation ‘b§ the ¢itizenry at:larges” Devélopment may continue
to be dirdttéd largely from above. -“Finally, socialism dées not-always
imply immediate’and effectiveé eéfforts to 'eliminste ‘the discriminatory
treatment of women within the work:force“and. the :family. :Women: may-be
incorporatéd into the labor market at lower lévels than men, just as’'si
they may continue to bear most of the burden of unremunerated domestic

work. S N
50 .. /The dase
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The casge of Cuban-socialism is particularly interesting because -
it has involved not only a shift ‘in national priorities toward the
satisfaction of the basic needs.of :all low-income groups, but also
because the ‘Cuban government hss granted ‘special priority to increasing
local-level participation in the-decision-making process, fomenting
rural development 'and. providing.equal :opportunities for women.- It has
therefore gone further than many othér socialist experiments in
attempting to improve-the-life thanceés:-of. low-income rural women and
their families. - R R T SN T

The reasons<for this. emphasis on increasing the participation of
rural men and women'in Cuban:development, following the end of the
revolution in- 1959, would-seem to.have been both. ideological and
practical. - On the one hand; the experience of revolutiopary leaders ..
‘in the countryside, during a long:period pf guerrilla warfare,
reinforced their commitment to!rural compatriots (and, one might add, ..
to women; - who played a significant rolerin- the guerrilla}.hh/

On the ether, Cuban leaders faced the practical-problem.of designing an
economic strategy which would permit them the resources required to .
carry'out’ social programs.. The competitive advantage of the Cuban
economy lay in:agriculture,:most. particularly in sugar;: and -sugar
required - an #bundant labor foirce at harvest: time, ag well as a relatively
skilled contingent of millworkers, located in the countryside. It -;

Wwas thus an ideal: crop around which to organizewrufal-industrialization
and the settlement of sizeable contingents of the population in "new -
towns" scattered throughout rural areas. -’

- Land reform was of fundamental importance iin Cuban rural
developmernt policy. Following the expropriation of foreign-owned
plantations and~Cubhn large-landhelding interests, the countryside,j‘u
began to be reorganized into administrative units, eventually
integrated into a regional planning system. Each unit was provided.

LL/ On the role of women in the Cuban revolution, see Carlos Franqui,.
El 1ibro de los doce. Havana: 1967.

/with technical
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with technlcal asslstance 1n order to fulflll productlon targets worked
c.out, Jantly by local pe0p1e and representatlves of the central
government. Large exproprlated holdlngs were worked collectlvely as
state farms: but the prlvate ownershlp of smallholdlngs was not ’
challenged. *2/ Rather .the 1ntegratlon of 1nd1v1dua1 peasant plots 1nto
the broader productlon scheme was, encouraged throuch prlce 1ncent1ves,
and through_the voluntary grouplng of smallholders 1nto Serv1ce
cooperatlves whlch prov1ded them w;th a w1de range of economlc beneflte,
including the paoling of agrlcultural machlnery. ) _
Unemployment, long a. serlous problem 1n rural areae as 1n urban
ones, was slmultaneously attacked through 2 masslve prOgram of publlc
works and agrlcultural expanslon._ 1t was the conv1ct10n of the
revolutlonary government that there was work for everyone, and that
everyone should work. Those w1thout a Sklll were pald to 1earn, and
then put to work teachlng othersn‘ An expanded armed forces and
civil mllltla also absorbed the unemployed« By the 1970'5, unemployment
1n Cuba had been v1rtually ellmlnated, and every famlly guaranteed a
mlnlmum 1ncome.£§/ Labor shortage, rather than excess, had become a
problem, dealt w1th in part by carrylng out door-to-door campalgne 1n.

an effort to convince Cuban women to enter the 1abor forcea

o ;w.*,'

Ls/ “1n ‘fact, lana was, delivered in’ smallholdlngs to peasant famllles
subsisting before agrarian refort on the' basis of sharecr0pp1ng or
réenting arrangements with large landowners, Plantations systemati-
cally.worked by a salaried labor force were converted into .gtate

- farms. " See. Sergio Aranda, La revoluc1on agparla en Cuba° Mex1co
City: Siglo XXI, 1968. "

46/ United Nations Economic Commission for Latin Amerlca. Apreciaciones

sobre o) estilo de desarrollae y sohre_l.eumn%eelea_pukum
soclales en Cuba, September 1977, P-117.

/Womeh. were
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- Women were especlally encouraved to a551st in providing the
expanded ‘social serv1ces requlred to meet the ba51c neods of Yéw-income |
groups long excluded from access to them. ‘g resources were 1ncrea51ngiy
invested in community cllnlcs, prlmary and secondary schools, recrea-
tlonal fa0111t1es, the number of technic1ans ‘and mlddle level
professxonals requlred to staff them' surpassed by ‘far 'the available
labor pool __/ Nur51ng, teachlng, “and varicus’ klnds of communlty
develoPment work were the tradltlonal fields of women in Cuba; and
under the national leadershlp of well-known women revolutlonarles,
new recrults provxued both the voluntary and 'the remunerated staff
necessary to carry out the soc:al program of the natlon.’” e

' The economlc partlclpatlon of "womén was not, ‘howéver, limiteéed td’u
tradltlonally femlnlne flelds. Women played an 1mportant part in each”
sugar cane harvest they became ‘tractor drlvers, ‘mill’ workers 'automobile
mechanics, pollcemen and doctors. They also fllled an :anreasnlD ' '
number of hlgh admlnlstratlve pcsts. In’ the a@r1Cu1tural sector,
they were respon51b1e for the ent‘re coffee harvest 1n Orlente
Province and the admlnlstratlon of a number of sugar mllis.&_/ In all,
the number of women 'in' the 1abor ‘férce more than doubled between 1959
and’ 1970 grow1ng from 295 OOO to 600 OOO 49/ o : '

L7/ This problem was aggravated by the voluntary exodus of-a-large .
number of Cuban technicians and professionals 1n disagreement w1th
- the program of-the revolutlonary government. o _ -

48/ Susan Kaufman Purcell, 'Modernizacién de las mujeres para una-
sociedad moderna: el case cubaneo,' in Ann Pescatello (edo)y
"Hembra:y macho en América.Latina.;.Mexico,Ciﬁy:‘Editorial Diana,
1977, pp.305-322. ‘ ” o .

L9/ ECLA,-op.¢it. p.12l. In-1974, 26 percent of the Cuban work
force was female. -Roughly.comparable figures for Latin America
as a whele in 1975 suggest.that 20 percent of the work force -
was composed of women. See United Nations, ESA, SDHA, "lLa
participacidn de la mujer en el desarrollo de América Latina™,
February, 1976, p.129.

/This dramatic
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This.dramatic increase-in:-the remunerated economy activity
of women was -encouraged. not. only by campaigns designed to make them aware
of their-peotential contdibutich to national welfare. to zive women;a
senseof their own. importance;: butialso: by the creation of.an
institutional: infrastructure which permitted. women . to place a part. of
their doﬁesiicarespbnsibilitiesmidlthe:hands-of:ofherso Through the
Federafibn‘ofiCuban;womeh;ffoun¢ed shortly after the revolution in:order
to give women a voiceaiﬁwpﬁbiic:policy;fpublicﬁfunds were invested-in
an‘extensiﬁe‘nétwork‘bfv@ay—barevcenters: bodarding facilities for
secondary schools and cafeterias:in places.of work. were also elementis
in the partial lightening of’ domestit workloads. .- And- after passage of -
the Family Code in 1975, the men of Cuban households were made co-
responsible with their wives for carrying out the daily tasks of a home.

Even with legislation like the Family Code on the books, it is
certainly not to be expected that the subordination of women within the
family in Cuba has been effectively eliminated. Debate surrounding
the formulation of the code brought into public view the tenacity with
which many men {ard, in fact, many women) cling to the idea that women,
by the simple nature of their sex, must bear exclusive responsibility
for domestic work and in consequence remain entirely dependent
economically upon men.50/ WNevertheless, the institutional reforms of
the revelutionary government have made it very much easier for women
to take position concerning the role they consider satisfying for
themselves, and to defend it. .

Perhaps more basically, public policy in Cuba during the past
twenty years has created many of the conditions necessary for the |
elimination of - marglnallty as & mharacterlst1c of .any 5001a1 group,
male or female. The deep—rooted causes of exclusiod of a 51gn1flcant

part of the population of most Latin American countries from the benefits

50/ The Cuban film Lu01a provides a mordant commentary on the process
of redefining the division of labor by sex in the years following
the revolution.

/of economic



of economic growth have been largely ovércome: - literacy is nearly
universal in Cuba, unemployment eliminated, basic social services -
provided free of charge or':for a nominal fee.  The' term ‘low income',
with all the social stigma attached, has:lost meaning, as- the .objective.
gap between highest and lowest income categories. has narrowed, and

the subjective attributes of income of any kind redefined.51/ :The
distinction between urban and ruraly similarly long implying profound
differences: in- Life chances,. is uincreasingly irrelevant. Women and

men thus stand relatively free of structural impediments to equality with
others of their own sex, or of the opposite sex.. What:they.will do -
with cultural definitions. of sBex roles remains to. be séen.

s et

51/ ECLA, op.cit., p. 41, 'estimates a ratio of one to seven between the
lowest and the highest income in Cuba in the 1970's.

I
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/V. CONCLUSIONS
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Loy CONCLUSTONS. . AND -IMPLICATIONS FOR DEVELQPMENT POLICY
1. AR T
'The-impact of modernization on:the livelihood of:low-income rural
families ‘in latin America during:the past :few decides has varied according
to the initial degree of contrdl of each Pamily over 'basic physical and social
resources; ‘the reqﬁireméntg of the: wider . incorporative gystem at particular .
moments and in ‘particular:geographic regioms; and.the fundamental purposes
to which modern forms ‘of production .and so¢ialorganization have been destined
by those'in’a pésition ‘to concentrate new-résources-in their own hands and
determine ‘their later dispbsition.. For families opiginally bound to large .
1and6§nerg by demi-servile irelations; for iexample, modernjzation has meant
either rapid and prejudicial loss of access to land (as traditional
arrangements have ‘been svept awdy by .private :eatrepreneursiinterested.in
increasing farm profit), “or-a new guarantee of-control -over subsigtence
resources  {when traditional®fomms of :agricultural production on.the hacienda
give 'way viot to a single large’dapitalist enterprise, but to land reform)., . .
For:many families dependent ‘in:large part upon wage labor. for plantations,
modernization in a capitalig¥ detting has impiied-the;loss of income ..
consequent upor the ‘continuous introduction:of.labor-saving.technolegy, i
For members of long-isolated 'indigenous canmunities engaged in a tepacious-,
defense of communal:lands, medernization within the.broader framework of
capitilism had brought with itcthe institution. of private property, followed
by the concentration of power:and wealth-in the hands of relatively few
families.  And for the great maj?*i?YZingi%_thg”ﬁm%llh9¥éigg‘fami}iﬁé of

Latin America, modernization has implied jncreasing incorporation.into a . .

markeffeconomy on ferms -systematically unfavorable to the small:producer.. .
The result-has been- . the sémi—proletarization of much of the rural population.

of the ‘region, as:peasant families.attempt.to maintain exiguous.subsistence .

/plots with
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plots with earnings obtained from wage labor on large caipitalist holdings
or outside agriculture altogether.

At the level of the- dommunity,.rather than the family, it seems clear
that incorporation into a wider capitalist society has tended to isolate .-
families more than to unite. them| to do:away with traditional, forms of.
cooperation and security and to put little modern institutional support ..
in their stead. It is the pressing need: to’ counteract this drift: toward
disintegration which has encouraged:recent attempts to found cooperatives
and ‘to extend national sotlal welfare programs into: the coimtryside. of the
more etonomically advanceé capitalist states of Latin America, as well as -
the sweeping reorganization of rural institutions in- the.socialist setting
of Cuba. L e .

As rural families'have lost local:livelihood. guarantees, they have
adapted to theéi requirements' for survival:imposed by.the~wider‘system;into.
which they have been drawn.. If that system. has offered’ remunerated.
employment to meh, the latter-have taken itj. if women have been preferred
at certain moments or in certain places, then women have.left: the. domestic
sphere in order to'enter a regibnalior national.labor market. . Family
organization has of necessity undergone change’ in. response to: this
modification of the bases of livelihood: the roles once played by absent
family members mist be passed on- temporarily’ to others; and in that process,
the status of each'member is temporarily, and perhaps permanently, altered.

Newpattérs of interaction bétween the sexes are thus the product of

adaptive strategies elaborated by family units, and are highly dependent

upon the way in which those units are incorporated’ into the.wider national

society, This point must be’ clearly made in' order to counteract a certain’
tendency on the part of many students of the changing role and status of

women to analyse the-famiiy»in abstraction. It is-‘generally noted, for

/example, that
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example, that ’the 51mple nuclear famlly structures of early socletles and

of complex socxetles are o condut1VE‘to a mbre equal relatlonshlp between
tne sexes than the extended, patriarcnal famlly stiictures of peasant
systems‘.52/ HoweVer, aslde from the fact fhopefuily nade clear-ln the

oody of thls paper) that there 15 no such thlng as a 51nole peasant system

v

and consequently that nelther patrlarchy nor an extended famlly structure
is oollgator; for peasants, such Y generallzatlon errs in searchlnn no

further for the roots of ‘women's opportunltles than “the characterlst1cs of

N

the famlly ltSElf.A-Thls is not very useful approach, eltner for soc1ology

or for publlc pollcy. If it is 1ndeed “the form of the famlly which limits

women s opportunltles, then one can do 11tt1e more than walt for the form

of the famlly to change. But in fact, the prlmary soc1oeconom1c determlnant

of women’s role in a mooernlzlng_rural settlng_ls not the type of famlly,'

' but the Eorm of 1ncorporatlon, affectlng the llvellhood optlons of both men

B S e : 1-r-~~:

and women allke.

fhe long—standlng argument concernlng the prlorlty of class p051t10n

e {

or sex in determlnlng the llfe chances of women here becomes extremely

relevant. IE one glves prlmary empha51s to class, over sex, then one looks

=y H

£1rst not at the bargalnlng p051t10n of women relatlve to men (c1rcwnscr1bed

perhaps w1th1n a partlcular famlly settlng), but at the dlfferences in
I
llvellhood optlons presented to 10Jb1ncome nen and women relatlve to hth—

3

1ncome women and men w1th1n the w1der soa1ety.' ”he p01nt in taLlng thlS o

flrst step is not to 1gnore the 1mportance of exclu51velj male—female

PR : o . L : T L

ég/ Mayra Buvinzo, “A Critical Reviev of Some Research Concepts and Concerns’™,
in Buvinic, Jomen and Vorld Development: An Annotated Bibliegraphy,
Jashington: Overseas Development Cowcil, 1976, p. 12; and Janet Giele,
“Introduction: The Status of Jomen in Comparative Perspective,” in

"+ Giele and Audréy Chapman Smock (&ds.), Womén: Role.and Status in Eight
Countries, New York: Jiley and Sons, 1977..

/relations, but
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relatlons, out to clurlfy the structural bac&ground of these relatlons.

The p051t10n of 1ow-1ncome wonen in relntlon to men, ‘one would then argue,

depends to a s_gnlflcant degree upon the prev1ously determ1ned 9031t10n of

. low-=income women and men relatlve to thelr hlqher 1ncome counterparts..
Partlcularly in a rap1dly moderqlzlng soc1ety, the men and women of rural

: f@mllles engaged 1n an often desperate effcrt to defend a su451stence 11v1nﬂ

must redeflne thelr own relatlons on ‘the ba51s of what they can expect from

the wider systen. Only af;er welghlnr potential comblnatlons cf economlc

v

_act1v1ty Cjn they then make the soc131 Dargalns uaderlylng cooperatlon

r i

among themselves w1th1n a fdmlly unlt /

Thls is not to say that the 1951gnment of roles betfeen the sexes is

a purely ratlonal questlon of economlc cost and beneflt. Cultural elements

N

obV1ously play ah 1mportnnt part if the process- lowﬂlncome rural women may

not be alléwéd for example, to engage 1h remunerated econom1c act1v1ty even

i 1

though it 1s avnllable, and even though thelr fanllles desperatelf need the

1ncome, for reasons hav1ng to do almost entlrely wlth cultural Values concerning

i--

the prOper place of women in SO“letj. But or tae whole, culture seenms
respon51ve to economlc nece551ty. A uay w111 be found to Justlfy sending

d:ughters off to' vork 1n urban hOmes, or mothers or. chlldren to sell frults

EEN

and sweets on streetcorners, if famlly llvellhood depends upon lt._ Slmllarly,

women left behlnd by mlcratlng men w111 perform men s tasLs and adopt the

“public® representatlon of the famlly when requlred to do S0 The angulsh
caused by the confllct betueen cultural norns and economlc reallty may, of

'

course, be extremely destructlve p5ycholog1callj. It 13 less llkely to be

i

3/ Thls is chhael Banton s def1n1t10n of role in Roles: .An Intfoduction
" to the Study of So¢ial Rel;tlons, ilew York: Basic Books, 19’5, p ‘2o

/so if



- 55 -

so if changes in ‘sex roles .do not :imply degredation: if, in other: words,

the economic alternatives available to- family members. in the wider world

are rélatively well remunerated and imply high status, and the social.
support. ayailable to. those who: remain.at home is sufficient. Bt thié is
not often the tabke. for peasant-families in'a medernizing capitalisitisettirgs.

It has been noted any number of times that there is no necessary

correlation, within the rural.areas of most: Latin American countries, between

the increasing economic participation of. peasant women and their own wellbeing

or that of their families, The assumption.of many students of women in

developed industriaiksocietiés that leaving. the exclusivity of the domestic
sphere in order to obtain remunerated employment'is a:step toward greater.
wellbeing is simply not applicable. to much:ofithe latin American coumtryside,
As modernization reduces possibilities for selfsprovisioning and forges:
both men and women into the labor market, rural vomen may vell work outside.
their' oim homes. because they have to, not:bécausé they want to.i . the rising
monetary cost:of living often’ means. that new sources of income'simplyapay?
for the maintehance of 'a :level.of consuwaption equal, or even less, than it -
might have been.in an earlierisettiny,. And in the absence of modera . '
institutions such as. day~care centers, laundromats and cafeterias, which
might lighten theé..demeésdtic burdens of working women in an industrial. sbciety,
the combined remunerated and uwnremunerated work load of peasant women.:. .
absorbed into the wider labor force is staggering., © . .. =

The-relaticniship between the participation of rural.wonen in the labor.
market and changes in their.status, within their families and their -
comnunities, is'a contradictory one, deteymined.dnce again more by the
exigencies of modernization than by ainy simple ocultural standard. "In

traditiondl communities not.yet.significantly absorbed into-a wider.capitalist

e m e e /society, personal
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society,:personq},monetary income was not particularly relevant .to
wellpeigg, but, the skills gustomarily taught to women vere. indeed so,
Therefore the domestic role of women was a highly valued as the role of ..
men in agricyltural production., For women in this kind of community to
pgrfgtm pald se:yiqesffor an outsider would represent a fall in status
and would be avoided

In a modern1z1ng rural settln where money is necessary for survival,
the ablllty of women to contrlhute to the famlly budget raises thelr status
‘u1th1n the famlly and 1essens thelr dependence upon the men. cf the

household. _Thls trend 1s:re1n£o?c§d by the‘éeclln;nglprestlge assigned to ..

non-remunerated domestic work by the vider.society. However, it is necessary

to stress the fact that the increase in status of many women assuming new

responsabilities for.the maintenance of their families is basically a sign

of the desperate plight of the family as an economic unit, It is therefore

hard}yhga:tenipgto talk of the rising status of women in peasant fanilies
over the past few decades. And paradoxically, in those families able to
estgblish\fqvoyable.ties with the wider capitalist society, and to earn

a good incqme, the ease with whichnformq;ly:muchfneeded services of female
members:Q£ the family are usurped by hired hands, servants, and manufactured-
goods means a general decline in status within the family,-although not
necessarlly within the commwiity.

‘That, then, can be done in the realm.of national and 1nternat10na1
development policy to ‘improve the precarious livelihood base of lov-
income rural families, and most particularly to give women greater control
over the direction of their lives ? At a macropolitical level, the answer
is as important as it is-obvious:  an effort must be made .to reduce the

exploitative nature of relations between peasant families and the wider

/socioeconomic system.
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sociceconomic system. The problem of most rural people in Latin America is
not that they have been excluded from the process of modernization, but
that they have been incorporated through mechanismswhich systematically
undermine the traditional bases of livelihood and offer them in return only
the most mardginal and low-status participation in modern national life,

For the rural women of Latin America and their families to bolster
badly deteriorated levels of living, as a precondition for later changes in
the quality of social interaction within the family itself, they must be
able to count upon access to sufficient productive resocurces within their
own communities to make the constant migration of family members unnecessary,
Rural development must therefore be given high priority in national planning,
and the participation of local people in the planhing process strongly
encouraged. At the same time, the value of local culture must be upheld
in the face of an overwhelming tendency toward its extinction. All of
these measures may well imply the reconstruction of certain barriers to
the penetration of the countryside by the broader capitalist economnic and
socio-cultural system. They certainly imply the existence of grass-roots
organizations of men and women free to discuss local problems and manage local
resources,

ithin this broader framework for policy, a nunber of specific social
services should be provided to rural women and their families: tubed wuater,
health centers for the practice of preventive and curative medicine,
literacy programs and technical training of various kinds, child care
centers, adequate housing including necessary household equipment, The
order of importance of such programs, as well as the best method of local
participation in their realization, should be determined by the women and
families involved. To deliver them entirely upon outside initiative would
constitute simply an added element in 2 long history of modernization from

apove and from without,



