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Introduction

It is by now commonplace that the most important source of the means of
1
subsistence for rural peripheral households in southern Africa is the
migrant labour wages earned by absent members of those households and

.either brought home or remitted during periods of absence (cf Murray,

_1981; Spiegel, 1980a). A further’sourEEvof cash income is transfer
payments by the state such as pensions; but éhese are available only to
residents of areas within the borders of South Africa itself (including
the Bantustans). It is equally well established that there are many
domestic units which do not include wage-earning members or pensionerﬁ
and who can thus not depend directly on such cash incomes reaching them;
. T
1. The term household, as used throughout this report, is defined
functionally in terms of flows of income and expenditure needed for the

reproduction of its members(cf Murray, 1981; Spiegel, 1980b)
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they have instead to use various means to gain access to others’
remittances by providing services etc. in exchange for cash payments or

other local transfers.

This field report accepts that the primary differentiating factor for
~rural peripheral households in southern Africa is the‘availability or not
of a reliable cash income derive& in the main from wage labour (see Sharp
and Spiegel, 1984). Secondary factors determining material and social

differentiation are ownership of livestock and access to land.

The present report aims to prqsent a set of micro level research data
from one region of the southern African rural periphery, collected over a
period of some seven years, which demonstrate both the degree of rural
differentiation which exists there and some. changes in it over time. A
second concern is the way in which the recent 1982/3 drought affected
different rural households. This provides an indicator of the
differential vulnerability of domestic units among rural southern African
populations which still have access to agricultural resources - albeit of

little productive capacity.

A central concern of this report is the continuous process of migration
towards roadside and ’urban-outskirts’ settlement. In both Racha’s Nek
in Lesotho and the Matatiele aistrict of the Transkei there is a constant
flow of people to settlements either alongside or near the small
administrative and commercial towns of the areas, or - in the case of
Matatiele - to freehold ;arms near to the town of Matatiele. Frequently
such a move is undertaken by domestic groups which both lack and cannot
hope ever to aobtain acces; to arable agricultural resources. Among them,
the convenience of being relatively close to modern amenities and to
potential employment or informal income generating opportunities is the
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most often stated reason for their relocation to their new places of

residence (cf Spiegel, 1983).

Both the incidence and the implications of this process are discussed
below. The paper is divided into sections which are nominally organised
by village so that data from each village are presented serially as in
the appendix of tables. Comparisons across villages are made, however,

throughout the text and are discussed in all sections.

The district of BRacha’s Nek is situated in the south-east of Lesotho
immediately to the north of the border with the Transkeian district of
Matatiele. Both districts are served by commercial enterprises based in
the town of Matatiele in East Griqualand, now a part of Natal.

2
My own research has been conducted in three villages in the Orange

River valley. All three are part of a single ward under one
=

chieftainship resident in the village I have called Ha Makhaola . Two of
these three, Ha Makhaola and Lithabeng, were originally the subject of
study in 1974/7 (Spiegel, 1979; l?Bba) and were resurveyed during the
summer of 1981/2. During this.second research period I also conducted an
initial survey in the third village, Liqoabing. During the winter of 1982
another initial survey was conducted on my behalf in a much more remote

2. In 1976 1 was a research officer in the Chamber of Mines funded
Migrant Labour Project, ISER, Rhodes University. 1 am grateful to the:
Human Sciences Research Council for funding which made possible
subsequent research in Racha’s Nek. Views expressed here are my own and
should not be considered to be those of any funding agency.

3. Village names used here are all pseudonyms.

- 3 -




village, across'the Orange River, but still in the Racha’s Nek district.
This area, which I call Motebong, lies on a plateau in the mountainsq.
At about thé samé time another settlement, lying on the outskirts of
Racha’s Nek éown, was the subject of intensive investigation by Marion

.S
Heap . She has called this village ’Ngoe.

Ha Makhaola and Lithabeng

e

Ha"Hakhaola and Lithabeng are two villages separated from one another
by a ridge and connected by a footpath which takes twenty to thirty
minutes to traverse. Ha Hakhauia lies right alongside the main road in
the Qacha’s Nek district, while Lithabeng is set aﬁay from the road and
is e{fectivg y:inaccesible by vehicular traffic. In 1976/7 the
compositioﬁ;of;éhe two villages was already quite different: Ha Makhaola
included a QEry small cluster of agnatically related huusehuldsband a
very large variety af relatively recent immigranﬁs who had come from more
remote mountain villages, often across the Orange River; Lithabeng
comprised 3 core of members of three agnatic groups plus households of

one ar two';outsiders’(Spiegel, 1979:38%f) .

Despite these differences in 1976/7 the two villages appeared to
comprise a single community and this remained true in 1981. But it is
instructive to consider their respecti?e population profiles separately.
The figures in tables 1A - 16 and 2A - 26 (see appendix) reflect the fact

4. 1 am grateful to Rebecca Homans, then of the US Peace Corps, for
having conducted this research at my behest.

S. Marion Heap is an MA candidate in the Department of Anthropology,
University of Cape Town. Her research focuses on the ways in which health
care therapies are utilized.
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that ﬂa Makhaola, lying right alongside the main road in the district,
has experienced a further rapid process of immigration which Lithabeng
has missed. These figures offer some insights into the changing nature
of differentiation in each village as at least partially determined by
the internal process of rural-rural as well as rural-urban migration and

resettlement.

Probably the most telling figures are the different rates of growth of
the de jure population of the two villages: Ha Makhaola experienced a
growth rate of 237 (from 224 to 276 persoans) compared with Lithabeng’s

growth rate of merely 4% (from 272 to 283 persons).

Another indicator is the increase in the number of households in each
village over the five year period: in Ha Makhaola this was from 3% to 50
(an increase of 282, or 11 households; there were however 13 households
in the village which had been established between 1976 and 19816). Eight
of the 13 new houséholds were those of imm;grants to the village whereas
in Lithabeng, where there was only a 20% increase from 44 to 53
households, all but two of the nine new households were the result of

~natural growth and the building of new homesteads by the children of

residents.

The cases of the two new households in Lithabeng, settled by immigrants
to the settlement, reflect the pressures on men who cannot find and/or
hold-down reliable wage-earning jobs.

One of these households comprised a now single man who had

been deserted by his wife and expelled by his older brother
from their natal household because he was a drain on that

&. Two of the thirteen new households had occupied the homesteads of now
deceased old residents. This explains the discrepancy between the number
of new households and the increase in the total number of households.
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household’s material and social resources. He had arranged to
occupy a long vacant and semi-derelict rondavel which had been
vacated by a household which had moved down to Ha Makhapola some
years previously.

The second comprised a man, his wife and two small children.
While he was a migrant miner, he and his family had resided in
his wife’s natal homestead. But he had recently allowed his
re-engagement guarantee to expire, and - unemployed - he was
now no longer welcome there, and had returned to his own natal
village, Lithabeng, to occupy the homestead vacated by another
young migrant who was planning to build a new house in Ha
Makhaola. ’

The relatively static de jure population figures for Lithabeng reflect
the fact that a number of the children of residents had chosen not to
build in their natal village and had found residential sites either in Ha
Makhaola or in other nearby villages closer to the road. This feature of
the internal migration/relocation process is also reflected in the
distribution by age of the household heads in the two villages: Ha
Makhaola had a significantly higher proportion of’yuung household heads
than did Lithabeng where the age distribution of household heads was more
‘normal” in the sense that it was similar to that for the other more
remote villages where immigrants were not settling (see table 8). This
indicator of the process of movement towards the urban—outskirts and

roadside villages is clear across all the villages for which data is

presented in that table.

The fact that the children of old village residents in the more remote
Villages have relocatéd themselves nearer to the road or on the cutskirts
of the towns becomes still clearer if we look in more detail at the
th?rteen newly established households in Ha Makhaola. Four of these had
been established by people who had grown up in Lithabeng, while a further
two included settlers from other more remote villages, and another two
had been built or occupied by immigrants who wanted, to reside near to
the road and within easy access of Racha’s Nek town: one of these was
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headed by a blumber working on tthneu ho;pital construction site iﬁ the
town; the other had established a small r;adside cafe in Ha Makhaola.
Only four of these thirteen new households were those of previousil ) ;;
dependants of established residents and one other was the household of 56:

old resident’s daughter who had left her husband and returned to settle

in her natal village.

The overall population profiles and the degree of differentiation as
Tepresented by the spread of both land- and livestock-holding in these
two villages at each of the two times of survey is presented in tables
1A, 1B, 2A and 2B in the appendix of tables. These should be read while
bearing in mind the distribution of wage—earﬁers-per household in the two
villages at each of the two times of survey (see tables 1D,1E, 1iF, and
16, and tables 2D, 2E, 2F, and 26 for figures on Ha Makhaola and

Lithabeng respectively).

The data presented in these tables provide further indications of the
results the process of immigration has had with respect to material
difiereﬁtiation in the two villages. In the five year period between
surveys, Ha Makhacla experienced both a marked inc?ease in the abso}ute
numbef of wage—earners resident in the.village and a significant {kcreaée
in the number of wage-earners per mgmber of the de jure Qopulétion. Over
the same period Lithabeng experienced a marked decline in both of these
figures only part of which can be attributed to the increased rates of

unemployment in the southern African region as ‘a whole.

Despite the increases in the numbers of wage-earners in Ha Makhaola the
number of households in that village without a wage-earning member
remained constant. This suggests that the immigrant households almost
all included at least one wage-earner. Such households do not however
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gain easy access to arable land, nor, it seems, do they bring livestock
with them: it is interesting to note that the increase in the number of
Ha Makhaola households with wage-earning members but no livestock was of
the same order as the increase in the number of such househaolds which had

no access to land.

The issue which this raises is that the type of household that comes to
settle in a roadside village such as Ha Makhaola is likely to comprise
relatively young members and be at an early phase of its developmental
cycle (Spiegel, 1980a; 1982) and also to include wage earners7. More
remote villages, including those such as Lithabeng - and Motebong, as is
clear from table 8 - tend to béileft with few younger household heads.
Such people normally have the capacity to become wage earners but they

are unlikely to gain access to arable land. This is why they prefer to

remove and to settle in more readily accessible settlements.

There is, however, a noticeable skewing in the distribution of male
versus female immigrants of this kind: women are less likely to be able
to obtain their own residential sites in settlements established on the
cutskirts of town to accommodate this relocation, and so they tend tb eﬁg
up instead in roadside villages such as Ha Makhaola (see discussion of

*Ngoe below).

The fact that some of those with the potential to become wage-~earners
do not stay on and become land- and stock-holders also contradicts,in thE
short term at least, what had been expected to emerge as a general trend

in the wake of Lesotho’s 1979 Land Act and the Chamber of Mines’” labour

7. Newly established households of residents’ children are, of course,
likely to share these characteristics. ’




‘stabilisation” policy (Spiegel, 1980b). Instead of a stratum of
nage-eqrning, land— and livestock-holding houséholds and another wifh
none of these resources, we find, iﬁ villages such as'Ha Makhaola, tﬁat a
large proportion of the households with a wage-earning member neither .
have access to land nor own livestock. Whether this will remain true in
the long term {5 not, however, clear; and certainly a stratum of

households with none of these three resources does exist - as our data

from ’*Ngoe demonstrates (see below and cf Thabane and Guy, 1983).

Compared with Ha Hakhénla, Lithabeng’s population profile and the
extent of material differentiation in the village remained relatively
»
static over the five year period between surveys. There was an increase,
in both Ha Makhaola and Lithabeng, in the proportion of households

lacking both land and livestock as well as in the rates of landlessness

and stocklessness, but this was much more marked in the former village.

One significant change i; Lithabeng, however, was the decrease in the
number of wage-earners resident in households in the village and the
concomitant drop in the mean number of wage—-earners per household as well
as the drop in the rate of wage-earners per member of the de jure
population. This w;s due, at lea;t.in p?rt, ta the removal Lf Qume
younger wage-earning men.and their.wives who estasliéhed residence in Ha

Makhaola, a fact which contributed also to the almost static total de

jure population figure for the village over the five year period.

.1t also reflects the impact, already by late 1981, of growing
uneﬁployment\which has become an incréég{galy large praoblem for residents
of the rural periphery who have been used to relying on migrant wage -~
earnings. Already then, there were queues of men waiting, sometimes for
months, outside the offices of the mines” recruiting agents, TEBA, in
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Racha’s Nek. At least some of these men were from Lithabeng ~ although
the relative proximity of their homes to town allowed them to alternate
.

between waiting there and coming heme to take up occasional ‘piece-jobs’

if these were available.

The process of removal to roadside and urban-outskirts settlements is a
major feature of contemporary existence in the souéhern African rural
periphery. Although there has been a legislated blockage against the
forms of urban drift coamon elsewhere, much of the process has persisted
in an almost hidden form because it occurs within the so-called rural
areas. This process of removal to roadside and urban outskirts
settlements is apparent in comp;risons acraoss the other three villages in
Racha’s Nek about which I have data. This is despite the lack of a
temporal dimension in ghose data. This is most apparent when one
contrasts Motebong with "Ngoe. Some of these comparisons and contrasts
become clear in the following brief descriptions of each of the other - .

villages from which data were obtained.

L.i qoabing

About forty five minutes walk from Ha Makhaola and overlooking the
Orange River is the site.of the viliage of Liqoabing. It is administeré&
by its own headman who is responsibie to the chief at Ha Makhaola. This
is a village which has, over the years, provided a new hémé for a few
people from across the relatively difficult barrier of the river. But
its population has remained relatively small and there is now only
limited immigration: people coming into that area of administration

prefer to settle in Ha Makhaola itself, right on the roadside and at a
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major road junction. In many senses then, Ligoabing odcﬁpied a similar

position on the remote --> roadside. —-> urban-outskirts continuum as did

Lithabeng. It remained the home of many old residents and some of their
children; and a few cldeq immigrants - primarily from across the river -

were also settled there but for some time already.

In 1981 the village comprised 30 households with ‘a total de jure -

popuféfidh of 154 persdné.‘ (A'fuii population profile is presented in
tables 3A to 3D). By comparison with its neighbours, ‘Ligdabing in- 1981
appeared poorly off - both in terms o‘ywage earnings ‘and agricul tural

| resources. Tge meaA numbéf’o}’ﬁaée earners per household was a low 0,87
- as léw as the same ratio for the notébong sample nhich,‘houever, had

much greater access to and use oi agricultural resources (see below).

¥ Nofeové?,'the 307 rate of landlessress in Liduabing almost equalled the

rate in Ha Makhaola although the latter had a much higher mean ratio of
both;wagg—earners per member of de ju@e population and of wage-earners
per household. . .Furthermore, the proportion of Ligoabing households

without livestock was relatively higﬁ{ 6;2, as c9mp§red with 547% in Ha

Makhaola and 407 in Lithabeng in 1981.

. ) ~ i S AR eyt e gy b e
The Liqgoabing population bas pﬁrticularly xntgrestxng‘for its

preponderance of small householdéi“'ld thémk1nd GF conditions which

prevail in the rural periphery today, large households must have a
relatively large resource base on which many peoaple can depend - whether

this be from wages, from. pensions and other transfer payments or,

5econdar11y,_4rom relativeiease m{ access‘tq.local’resources. (This is
TPURLY feoe D . B - P ’ L
borne out by *he ‘mean householdsize d?“ two Mafa tiele vxllagﬂs o
) . M 2 Lame e | i W e
discussed below, both offw mﬁr uage earner per household
SRS T G A

ratios than the Racha’s Nek villages. Murray (1981:pp S3IFf) has
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poxnted to the relatxve insecurity of small households, particularly if

Tty ‘o retative depravationr scepiarponced Yy e - A ehar bt wh
they are fema!e—headed and lack. a wage-—earning member. . )
[ IV Y o d Ot athe, andd e s thage o »\n* v T WY B RPN

Fully one‘hal#t of Li6oabiﬁg'sﬁ30yhousehqldslhad!g de jure population of
four or fewerlpersons.” But:-only:twoiofrthese were femaleheaded, and 11
of the 13 maqeaheaded*sﬁailrhuuééholds‘includedYa.wage:eerningcmemner.
Part of the' reason “for this'relativeiabsenceao¥nsmal!|fema§e:ﬁeeqed,
houeeholds‘wésnthé\fectmtha4Qwoupgvmomentwishing;gpuestablgshutheirigwnu
households%Wehe-betﬁegfofflmbving.to a village sucﬁ as Ha Makhaola where
they would be closer to'the>main road and might be able to enter the beer
and ‘hostelry’ trade whicveprevailed there (cf discussion of women in
*Ngoe below). In addition, the one significant place of local

wage-— employment for women was to work on a road-gang, and there was one

b ".) Y
based in 1981, at Ha Hakhaola, at least one of the new 1mmxgrant
' Tontedie s | TR £ T € e Mook v ede jot
households to Ha Hakhaola_nas that of a young unmarried mother orig1nally
LaFEI SURMRE S A s v N R B N 2 PR

from quoabtng who was nou employed on the road gang.

[T o N N

8
In total 'there were .only eight female-headed households in Ligoabing ..
0f these, only two 'included a wage1gandjngmmemben;mand,@qﬁf&e“eeyen,Qed
- ¢ . : - . .
rights over 'fields, only one of -them had. any:livestock whatsoever. , That

was the household of a very recently wrdouedwwpﬁenlwho had been selling

off her lxvestock quite rapidly in the months since her husband’s death,

v »9“; g T -t -
and was already dawn to one livestock unit from having had fxve unxts
R ' i AR B NI S TR S B 2 TE TN T N PO SR

T * i * a g (SR +

o BRI S R A s SO .
8. The. problems involved. in»ascertatning precise!y when a househcld is
male- or female—headed are extensive; see Spiegel (1979: '541.

v . AT " e oY ;i
9. One livestock unit means one head .of cattle, pne<hqr§e,.qﬂe donkey or
five sheep or goats. Pigs and poultry are excluded.

- 12 -

L
14

oy . ¥ [ EFIN o



not ten months previously: "I sold these animals when we needed money to

pay for my husband’s funeral. And we also slaughtered one ox to .

*accompany® him Cat his funerall."”

- Il &

Vulnerability as a result of widowhood

Death, and the arrangement of an adequate funeral can be very
expensive for the surviving relatives (cf Knight, 1984).
Widowhood, particularly for a middle aged woman who is used to
receiving a regular remittance from her husband, may come as a
severe blow to her sense of personal dignity. Although, in
absolute terms, she may be left with more material possessions
and resources than many others have, her husband’s death often
signals an increased vulnerability to perceived and real
impoverishment. This was demonstrated by the case of Mrs LK of
Lithabeng.

Mrs LK’s husband had just passed away at the time that I
first interviewed her in 1976. At that time she still had a few
livestock and other accumulated resources which she managed to
eke for her recessities, and to ensure that her one field was
worked regularly. Her only son, a migrant labourer whose wife
had left him, was a very irregular remitter. But Mrs LK was
then still able to borrow from neighbours and relatives against
the promise of repayment once his remittance arrived. This
provided her with a continuing measure of self-perceived
independence.

During the next five years, however, her son set up house
with the deserted young wife of a migrant from Ligqoabing, and
his remittances thus became much more undependable for her. In
order to be able to purchase her basic necessities, she then
sold off her remaining livestack, with the result that her
resources were gradually depleted, By 1981, when I interviewed
her again, she had finally reached a state of resourcelessness
common to many old people in her environment, particularly
widows, but which she herself had never before had to face.

For Mrs LK this was a traumatic period of her life: she
suddenly found herself at the mercy of her relatives’ and
neighbours” goodwill; and she cried bitter tears as she told me
that there were times when she was going without food to cook
in her house for up to a week at a time: her domestic
independence had finally crumbledl10Q

10. The emic link between cooking for oneself and perceptions of domestic
independence and the boundariecs of household still need to be considered

for further refinement of the definition of household (cf Quinlan, 1983;

my note 1 above).
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.1 The paint of issue raised by this case is the severity of the
vulnerability to relative deprivation experienced by widows a short while
after theirAhgsbands' deaths and once their joint accumulated resources
have been depleted: Mrs LK was by no means likely to have to face
starvation, because she could dépend on the generosity of her relatives
and neighbours for whom generalised reciprocity is still an achievable
ideal. But her sense of personal dignity was irrepairably damaged: never
had she thought that she might have té turn to others to provide her with

the very basics of her existence.

11

Motebong

The spread out settlement which comprises the village of Motebong lies
on a remote plateau in the interior of the Racha’s Nek'district to the
north of the Orange River. The area is accessible only by four-wheel
driven motor vehicles which take the best part of a day to get there from
Racha’s Nek town. Alternatively, people walk, travel on horseback or use
the services of the local air transport company which operates out of
Matatiele and flies from the airfield in Bacha’s Nek to strips in the
interior, including one such strip at Hotebonglz.

Probably the most significant cﬁaracteristic which appears in the data
obtained from the survey conducted in that village is the fact that there

is so very little landlessness (7,4%) and that most households possess

11. The information presented here was given to me by Rebecca Homans. 1
am grateful for her assistance in collecting these data.

12. There are no regular flights to Motebong. The nearest regularly
served airstrip is some hours® horseback ride from Motebong.




livestock, sometimes in fairly large numbers, although a large proportion
(437) had 2 or fewer livestock units (see tables 4A to 4D below). The
largest herd of any of the households sampled in the village was 74
livestock units in size.
This large herd was owned by the members of the household of

the chief whose two sons were both school headmasters, and

whose brother — a resident in the same household - was a

migrant wage labourer. Together they had rights to four fields

which generated sufficient produce to allow for the sale of

some of it. Although this was the wealthiest household in the

village, there were seven others with thirty or more livestock

units as well as their fields.
In all four of the other Bacha’s Nek villaées surveyed during the 1981/2

period, there was a combined total of only three households with thirty

or more livestock units.

An interesting feature of the Motebong data is the relatively low rate
of wage-earners per household and the relafively low ratio of
wage—earners per member of de jure population: this second figure was as
low as that ¥;r ’Ngoe, the urban-outskirts village. Moreover, as table
4aC indicates, the iarge herd owners (16+ units) were almost equally
distributed between households with'two or more wage—éarners, those with
one wage-earner and those which had no\resident wage-earner at all.‘ of
the eight households with more than thirtyﬂlivestock units three lacked a

wage-earning member while two had four wage-earners each. The remaining

three included one wage—earner each.

The common correspondence in Lesotho between a. household’s being a
large stockowner and its having a high number of wage—earners is not
evident here. In this respect, then, the Motebong data contradict the

more frequent situation described for rural Lesotho that there is a

positive correspondence between households holding large numbers of

- 135 -
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livestock and their having wage-earning members. Nonetheless, of the
households which lacked a wage-earner the largest number also had less
than two units of livestock, a point which bears out the more common

Lesotho experience (cf Murray, 1981).

While the evidence from Motebong and presented in the tables suggests a
fairly high rate of internal differentiation in the village - as occurs
in most rural villages - there is also a clear indication of an overall
higher relative level of village wealth comparéd with the other
settléments surveyed in Racha’s Nek. The fact that there is such a low
rate of wage-earners both per household and per member of de juare
population - while most households hold rights to fields and the majority
also own livestock - indicates that, in areas such as Motebong, therg is
s5t11l1 sufficient agricultural potential to support fairly large numbers
of people and their livestock without their having to rely directly all

the time on wage—earnings for their means of subsistence.

The fact thait there are many households in Motebong which can manage,
temporarily, without a wage-earning memﬁer does not mean, however, that
wage-earning as a means of generating an incomé can be disposed of
without significant consequences. Evidence from other areas in Lesotho
has shown that the money remitted by absent wage-earners is an essential
prerequisite for the continuation of agricultural activities (cf Murray,

1981; Spiegel, 1980a).

Barring evidence to the contrary, it would appear that the same pattern
of wage-subsidised sub-subsistence farming prevails in Mn;ebong; the
essential difference between Motebong and other villages discussed in the
literature is that there is still sufficient grazing available there to
support relatively large herds. This means that households have the
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local resources both to withstand fairly long pericds when none of their
members are earning a wage, and to ﬁrovide opportunities for ‘
income—-generating activities whereby remitted wages are distributed
through people’s small-scale productive activities in exchange forf the

means of subsistence (cf Sharp and Spiegel, 1984). —

What needs further investigation, therefore, is whether this relative
degree of local wealth is possible only as a result of out-migration by a
portion of the locally born population or whether these areas are able
still to accommodate their natural growth of population. My present
impression, based on records of the nat51 homes of immigrants to Ha
Makhaola, is that there Is an outflow of people from remote villages such
as Motebong. A further indication . of such an outflow is the relatively
small proportion of young household heads recorded in the Motebong survey
(see table 8)13. It could be logically assumed that if there is such an
outflow it would allow those left behind not to feel the pinch of the
near universal process. of dispossesion and marginalisation so markedly.
But a thorough investigation would require detailed genealogical tracing
and the following up of emigrants from these remoté areas as well as
careful examination of the reasons for the emigration of certain

individuals rather than others.

Another question which needs to be asked is whether there are other
areas which can still continue to provide 'backuﬁ resources” for the

necessary processes of social reproduction as does Motebong for at least

1. This figure may, however, be misleading in that it may reflect a
tendency for young men to remain for longer in their fathers® households
than occurs in the other more remote villages such as Liqoabing and
Lithabeng. The data on household composition are however not detailed
enough to allow for proper comparison.

I



some of its present residents. The subsidiary question, of course, is to
- ask how long it wifl take . before the general process of underdevel opment
and further marginalisation is felt even in these more remote parts of

the beriphery.

.14

’Ngoe

"Ngoe is a small settlement right on the outskirts of Qacha’'s Nek

town. The land on which the village is situated was par( of the Qacha’s
_Nek ‘camp reserve’ whféh'was set aside for residential purposes. ‘It naw
" provides a place for immigrant§ to the town a?ea to build homes close to
the townf The village thus provides only résidential sites for its ‘
residents most of whom have settled in the village in the period since

about 1969.

Tables SB‘éndrsb iﬁdiqage that somé householdé do, huwevé%, retain
access to a}able landéi Thgse:are_eitﬁér,séttlersvfrom’a neafby village
in the same chief’s area of‘admiﬁistr;tioﬁ who have {hué rétained their
rights there having ﬁerely moved from one village to ;ndther within the
area; ar they have tome from remote and distant villages put Bave managed
to reiain a form of access to lands there through their working them
Qigariously by supporting kin in whose nahes the lands are registeredls.
04 course, ﬁhis sugéests.a>spread of effective functional households
a&rosé more than_one’Vi(lagé and regibn of Leéotho (see notes 1 and 10

14..The information presented fere was researched by Marion Heap. ! am
grateful to her for her willingness to share her data with me.

15. Working one’s parents’® fields by paying for the inputs and- labour
.expended was one way of establishing one’s right - by occupation and
utilization - to inheritance of those lands (cf Spiegel, 1979: 32).
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above). This is a problem which is inherent in the migrant labour system
in general (cf Murray, 1981); but it has a somewhat different form here.
In 1981/2 there was a total of 80 households in the settlement. A
. A
total of 40 were included in a sample census survey the results of which

are presented in tables SA to SD in the appendix to this report.

Probably the most noteable features of ihe data from *Ngoe are the
facts that the mean number of wage—-earners per household in ’Ngde was the
smallest for all the villages surveyed, and that the ratio of
wage—earners to de jurevpopulaticn was the lowest, along with that for
Motebong (see table 5A). Moreover, only 12,3% of the householders there

had access to arable allotments, and only 30% had any livestock, all in

very small herds.

This suggests that many of the people who moved away from their natal
villages and into *Ngoe between 19469 abd 1982 were people who had had
variuos difficulties either gaining entry onto the wage-labour mez-tet or
gaining accesz to the small rural resources which are still available to
some in parts of Lesbtho. Although no systematic genealogical tracing was
done many of these appeared to be juniPr children who had been unable to
gain a foothold in the race for rural agricultural resources, and had
chosen to remove from their remote rural homes in the hope of improving

their chances of gaining access to the wage-labour market by being closer
14 -
to the administrative centre of Racha’s Nek .

16. This was the motivation of tenants on a Matatiele freeho'd farm,
surveyed in 1983, who had removed from their remote ‘betterment’ .villages
to settle closer to Matatiele town. Here they were sure — on payment of
a cash sum - of obtaining residential sites without having to wait for
Department of Agriculture officials to demarcate new residential sites
for occupation (see below).



The rates of wage—earners per household and per member of the de jure
population in ’*Ngoe suggest, however, that the move has not necessarily
been as beneficial as it might have beenl7. They also indicate - along
with the rural/local resources data - that the.population of 'Ngoe was
far worse off materially than was the population of any of the other
villages surveyed. In general terms, those people who had decided to
relocate into outskirts settlements such as *Ngoe would appear to have
been among the poorest in the country; the fact that there were so few
femal e~headed households suggests, hawever, that those most vulnerable -
the small female—headed households - were not even in a position to
chogse to remove to places su;ﬁ as "Ngoe (cf Wilkinson (1982) who
suggests that people moving to Maseru, Lesotho’s capital, are often the

zomewhat wealthier and more educated).

This point directs attention to another significant feature of the
relatively newly settled *Ngoe population: ie. that it included a
comparatively large number of households with young (under 40 years)
heads, and a very small number of older household heads. Moreover, as
noted in table 8, none of the older (61+ years) household heads in the
*Ngoe sample were females. This is very different from all the other
villages surveyed where most of the female-headed households were headed

by old widows.

The situation as regards female-headed households is an interesting
point for comparison between the various villages survéyed. In all the

three more remote villages about J0% of the total number of household

17. Hopefully Heap’s work will provide case material to show the relative
success — for the individual household - of having removed.
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heads were women whereas in Ha Makhaola the figure was 42% and in ’*Ngoe
it was 17,5%. Moreover, in all of the remote villages most of the women
wha were household heads were older women who had been widowed and had
remained resident in their marital homes. With its relatively newly
settled population, °*Ngoe had very few older household heads at all and

none of these were female; and in Ha Makhaola only a few of the women who

headed their own households were older widows living in their marital

homes.

In fact a large proportion of Ha Makhaola’s female household heads were
immigrant younger women who had either been desertéd by their husbands or
who were unmarried mothers who had set up their own homesteads near the
roadside to take advantage of the passing trade in beer-selling and
related activities which this location offered. There were also some
young widnws: these included both the wives of men who had died in
industrial accidents and the widowed second wives of older men who had
been expelled from their marital homes, after their husbands® death, by
the children of their husbands’® respective first wivesia.

What is interesting is that the data from ’Ngoe indicate a much lower
rate of migration to that village by unmarried ﬁothers, deserted wives or
widows than is found to have occurred in Ha Makhaola. This may ré?lect
the manner in which residential sites have been allocated, and the

criteria adopted to determine eligibility for such a site in "Ngoe.

18. This demonstrates the breakdown of. the norms of division of material
wealth between the respective ‘houses” of a man’s wives. A second wife
taken after widowhood is often treated as if a junior wife in the same
house as her deceased predecessor. When her often much older husband
dies the sons by the first wife claim all the property of the house and
the second (apparently junior) wife and her children may be expelled she
being told that she was never ‘properly’ married.

-21_
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Whereas in Ha Makhaola women have a good chance of being allocated a
residential site (Spiegel, 1979: 30), this appears not to be true of

’Ngoe.

Another explanation, as pointed D;t earlier, is that very poor
female—-headed households just do not have the resources to remove unless
they either abandon their domestic independence and come to be
incorporéted inta other households (see the case of Thato below) or else
find themselves a place in an area where there is sufficient wealth in

ether households for them to be able to tap it. Despite its proximity to

‘Racha’s Nek town, ’Ngoe may well have less to offer the female household

head of an independent household than has Ha Makhaola: the latter offers
an oppportunity for both trade on the roadside and an income derived from

participating in others” agricultural activities.

A further noteworthy point is that three of the seven female household
heédé in *Ngoe had established their households as second households on
the sites of others and were technically lodgersiq. The evidence
available to me does not allow comment on the extent to which there were

also households in "Ngoe which included previously independent

householders now incorporated into other domestic units.

The phenomenon of lodging had, by the end of 1981, become a growing
reality in Ha Makhaola too because there hgd been a moratorium on the
allocatioﬁ of residential sites for some two years up to that point: one
of the households listed had taken up residence in some houses situated
on the land held by the local courthouse - by rights houses which should

19. As household is here defined functionally in terms of flows of income
and expenditure, it must not be confused with the homestead or
residential site (cf notes 1, 11, 13).
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have been occupied by court officials; another was occupying the
homestead of an absent uage—earhfng woman. Moreover, there were still
unoccupied, although allocated, sites which could be ‘lent” to immigrants
while they waited until the sités were again ‘open’: one such site was
occupied by the plumber referred to earlier plus his wife and child. In
addiéioﬂ, some households had the resources available to be able to take

in individuals from other households which lacked adequate resources to

support their members.

An example of this is the case of a woman I have previously
called Thato (Spiegel, 1979: 109-110; case S.4). As the
deserted wife of a long time absconder from a remote village,
she and her young daughter had spent years without a proper
home of their own, living wherever they could find
accommodation and a source of income from her taking care of a
homestead, working as a domestic etc. During the early 1970s
she had managed to abtain temporary rights of residence in an
empty homestead belonging to a deceased member of the Ha
Makhaola chief’s family and in 1975 her daughter had been -
married to a young migrant resident in Lithabeng.

In 1976 she still had her own household, even though it was
not in a homestead of her own, and she was subsisting by
working in a nearby beerhouse, as well as helping to weed and
harvest others” fields. When I visited Ha Makhaola briefly in
1978 she was employed in a household where there was a confined
new mother, doing various domestic chores which the new mother
was unable to perform for herself. Her other source of income
then was her intermittent receipt’ of cash as bridewealth for
her daughter, and she was thus still able to maintain her own
independent household.

By 1981, however, Thato had been evicted from her homestead
and had had to return to her place of employment in the
roadside beerhouse where she was now also living in as a
servant/member in that household. Her daughter’s marriage was
in the process of breaking up - her son in law had allegedly
taken a second wife in South Africa where he worked and had
stopped sending either support for his wife (Thato’s daughter)
and children or any further bridewealth payments. Thato’s
domestic independence had finally been destroyed. By the time
I visited Racha’s Nek again in mid—-1982 I learned that Thato
had died. '

_23_



Conclusion - Racha’s Nek villages

The most significant factor to come out of the Qacha’s Nek village data
presented here is the significance of the process of migration from more
remote villages to others which lie alongside main roads or else“on the

outskirts of the district’s small town and administrative centre.

From an agricultural perspective the most remote village surveyed -
Motebong - appears to have been the least poorly off in 1981, and the
level of internal differentiation not as marked there as in the other
villages which have une?enly distributed agricultural resources. The
impression of relative Dverall‘local wealth in Motebong is further
indicateﬁlﬁy the relatively low proportion of wage—-earners per head of de

Jjure population.

0f the other villages which have agricultural resources, Ha Makhaola
appears to be the least poorly off overall, but in this case there is a
high degree of internal differentiation. Moreover, this is the village
which, in 1981, had both the highest rate of wage—earners per head of de
Jure population and the highest number of young female household heads.
On the one hand it appears to be a kind of sanctuary/dumping ground for
those who are poorly off; on the other it appears to be a good place of
immigration for potential and actual wage-earners at least some of whom
have no hope of gaining access to agricultural reﬁnurces in their natal
villages and who choose thus rather to live in relatively accessible
places. The change in the population profile, pérticularly the increa;ed
rates of stock- and land-lessness, and especially the increase in the
rate of wage—-earners per head of de jure population between 1976 and 1981

are clearly indicative of this trend.
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The “‘town-outskirts’® village of "Ngoe was, on aggregate, the most
impoverished of the villages surveyed and the degree of poverty was
relatively even!y spread among all those interviewed: the *Ngoe figures
show thé lowest 1981 survey rate of wage-earners per head of de jure
population, coupled with a very high rate of both stock~ and
land-lessness. Moreover, the age- and sex-distribution of the
household-heads in "Ngoe indicate that it is a place which has absorbed a
proportion of those ®ale—headed households from remote villages which
could not expect to gain access to arable resources. What is
interesting, however, i; the fact that so many of these were headed by
men who did not yet have wage-earning jobs either. The male immigrants

to Ha Makhaola were, by and large, already remitting wage-earners.

The Transkei district of Matatiele is situated immediately to the south
of the Drakencberg ridge which forms the border with Racha’s Nel and in
the north-west quadrant of Transkeian territory. Before the
internafionally unrecognised ‘independence® of the Transkéi in September
1976, the district was part of a larger district of Matatiele; but with
the process of creating that “independence’ a portion of it became part
of the district of Mount Currie in the area called East Griqualand which

is now part of Natal.
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The research on which thig brief section is based was done in June/July
ot both 1982 and 1983 in two ‘betterment’ villages and on a freehold
farms in the districtzo. I worked personally in the village called
Polelo in 1982 and supervised work done by Julia Segar in St Paul’s
during that same period. In 1983 1 supervised fieldworY done by Alan
Thorold in Polelo while 1 was myself working among squatters on a
freehold farm in the district. Y qndertouk further brief research trips
21

to these two villages both in March and in December of 1983 during

which time 1 completed a number of follow up interviews in St Paul’s.

As much of the material about these two villages is included in other
papers presented to this conference (see Sharp % Spiégel, 1984 re Polelo;
Segar, 1984 re St Paul’s) I wif] merely use this section to make some
brief comparisons both of conditions and of the degree of differentiation
in the two villages with that of the five in Qacha’s Nek which are
discussed above. The discussion of St Paul’s serves also a a backdrop

for the section below on the differential impact of the drought.

22
St Paul’s

St Paul’s is a ‘betterment’ village situated on what was previously a

20. The results presented here are based on research which forms part of
the National Programme for Environmental Sciences. Views expressed are
those of the author who wishes to acknowledge financial support from the
Co-operative Scientific Prngrammes of the Council for Scientific and
Industrial Research.

21. This trip was to consider the impact of the drought; the trip was
funded by the Carnegie Inquiry.

22. My thanks go to Julia Segar, then an Honours student in the UCT
Department of Anthropology, for the 1982 data presented here (Segar,
1982). She is presently doing further work in the village.

- 2&4 -




freehold farm owned by the St Stephen’s (Matatiele) parish of the Church
of the Province of South Africa and which was expropriated by the then SA
Bantu Trust in 196423. The land now comprises a ward of the Ramohlakoana
administrative area (location), and is administered by a sub-headman
responsible to the chief of the Ramohlakoana tribal authority. The
village lies some ten kilometres along a main road from Matatiele town,
and about half that distance from the new Transkefian administrative

centre of Maluti which is situated on a portion of the land of the

Ramohlakpana location.

The arable land allocated to residents of St Paul’s is on the rich
alluvial soils on the banks of the Kenigha River which marks one boundary
of the ward. Although there were a few who had been tenants there before
the expropriation of the farm, most of the village’s residents were
settled there after 196%, the majority coming from'a portion of the
Ramohl akoana Iocation which was set aside ag a grazing camp. In
addition, there are some residents now who have settled there having come
from other parts of the neighbouring area, including a few who
established their homesteads there after having spent most or all of
their lives as labourers or labourers® dependants on white—owned East
Griqualand farms. In June/July 1982 there were 180 occupied residential

sites in the village: 27 of these were randomly chosen for a survey

interview.
f Probably the most significant characteristic of St Paul’s - and also,
& to lesser extent, Polelo - is the richness of the arable land and the

relatively large harvests which are obtained there as compared with the

23. The background information presented here is summarised from Segar
(1982: 23-30).
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;ields of “farming’ households in the neighbouring Racha’s Nek district.
But the most significant feature of tables 6A to 6D is the higﬁ rate
(0,20 of wage-earners per member of the de jére population in St Paul’s
and the fact that only four of the 27 surveyed households did not include
a wage—earning member: one of these included a pensiocner and in another

there was an alleged cattle rustler.

Just as Ha Makhaola provides a place of residence for wage-earners

living in Qacha’s Nek town, so are many St Paul’s residents employed as

wage—labourers in Matatiele town: nine out of 37 male wage-laboures in
Segar’s 1982 sample were commuters (Segar, 1982: 33; table S). But as
Segar (1984) has demonstrated (see her paper for this conference), this
relative wealth is not universal in St Paul’s, and there are both
households which lack a wage—-earning member (15% of the survey sample)
and others without any local agricultural resources: over 30% of the
surveyed households did not include individuals with titles to arable
fields, while 25% had no livestock at allj 1S5% had meither livestock nor

arable land.

What is of interest, however, is that only one household in the sample
of 27 had neither a wage—earning member nor either livestock or arable
land while fairly high proportions of the households with wage earning
resident/s lacked these two local resources. Some of the implications of

this differentiation, particularly in times of drought, are taken up

again below.
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Polelo

The village of Polelo is a ward of a Sotho-dominated location falling
under the George Moshesh Tribal Authority. It is situated about 35 km
,from both Matatiele town and Maluti, the new Transkeian administrative

centre.

A ‘betterment’ plan was implemehted in Polelo and its surrounding
location in 1977. Many people were moved to new residential sites within
the location in order to ‘rationalise” the division between residential,
arable And.pasture land (cf Yawitch, 1981; de Wet and McAllister, 1983).
This resulted in an increase in the number of residential sites allocated
in Polelo itself and a concomitant increase in population density in the
residential area. Further population growth in the village since that
date has been the resuit of natural increase rather than relocations.
Polelo village contained 1735 sites in July, 1982; a sample of 30 of these
was chosen for the purposes of a census survey as well as for more

detailed examination.

Some of the population of Polelo had immigrated there during the years
before the implementation of the “betterment’ scheme (Spiegel, 1982) but
many of these were people who, by 1977, had alread; gained access to

arable allotments and were also stockholders.

A profile picture of the Polelo population in 1982 is presented in
tables 7A to 7D. Compared with the figure of 0,20 for St fPaul’s, Po)eiu
has a markedly lower rate of wage-earners per member of the de jure
population (0,16) but almost the same proportion of households Qithout a
wage-earning member: the distribution of wage earners aﬁross households
is thus.rather more even in Polelo with only 30%Z of households including.
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two or more wage—earners compared with St Paul’s figure of over 40%. 1In
most other réspects, Polelo has a very similar population and household

resourcés profile to that of 8t Paul’s.

A point of difference is the fact that Polelo is less able to be a
commuter base for workers in Matatiele town: this may provide at least a
partial explanation for the lohe; rate of wage—earners there than in St
Paul’s. In the past, Polelo has been an immigrant absorbing area for
people from farms in East Griqualand and to the west in Barkly
East/Rhodes. Many of these were people who had previously come from
various parts of the Transkei and from areas in Lesotho from whence they
had proceeded to find eméloyment and become resident labourers on the
farms (cf Spiegel, 1982). But more recently people prefer to relocate to
places such as St Paul’s which are closer to the main road and within

easy access of Matatiele town.

On of the hindrances to such removal, however, is the fact that
residential site space has not always been easily available in thé
variogus ‘betterment’ areas to.which people have chosen to remove. In
recent years a backlog appears to have built up on occasion when the
agricultural officers concerned have not demarcated new residential areas
for allocation to prospective resident524. This has resulted in many
beople settling as residential tenants (waloso) on freehold farms in the

vicinity, pérticularly those which are situated within relatively easy

access of Matatiele town.

24. Unconfirmed reports reached me that there a similar situation had
arisen even in non-‘betterment’ locations where the headmen were
allegedly not allocating sites to those who needed them to build their
homesteads.




During 1983 1 spent some weeks interviewing the residents on one such
farm. There was - by July 1983 - a total of 252 homesteads on the farm,
and more were being demarcated by the owners and built on by fnew tenants
on an almost daily basis. Data obtained about 211 of these show that 137
(657%) had been built in the period since 1971 and only 34 these were the

homesteads of households of children of old residents on that farm.

An interesting feature of these immigrant maloso tenants is that many
of them were households of young wage—=earning men who had decided to
leave their remote natal villages because of a lack of residential sites
and because they knew they were not going to be in line to inherit arable
land. On the farm they paid a single sum for the allocation of a
residential site and then built their new homesteads there: they were
thus not bothered with having to wait for agricultural officers and they

were able more easily to commute than before.

0Of the 137 new homesteads since 1971, 67 (497%) were occupied by
households originally from other locations while 14 (10%) were households
of ex farm workers or residents of prescribed urban areas who had
relocated ta the Transkei. The létter figure may be somewhat lower than a
more detailed investigation would reveal because in many instances
information obtained referred to ‘original’” (natal or parental) home
rather than last place of residence. On further in&estigation in other
instances 1 found that people who claimed to have céme from more remote
locations had often spent a considerable period on a white-owned farm and
had £hu5 lost contact with their :nriginal' homes. In effect they had
been relocated from those whitEfowned farms. 1t is interesting that»
there were relatively few iﬁmigrant femal e~headed households on the farm

(cf eomments about “Ngoe above).
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This case of relatively large scale and rapid immigration of
rgsidential tenants onto a freehold farm which is situated on the
roadside and within easy access of Matatiele town and the railhead there
provides yet another indication of the process of ‘internal’” rural-rural
migration which is constantly occurring in the rural periphery of

southern Africa.

Conclusion - Inter-regional comparison

A comparison of the figures far the two Matatiele villages with those
surveyed in Racha’s Nek reveals some points of interest. Among these is
the very much higher rate of average de jure household populations in the
former area than in the latter. This would appear to be the result of at
least two factors: the fact that fhere are included in the figures for de
Jure residents in Matatiele people who alsc have permanent (section 10 1 i
a or b) rights in prescribed areas but who continue to maintain a rural
home base, and also the higher productivity of local resources -
especially arable land — .in the Matatiele villages surveyed than in the J
villages of Qacha’s Nek. In another paper presented to this conference J
(Sharp and Spiegel, 1984) it is argued that households with local
productive reéources can afford to incorporate individuals who do not
have their own sources of cash income supporting them by - in effect -~ .
putting them to work on those local résources (cf case of Thato detailed

above).

The most significant'puint of comparison, however, is the degree of
internal differentiation in terms of wealth which is evident in all the

villages surveyed - irrespective of their location. It is this issue




2

which is addressed in the section below on the impact of the 1982/3

drought on people in St Paul’s.

25
DIFFERENTIAL IMPACT OF DROUGHT'

The relationship between rural differentiation and vulnerability
resulting from poverty is demonstrated by a consideration of the
differential effects of the drought on people in rural wage-dependent
villages. An examination of the impact of the 1982/3 drought on botﬁ the
agricultural activities and cutputs and the amounts of produce obtained
by a sample of St Paul’s households gives some indicators in this

respect.

A brief field trip during March 1983 and subsequent visits during
June/July and December that year revealed that the Matatiele district was
not as hard hit by the drought as had been reported of other districtg in
the country. Indeed, a brief expedition to Qacha’s Nek in March
indicated that over the Drakensberg ridge the drought had been Far more
saverely felt in that there were virtually no crops in mo;t people’s
fields. This was most obvious on the amalgamated fields of a Ministry of
Agriculture run co-operative venture on a large plateau above the Orange
River where the land had been worked by tractors, chemically fertilised
and planted with only maize seed. This area was, in March 1983,
completely barren of crop except for scattered dried out stalks of maize

25. Research on this topic was instigated by Francis Wilson and funded by
the Carnegie Inquiry. Paradoxically, during the field trip, in March -
1983, my progress in investigating the impact of the drought was
curtailed one afterncon when drenching rains and hail flooded the road
along which I was travelling, covering it with a 30cm deep stream of fast
flowing water.

- 33 -



plants. On nearby privately worked fields which had been intercropped
with maize, beans and pumpkins there was evidence that there would be at
least some very small yield.

In neither Qacha’s Nek nor Matatiele had drought resulted in a lack of
26

vuater which called for the importation of water in tankers . I was told

that the Kenigha and Mabele Rivers in Matatiele and the Sejabatho

fribptaries of the Orange in Qacha’s Nek had, at times, stopped flowing

briefly. But throuqhout'the drought period there were puddles in the

river beds which provided sources of water for livestock.

 ;bumgstic water scurces, although slow, and more scattered, were still

éufficieht to provide householders with their water needs - although

drawing it meant waiting longer and having often to stay out very late or

go aut very early (cf EDA, n.d.). In Ha Makhaola I found that only one

" of the three usually abundant springs in the village was still flowing;

this was resulting in longer walks and waits for the women and girls who

are the drawers and bearers of domestic water.

Similar scenarios were reported in other villages, both in Racha’s Nek
and in Matatiele. At St Paul’s, for example, the windpumped source of
supply had slowed, but at no stage did it stop. There were, however,
some St Paﬁl’s people who were walking the two or so kilometres to the
nearby roadwofks/military encampment to draw water at a pump there. In
Polelo, where water is all drawn from open springs, some of these had
dried up and women and girls were having to walk longer distances for
théir water supplies. |

26. Qacha’s Nek town experienced a brief need to truck in water early in
1983; but this was because of poor maintenance on the supply pipes which
apparently burst.
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The only area 1 visited where domestic water supplies were a major
problem was on the Matatiele freehold farm which had been settled by
squatters and which I have discussed above. There women were having to
walk for up to an hour from their homes to draw water on a neighbouring
farm where they were rggarded as intruders who had to wait until the
local people had drawn their supplies. The unpleasantness of their
neighbours and the drudgery of having to go that far for their water were

often commented upon to me during July 1983,

Although the rains had not been anywhere near adequate to support the

crops in the fields and thus to yield normal harvests there had been

occasional short showers in the region throughout the drought period, and

these had helped to maintain the pastures in a tolerable although poor

condition. I heard no reports of stock losses in the areas I visited.

Indicatiéns of the effect of the drought were most noticeable in terms
of arable land and garden yields. Agricultural yield data from the
sample of 27 St Paul’s households aré presented in table 10.'The§e ]
indicate a quite significant decline in the yields for the yeaf 1982/3 as
compared with those for the previous two seasons. They. also show,
however, that there was not a complete crop failure as haé been reported
for various other parts of the country. Nor did landholders attempt to
retain all of their crops for themselves: in a number of cases .
sharecropping arrangements resulted in the division of yields between the
landholder and the sharecropping contractor; in other cases some beople
who had previously helped weed and harvest the lands for payment in kind
wére still able to obtain small amounts of product in this way, although
the drought had reduced the overall yields and thus the size of their
shares.




t

The nature of rural differentiation and its primary determination by
wage-earned income are both clarified by the cases below which are
vpresented i;'order to demonstrate the different ways in which the
drought, and decreased crop yields, affected some of the landless
households in St Paul’s which were used to obtaining some foodstuffs
through helping to work others® fields.

Mr and Mrs SM (of household #16 - table 10) were a young
couple, married some seven years and with a young child. They
were landless and had no livestock. Mr SM was employed in a
factory in Vanderbijlpark until early 1983 when he returned to
Matatiele and found a job at a wholesale outlet in Matatiele
town. Until his return he was a regular remitter of some R&0
per month; by late 1983 he was earning R130 per month in
Matatiele.

In all the years for which data were collected Mrs SM had
assisted her own mother, who lived in the village, with weeding
and harvesting her field. For this she had received varying
amounts from the harvest. In 1981/2 she had started helping a
relative (FBZ) also and her income in kind had amounted to more
than five bags of grain and some beans. She expected to gain a
similar return in 1982/3. But the drought meant a drop in the
yvyields on the fields and a concomitant reduction in the amount
paid to Mrs SM: “There was very little in the fields because
there was no rain”. She still managed to obtain two bags of
grain however, at least in part because the people she
harvested and weeded for were relatives.

For 1983/4, Mr and Mrs 8M also contracted to sharecrop
another household’s field: Mr SM’s presence in the district and
his ability to commute between his place of work and his home
enabled them to attempt thus to increase their incaome from
agriculture.

The above case indicates that for a household with a reliable source of
cash income and with social resources to gain access to the product of
others’ fields, agricultural activity can provide a useful additional
source of income in kind. For Mr and Mrs SM the drought reduced their
income 'in kind for a season; but they were also able to enter a

sharecropping arrangement with a household which could not withstand the

once-off effect of the drought. They thus managed to increase their
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access to arable land by exploiting another household’s vulnerability to
the drought, and by investing some of their cash income. As another
woman said, when asked whether she or her household engaged in
sharecropping: "We haven’t enough money to do this reahlolo thing."
Mr and Mrs BL (of household #18 - table 10) were also a

relatively young couple, landless and without livestock. Mr BL

was employed on a roadgang in neighbouring Mount Fletcher

where, by late 1983, he was earning R70 per month of which his

wife said he brought RS0 home at every month’s end.

- For each of the first two years for which data were collected
Mrs BL had helped weed and harvest some neighbours® fields: but
in 1982/3 she had not been called out to perform this service.
She attributed her not being able to perform these tasks to her
own and her infant . child’s ill health saying that at least one
of the people she had worked for had taken on somebody else.
The landholder pointed out independently, however, that her
crops had been so small that she had had no need of help -
neither from Mrs BL nor anyone else.

This case is similar to that reported in EDA (n.d.) where villagers in

an area near to some freehold farms were able to find piece-job
27
employment harvesting for payment in kind . It also indicates the:

- ipartance of the regular small sums of cash brought home by Mr BL which
were being eked out in order to provide food for the family: “I am now
eating mielie meal bought at the shop®, said his wife. But the amounts
were small and the family was struggling. It certainly was not in a
position to begin accumulating and expanding its local productive
activities as were Mr amd Mrs SM discussed in the earlier case.
Moreover, in other cases where a source of cash income of even this kind
is unavailable the small payments in kind which people receive for
*piece—jobs® in the fields are essential for providing food. In years of
drought, when their services in the fields are not needed, such people

| 27. 1 believe that the area referred to here is in the Matatiele district
bordering on and to the south of the strip of farms in the Ongeluksnek
valley. )




lose access to one of the more crucial sources of food income they have.

In the two villages in Matatiele with which I am most 4aﬁiliar,
‘hDHéVEF. the relatively high productivity of the soil and the fact that
there had been a little rain meant that most landholders did obtain some
yields from gheir_fields ;.;nd most of those who normally employed others
to help with weeding and harvesting still called upon them far help, and

thus transferred some of the crop to those persons® households.

In the adjacent Racha’s Nek district, however, yields are generally
much smaller than those obtained in Matatiele areas lying alongside the
Kenigha and Mabele Rivers. Whereas it is normal for St Paul’s (and
Polelo) landholding households to obtain yields in tens of bags of grain,
my figures for Ha Makhaola an& Lithabeng suggest that this would be quite
excebtional in those villages (cf Spiegel, 1979: 218; téble AL10). The
result is that people who help with weeding and harvesting the crops
expected to be paid one or two tins of grain rather than the bag which is
normally offered in Matatiele. And in the drought year of 1982/, they

were unable to rély on any food at all from this source.

At the local level, those most vulnerable to drought are those
otherwise most vulnerable to impoverishment, particularly those without a
reliable cash income who normally depend on agricultural payménts in
kind. But the drought - and the recession which resulted in
retrenchments of migrants - created a Situation where there was a
significant decrease in what was available to be spread around. The
result was that some of the avenues for the diffusion of wealth locally
were closing up, and those most affected by this'were - by definition -

those most dependent on those avenues for their means of subsistence.
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Ha Makhaola

Table 1A:_ _Ha Makhaola Population Profiles

1976
No of households - - 29
, de jure population ) - 224
| de jure pop per h/hold . .5,74
. de facto population 161
| de facto pop  per h/hold L 8,12
. No of wage earners B 40
| .. Wage earners per h/hold 1,03
) Wage earners per person (de jure) 0,18

Fields o less than 2. 3-3 . 6-10
0 & 1 1 -
1 S 3 4 1
2 S 1 2 1
3 2 2 - -
4 - - - -
3 - - 1 -
totals 18 7 8 2

poultry are excluded.
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APPENDIX OF TABLES - I: ﬁAéHA'S NEK

. Livestock units
11-15

I W

Y

(86,27%) (17,9%)  (20,5%) (5,1%) (10,3%)

- 1981

16+

50
276
5,52
190
3,82

1,20
0,22

total

8(20,5%)
13(33,3%)
10(25, 6%)

© 717,97
-t -
1 2,6%)

39(99,92)

(100, 07%)

Note: 1. A livestock unit has been taken as one:boyine, one
horse, one donkey, or five sheep or goats.

Pigs and




Table 1C: Land and livestock dis

Livestock

Fields 0 less than 2 3-3 6-10
K¢ 13 2 1 1
1 e 3 3 2
2 4 3 1 1
3 2 - 1 .3
4 - - - -
5 -— - - —
totals 28 8 &6 7

(S54,0%) (16,0%)  (12,0%)14,0%)

Table 1D: Distribution of wage earners by livestock

No of wage earners per h/hold:

0 - 2 livestock units: 1

3 - 10 livestock units:

11+ livestock units:

totals 1
(33, 9%

(o)

4
)

11-15

b

1
(2,0%)

16
(a1,0%)

2+
S
3
1

9

(23,17%)

No of wage earners per h/hold: O 1
0 - 2 livestock units: 9 15
3 - 10 livestock units: 4 7
11+ livestock units: 1 1
totals 14 23
(28,67

Note: #. No data for one household.
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(46,9%)

12

(24,S%)

16+

total

17 ¢34,0%)
17 (34.0%)
10(20, 0%)
&(12,0%)
-t -
- -

50(100,0)
(100, O%)

totals

25 ( 64,1%)
9 ( 23,1%)
5 ( 12,8%)

39 (100,0%)

(100, 0%)

totals

34 ( 69,8%)

13 ( 26,57%)
2 ( 4,10
»*

49 (100,0%)

(100, 0%)




Table iF: Distribution of wage earners by landholding
- Ha Makhaola, 19276

No of wage earners per h/hold: o 1 2+
Fields: NIL 5 3 - )

1 3 7 3

2 3 q 3

3 2 2 3

4 - - -

5 1 - 1
totals 14 16 9

(35,9%)  (41,0%)  (23,1%)

- Ha Makhaola, 1981

No of wage earners per h/hold: (o] 1 2+
Fields: NIL 3 9 4
e 1 6 8 3
2 3 S 2

3 2 1 3

4 - - -

5 -— P —

totals : 14 23 12

(28,6%) (46,9%) (24,5%)

Note: #. No data for one household.

Lithabeng

Table 2A:__Lithabeng Population Profiles

1976
No of households 44
de jure population 272
de jure pop per h/hold 6,18
de facto population 183
de racto pop per h/hold 4,13
No of wage earners 62
Wage earners per h/hold 1,40

Wage earners per person (de jure) 0,23

Appendix-41

totals
B ( 20,5%)
13 ¢ 33,3%
10 ¢ 25,86%)
7 17,9%)
- ¢ - )
1 ( 2,67
39 ( 99,9%)
€100, 0%)
totals
16 32,7%)
17 34,77)
10 20,4%)
-3 12,2%)

(
(
(
(

- (¢ - )
¢ -
»

49  (100,0%)
(100, 0%)

1981

5,34
210
3,96

t,00
0,19



Table 2B: Land and livestock distribution, Lithabenq,1976
‘ s Livestock

. Fields .0 less than 2 3-3 &-10 11-15 16+ totals
o 2 4 1 1 - - 818, 1%)
1 10 3 - 1 ' - - 14(31,8%)
2 3 2 S5 2 2 1 15(34,1%)
3 - 1 - 2 2 2 7(15,9%)
4 - - - - - - - -
3 - - - - -~ - -t - )
totals 15 10 &6 & 4 3 44(99,9%)

(34,17%) (22,7%) (13,6%) (13,6%) (9,1%) (6,8%) (99,9%)

Table 2C: Land and_livestock distribution, Lithabeng, 1981
Livestock

Fields (o] less than 2 3-5 &-10 11-15 16+ total

o & 4 3 - - - 13(24,5%)

1 11 2 2 1 - - 16(30,2%)

2 4 4 4 2 2 16(30,2%)

3 . - - - 3 1 2 6(11,3%)
- 4 - 1 - - 1 2( 3,8%

S - - - - - - -t -

totals 21 11 9 & 1 5 53(100,0)

(39,67 (20, 8%) (17,07) (11,3%) (1,9%) (9,4%) (100,0%)

No of wage earners per h/hold: O 1 2+ totals

0 - 2 livestock units: 8 9 a8 25 ( §8,1%0)
3 - 10 livestock units: . 2 2 7 11 ¢ 25,6%)
11+ livestock units: 1 5 1 7 € 16,3%)

totals 11 16 16 43 (100,0%)
. (25,6%) (37,2%) (37,2%) (100,0%)
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- Lithabeng,

No of wage earners per h/hold: O 1
0 - 2 livestock units: 12 14
3 ~ 10 livestock units: S S
11+ livestock units: 1 2
totals 18 21

(34,0%) (39,6%)

- Lithabena, 1976

No of wage earners per h/hold: (o] 1
Fields: NIL 1 4
1 & S
2 3 4
3 1 3
a8 - -
5 - -
totals 11 16

1a

(26,4%)

totals

32 ¢ 40,4%)
15 ( 28,3%)

6 (

11, 3%)

S3 (100, 0%)

(100, 0%)

(25, 67%) (37,2%)

Table 26: Distribution of wage earners by landholding

No of wage earners per h/hold: o] 1
Fields: NIL 4 8
. 1 7 [

2 S S

3 2 1

L} - 1

5 - -

tatals 18 21

(34,0%) (39,6%)
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2+ totals
2 7 ( 16,3%)
4 15 ¢ 24,9%)
7 14 ( 32,6%)
3 7 16,3%)
- -0 =
- - =)
16 43 ( 99,9%)
(37,2%) <100, 0%)
2+ totals
1 13 ¢ 24,5%)
4 17 ¢ 32,1%)
5 13 ¢ 28,30
3 6 ( 11,3%0.
1 2 ¢ 3,8%
- - -
14 53 (100, 0%)
(26, 4%) (100, 0%)



Ligoabing

Table 3A: _Ligoabing Population Profiles, 1981

No of households 30
de jare population 154
de jure pop per h/hold 5,13
de facto population ) 112
de facto pop per h/hold 3,73
No of wage earners 26
Wage earners per h/hold 0,87
Wage earners per person (de jare) 0,17

Livestock

Fields (o] less than 2 3-5 &—-10 11-15 16+ totals

o} 7 1 1 - - - 9(30,0%)
1 5 - el - - 1 & (20, 0%)
2 5 2 1 - - 1 9 (30, 0%)
3 1 1 2 - - - 4(13,3%)
4 1 - - - - - 1¢ 3,3%)
5 - 1 - - - - 1¢ 3,3%)
totals 19 < - - 2 30(99,9%)

4
(63,3%) (16,7%) (13,3%) |

i
~
-~

i

) (6,7%) (100,0%)

Table 3C: Distribution of wage earners by livestock

- Ligoabing, 1981

No of wage earners per h/hold: O 1 2+ totals

0 - 2 livestock units: =] 12 : 4 24 ( BO,0%)

3 - 10 livestock units: 1 3 - 4 ( 13,3%)

11+ livestock units: 1 1 - 2 € 6,7%) ’
totals 10 16 4 30 (100, 0%)

(33,3%) (533,340 (13,3%) (99,97%)
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Tab18* 3D pistribution Of-wage edrners by landholding  tatals ,
o o % teerew.wa . Ligoabing, 1781 ' S
NOo of‘wage ‘earners'per h/hold: <0 it 2+ totalsy, %)
- iy .lvq':.tnq.'!r‘guut‘.:»:_ . 5 <5 e om0 ¢ ZE s
Fieldsy~ NILCk units: I G- B 15 £9: (130, 0%)
T P T - TP TN &6 ( 20,0%)
totale o 1€5 24 = 45,91 4630, 0%)
.3 (T4, UR12/39,0%1 126,41 (100,024 ( 13,370 - i
s 4 . t - - - 1 ¢ 3,3%)
yoo g - : - - Lt S 3,30
VR, . > N )
totals ' o 10 - 16 4 30 ¢ 99,9%)
THlC 2F: Dautrshaiion

3, 300 (53, 3%) (13, 3%y (100,0%)

o 1 2+ totale,
Motebong 4 2 TPk, .
5 A 0
< 4 - PR
.-k I - TN 7 'b; -
ofiles, 1982 -
Total number of households (universe) 123
voLEy . . Ay 1h o e
No of households sampled YR s BT, T AT
de jure population (in sample) ) 537 -
de jure pop per h/hold (in sample) 5,65
de facto population (in sample) ’ 457
de facto pop per h/hold (in sample) - 4,81
No'of wage earners-(inYsample). '  arnors by | 83haldin:
Wage earners per h/hold?(in saiple) 0,87
Né‘gé‘*_eﬁfﬁ‘éré"ﬁ'ér-"b‘ersbn tedeljure) © 10,15 2+ totils

‘Notei'®i1. szhese data may be . somewhat ina‘ccurgte, 1bart1cu'1 arly as :,..
regards wage—earners. The overall iimpression of .almost universal* -
land- and Yivestock—holding is, I believe;ya fair reflection. qfqa,:;,;-_

the situation at the time of the sdrvey. ! pd & 1,3
| : = - ! : 2?41 3,F
Ly . - . N
“guel s - E 1@ 21 1e © U3 €169,0m
: : TR ORI 1B,V (Re,&n, C LiNG, 00 -
- ks
L
L ! [
s

|
|
{
|
|
|
|
|
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Table 4B:

Land and_livestock distribution,

S - -
'

. " e
Motebong_sample, 1982

t Livestack -

Fields 0 less than 2 3-5 6-10 11-15 16+ _tetals

B . I -

0 , Y ! 2 .- : 1 - - 7¢ 7,870
P 12 3 q4 ! SN 1 - T 21(22,1%) .
2 3 10 3 8 w2 & I2(33,6%)

3 & R S 4 7 1 8 2728, 4%)
4 - - 1 - 1 5 7¢.7,4%
5 - - A - - 1 1¢ 1,1%)
totals 25 16 12 17 5 20 95 (99, 97)

(26,3%) (16,8%) (12,6%) (17,9%) (5,3%) (21,1%) (100,0%)

Table 4C: Distribution of wage earners by livestock

‘ - Motebong sample,. 1782

No of Qage earners per h/hold: O
. - 4

1 2+ totals

il S AV aL PR T SRR I R ‘~:'
0 — 2 livestock units: 21 17 4 42 ( 44,2%)
3 - 10 livestock units: 10 12 -] 28 (£#29;5%)
11+ livestock units: Q .7 9 : 25 (« 26,3%).
: . PO .o L
totals v 40 - -36 P19 ¢ 95(100,0%)*
(42,1%) (37,94 (20, 0%) (100,0%) .
- - N 14 -
. > N
Table 4D:- Distribution of wage.earcers by landholding -
i - Motebong sample, 1782
No of wage’ earners per h/hold:! o] S -2+ rtotals.
Fields: NIL 6 1 - 7 ¢ 7,4%)
1 1t 8 2 21 22,1%)
2 13 13 & 32 ( 33,74
3 7 12 8 27 ( 28,48%)
4 2 2 3 7 C 7,4%)
5 1 - - 1 1,1%)
totals 40 36 19 30 ( 99,91
(842,1%) (37, 9%) (20,04) (100, 0%)
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*Ngoe

Table SA:__’Ngoe_ Population Profiles, 1982 .

Total number aof households (universe) 80
No of households sampled 40 A8
de jure population (in sample) 193
de jure pop per h/hold (in sample) 4,88
de facto population (in sample) 164
de facto pop per h/hold (in sample) 4,10
No of wage earners (in.sample) 29
Wage earners per h/hold . (in sample) 0,73
Wage earners per person (de jure) 0,13

Table SB: Land _and_livestock distribution, ’Ngoe_ sample, 1982

Livestock .
Fields o less than 2 3-3 &-10 11-15 16+ totals
o 25 7 3 - - - 33(87,5%) ¥
1 2 - - - - - 2( 5,00 .
2 1 1 - 1 - - 3¢ 7,5%) i,
3 - - - - - - -t -
4 - - - - - - -t -
5 - - - - - - - - )
totals 28 8 3 1 - - 40 (100, 0%)
(70, 0%) (20,0%) ( 7,5%) ( 2,5%) ( - ) ¢ - (100, 0%)
) - 3

Table 5C: Distribution of wage earners by livestock

- ’Ngoe sample, 1982 i
No of wage earners per h/hold: O 1 2+ totals
0 — 2 livestock units: 13 21 2 36 ( 90,0%)
3 - 10 livestock units: 1 2 1 4 ( 10,0%) -
11+ livestock units: -

totals 14 T 23 3 40(100,0%)
(35,0%) (57,5%) ¢ 7,3%) (100,0%)
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"Yable S5D: Digtribution of wage earners by landholding
— "Ngoe sample, 1982

No of wage earners per h/hold: o 1 vo2+ totals
;‘ Fields: NIL 11 22 2 35 ¢ 87,5%)
| 1 B 2 - - 2 ¢ 5,00
| 2 ' 1 1 1 3 ( 7,5%)
| 3 - - = -C -
; 4 - - - - - w
j 5 - - - e 3
| totals 14 23 3 40 (100,0%)
i (35,0%) (57,50 ( 7,5%) (100, 0%)
‘ MATATIELE
|
\ :

St Paul’s
Table 6A: St Paul’s Population Profiles, 1982

Total number of households (universe) 175
. ‘ g

No of households sampled . “
de jure population (in sample)

de jure pop per h/hold (in sample)
de facto population (in sample)

de racto pop per h/hold (in sample)
No of wage earners (in sample)
Wage earners per h/hold (in sample)
Wage earners per derson (de jure)

" . £

27
216
8,00
167
6,19
44
1,63
0,20

1. I use the proper name of this settlement because Julia Segar,

who has worked there, has used the
for this conference).

name elsewhere
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Table 6B: Land_and_livestock distribution, St _Paul’s sample, 1982
Livestock

»

Fields 0. less than 2 3-3 6-10 11-15 16+ totals

(o) 4 3 2 1 - 1 11(40,7%)

1 3 3 3 3 - 3 15(35, &%)

2 - - 1 - - - 1C 3,770

totals 7 6 [ 4 - 4 27 (100, 0%)
(25, 9%) (22,2%)  (22,2%) (14,84 ( - ) (14,8%) (99, 9%)

Note: #: Both St Paul’s and Polelo villages in Matatiele have
been subjected to *betterment’ planning so that those individuals
who do hold title to land have only one consolidated field.
Occasionally one finds a household in which there is more than
one land holder - thus the odd household with two fields.

Table 6C: Distribution of wage earners by livestock

— St Paul’s sample, 1982
No of wage earners per h/holds O 1 2+ totals
0 - 2 livestock unitss 2 8 3 13 ¢ 48,10
3 - 10 livestock units: 2 3 3 10 ¢ 37,0%)
11+ livestock units: - 1 3 4 ( 14,9%)
totals 4 12 11 27 ¢ 99,9%)

(14,8%) (44,3%) (40,7%) (99,9%)

- 8t Paul’s sample, 1982

No of wage earners per h/hold: ) 1 2+ totals
Fields: NIL 1 S S 11 ¢ 40,7%)
: : 1 3 7 3 13 ¢ 35,62
2 - - 1 Tt ¢ 3,70
totals 4 12 11 27 (100,0%)

(14,8%) (44,4%Z) (40,7%) ( 99,9%)
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Polelo

YTable_7A:__Pplelo Population Profiles. 1982

Total number of households (universe) 174
No 6f households sampled 30
de jure population (in sample) 246
de jure pop per h/hold (in sample) 7,13
de facto population (in sample) 167
de facto pop per h/hold (in sample) 5,97
No of wage earners (in sample) ’ 39
Wage earners per h/hold (in sample) 1,30
Wage earners per person (de jure) 0,16

Livestock i
Fields 0 less than 2 3-S5 &6—-10 11-15 16+ totals
o 7 - T 2 1 - 11(36,7%)
1 'y 3 6 2 2 1 18(50,0%)
1 .

2 o- - - - - 1 1¢ 3,3%)
totals 11 3 7 4 3 2 30(100,0%)

(36,77) (10,0%).  (23,3%) (13,3%) (10,0%) ( &,7%)  (100,0%)

- Polelo sample, 1982

No of hage earners per h/hold: O 1 2+ totals

0 - 2 livestock units: 4 ) q 14 ( 46,77

3 - 10 livestock units: 1 -3 4q 11 ¢ 36,7%)

11+ livestock units: - 4 1 S ( 16,7%

‘totals S 16 9 30 (100,1%)
: (16,77) (53,3%) (30, 0%) (100,0%)
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No of wage earners per h/hold: (o] 1 2+ totals

Fields: NIL 2 s 4 11 ¢ 36,7%)
1 3 10 5 18 ( 60,0%)
2. - 1 - 1 ¢ 3,30
totals 5 16 9 27 (100,0%)

(16,7%) (53,3%) (30,0%) ¢ 99,9%)

APPENDIX OF TABLES - 1Il: INTER-VILLAGE COMPARISONS

1 Table B: Proportional distribution of household heads’ ages
:

of
(by age cohort) for five Bacha’s Nek villages

’ 21 - 40 yrs 41 - 60 yrs b1+ years
j 1
Ha Makhaola 50, 0% 30,0% 20,0%
tithabeng 28,7% 37,6% 34,0%
Ligoabing 29,9% 33, 4% 36,7%
Motebong 23, 4% 41,7% 34,572
r 2

t ‘Ngoe 42,5% 47,5% 10,0%

Noteg: 1. Nearly a third of the young (21 - 40 years)
household heads in Ha Makhaola were female. In the all the other
villages except ’Ngoe there were no female household heads under
the age of 41, and only two of the seventeen young household
heads in "Ngoe were female,

2. All of the older (61+ years ) household heads in °*Ngoe
were males. In the other villages a large proportion of these
older household heads were females; in some there were more older
female household heads than there were males.
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Table 9: Ereguency distribution of five Qacha’s Nek village household

Ha Makhaola Lithabeng Liqoabing Motebong ’Ngoe
de jure 1976 1981 1976 1981 1981 1982 1982
h/hold size

1 6 5 2 7 - 4 1
2 2 5 4 6 3 6 5
3 s 6 3 1 10 7 8
a 3 8 3 7 2 19 2
5 7 9 6 8 2 19 5
& 2 5 & 8 3 10 11
7 x 2 6 5 s 9 4
8 2 1 4 3 2 7 3
9 2 2 5 2 1 6 1
10 3 - 3 4 - 2 -
11 3 2 1 - 2 1 -
12 1 2 - 1 - 2 -
13 2 - 1 - - 1 -
14 - T - - - 2 -
15 - 1 - - - - -
16 - - - 1 - - -
:

20 1 - - - - - -
:

30 - 1 - - - - -
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TABLE 10
AGRICULTURAL YIELDS AND PRODUCT DISTRIBUTIONS BY S/MPLE HOUSEHOLD, BY YEAR = St. PAUL'S
Owa 1980/1 Total Own 1981/2 Total Own 1982/3 (drought year) Total
H/Hold Harvest Transfers Transfers Consumable Harvest Transfers Transfers Consumable Harvest Transfers Transfers Consumable
No. in out - ia out in out
G 3 G B G B G B G B G B G B G B G B G 3 M B G B
! 1 e ib - - - - 8b ib 17b 2t - - 2b - 15b 2t 2b - - ~ 1b - b -
2 23b 6b - - - - 23b “€b 17 1b - - 7b ib 10b ib - 1d - - - - - 1d
3 15b b - - - - 15b ib b 3¢ - - - - 7 3t 1 - - - - - 1 -
4 - - - - - - - - No data No data
5 19b 3b - - - 19b 3b 14b  1b - - 3b it 11lb 5t 2t - - - 1t - 1t -
6" 21b 1b - - - - 21b 1b 20b 1bv - - - - 20b 1b b 1t - - - - 2b it
7 6b 2b - - - - 6b 2b 1ib 1p - - 3b - 3b 1b 1v 14 - - 2t - 4t 1d
8 13b 1b - - 64b b 6ib ib 21 2b - - 10ib 1b 10ib 1b 6b it - - 3b le 3b it
9 14b 1b - - 14b - 12}1b 1b 8b 2b - - 3b 4t 5b 1b2t - - - - - - - -
10 1t . 2b - - - 2ble - - - - - 2b - b - - - - - - - ib -
11 - - - - - - - - - - co- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
12 10b 2t - - - -+« 10b 2t 4b 4t - - 2b 2:1 2b 2t 45t 2d - - 2t 1d it 1d
2 13 10b 1b - - 5p b 5b ib  6b 1 - - - - b 1b - - - - - - - -
g 14 - - 7b 1c - - 7 134 - - 10b 1t - - 10b it - - - oy - - - -
3 15 - - 2 - - - 2b - - - 16 2t - - b 2t - - 1ib it 1b - 3t it
2 16 2t - - it - - 2t it 1d 1d Sb 2t - - Sb+ 2jt 1d - 2b 2a - - M2
x 17 35 lc - - 1}b {t b e - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
3]} 18 - - 1b - - - 1b - - - 5b -~ - - 5b - - - - - - - - -
u 19 12b 1t - - 3b - 9b 1t 24b 2b - - 2b - 22p 2b ib -~ - - 1t - St -
20 - - 6b 3t - - 6b 3t - - 3b 3t - - 3b 3t - - b - - - Lib -
21 9% 2 - - 1 - 8 2t 2b 1t - - 15 it 1 ¢t b d - - ib - 4b  1d
22 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
‘ 23 - - 6b 14b - - 6b 14b - - 4b 2 - - 4b 2b - - 3b 25 - - b 2b
| 2 - - b 1l - - U TR 4 2t - - 4 2t - - 1b - - - b -
1 25, - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2ke 14 - - 2ic 1d
‘ 26 - - 11b  1b - - 11b ib - - 5b 1b 1 - 4 1b - - b it - - b, r
7 5t - - - - - 5t - No data . no data
! G = grain: 1i.e. maize and sorghum; no wheat is grown. B = Eeans. b = bag: i.2. * 100 kg. of grain.
i t = tin: i.e. 20 litres tin about six of which £ill one bag. . d = small dish; an infinitesmal yield but more than
\ nothing at all.
1. A womau in this household also earned cash by helping to weed others’ fields; the rate was between 50 ¢, and 70 c¢. to
weed a 12 x 24 metre patch. This practice was more widespread (cf. 'Talking about drought’: n.d.: i1)
Household number 15 chose the drought year to start a sharecropping arrangement with anotiwr household but lacked

2.

the labour resources and-had to contract help with weeding at u fixed rate of 1 bag of maize. At the end of the season

this cost almost all of the household's share of the crop- barvested. The cost was carried by wages
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