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I. INTRODUCTION

There is a commorn trend Lo belisve that in capitalist zociebiss,
momey and  power Rave & causal relationship. that is, bthat money
should bring powsr ard power should Dring mnonsy

Until the last decade there waz a&lso & commor assumption that
womern: 'do not work! and therefors womnen doosot have money. hence

dao ot have powsr, From this azsumpbtion, soms Deve Lopmerrh

S BUIRE , Focirsed S WDmEr . were aimed to oreate inoomnes
gererating projects for women.
Writers sz Boserup (1970), together with many feminists, Fiawe

demoristrated the asszumpbion "womern oo Poot o work!' Lo be falss andd

Have pointed  womern's participation im work i many aress bo e
significant and  indispensable for the social  reprodochion of
zociaby. I additicrn, wome obbher studies underlinsg  that the

poirt was  hobt then,  that womnen 'do pot owork', bt the lithle or
most of  the times the lack of ecoromic retritwtion that womnen's
wark hasz, both at home and 1o the labor market.

Mary zhudies are abt  the present,analyzivg women and work, foous
on pald-work, and some  others i unpaid-work, both withis and
mutside the family/khouzebold! .

Withirn theze sztudiez, the relation betweern women's ewnployvmenh

(Womern' = Wwages) ard  wamer's  enpowermert, az  beer fouwurcd as

A1 Im arn attempt Lo unify the ideclogical meaning of
ke family' with the material relations related with
Yihe household' I have decided to use the term

Family/houwsahold., This is mainly based in the
discuzsion rizen in section IT of this work.
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problematic in the sens that womern's wage has nob necessarily
implied charnge in women's condition. Thiz problemstic relation
has regquired of a2 more detailed analyziz of women's subordination
and specifically women ared  men power  relations in dil fferant
spheres,

The aralyszisz of  womern's subordination hes  reguired of  the
creation of thecretical categorie: zuch as, 'asrder’' which refers
o bthe social construction of the masculine and the feminine. and
the ‘semuxl diviziorn of  labor' {(SDOL) az the social abbribution
af different gualitises and atbtributes to women &hcd men (Des
Whitebhsead, 197%).

The analyziz of the axtent to which women's wages iz related with
women's autonony  bhas reguired of the explovation of patteros of
rescurce dizbribution within  the  family/household,  especially
betwaan wife armnd hushand.

I consider that the amalyvsiz of the liberating potential  of
womar ' s wages bouchss gspecially (within the arens of powsr) ., the
complex relation  betwsern material relationzs and  ideology. That
is, an analysie of ‘how the things actually work' and how the
things are supposzad to work' has heen Mecssisry.

In the following I will first, describe the analytical cateaories
of gerdesr and the SHL as a faminist  framework to analyze, in
gaction II, the different comcepts of 'the family' a= wsed in the
social zciences and how feminists have criticized this concepts.
Irn thiz part 1 will Ffinally waderline the often forgobten
idealogical zide of the 'the family' ard itz role in the dvrneamics

af Family/houzsehaolds. In =section III, I will describe somes



patterns of income distribution fournded 10 zone feminiseh studies,

the main variablss related to this pabterms, and woner and men

1

powaer relations within then.

Finally, in szeaction IV, I point  oubt some qgernsral conclusions

il

derived from these studies az well &z, zome policy and researohk

il

implications.

Gender and the sexual division of labor

B

During the last 20 vearz an irncreazsing rumber of feminizsts have

i

worked within the sogial sciencezs tryvipng  fo developr a social-

t

palitical analysis which would enable bthe analysiz of women's
subordination az  well as  obther forms of zubordination. In this
aralysis they have underlined that to understand social reality,
it iz recezzary to explors the zocial cormstruction of "gercdert

ard the dyramic:s of the zexual division of labaore,

i

it

Gendar ' refars  to bthe zocial comgtruction of the mazculine and

femninine armd to the ial attribution of different gQualities armd

#

o]

o
atbributes o womnern and men. There are, according to Whitshead
(1379, differant arenas  in which gender iz the decizive
oper ators

~ the domestic, where gender relations are ascribed (whers the
character derives from the positicon: mobher, daushter, father,
Fom, Wife, husband).,

- arnd  the community, where gender relations are gender bearing |
where gender 1= defired by the place in the ocourpaticnal

Fierarchy: doctor-rdrzse; boss-secretary).
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i

o assumned  that as  gender relations arse socially
construcked arnd thaese effect sconomic, political  and soocial
Processes, The latter also modify, restructure, wrddsrmimse  oF
reinforce gender relaticonszs.

In arguwing that asnder relaticons are structured in terms  of

dominance-=ubordination, these analviis are concerned with  the

i

realm of powesr relatiomzs i whick relations of cooperation and
coarflick exigst, Within btheze cooperabtive-conflictive relationship
womEr ard mer are  sesrn as  achtive individusles drnvolved iR
remegotiating relations.

Fower relationzs  are defiﬂad‘ ere not  only as  the relationzs in

whichkh Lo BRErrilese  power iz to prevail over the conbrary

3

wreferaencas of others concerning 'key  dissuss’' but &lso bo

determine which izsues are the 'key izsuss', indesd to determins
whitch issues: come upr  for deciszion, arpd excluding  bhose  which
threatern the interesztes of the powerful, fd finally it &lso

b

in

&

impliaz the power that operates to s aghnd modi fy de=zives armd
halisfs irm & marressr coRtrary o people's interests (Lukes, 1986).
The ways i which gendsr relationz are sxpressed in zoclehy are,

as I =aid before, culturally and hizstorically specific, Frest s

cepand Rigkhly o clazs, age annd sthhnic aspectz.,

A major divizion which  khaz lead to mach  theoreticsl debate 1
that. of class. The irterrelation of clazses and gendsr Foous on

the link  between the economic system (mocde of prodctiond send
wamern ' 2 subthorodination. Abowt thizs relation different views within

feminism have emeraqedd.
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Ao the different  feminizt  analyses, =gme bheorishs  have
amphazized olasz relations  over getrder (mar=ist ] i A o Tl Twdes

position), while others emphasize gstder relationz  aver class
{radical position)., Socializt-feminist approaches have pointed

ot the shortcomings of whdermnining class or aender aspecbs. Somns

gocialist~feninizts Mave o cght & corcet L or of Lo
zemiagtononous syshens {zex~gaercer systamn/mode  of  produaction,
acoorcdirm to Rubir, 1973) (patriarchy/mocds of proguaction,

accordina o Hartmarn, 1976 arndd Eissnsteirn, 197%) that ars
concaived az intercorrected and mutually reinforcing § o s

Youdrez, T. . 19581,

fBrcording to Irizs Youurna Op.Cit.) thi= dualiszt approach  khas
sevaral problesmns Examples of thiz approach  includse  $that  of

Juliet Mitckell o whick assumes patriarchy a2 an ideclogical &nd
peychological structure focussing ber analysis in bthe ieberact ion
betwearn thiz structure with  the material relations of sociaby.
Heidi Hartman's approach sees  pabriarchy itzelf as & system of
material zocial relations distinct from  arel  interacting with
zocial relations of productiot.

I Dotk  appraschez two  problematic aspects  remain, First  bhe
trend to use  patriarchy i &R abhlstorical  universal  way
regardles: of historically and cultuarally specific forms. Tl
secord 1z the Tact that real 1ife does nobt present itself in a
cualiztic marrer  but as an integrated whole, as & product of bthe
multiple relations of not only gender sed class Dl alsas race,

mase. ethnicity, sexual preferernce.



T analyze the specific forms of interrelation of the gercers in
all societies produced by thiz social divigion and in an attewmpt
tiy baild & unifying  btheory and  analysizs in which material and
idealogical factors are an intearal aspact, soms fenindizts have

gensrated the amalytical concept of the sexual divizion of labor

1'[1

i

{(ShOL) defined by Fate Yourna (1387) as

Tkl mechanisn by whidckh a zet of ideas abowt men amd
W, their natures, their capacities, arnd  their
abtributes, are trarslated intc a et of material
practices which arEures Lhat e arl  womernn area
constantly mads aware of mot omly of 'belng & women' o

‘heimg & men' but alzo of the terms on which thaese
social corgtrouctions should interrelate" {(Young 1927:11)

l.l'l

ot
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enze The SHL iz based om bthe zocial  motions  abowt
rakurally different capacitiszs for wanen and mern which zeparates
ari &t the same btime bonds them in & resulting sxchangs
coopetaticon systemn between genderz. Besides the allocation of

‘proper ' gancer s cdifferertial valus Lo
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these taszsks i

Dmspike the fact that the waves in which females and mals social

il

relatione are Mistorically ang culbturally spaecifio, i aT="
assignation of child care ho women 12 almost urmiversal, as i1g bhe
meEzigration of  womerr o the socially wndervaluwed "privabe-

domestic srhere’. Men are asszociated with the zocially highly
valuwaed 'public sphare’,

Theze 'gender approach' sees women as gendered subjects which are
ot passive bearers of gender relations. They alzo resizt and
struggle indivicdually or collectively and develop strategiez to

create minimum spaces of control over their lives. Actually. thes

gtior of  theze strategiszs bhazs been the foouz of many femimizt
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clisteribution within the family household,

I arnm  abttempt to amalyvze the strateagias
mern powsr relatiomzs and ths relation of

gocial and hiztorical context,

the Ffamily/household as £
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THE CONCEPT OF THE FAMILY WITHIN THE SOCIAL SCIENCES

The political rnature of 'the family' is expresszed in the enormous
dizagresment about  what iz meant by the term 'the family' , what
the reality of ‘family' structure and dynemics are and what they
shoilcd be.

Desplite  some differences, thea comcepts  of "Family’ ard
ouzebold' used within the =social sciences  have besn highly
imfFluernced by Parsons’' functicsalizt  account of  zocial reality
atid the marxist tradition which have in soms  sensse shered the
view of ‘the family' az & 'maturzl’ wunit which obey to exbternal

family' i=z:

he

Fforces, This view aszumsz mainmly that 'th
-a universal esxisting institubion

~magad i bilological reprochichtion
~involving co-residence

it of productior-consumnet ion

—rih with  internal domestic  functions responding to exbernal
public chamnges

it of egalitarian pooling and sharing LRCome - FesSour oes,

it orgarized with o a  'matural’ division of labor betwean

gerders, sssigning  women to reproductive and  men to productive

Farsomns' concept  of the nuclear {(monogamous)  universal  family
covEisting of parents and thelr $till deperdent childran has been
demenstrated to he imaccuwrzbe by many anthropslogical cross and
irntra cultural studies (zee Harris, 19217,

Thiz assumptiorn  lsaves out of the analyzsis the variationz  in

family/househald  composition which  depsod are ot jdgal o and
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razidential arrangemnsnts, Thie i%, it isgnores patberns of
polvandry and polygsmous  marriage,. a2 well as, whether fthe
Fendgebeld is, for instance. rnuclear or estended,

Az I have already pointed oub, there existz in social zsciembific
wist b &b ideclogical sesociation of worar -~ Fami 1y -
Fimlogical/reproductive activities with the domestic sphere. This
corception involves variods mailrn azpechs:

- it azzumez as nebural! dkhe dyvad womnarbood-motherbhood whasee

wornern's zelf realization iz seen as  uwurniquely achieved  theougs

~ hasaed in the fact that womer produce children the association
of thle fact of childbirth with housework iz takern for grachbed.

-~ it sees wompen asz 'phvsicologically’ limksd to 'the family' realm

ui

where bthe  reproducticon of  humarn life iz assumed o be separated
from social production of  the means of subsizternce, (sas Edbolm
at.al, 1977).

- it locates womer  and the reproduction of  buman 1ife  in the
domestic sphere  while men and social  production i the public
splara.

Witkhin the view of the reproduction of baman 1ife as serparated

From social production it is implised that:

ot

- Family/households are izolated scoronic indeperndent units, and
~ ke former are determined by Lhe latter.
According  to FParzonz’  model the independent economic structure

of 'the family' adjusts  to bhe  shifting sexternal conditions of

the economy  a&md political organizationz, (Farsor, 1985188 in

[ L]

Arcdersorn, 1982). Thizs azsunptiorn fails o acoount, on bhe oo
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hard, for the ways in which  inter-family/housebolds. inter-
conmunity relationships have a2 dialectic relationship with the
consumetion and production patterns of the family/household, (zee
Garois, Muroz  and de Oliveira, 1982 Whitehsad, 1981:; Schinink,
1984) . 1 the other hand, it igmores bthe relations between
reaproductive functions of the household and social reproduction

(zme Edholm et.al, 1977) and socisty and the economy st larae.

i

Some family hRistorians have also supported thiz oritiques arguing
that “far from industrialization cauging changes in the Family,
chamaes im the production  and in domestic life in the divection
of moderr  formzs of  production and  domestic social organization

wahnt together". {(Anderzon 1982:38)

The conssquences of & supposad "abonomnyt of  fthe individual
Ffamily/ousebold derives alzo from &b xszumpbtion  that  the
Family/housalold has a  differant form of circulation ard

digtribution of labour and goods. Thoze that take place within
(hhe domestic domaind are characterizad by egalitarian and Commor
pooling amd  sharing relations &z opposed to the compebitive and
t ot

k publ i domain .

il
et
—
o
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Hid
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conflictive omes th

w
r

Howeaver, it haz besn  found  that  resouwrces are nob.  as  the
Farzom's model  assumnes, distributed 'to sach according tao hkis
Peaeds’ (Parsoms Op.Cits 187) . That, fFor instanoce, women's acCCs5E
te land iz rarely independent and iz usually throggbl & male ki
while men's access is  throwgh inkeritanos. That womnen are less
alle o mokilize labor thart  men are, atwd firmally Lhat
Fami ly/ household mantbers share ineguitably in  consumpbion and

ircome (e.9. Whitehead, 1981 Schmisk, 1984) .,
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The view of family/bhousabholds as units of production, consumebiorn

ard reproducticon iz anobber  azzunption which must be carefully

3

analyzed . Althouagl these activities of producticon, consuamphion
ard reprocuctiorn can e fourd within the family/ household unit,

riztic

n
]

Ficws of these have beern found as universal charact

i

Mot &1l family/housebolds comtain them together. A example iz

that i Mafia Islarmd in Tanzania  whars  womes and men have

in

aparabte accesz to resources and do onot share 11 their resources
to produca, ever in corditions of co-residence Amona bhe Haugs in
Morthern Nigeria., bhushands and wives zell to sach othsr their
crap products and they  manage and  spend btheir dngoomes i the

bouselhold! in a separate  form., Fimally, ir matrilineal dezcent

B

family/households in  Ghana, buzbaeds and wives live in separabs

E3d

dwallirmges (Ses Yanagizabko, 1979 Imam, 1988,
Arcther critical point (rob separated from bhe above) is the ides
of & ‘hatural’ division of labaor witkhis the familysbouselhold.

Some writers, ek as  Harri (1931 ave aroeed  that this

4

conmeption iz inkberently biclogist, It ignores the Fackt  that
labor relations within the family/household are rmobt only
Miztorically amd oulturally variabkle but alzo are the subject of
conflict betwsan genders.

Togather with the azzumpticon of ‘mabural’ gqender  divisiorn of

1

¢}
it
1l
i

1

labor thers exi o bhe azssumption of conelementarity bhetwasm

i

the zexes. Thiz imelies mainly bthe following aspechts:
- it dis alsa the base for bthe presumpbion of sgsalitarian pooling

and sharing (pointed out abovel and

-~ the conception of the authority of the male 'howgselold head' .



Neverthelaesz the last azsumpbiorn iz mot so omackh  asfousded anco
over ~extendad (Imam, 1932)., It has besicdes iagarncred multiple forms

af family/houzehold organization, for  instance the  increaszis

iy

riumbers of femals headsd Foussholds,  and  also served ho
trvigibilized womer's (and childrem's)  economnic contribution bo
the family/housshold., It bkas "hidden’ women bebiind mner, fathers,
Brobbers and kusbands (See Meilllazous, 1951,

I additiorn. it iz important o point bthat while mnale bowssehold?
bead control can be fournd to be over- sxbended, in many cases it
dosg ot involve 'vreal' o or 'tobal' conbrol. "The rnature  and
extent of  bthis control  nesds to be invesbigated ard specified
rather than assuning an wndifferentisted avtocracy, o evern an
Ui fferentiated communality, within domsztic  wnits. " (Harri=z,
1981:57). For  instance, many studies  have demonstrated  thak
family/household orgamization  of production affectz radically
power relations  and struchbure within  family/Zhouselolds (zes
Yanagizako, 197%; Harris, 1281 Whitehsad, 19231:; Schmink, 1%84).
Therefores Ll analysis of oWt relatiors within
Family/househelds hazs  to take into account  =ccial and ecorcomio
aEpacts, az well az gender armd age factors,

DPeconstructing the concept of the family/bousebold unit involves
various arexs of which the followina have best suggested in the

abwave discuszion:



-
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-oo-resldence
T -t )
~oapider power relations

Sl g TR

—prosrestl on

~motherhood and notheeing

~paranthood

~defFinitions of kEinship and gendear
—~gcoromnic relations {(distribution, resource

allocaticon, cormsumstiorn)

lookireg at  thiz incomplste list, one can 2ee why the definitions
of the family/ housshold concept have been 20 wide and have
erngendered such debate.

Iv the followirg I will analyvze how the concepts of 'family!' and
'riovsehcld! have  been differentiated and linked in soms feministh

writings.

Tz most commorn distincbion bebwesn the terms 'family'’ aric
"Pogsehold! within social  sciencss,  accorcding bo Yanagisako

(1973) haz beser made on the following besis:

~Family, defined in terms of kinship (genealogically defiosd
relationships) ., and

~Hogzshiold, defimed in bermz of co-residence.

However thase definitions have faced different problemsz:

I the caze of ‘the family' the probdem bhazs bess the definition

of genesloaical linmks that zome social scientiszts have btrisd to



17

cdefire by  fumctions, but thiz bas been inpossible becauwze "there
appears to be no single function -or zet of functionz- that is
irvariably fulfilled by & set  of aesrealogical ly livked
irdividuals, " (Yarnagizako 1979 164)

Qe the obbher band, according  to Turrmer "...the =ocial
significareie of kinghip dependz  upor e sxtent  to which  ib
provides & basis for social relationships. " (Turner, 1269:122%). He
araues that the rights and obligations which invelve specific kin

BE . clazns,

ralationships  are determimad by wvariablesz suchk

proximity of  residences, age  and 20 on. Nevertheless  bBe sroues
that as  far &=z kinshie tiez are gpacifically recognized, then
they may be pobentially zigrificant in & social conbext.,

Concerning the difficulties of the 'houselold' defimition  the
probleam bas  centered on definimg the boundaries of 'howseholds ',

Pefining it as spatial proximity iz problematic in the serse that

it rafaers to "individuals who share not only & living space Dot
also  momne zet of activitiss" (Yansgizako, 1979 164) ~food
production arict corrsuamet i o, ZaxHal e oozl o, arcd
childraaring—. Bub evidence khas beern  fownd  hbhat M.l these

activities are sometime:z engaaged in by zetzs of peopls who do #ob

ut
i

live btogebther, "(Ikhid.p.165)

Given the multi-complex character of the family/household units
and the diverse cultural meanings atbtackhed to Bhen, Yarnagisako
zimaests that it iz "more samalyvtically strategic to begin witk an

investigation of the activities that are cembral to the domnestic

b=

relationships 1n each particular zociety, rather  than with it=

domeshic aroups Tthat is) start by  identifyvirng the important



Froductive, rituyal, political and excharnge transactions i &
goaciaty. .. and  then procesd  to ask  what kindz of  kEinship  or
locality -basad unites engage in thiz activities." (Ikid.e. 186)

However, assuming that the analvsis of 'families' ard
‘howseholds' can help o bridae the asp between social and
individual levelz of arnalyziz, some fenminiztszs  such as  Schmink
(19a4) arnd Whitehssd (1979) point out that despite the fact thatb
vt all "hogsebholds!' at o any onme  time are the =site of the

activities of the reproductive  rmuclsaus, it iz precizely  the

0

characteristic of "housebolds' that  they are dwelling groups in
which biological reproduction arnd bence nmaterial maintenance ao
orme This implies btwe main aspechss

First that reproduction in the sernse of birth and the rearing of

ol ldren presuppases mabterial maintenancs arvd  secord, p T
existarmee  of & hnormative cormmection bebween ' Family' a&nd

"hMousehold', in bhe fact that statistically kinshie relations are

]

s

most aoftern the baszis of recruitment Lo Rowzsbolds (o F =1
Therafare sSomne femiriszsts have taken the "family® arnd the
'houwssehold' as  descriptive arnd analvbical tools that carn provide

imzights into & range of social processzes. Herce althowglh taking

i accouth the variability found in co-residernce,  kinship
relations gt social reproduction (irmcluding ricological
raproduactiom, reproduction of bhe labor force and social
production)  "househelds ' can been defined maimly as units of co-

residence which share most aspects of consumption, making wuse sl

allocating a common pool of rescurces o arsure their material



reproduction (zese Whitehead, 1981; Harriz, 1931y Thorne, et.zmli..
1982), Howsver., in general they have in common that howseholod!
conposition and variability depend one

~The activities meceszary for biolowical reprocustios

o

~the historically specific structural  demarndz of the producticon
system whick provides the material maimtenance of avary day life.
-individual life cvocles which determines demographic variables.
~irtermal social differentiation (class, gender, age, abhmnicity)
Irv many writingz within the socizl zciences a trend can be found
to define  'households' in primarily ecoromic or mabterial terns,
different from szets of zocial relstions comstituting 'families‘.
The traditicnal =separation of production from  reproductios asc
the diztinctiorn betwessr 'the family' az the reproductive mueleus

arid 'the housekold  or  domestic  group! a=  the productive-

B

reproductive unit haz lgroraed the cormections betweern them ak bk
material armd ideclogical level,

For Rapp  'the family' iz the means throwgh which pecople  get
errclled into housekholds,

"It iz through their commitment to bhe congapt of
Family that psople are recruited te  the at

relations of housseholds. Because paople accept  the
meaningfulness of family, they enter into relaticons of
g ochact 1o, FepEroductd o ard  consumption with  one
anothaer. They marry, baget children, work to sSUpEort
deperderts, accumulate,  transEmit, and inkerit cultural
atwl material resources. In a&ll theze activities the
concept of family both reflects and maskzs the reslities
of howsehold formation and susternance. " (Rapp 197%:177)

Furtharmore 'the family', zhe argue, =a ary ideclogy apart From

Ll

influencing the forms in which people interact and o e e,

Freates evaery social inmstituticoe,

if

m

alza p



"The family' iz zean a$ & ldeology bazed mainly in kinship and

marriage relatiomns. Understanding kinship and marriage relations

B historically arnd culturally spacific, # wzll X

e



itrvalving  variablss  =uch &z aencdsr, class arnd age, it 1

u

zwgaestad that the potential significance of these will depserd on

the social meanings attached bo themn.

I thi=s zense, ideclogy must bBe amnalyzed az how 1t influsnces bhe

ways it which people intereret their lives. It i impoartant blen

2l

to differentiate analvtically what it iz socially supposed bo be,
e the o haed From the actual o ways i whick  dinmdividuals

interact, co-re=zide, marry,. have se:xual relaticons, have and rear

childrem, divorce, work and S0 oR (zee Githins. 1935, Fape,

1 [

¥y

s i
The family idecliogy containzs values about e 'correct’
composition of  Rousekold:s ardd  recruitment o them and also it
inplies values about  the wavz: in whickh relations betwsan
Pouzeleld menbers should be. For instance. values of mutual hale,
sharing., cooperatior  ardd love have been  located within  'the
Family' realm.

"Fy insizting  that hapey marriages and harpy families

are made by individualz bhrough love, devotion ard baed

work, the reality of bthe economic and pabriarchal bases

af marrisae smd the family life &are diszguized and

iarmred" (Gittinz, 1985:165)
Thowakh a  differentiated analysis of ideology  from pabterns of
behaviowr  is theoretically wseful 1K L ove e 1 women '
subordination, among  obber things, it iz  important to kesp in
mimgd two caveatz., First they are actually intertwired and, second
that ideolagy iz am historical creation charnging bthreouabl time and
m zoacial construction it iz bazed in specific acornomic and
political contexts.  Although the ideclogy of  the family  woedlal

make ws hbelieve that there iz ome type of "family', one proper



i
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ad correct  way i owhich individuals  should live and interact
together, the ways i which individuals live, interact  anol
zhrggle are  varisd,

£z Hitkine points out,  tRe strergth and pervasivenesz of  the

itdenlogy of  the family. lies inm itz appeararcse &8 & Univarsal

5

axparience. Dlaimirng for its 'universality!' and ‘rhatural origins’
it masks resality. tramslating zsocial problems inbo perzonal aed

irndividual ones, charnging pobtentizl]l political awarsnass or a@er

into  irdividual confusion/isclation  and Sailth (zesw  Hilktins
e it s Repg. 1932) Ir Fresenting historically varialle
structures and meanings as "maturall it =zlsoc imnpliss bhat theses

are inevitable.

Actuzally, the sztudy of patterns of ilncome distributicon within the
Family/ houzehold baes reguired  of &0 analytical  decomeosition
which allows  the exploration mob only of the different ways in
which @

-the family/ houzehold iz organized

ke conjugal relation=s work, and

—merr arel women earn, allocate and spend their incomes,

Eaal alzo  the normative expechaticonz that  wonen,. men and Lhe
communtty whaere they live have of 'the family’', the 'conjuasl
conbract! and within themn 'what iz to be & womarn' and 'whiat iz b

e & mern' .

IIXI. INCOME DISTRIBUTION PATTERNS WITHIN

THE FAMILY/HOUSEHOL.D
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Mar arnd  woman are  invalved in & wide rage of structured sl
itterdapendent relationzships within marriage, kimskhip garoups and

Lhe communiity &8s &8 whole,

This work will foouz mainly on marrisge relations through Lhe
arnalyzizs of the 'conjugal contract' which iz defined as the set

of aoocls, ircones, services and labor exchanges betweern busharnd
ard wife within the familv/housaelold (Whiteksad, 1931)
Intra-family/ household rezource management will be analvzed haere

an attempt to deconstruct bl wavs in which powsr relations

EIx

3]

EE
work at a microlevel within the family/khouzehold and  the role
Flaved by the family ideclogy withim it

5 Verena Stolke (1981)  araguwes, in the same way that clasz

apprassion and the social divizion of labour bhave bheir oriaios

Pl

i rarEadE L BOTEREE ful the means o f procduction, AnImg -9
reproduction, which iz the pasrpetuation of clazs relations and
domination mediated ky institutionz such sz marriage  ared ble
family, determinez on the one hand, women's primary azzignmest bo
domestic labour amd orn the other khand, the undervaluation of this
Fupmct iom.

Urderlining that women's conbrol through mnarriage and the family
idealogy  in capitalist szocieties differz by oclass having
differant implications for ecomomic rolez in different clazzes,
it iz necessary to uwurderstand different class meaninas of
frarriaae armd family to understand womer's subordinstion.

The assumphbion of the universal existence of the ryclasr Familye

male-breadwinmer, His rion~warking wife amd their  dependent

‘Ii

chii ldren (discussed above) Faz led o the comcepticorm  that
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indirect wages @&re sufficient Lo suprort workers and  bheir
depesnderts' (wife and children) . However, in reality the szalary

ortly Covers & eortion of Lthe comsumption needs of the domeshtico

grove - which as it has  besen discussaed can dmply  differant
conpositions-.  This forces  the domestic  group o create
ztrateqgiez to suprlemnsnt the wage. For instance, in working-class

Family/cuiseholds womer  are commonly  primary o supplenentary

WaheE SAarmerE.,

Womer's 1Pz ome as bremry foind to Loz azsantial Ll
family/housaholds  survival amorg bl poot . Ih it arly

comp lemnents male  irncome but  comstitutes the central swurvival

rasource For  am esztimated 17-28 X of the world's sum-total
Fiotseholds - the perocentags of Ffamily/households that  are

aocording Lo census Classified azs female-hesdsd bhecadss bthey ars

]

-abzernt. In some aresas fTemale headed family/ wuseholds reach

=
o
—
i

48 W of the total family/bouzebholds. (Hilze Dawyer. forthocoming) .

Moracver it has alst been fournd that besides women's incoms being
=19 important corthr i bt i on conbrary Lo male patterns,

family/housekhold maintenance 1= women's priority  {(see Hilzsa
Pwyar, forthooming: Whitehasad, 193831 Roldan, forthoomiog).

I Third World cowtries where family/household incomes are made
up of & wider range of resources tharn wages, in the oreaticon of
irmcome strabegies, domestic groups have used multiple rescodrces
apart from the primary wage (Bereria and Roldare 1987: Garcia
et.al 1983 Gomzalez de la Rocha 1926). Therefore, the livirg
tardard of  the domastic arour deperdds:  on the combinagtion of

monetary lncomez derived from waass . enplovoert bernefits, bhons



Production and rormonetary inpuks s2uch sz zhate =zervices

domestic work, interhousehald excharoges.

The SDOL. in thezse countriez, is more marked in the wags labor

secthar: &) gender shratification im works amed ococupations leads

o a marked differenmce in wages b)) women'=z achivitie=s in



the informal sector tend to Be  more cazual, arnd o) wolner ' s
2arnings are usually less  dependert on wages htharn thaze of mnen,
fzas Yours, 19373 Schmick., 1982

It iz it khis

ul

enge important for  the analvsiz of  the
family/household to take into account the differamt ncome hypeas
and resource  and the differemt access to work of the distimet

family/household memnbers.

Is income inequality determining gender power relations 72

1

Ftudies on income dynanics zuch as those in Hilze Dwver amd Bruce

H

(ed,) ¢ forthcoming) point out findirgs about important  gsncder
differences ir  the generation ard use of income withish the
family/howsehold  and a significant garder  variability ir
decigicon-making by culture, hiztory amd class.

Dome studig: about diredquality withis marriage have focuzed their
analyzes on the allocation of money. In theze, mnoney has bBesn
dafined as & key elemsnt for the distribution of power.
Goladthorpe cited by Fahkl (1283) heas comsidered the relaticnship
between insquality and the distribution of power suagssting tle
followirg:

"Oocial irmgquality inm o all its manifestations can  be
thought of as invelving differences in social power and
advarntage: power hbeing defined az  the capacity  ha
mobilize rezcurces (human and  Pos-luman) in ardeE he
birirmg about & desired sztate of affairs: amd advartage
as the pozseszcsion of, or comtrol over, whatever im
zociety iz valued and =carce. Fowsr and advantauge are
thuz closely related. FPowsr cam be uzed to SR
advartage, while certain advartage:s constitute the
rezources that are uzed in the exercize of power.
Moreover, differant forms of power and ardvantage terd
i their very nature to be comvertible: E=Ttn g Tut (B fos
resources Can be wsed to gain status or bo sstablisi
authority: statuz can help to reinforce authority or bo



o

creates sconomic opportunitiss: positiors  af aubhority
1

wsually confer status and cammand  kRigh  economic
rawards, amd 0 an" {Goldbhorpse, 1974:212 aguoted by
FParl, 198332

Thiz assumption has led Phal and others (Standing, fortheoming:

Y

Bermeria and Roldan, 1987) to question  to what  extert do wages
ampower women within the family/household,
Actually some writers argue that in societies in whick money i3 &

gource of  power and itcome and wealth are central expressions of

1]

dvantage, the relative ecoromic positions of  hushand and wifs
must reflect their relationship. amnd at the zame time the balance
of powar hketwesn busbard  and Wwife will be reflected in their
control over  economic resources. Thess assumptionzs have led somnes
devalopment plarmmers  to think  that  womer's  income  generati;s
projects world adtomatically improve women's conditise. bobh
within armd outside the family/ household,

make tham

2]
1%

Fegarding the ausstion of to what extert womnen's wage
have more  control over  the dizposal of their own income and o
what  extant this chamass FoweEt structures withiir tha
family/household, some writers have araused that  waged work has
it had & significamt  impach on women's condition within or/Zamd
ouwtside the family/howsehold @ Besides the fack that their low
s do mob &llow  bhem bto become ecoromically independent froam
martiage arnd  family/houzebold relations, in additicon their wages
are often  appropriated by other family/household menbers leaviesg
tham no personsl income or conbroal over ite deztimation.

O the  other bhand, obther writers have argued that however =mall

the wape might be, & morey wage constitutes & powarful NP duln:



Lhat may mot be helpful enough bo control itz deztination bBut bo
increase women's say within the fFamily/bouzehold.

It am zttempt to analvze guestions such  as, do  patternz of
allocation of morney reflect differences in powsr 7 or iz it more
aczurate to zee differsnces  in powsr  as determining allocabive
pattarns ¥ feminists have wunderlined that stronger than the power
that money may bear in itself in a -capit

list ety thare swist

¥
ui

comprles: ideclogiss of gender relations, marriage and 'the family'
which underlie womer's conditicon of subordination.
Some writers, guch &z Berneria amd Roldan (Op.Cit.).  Fhal
(Op.Cit.) and Stanmdicg (Op.Cit) bhave analyrzed on bthe one hand the
cirauits of  flow, allocation  a;d dizpozal of domestic monetary
rescurces {(materisl baze of family/household interactions) amd on
Lhe cther hand, normative expectatiors of marviaoe andd family,
arwl morecver the dialectic relation betwesn them.
It iz mecsssary to analyvze the relation betwear patterns of MmoEy
allocation and  power as  complicated social processes where tls
twa elements interact with  each other, together witlh  nob cikly
income level  and income source but with  the  Family/housebold
developmnental cycle, and the rnormative expectatiors regulating
irteractions and eaxcharnges betwsen  hushband and wife (fFamily &l
marriage ideclogies). That iz, althowgh ideclogical and meateriasl
relations are dialectically cormected, the arnalysiz of  the

matarial baze of family/bkousehold interactions amd the mormabive

wpactations regulating theze relations , iz analvtically useful.
T analyze the dimplications of W s WEDET i e

raedistributional processes  of family/households and o locate



them i & specific comtext of ideclogies and material ocomditions

iz mMecassar

s

Inm the following I =shall explore differsst patterrns of incomne
wE and  obher esarnings) Flow, allocation ar

{-askh throggkh was

control. moermative expectations and its inplications For womss,

Income flow, allocation and disposal patterns

Jarn Pakd (1920) distinguishes betweer thres main points in the
Flow of morsy:

Contrel- comcerted with decisions about the allocative system do
be wused,

Management- concermed with the ingtrumnertalization of th

il

allocative zyztaem adopted, and
Budgeting~ concerrmed withkh  the apandirg within  experditure
catenorias,

Hifferent patterrs of income allocation bBave been idenmtified in

the baziz of a) =ach individual's responsibility For sxpernditore
betwesr 2o within experditurea Ccuteaoriaes, arnd b} 2ach

irdividual 's access to heuseholad Furgds:
I~ Whole wage: Whier o parthner (uz=ually the wife) is
responsible for managine all the firences and the expenditure,

axcept for the perszonal spendisg money of the other parbrer. The

ik

parzonal spenditg of the other parbier iz sither taken out by him
before the wage iz handed over, or i=2  rebturred ke Bim Fram

col lective funds, Thiz system is wusually aszociated, with moe-

wartrirem wife, But can De azsociated with & family with several

i

armars (joint family) {(=ee Pahl, 1983,



Accordirg to Standing (Op.Cik) thiz patterrn (referred t

r O BE &
commott fund in her study) embodies a rediztributive ideclogy
which does  mot differentisate earnersz from rmon-aearners or biab
@armers from  low sarpsrs. However, in prachice, the disteibution
af  the furnd  amorng family/bousehold  members is wvariable,
aspacially regarding womer.

Bereria and Roldan (Op.Cit.)  identify five points of conbrol,
axarcissed by meEn, between bthae enbry and the sxit point along bhe
fFlow of  thiz pattern (in their study called the common Fund
pattara) s

a) Husband's ability to withhold or  share information on the
actual amownt of his  earningz. Some shudiss reported wives lack
af krnowledae  of huzbarnds tobal =zarmingzs. This waz zeen by somne
wives ag a way to kesp them depersdent

) Musband'zs decizion of the amount to keesp as hiz pocket money.
Mozt studies reported that besides the difference that in general
men hold  pocket morney while wives do robt, wives mobt only oo et
b dect to thelr husbarmd'zs pocket money but they comzidersd it as
a lagitimate righkt. (see Fakhl., 1980; Standima, Op.Cit.: Bereria
ard Roldan  Oe.Qit,) Howsever, on the obber khaved,  they did misdg
the amocunt that their bhuashands aszsianed  as bheir pocket money,
ard actually thi=s waz  reported as an important source of
conflict, mainly in low-waaes family/houseblolods.

) The  ferrm in which the allowatoce or contribution is handed o
the wife: This varies ascoording to whether it iz handed over
daily, weekly o monbhly and to the kiod of aspenditure thab it

covers., In low-incoms Family/housekholds the allowarnse Randed over



a1

it the lomger  term leaves the wife the responsibility For

i

stratching the furnd to  cover everything without the poszibility
of requesting  further contributions. Az zome authors have said,
this leaves womern the burden to marnage poverty  {see  Youwng,
1387). However thiz kind of allowarce wazs the one preferred, by
the wives, over the weekly or daily ores because the former oives
tha wife the possibility of avarting the state of uncertaisty and
the repeated bhumiliation of begairng akd  rnagsing to secure bhs

peromised amoumnt., That. 1. they feael mnore indeperdent in bthis

ut

arze {(zee Beneria and Roldan Op.Cit).

The patterr chozen for allowance did not appear to be related o
the level of the husband's earnings, but rather wazs dictated by
Mig perzonal preference.

el Wives conmtribution to the comnor fusd. In &all cases wives
pocled entirely their incomes without taking poocket morsy,

Iri thiz point wivez declared that their pooling waz &2 wife's
choice, but  in practice they have little choice given that their
law incomes  and the ideclogy of materrmal  sltruizm  made them
gl the whole of their incomes tuly =i ldren Eryed
family//houzehold mentbers.

Or tbe obther hand,  wives lower wages reinforce the undervaluing
of their contribuwtions together  with feelings of inzecurity and
depaendence.,

The fact that women do not have the eguivalent of male pocket
morwey results in women's  feslingz: of quilt because iF they wanhb

o buy  somethiing for  bhenselves it bazs to be withdrawn from the



coeincr Fured decreazing  then the collective fund therefors
depriving the childrean.
Bensria and Foldan raise the queshtion of,

"whether, or to what externt, a wife's role in handlimg
a very limited furd of mnoney, already largely committed
plla} HMEeECesSSary bazics, showld bz cons il dered &t
manifestation of control.... [in their viewl...this
zamblarnce of ocontrol is illusary. I reality, bthe wife

F1as e fFirancial aubornomys e poacl puast cover
Lrasvoidable expendl tures., " (Benaria ard Roldam

Op. Cit. 1200

) Huzsbaredls contirwe to exercize control.  After  heanding over
thair contribuwtion, he makez sure that his morey iz 2pent as he
watits.

Z- Allowance system: Deazpite variabilities in the mosht common
form the husband gives hizs wife & sget amount  arnd she iz
responsikle for payving for specific  items of housahold
gxpenditure, The rest of the money remains in the control of the
Fudzband armd he pays for other specific items. In thiz =yvsten esach
partoer has  a sphere of respomsibility ard the variations on ths

zystam are bazsed in the different patternzs of responsibility and

ot

leo in the form that thiz allowarnce iz paid, that iz weskly.
daily or  momthly. In this patterrn,. wives that do rot esarn wages
mly Rave accesz to housekesping money. o they are left with no
et sonal eretding MY « Concaerning the different
rezparzibilities for expenditure, which varies acoordir
family/louwsekhold incoms, wives are often found rezponzible for
food and/ocr 'extraz’'.

Some variabilitiez of thizs zystem are found alszso acocording to a)d

the proporticon of the combribuation made by wives conpared with
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e Fushands ores, and b)Y the  husbands fulfillpant or nos-
Fulfillment of hiz role &z the main breadwinner.

3~ Shared management: where both parthers bave accesz to all the
Mosehold money  and both have rezponsibility  for management of
bhe commorn pool and  for expenditure out of  that  pood. Main
variamts of thiz system depend on the nunber of sarrers within
the housekold. ared Finally.

4- Independent management: whers both partners have an incomne and
no ore of them  haz access  bo oall  the kbousehold  funds. Eaoh
artner iz resporzsible for  specific spheres  of  expenditure,
Despite variancesz through Lime the cheracteristic iz that they
mairtain sepsarate flows of money.

Variarnces of the shared and independent management are found in
the degres to which wife or husband are controllers. mnanagers and
pudgeters. The division of  labor in this system wsually sssigns
tushands the responsibility for  houszing and establishment costs
while wives spsnd their own 2arnings on food, clothing ancd daily
Mietsmehold expenditure {(sees Standing Op.City Berneria  and Roldan
Oe.i2it)

I an  attempt Lo aralyze what determines which allocative
patterrne iz chosen and  the implications  of adopting one syshbem
rather than other, in the context of the relationship betwesen tha
diztribwtiorn of morey armd  the distributicon  of power within bhe

o

o]

3]

marriage. M (1983)s Berweriz and Roalder (Op.Cit) and Standing

(p.Cit.) have identified among differemt variablesz @ &) tobal

ard individual leveal of  ircomns, bl sources of  indivicdual asd

tokal incoms, o) Ocoudpation, o) family/bFouselhold developmnantal
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cycle, &) Family/household complaxity, ) kinship, and @)
miarmative axpectations of local culture.

Authors differ in the degree of significance of the relation
Betweer pabhterns  of income distritbution and  the variablez arnd
al=o  about tha relation betwaarn  variables. For  instance
regarding, family/housebcld  level of income Pahl andd Bereris s
wxlodar Fournd  the 'whole  waee system' o Cocommon Fund' o kdigkly
related to low-income units, while Standing does not ficd &
zignificart correlation bebtwsen thiz =ystem either with incoms

level mor with

devel opmental oyola,.

Daspite these Jdifferences,

morey thaey are mor s

omly verbal) over bt

Family/houzehald monsy.

therefore shaped,

e family!' held by

worlds in which they live,

I dizentaraling  idecoloay

rormative sxpectati

and Roldarn  togebber with

specific cultural ard

exparhtations regulating 1

cxcharsgas betwaer hushards

cornceptualization of the

conbract'. They

ccedpat ion,

they
likely to have a
corkral,

Howesver ,
by ideslogies

Fasbard  &indd

ons about bl alloca
Stamdimag go

Mizstorical

ard
‘oo jugal

arialyze throuakh

family/houselhold  complesity

[T

all agres Wives S&arn

that wher

measure of power (some Lines

mansganant and budgsting of the
thiszs power 12 2hill embedded,

abowt. the nature of marriage aed

wife amd alz=o Dy the social

alil  analvs for instarncs, e

=
T

tiorm of money, anod Bereria

further to analvze, inr

corhes the P ek 4 oves

Lol
B

'proper ' interachkiorn arnd

thrawzlh women's and men's

cartract’ or  the mar e 1 adge

theze the relatior betweer what



womer, mer and fthe community see as what it 'shoold be' and the
Pwbat it is' through the different imcome distribution patterns,

Bermeria and Roldan alzo analyze the relation betwess cirouits of
irtra~-family/household cdiste ibat iors devel opmerntal
Family/houzehold cycle, and intra-family/houzehold  exchanees of

bashs reguired for the daily amd gereraticonsl reproduction  of

i

Fower . They differentiate guantifiable tasks -~ hBouseclsanioeg.

dizhwashing, sewing, washing and  iromivag. buving and  coockimg

food, etc, - from ron-quantifiable ores such  as, sexuality. the
provizion of affectiorn and the emoticral ard svchological

Frdrburarncs of  memnbers of the  howsehald, At thiz level Lhey

oo lude Bhat,
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"women'z  control of  their garmingzs iz only minimally
translated inte & bargsining mechamizsm ... neither the
ecotmic resources available to women, suckh as blose
relating to  affectiorn ard the sxpression of fFeslimgz -
companionship, sexuality, enmotional support-  for b
FEEVICEE  WOINSEr BT SRRy AR Dt BE housewoarl ,
prozreation, and childoare are in fact effective means
of empowarment  in the domestic domain. (HBeraria anc
Roldaty Op.Cit. 2135 =nd 161)

T addition, concerning the framswork For  theze  analvses,
Standing makes an  important  point anderlimi;g that for ke
understeanding of the specific ways in which family/ houzslald
income i= amnpirically comcephual ized and distributed, L T

consideration of the specific khiztorical econtext of  theze

patterns and  the ideclogiss azzociated with them through time i

To zummarize sl aoing back o the gqueshion sbout the likerating
pobantial of women's wage/incoms, most of  bhe authorsz, despite
differences regarding the sxtent of the liberabting potertial,
aaresz in that no matter now low the weoge miakt e, it can be uzacd
a2 & lever to zecure a minimum space of autoponous conbrol: az a
machanism toe  pursuse goals of household well-being: ard o lessen
the damage to self-image caused by ecorcomic dependercy of blheir

Foishands.

CONCLUSIONS
Some general implications,
It iz mobt the aim of this work to aralyze in detzail the importaeh

rezsarch belra done in bthese areas, bbb o point out bew RO



what sxtent wages are & Means Lo Snpower wWomer. I+

i
j—
b
r
it
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A
azs implied that:
~Gozial sciemtiztz  (up to row mainly feminizts) kave umdertaken

by task o explore gerder  power relations within b

i

family/ /househald.
= This exploration haz led to the resed to deconstruct  from s

Ferider Eerspective g aT relations withim (I e = ] anc

i

family/logselold,
- Despite ideclogiez of sharing, cooperativensss  and pone-
conflickive relationships within marriage ared "the Family' this
relaticons have beern uncovered as non-eaalitarian, compsbitive and
conflictive ores, morecver az subordinabion-domimation  powsr
relations.

For  the exploration of the distribution of power within the
marriage it is important to taks into account nob the marriaae as

an izolated phenomnsson Dot the whole comtesxt in whick it 1

it

immersad because it reflectz broader patterns of gsnder and classzs

= Thae exercise of deconstruchticom amd  the wze of the SHOL a2z a

category of  amalysis for gander relations bas confirmed bhe e

[

ta integrate az & whole naterizal st ideclogical relations.

Policy implications

-~ Family/households, in oppazition to traditicnal views. tend mot
o be the mormolithic wmits that are prasumned. Therefores,
conerning incons  distribution. they have to be approaschsed  as

malti~comples differentiated intermedisry units  rather than  asz
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e andepoints of existing or redirected income Flows (zee Hil
Dwyar and Bruce Op.it.)

~ Irdividuals rather tharn family/hougseboclds-heads’ might be the
cptimal recipientsz of oubtlays related to redistribotion of
assets, "The cultuwral dezigration  [throwgh the SDOLI of  sons

famale points to the appropriatensess of

o
W

obvligations az male or &
directing allocationsz +to males or bto femalez differentially.”
(Hilze Dwyer arnd Bruce Op.lib.:1f)

- A marrow proaram that focuses only on ircreasing women's labor-
force participation howavar may corstitute  arn appropriate
mechanism  to diminish the problems of gender-differentisted
ircome processes. mnust be applied with  caution. Simce research
Fias shown that womnen's entry to paid work  resultzs often  in
cdoutbling or  tripling burderns  for them a better zolubion musht b
Fourd, Hilze Dwyer and Bruce sugasszt theat bthe increase of women'=z
comnparzation for labor performed could be one such solubion

- In addition tuo the  importance of gender gnd oclazz-
differentiated policy targets, this should also be cultural and
tvistorically =specific.

- The ‘aconomistic' concept of development that has prevailed in
moet Develaoapmeant Work must be redefined recoganlzing mon-SCoromi o

chiectivesz that are @zsential for full  development of  kFuman

il

beirgs. Educational, sychological, sexuwal dimenzions of  buman
relaticns must  be included. Ecomomic development, as  economic
grawkl i  rmecessary but nobt oa sufficient conditiom  For  Foiman
clevelopment. Humarn devaelopmnent requires  fundamertal charngss  in

aciaety, It wepacially Pneeds the @liminaticos of material aemed

t,ﬂ



idenlogical

relations

1

[

wrder lying asnder

cbbuse Forms of domination such as, age.

praefararcea,

mationalit

imz, arnd

[ I ) o I

i

ard Class,

ethmiticity,
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Rezsoatrch imnplications

3

=3

The analysiz of e family ' comcepd  and  patbterms  of incomes
diztribution demonztrate bthe mead to answer guestions vregarding

the corcditicoms  in which husteands ' argd wives' incomes are esrned,

distributed ard e=pended. It i= alsc imporbant  to examice

ol

variablesz =zuch as kinship, co-residence patterns, oecupation,
developmarital oyvole , income level and rezources, the indivicaal

ard zocial meanings of the 'comnjugal comtbract' and ‘the family',

arnd = an, botk withkin the familyouzebhold and the socisty as a

wo e,
Gergdar  comstitutes ztill Vi cder i "mated! relaticns,

threrefore, &z Bramren and Wilson acourately underline "Resesrch
i arens which are hidder needs a rather differasnt approach from
research 1in an ares which dog: mot challernge dominsnt norms &l

o mak

Ik

values, "1937: 12 The first challenge. az they szuggssht i

e

‘vizibla' those areazs of esperistce whickh dominast norms and
valuss desperately try to hkhide through desyving, igrarirm or
explaiming theam as 'matural’. Armd the zecond oese, dg V... ho oomne
to terms with the problens whickh arize when  interviewing  or
asking guestions in areaz which womern [or mend have nob

cormsidered.” Thide 1z
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