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O lugar de Carreira,
Muy bonito de vexer
Ten un loureiro

no medio

que afumia

sin arder.

(Oral verse, Santiago de Carreira)

The village of Carreira
is very beautiful to see.
It has a bay tree

in the middle

that smoked

without burning away.



Abstract

In this thesis, | examine worker-peasant social and cultural patterns in
Santiago de Carreira, a rural parish located in the region of Galicia in
northwestern Spain. Based on historical and ethnographic research conducted
from September 1990 to August 1991, this study provides an analysis of
multioccupationality in the context of a mixed economy in this community over
the course of the twentieth century. Following Douglas Holmes (1983, 1989),
among others, | argue that worker-peasantries are not necessarily transitional
and often represent a viable alternative to either commercial farming or full
proletarianization.

Members of households in the parish of Carreira remain committed to
subsistence agricultural production, despite the fact that many of them have
participated in various forms of wage labour locally and in migrant destinations.
Four broad worker-peasant strategies are discussed in the thesis: the
reproduction of a stem-family household pattern; the elaboration of a worker-
peasant work ethic; the valorization of non-wage labour; and the maintenance
of inter-household exchange relationships. These strategies mediate the
effects of capitalist penetration. In the face of few opportunities for secure wage
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employment, the Carreirense, like other European worker-peasants,.have kept
their land in production. The three-generation stem-family household system,
when combined with muitiple forms of livelihood, allows for the flexible
movement of household members of both genders in and out of the wage
market.

| also focus extensively on the symbols, metaphors, and meanings that
the Carreirense attach to work activities and exchange relationships. This
local-level perspective is communicated with verbatim accounts of work, life
stories of labour, and social memories of significant events in the past. In this
thesis, | emphasize that these Spanish villagers continuously craft their own
lives in the face of difficult structural circumstances and strong pressures

towards economic globalization and cultural homogenization.
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Preface
Despite a long tradition of using pseudonyms in anthropology, | have
used the name of the parish in this thesis because the Carreirense wished me
to do so. | also believe that using the correct name will further ethnographic
comparison and intellectual dialogue between North American and European
scholars working in Galicia. In almost all cases in the text, however, the names
of individuals and households have been altered to protect their identity.

Unless otherwise indicated, all translations into English are my own.
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Chapter_QOne: __Introduction

‘| went with the cows.”

“Wait, I'll write this down,” | said.

“Then you'll have what a seventy-two year old Gallega does,”
Concepcion replied. “Look at how much work an old lady does all day.”

“Okay, tell us,” | invited, turning over a page of my notebook.

Fui coas vacas.
I went with the cows [in the morning].

Vifla xuntei.
| came back to eat [mid-day meal].

Despois fun durmir un cachifio.
Then | went to sleep a little.

E despois enxugei as vacas.
And then | went to muck out the cows.

E despois fun enxugar 0s porcos.
And then | went to muck out the pigs.

E despois botei-lle trigo as gallinas.
And then | gave the hens wheat.

E despois botei-lle bergas.
And then | gave them greens.

E bergas aos porcos.
And greens to the pigs.



E despoise limpiei a eira . . . herbas e ber¢as por todo.
And then | cleaned the yard . . . there was grass and greens
everywhere.

Despois levei herba a becerro.
Then | took grass to the calf.

E despois levei-a a cucha.
And then | took it [grass] to the female calf.

E despois lavei os cacharros.
And then | washed the dishes [from the mid-day meal].

E despois fun as castafias novas.
And then | went to [get] new potatoes [in the field].

E despois fun os garbanzos.
And then | went to [get] peas.

E agora vin a lousa.
And now l've come to the Jousa [piece of land on the edge of
woodland]

E agora vou prenar as patacas.
And now | will go peel the potatoes [for the evening meal].

E debullar os garbanzos.
And pod the peas.

E despois a cea hai de facer Beatriz.
And then supper, Beatriz [Concepcién’'s daughter-in-law] will make it.

In rural communities in the northwestern Spanish region of Galicia,
when people ask you where you have been, where you are going, how you are
and what you have been doing, they expect a detailed answer. Concepcion
had begun to tell me, her sister Susana, and a neighbour of her sister’s, Teresa,

what she had done that day, when | interrupted to tell her | wanted to record her



3
words. The rhythmic listing of what one has been doing, each item introduced

with the linking words “And then,” “And,” or “Then,” was familiar to me, having at
that point spent eight months in the Galician village of Santiago de Catrreira.
Concepcién, Susana and Teresa knew that | always asked questions about
‘work’, so they did not find it odd that | wanted to record all the activities in one
specific person’s day. | wanted to write down Concepcién’s litany of work
precisely because it had become so familiar to me. | was beginning to take for
granted cultural emphases which were nat of my natal culture -- urban,
bourgeois Canada.

The Galician women and men who were my neighbours during the
eleven months | lived in Santiago de Carreira frequently said “One has to work .
.. always (Hai que traballar . . . sempre)". Work in itself is a cultural idiom and a
theme of conversation that is as embedded and prevalent as is knowledge of
local places and events and kin ties. The listing of mundane, everyday
accomplishments is a meaningful activity. Individuals’ identities are built closely
around their work tasks and relationships and on the sharing of these through
talk. People recount their lives and their relationship to others, to the land, to
their livestock, and to crops equally in terms of their ‘work’. “Working always”
does not just guarantee one food to eat, but it also leads to a solid moral
standing in one’s household and community. To work is to be vital, to be a part
of this world. Even in iliness and death, it is important to ‘work’ at it, to
experience it fully. People also identify most with those animals that work. The
indigenous, Galician rust-coloured work cows, like oxen in the past, are

considered to be intelligent, human-like and fully-developed household



members because they ‘work’, unlike the lazy and scrounging pigs and
chickens which are slaughtered. Similarly, in local terms, the brown laying
hens are more intelligent and have a higher moral standing than the white
eating chickens.

In my analysis of work activities, relations and identities in Santiago de
Carreira, | investigate the context for this explicit commitment to hard work and
subsistence production. Large numbers of villagers travel abroad to work in
temporary, seasonal jobs; others find wage employment nearby. Yet, when
they return home they easily join their families in the completion of agricultural
tasks. The Carreirense identify themselves as both labourers who work for a
wage (o xornal ), and as "peasants” (lfabradores or labregos ) who continue to
supply many of their subsistence needs through agricultural production and
animal husbandry. The maintenance of both sets of activities by different
members of each household ensures their livelihood. This phenomenon of
rural Europeans self-consciously strategizing to maintain a mixed economy is
widespread, and has received theoretical attention in the elaboration of the
concept of “worker-peasants”.

The Worker-Peasant Problem in European Anthropology

The central concern of this thesis is the way in which members of
Carreirense households combine different sources of livelihgod and bridge very
different work worlds to reproduce a worker-peasant culture and identity. The
term “worker-peasant” is used to underline a situation in which households and
individuals combine peasant production with other work. | am following the

lead of a group of anthropologists and social historians who have used case



5
material primarily from east-central and southern Europe to illustrate the worker-

peasant form of livelihood and consciousness (Beck 1976; Bisselle 1973; Cole
and Katz 1973; Engel 1990; Friedl 1973; Holmes 1983, 1989; Holmes and
Quataert 1986, Johnson 1990; Kolankiewicz 1980; Lockwood 1973; Quataert
1984, 1985a, 1985b, 1986, Sozan 1976; Szelenyi 1988). For example, in his
ethnographic and historical portrait of a community in the Friuli region of
northern Italy, Douglas Hoimes defines “worker-peasant” communities as
‘composed of individuals who, through their productive activities, create links
between agrarian households and the wage nexus. . . who, in their efforts to
secure a livelihood, continually craft relationships that span small-scale
agrarian and wage-earning activities” (Holmes 1989:57). In my examination of
work roles and identities in a similar community in northwestern Spain, |
emphasize continuity rather than discontinuity in their labour history and
economic strategies over the twentieth century. The multioccupational
livelihood in Santiago de Carreira, | argue here in agreement with Holmes, is
not new nor necessarily transitional. At issue is the question of how we
conceive of both mixed economies, transitions and/or shifting combinations of
ways of making a living in historical and contemporary Europe. Earlier schema
assumed that transitions ‘from peasantry’ were inevitable, that a whole series of
social changes necessarily occurred together. It has been argued, for instance,
that industrialization and urbanization at a national level implied a permanent
rural exodus and cessation of peasant farming techniques and relations. Those
individuals who migrated from rural to urban areas have been represented as

moving from an outdated ‘peasant’ existence to a ‘modern’, industrial way of



making a living. Others remained in the countryside as capitalist farmers or
landless labourers (see, for example Mendras 1970; Weber 1976). However, in
many European countries, when the household rather than the individual is
used as the unit of analysis researchers are finding that families have
combined, through both necessity and choice, peasant ways of working with
seasonal migration and daily commutes to wage jobs. This practice is not
simply a marginal feature of a few regions, but is prominent throughout rural
Europe and warrants our attention: “Whether we look upon ‘worker-peasants’
as a successful adaptation to new conditions or an uneasy compromise forced
on the farming population by declining living standards, there can be little doubt
that it is the most widespread feature of European agrarian structure” (Goodman
and Redclift 1981:19).

The development of the concept of “worker-peasantries” succeeded
attempts to describe seemingly ‘partial’ processes of proletarianization in rural
Europe. In research on communist Eastern Europe, the notion of the worker-
peasantry was used simultaneously or interchangeably with the concepts of

»

“‘peasant-workers,” “postpeasantries,” “rural semi-proletarians” and the “new
working class” (Szelenyi 1988.3, 42-50).1 Along the same lines, the first writers
to use this terminology in the English-language social sciences employed it to
label a transition phase between ‘peasant’ and ‘proletarian’ class
membership. The main assumption underlying this more refined stage model
was still the eventuai ‘disappearance’ of peasantries in Western and eventually

Eastern European countries. Franklin's (1969) comparative work on what he

called the ‘final phase’ of German, French, (talian, Yugoslavian and Polish



peasants is a good example of this perspective. In delimiting ‘peasant’
producers from the ‘industrial proletariat,” he distinguishes sharply between
those who rely solely on unpaid family labour from households that sell their
labour in a capitalist market (Franklin 1969:1-6). Peasant producers are
“irrational” because they over-exploit themselves and their kin -- the assumption
in this androcentric literature is that male heads of household exploit females
and children relatives -- and are not interested in investing in increased
productivity and maximizing profits. Farmers have embraced the latter two
goals and cease to emphasize multicropping for household subsistence.
Workers-peasants represent a transitional phase along this continuum (Franklin
1969).2

These stage models are still inaccurate, however, since rural
Europeans have combined wage labour, simple commodity production,
sharecropping, and subsistence production in many regions over centuries and
continue to do so. Even Karl Marx, in his argument that a transition from
‘peasant’ to ‘proletarian’ was inevitable in the development of European
capitalism, was still ambivalent. This ambivalence stemmed partly from a
conviction that peasants had to be violently expropriated from their land in order
for the emergence of capitalism to take place (Duggett 1975:167). Marx also
displayed a concern with the political consciousness and role of peasants in his
writings on the French Second Republic (Duggett 1975:169-170). The defining
characteristic of the “peasant class” was never resolved since landed peasants,
for example, even in 15th century late feudal England subsisted partly on wage

earnings: “The wage-labourers of agriculture consisted partly of peasants,” who



utilised their leisure time by working on the large estates” (Marx
1967{1887]:717, also see, among others Chayanov 1966; Scott 1976:27).

Worker-peasants (or peasant-workers) are distinguishable from these
groups of peasants, however, since their wage work is not as sporadic nor
limited to short durations. Bisselle points out the main aspects that indicate a
shift from a peasant to peasant-worker livelihood in Poland; the latter “works full
time in this capacity, constitutes a large proportion of the rural populations, and
asserts a powerful influence on his more orthodox peers [i.e. peasants] as well
as on the course of industrialization and urbanization in Poland as a whole”
(Bisselle 1973:80).

In -addition to studies of contemporary communities and households, an
additional focus for research on the worker-peasant phenomenon is therefore a
reanalysis of the ways in which former peasants, landless agriculturalists, and
the families of migrant labourers have been described in histories of rural
labour. In writing of Eastern Europe, Michael Sozan argues that “The peasant-
worker phenomenon is not new . . . only the term is new. Previously, national
statistics and social science literature subsumed them under terms like
‘landless agriculturalists,’” ‘migrant workers,’ or ‘rural workers’ . . . The peasant
worker comes from excess agricultural populations which have existed since at
least the eighteenth century in East Central Europe” (Sozan 1976:199). By
using the term “peasant-worker” rather than “worker-peasant” Sozan’s aim is to
emphasize the wage work rather than the agricultural production of the
populations he is describing. Landed peasants, tenant farmers and

sharecroppers, have all been labelled either “worker-peasants” or “peasant-



workers” when one or more of the household’s members move in and out of
wage work. However, whichever term one uses, the significant aspect which
allows us to classify them together is the ‘partial’ nature of their class affiliations
and work identities. Holmes argues that we must focus on worker-peasant
livelihoods in order to comprehend that “wage labour can emerge and spread
in the countryside without participants cutting ties to agrarian holdings or
divorcing themselves from the indigenous culture . . . enduring commitments to
wage earning . . . can exist without the creation of a working class” (Holmes
1989:57). The retention of peasant identities and strategies among Europeans
working in the newly emerging manufacturing sectors -- both in factory and
cottage industry contexts -- has been documented as early as the sixteenth
century. Douglas Holmes and Jean Quataert (1986:193-194) link the
development of the concept of “worker-peasantries” to the need to find an
accurate label for these large groups of partially proletarianized individuals in
light of new historical understandings of the processes of protoindustrialism and
industrialism. They have been influenced by Sidney Pollard’s (1981) argument
about the complicated effects of industrialism on rural areas. Holmes and
Quataert (1986:194) concur with Pollard’s contestation of previous analyses
which accepted early stereotypes of industrial modernization in England as a
prototype for the rest of Europe: “The traditional model of English industrial
development contained an oversimplified picture of the formation and
composition of the industrial work force”. They conclude that little attention has
been paid to the diversity of agrarian adaptations during this period because

“widely held assumptions on working-class formation meant that research on



10
industrialization focused basically on urban workers and factory site and

dismissed the continuing social and economic ties to the countryside as
‘vestigial’ and ‘anachronistic” (Holmes and Quataert 1986:194).

Aside from a greater interest on the part of the majority of theorists of
social change on the industrial context, there are additional reasons why the
continuing significance of these rural ties and the very existence of many
agrarian households have been downplayed in historical discussions,
especially those dealing with the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. It is often
the result of uni-occupational census documentation which records solely the
occupation of the male, household “head”. The participation of this individual
and other household members in subsistence agriculture and commaodity
production on small pieces of owned or rented land is not properly quantified.
There is a gap between population and agricultural censuses in countries such
as England: “The great discrepancies between the numbers of ‘tarmers’ shown
by the censuses, and the numbers of holdings revealed by the agricultural
statistics, suggest that most small landholders were engaged in multiple
occupations” (Reed 1986:86-87). Nineteenth and twentieth century English
smallholders, in addition to farming for subsistence and the sale of some
commodities (such as milk, butter, and eggs), engaged in a wide range of wage
occupations that included mining, carting, harvesting, peat-cutting, and dealing
(Donajgrodzki 1989; Reed 1986). As opposed to capitalist farmers, these
households relied on family labour and some reciprocity with neighbours. Reed
(1986:89) reports specifically on previous researchers who have neglected the

study of this population in nineteenth-century England: Saville (1969:258) and
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Thompson (1967:118) claimed that these smallholders did not warrant special

attention because they only worked a small proportion of cultivated land, and
did not employ significant numbers of rural workers. Furthermore, it was argued
by both Thompson (1967), and Hobsbawm and Rudé (1969:98) that this group
distracted from the study of the important processes of differentiation that were
occurring in nineteenth-century England (cited in Reed 1986).

Donajgrodzki (1989) goes even further forward in time than Reed,
contending that a multioccupational ‘peasantry’ existed during the mid-twentieth
century in England. He maintains that flexible work identities and continued
subsistence production meant that peasants fared better than larger farmers
and workers without land during the depression and that this is “a group of
people who occupied a distinct position within the capitalist system”
(Donajgrodzki 1989:426). This British case is not unlike the maintenance of
family farms and/or gardens and small livestock by American workers during the
first half of the twentieth century. McGuire and Woodsong (1990) argue that
companies such as the Endicott-Johnson shoe company preferred to provide
workers with cheap housing and gardens as opposed to paying a ‘subsistence
wage’ during the depression years. Other families “depended in part on
subsistence income from members left on the family farm. These farms were
clearly not commercially viable entities in their own right, and the shoe plants at
E-J had come to provide an alternative to the coal mines of Pennsylvania as a
source of off-farm income . . . On weekends the Broome County household
members often returned to help with farm tasks. So many people in Broome

County were involved in this type of household that they established regular car
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pools to facilitate the movement between city and farm”’ (McGuire and

Woodsong 1990:174-175).

Similarly, the growth of worker-peasantries in central Europe is also tied
to the conviction of migrant workers and those employed in emerging rural
industries that they should maintain some land in production to ensure their
social security: “It was partly because of this insecurity [of limited and insecure
earnings] and partly because South Slav peasants still maintained an almost
mystical regard for their patrimony that the new workers, even if employed full
time, wanted to keep their agricultural lands. These were considered, quite
properly, as a refuge in time of need and as a form of insurance. The
correctness of this view was demonstrated during World War Il when not only
peasant-workers but thousands of urban kin retreated to the countryside”
(Lockwood 1973:93; see also Szelenyi 1988). Lockwood (1973:95) argues that
this attitude has not changed significantly among Balkan worker-peasants; he
concurs with Winner (1971:108) who reports that a Slovenian peasant told her
that “We work in the factory so that we can continue to hold onto the land, and
we hold onto the land because no one knows what is sure. It may be hell but
we hold on.”

A parallel can be drawn between these studies of worker-peasants and
studies of Scottish croftiﬁg-fisherpeople who also work for wages and are
described as surviving through “the exploitation of multiple sources of
subsistence” (Cohen 1982a:26; also see Cohen 1979; Mewett 1977, 1982).
Yet, the relative lack of purely monetary return on the crofts does not deter

people from allocating a significant proportion of their household labour and
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other resources to them since “Crofting is one of the facets of the versatility

which Whalsaymen value. As such, it is not an alternative adaptation or
occupation” (Cohen 1979:262).

This valuation of continued ties to rural subsistence production has
many cross-cultural parallels outside of the European context. For example, in
his study of economic development in Western Samoa Tim O'Meara (1990)
demonstrates that although Samoans pursue their desire to earn cash through
wage work and viable cash cropping, a significant proportion of household
incomes are derived from subsistence agricuiture, and migrant remittances from
family members who dedicate a large portion of their wages to thus maintaining
moral and customary rights to village titles and land.

Closer to home, Rhoda Halperin (1990) has produced a probing study
of “multiple livelihood strategies” in rural Kentucky. Conceptualized as “the
Kentucky way,” this set of consciously articulated strategies is similar to those
reported among European worker-peasants. These Kentucky smallholders
value practical skills and knowledge, economic self-sufficiency, and autonomy
from both capitalist employers and the state. This autonomy is achieved by
becoming “a jack of all trades” (Halperin 1990:11), moving in and out of a
variety of wage jobs and taking up opportunities to make money by selling
goods in a regional market system, yet maintaining a subsistence garden and a
strong exchange network for the exchange of goods and labour between kin
and neighbours. Similar to worker-peasants, this cultivation of a mixed
subsistence strategy relies on a rejection of capitalist individualism --

individuals remain committed to prioritizing household over personal



14
reproduction. Alongside this emphasis on the household, however, is a

valorization of the non-wage as well as wage labour that individuals contribute
at different points in the household cycle. The same high value is not normally
placed on the non-wage labour of primarily female household members who
perform unpaid domestic labour in urban contexts in North America and Europe
(Ehrenreich and English 1975; Gimenez 1990; Glazer 1980, 1990).
Defining Worker-Peasantries

Up to this point | have argued that worker-peasantries have existed in
Europe over the last several centuries, and that this term can be used to
characterize a variety of mixed economies. However, in Donajgrodzki’s (1989)
analysis of twentieth-century English smallholding “peasants,” alternative labels
are used. There are also various ways to employ the worker-peasant concept
itself. Two main directions are evident in the literature. One set of authors
emphasizes differentiation in the communities they are studying and therefore
have elaborated a detailed understanding of the class characteristics of worker-
peasants as opposed to other individuals and households that fit into longer-
standing categories such as ‘bourgeois’ and ‘peasant farmer’. Main proponents
of this neo-marxist model are Bisselle (1973), Sozan (1976) and Szelenyi
(1988). Another direction is articulated most clearly by Holmes who argues that,
despite internal stratification, worker-peasant societies and cultural features are
identifiable across temporal and distinct geographical contexts in Europe. The
value of his approach for ethnographers is that it opens up a way to deal with
(1) the emic emphasis on ‘community’ as opposed to elites and outsiders

(Cohen 1982a; Freeman 1970; Lisén Tolosana 1983a[1979]) and (2) to identify
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the apparent “empirical dilemma” (Holmes 1989:57) of individuals and

households who do not fit neatly into bounded abstract categories such as
‘migrant worker’ or ‘itinerant day-labourer’ (see Bentley 1992:137-139).
Holmes chooses to define this widespread “phenomenon . . . in broad terms
which allow the consolidation of heterogeneous laboring groups into a single
theoretical framework -- emphasizing the diversity of wage involvements on the
one hand and the unifying influence of rural households on the other’ (Holmes
1989:57).

In highlighting definitional distinctions between worker-peasants and
members of similar class positions in a Hungarian village in Central Burgenland
(Austria), Sozan (1976) distinguishes between “pure peasants,” “peasant-
workers,” and “worker-peasants”. Since they bridge the passage from peasant
to proletarian in Sozan’'s model, members of the latter two groups are
conceptualized as “agents of sociocultural change” (Sozan 1976:196).
According to this author, worker-peasants’ main income is acquired from
agricultural production, whereas peasant-workers are “a village-based
proletariat who derive their primary income from employment outside the home”
(Sozan 1976:196). However, individuals in both categories have a “dual life” of
non-agricultural wage labour and peasant family production of crops and
livestock for sale and household consumption. Furthermore, depending on
existing opportunities for wage labour, and the shifting needs\ and desires of
particular households it is possible to move along the continuum so that for
example, “from time to time the worker-peasant is a ‘pure peasant” (Sozan

1976:197).
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Bisselle reports on the subcategories of peasant-workers devised by

the Polish sociologist Jan Szczepanski who writes of (1) peasants with manual
jobs mainly in industry, (2) “peasant clerks” with white collar employment and
(3) “peasant entrepeneurs” whose worldview is similar to that of the petty
bourgeois (Bisselle 1973:80). Bisselle also incorporates the familiar categories
of peasant farmers who live solely from farm income derived from consuming
and selling agricultural products as opposed to worker-peasants who live on
the smallest pieces of land, have the most unstable households, and are most
likely to migrate permanently to urban centres (Bisselle 1973:82). Although
both Bisselle and Sozan focus on the difference of the degree to which peasant
production dominates the income of particuiar households, they do not always
use the same terms. Clearly, Bisselle’s worker-peasants are not the same as
Sozan's who defines them as more committed to agriculture than peasant
workers.

Over a decade later, Szelenyi (1988:3) distinguishes between four
different “destinations” in his quantitative analysis of processes of
embourgeoisement in rural Hungary: proletarian, cadre, peasant-worker, and
entrepeneur. His main focus is on those peasants whose progression toward
embourgeoisement was “interrupted” by the collectivization of agriculture but
who can now be classed as successful entrepeneurs even though they are not
capitalist farmers; these Hungarian peasants have continued to work on their
land part-time and to rely on household labour. He uses aspects of both the
proletarianization and peasant-worker theses but proposes a new set of

determinants for class mobility in the mixed economies of eastern Europe;
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family backgrounds and life histories are the defining contexts for Szelenyi’s

measurement of economic change in rural Hungary. In concert with those
researching western European contexts Szelenyi argues for more theoretical
attention to be paid to the overwheiming evidence that mixed economies, rather
than purely capitalist or collectivist ones, are being reproduced and will
continue to exist in east-central Europe.

Despite this variety of perspectives, it is possible to derive common
characteristics of agrarian households involved in wage labour as well as to
account for those differences that are the result of regional, political and
historical variation. For example, in many ways the Galician case | examine is
similar to the strategies empioyed by northern [talian peasant-workers in the
Friuli region studied by Douglas Hoimes (1983, 1989). In both areas, a third
category of income has grown in importance over the last several decades --
the significant remittances gained from participation in a social welfare system.
In many households in rural ltaly and Spain income from sources such as old
age and disability pensions, unemployment insurance, and state subsidies has
become as important as wage earnings. Holmes (1983) identifies a “passive
peasant-worker strategy” that has allowed many households in the Friuli
community of Rubignacco to become full-time agriculturalists by relying on
these external remittances without having to sell their labour. There are
significant differences in strategy between Galicia and the Friuli as well, which
have to do with the particular histories of each area. In Rubignacco, a steel mill,
brick factory and sitk mill are situated adjacent to the agrarian estates, whereas

in Carreira residents must commute a significant distance to find employment in
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similar large-scale industries. The majority of land in Rubignacco is controlled

by large landowning families who dominate a latifundia system of tenancy
involving written contracts. In contrast, in Carreira rental and sharecropping
contracts were mainly oral and many peasants also owned small plots of land,
coincident with the minifundia character of Galician agriculture. Therefore,
Holmes’ (see especially 1989) concentration on the collective struggle over
tenant contracts and the impact of bureaucratization on local practice is not as
warranted in the case of Carreira.

In this thesis, | focus specifically on four worker-peasant strategies
employed by the Carreirense. Each of these strategies is mentioned in a range
of case studies of worker-peasants but they also vary by region in their exact
characteristics. My aim is to demonstrate the value of a flexible, comparative
model of worker-peasantries yet also the necessity of highlighting the cultural
nuances of distinctive communities. Worker-peasants’ dual allegiance to both
wage work and subsistence production involves: (1) a continuing emphasis on
peasant family and household structures and their reproduction, (2) a strong
work ethic that stresses both subsistence production and accumulation, (3) a
reliance on and valorization of the non-wage labour performed by household
members of all ages and both genders, and (4) the elaboration and
maintenance of community reciprocity networks.

The continuity of peasant household structures among worker-peasants
has been observed by those researchers who work in east-central as well as
southern Europe. The specific type of household pattern varies by region,

however. Household formation is determined by inheritance and post-marital
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residence ideals, as well as by the wealth and particular circumstances of

individuals. Therefore, for example, the extended family household known as
the zadruga is found to be maintained by Yugoslavian worker-peasants where
a son usually brings a wife to his natal home and inherits the bulk of his father’s
estate (Lockwood 1973:98-99). In Carreira, as in three of four Galician
provinces, a single child is also chosen as the main heir and remains in his or
her natal household when he or she marries. This pattern of three-generation
extended family households is similar to the Irish stem-family and the French
famille souche and is found throughout northern Iberia in Asturias, the Basque
country and Catalonia (Douglass 1988a, 1988b; Fernandez and Fernandez
1988; Lison Tolosana 1983a[1979]; Rogers 1991). The region of Galician
Spain and northern Portugal is characterized, however, by the prevalence of
inheritance through female lines and uxorilocal post-marital residence,
especially in coastal villages (Brettell 1986, Buechler and Buechler 1981, 1984;
Cole 1991a; Kelley 1988, 1991, Lisdn Tolosana 1976, 1983a[1979]). |
demonstrate below in Chapter Two that both uxorilocal and virilocal post-marital
residence are practiced by Carreirense households, aithough uxorilocal
residence is the dominant pattern at present.

In general terms, the presence of two sets of aduit partners is the key to
the flexible way in which worker-peasants utilize their resources as a household
unit. Elderly individuals often maintain agricultural production and raise their
grandchildren while the two adults in the middle generation work abroad (H.
Buechler 1987; Buechler and Buechler 1981; Holmes 1983:746; Lockwood

1973:95). Women perform virtually all agricultural tasks including the heavy
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chores of ploughing and clearing land, also a defining characteristic of Galician

and northern Portuguese peasant agriculture (Beck 1976; Bentley 1992; J.-M.
Buechler 1975, 1976, Buechler and Buechier 1981; Cole 1991a; Kelley 1988,
1991; Lisén Tolosana 1983a[1979]; Lockwood 1973:99; Rodriguez Campos
1983, 1990). The common feature ot three-generation worker-peasant
households is a flexible attitude toward the allocation of distinct tasks; while
women may do heavy agricultural tasks such as ploughing, men wiil help with
the cooking and childcare when necessary -- household members of both
genders and all ages contribute their labour to demonstrate the continuing
significance of a strategy of “interdependence and cooperation between and
across generations” (Holmes and Quataert 1986:199).

The Carreirense also articulate a strong work ethic that is introduced
with Concepcidén’s account of her day at the beginning of this chapter. This is a
common feature of worker-peasants’ repertoire since they may “work in the
agricultural sector six to ten hours a day in addition to their eight-hour shifts at
the factory” (Beck 1976:372). Szelenyi calls this the “second shift,” remarking
that “Peasant-workers despise idleness. As Istvan Markus (1973, 1978) pointed
out so persuasively, they are driven by an extreme form of the ‘Protestant’ work
ethic” (Szelenyi 1988:79; compare with Scott 1976 and Weber 1958).

The ethnographic focus on the self-image and lives of Galician migrants
and their families by the Buechlers (see especially Buechler and Buechler
1981) and Heidi Kelley (1988, 1991) has demonstrated that this work ethic is
also viewed as typically “Galician” in the region. It would not be surprising to

find that cultural nationalism and regionalism in other areas where worker-
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peasants dominate rural populations draw on this identity of being

quintessentially “hard workers”. Herzfeld (1987a) suggests that anthropologists
of southern Europe must focus on moral codes other than “honour and shame”
in attempts to question the validity of regional comparison; he himself has
contributed an in-depth analysis of codes of “hospitality” and “reciprocity” in
Greece (also see Herzfeld 1981, 1985, 1987b, 1991). Attitudes toward “work”
are another key area that must be compared across case studies. This
exploration has been initiated by Brettell (1982, 1986), Cole (1988, 1991a),
Kelley (1988, 1991) and Masur (1984a, 1984b) in their detailed studies of
women’s work and reputation in Spain and Portugal. In Chapter Three, |
explore the ideals of household and individual reproduction, and the
importance of a reputation of being a "hard worker” articulated by Galician
worker-peasants.

Closely related to this work ethic and notions of social reproduction is
an emphasis on subsistence production, and a corresponding valuation of the
non-wage labour of household members who produce subsistence items.
Pina-Cabral (1986) has demonstrated a similar cultural continuity among
“peasants” and migrants in the Minho region of northern Portugal. He shows
that a “subsistence prototype” is at the core of the peasant worldview
maintained even by individuals who have worked in France for many years
since “The economic marginalization of peasant agriculture in the 1970s did not
imply its social and cognitive marginalization: to have land and to work it
remain the ultimate means of obtaining social security and prestige” (Pina-

Cabral 1986:36; also see Bentley 1992). In this context, northern Portuguese
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and Galician worker-peasants do not demand a “right to subsistence” in a

political forum -- an aspect of the “subsistence ethic” examined by James Scott
(1976:33) -- but privately work to ensure their subsistence by continuing to
raise small harvests of food staples alongside commodity production and wage
labour. Similar to the “subsistence ethic” that James Scott (1976) argues is at
the core of the “moral economy” of the European poor in past centuries and the
southeast Asian peasants he studied, northern Portuguese and Galician
worker-peasants are so intent on maintaining some land in production that they
are willing to forgo opportunities for some household members to earn wages,
and will rent or purchase land at “starvation” prices in order to have access to it.
My study of Galician worker-peasants contributes a specific focus on
agricultural subsistence production in the European context since the
Carreirense sell little surpius (see, for example Beck 1976). They maintain
peasant agriculture mainly to feed themselves rather than to expand the
production of commodities, a common feature of worker-peasantries in
northwestern [beria (see, for exampie Bentley 1992:135-146, Buechler and
Buechler 1981; Kelley 1988; Pina-Cabral 1986). It is important to continue to
expand this focus on subsistence farming in comparison with other
ethnographies that emphasize the capitalization of farming in rural Europe (see,
for example Greenwood 1976; Harding 1984, liurra 1988; Lem 1988, Rogers
1991).

The role of unpaid labour in the reproduction of the household through
the provision of key services (care of the young, the sick and the elderly;

cooking; cleaning) and the production, processing and preparation of staple
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food items has been widely discussed in the literature on women and

development (see for example, Beneria 1979, 1982; Beneria and Sen 1981;
Boserup 1970; Leacock and Safa 1986; Young et al. 1984[1981]). Bennholdt-
Thomsen (1984[1981]) suggests that both the domestic labour of housewives
and peasant production by individuals of both genders contribute to the
accumulation of capital since the contribution of this unpaid labour ensures the
cheap provision of labour to the capitalist wage market. Although | also
emphasize the similarity between female-dominated housework and peasant
production in the Carreirense local economy, | agree with Long (1984a:11) who
argues that it is “analytically impossible . . . to demonstrate precisely how
unpaid domestic labour is subordinated to capitalist valorization processes.”
Non-wage labour is not simply subsumed under capitalist relations, but often
resists or transforms capitalist penetration (Long 1984a; also see Mackintosh
1979). The organization and valorization of non-wage labour in specific
communities must be examined in the context of other aspects of social life such
as residence, marriage and inheritance arrangements, and the sexual division
of labour. As Bradby (1982) and Skar (1984) illustrate for Peruvian highland
peasants who work periodically in mines and large estates, despite the
subsumption of worker-peasants’ labour to the capitalist market for goods and
labour “in certain important respects, the subsistence side of their economy and
the social relations within the family-household context remain governed by
principles other than those of the capitalist market” (Long 1984a:12). The
organization of household subsistence production in Carreira is discussed

below in Chapters Three and Four.
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Another way in which subsistence production resists and modifies

capitalist penetration in worker-peasant communities is the continuation of inter-
household reciprocity in the non-market exchange of goods and services. The
range of examples of balanced and generalized reciprocity practiced in
Carreira are analyzed in Chapter Five and correspond to the significant place
inter-household reciprocity has in Galician ethnography in particular and in the
Iberian region in general.3 The full-time and seasonal employment of several
household members in wage jobs means that without the help of neighbours
and kin, worker-peasant families could not complete alone those labour-
intensive tasks that must be done during intensive periods in the agricultural
cycle (Iturra 1988). In common with peasant economies, this strategy is as
important as household subsistence production in ensuring social security over
the long-term (Scott 1976:28; Skar 1984; Smith 1984, 1989).
Agency and Work Identities

Another issue that is being addressed in studies of historical and
contemporary economic activity is the need for historians and ethnographers to
incorporate an interpretive approach into discussions of economic processes.
Stressing meaning, agency, multivocality, and reflexivity is as important in
economic anthropology and the anthropology of work as it is in the study of
religious or aesthetic practices: “Only through an assessment of the largely
concealed and unvoiced cultural stance of peasant-workers can we fully grasp
the peculiarities of their economic and political life” (Holmes 1989:59; see also
Cohen 1982b; Joyce 1989[1987]; Kondo 1990; Robben 1989; and Wallman

1979). Humans are preoccupied with the reproduction of familiar practices and
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values, struggling to accommodate social changes and make them meaningful

in local terms. | demonstrate in this thesis that (1) people ‘craft’ their cultures
and identities and are not carried along by invisible forces of change4; and that
(2) because individuals and communities can incorporate different ways of
making a living, social scientists must look between the cracks of our categories
of social change and consider, seriously, that “peasants” may live as “workers”
and “workers” as “peasants”.

in this study, one of my aims is to illustrate that people in one particular
village in northwestern Spain are reflexive about their ‘dual’ or ‘muitiple’
identities, using the village and ‘peasant’ geneaology to focus and streamline
notions of self, household, community and work. Douglas Holmes (1989:59)
articulates precisely this necessity for research on worker-peasantries to
incorporate “a new analytical emphasis . . . that addresses these enduring
cultural sensibilities.”

Donajgrodzki (1989:435) maintains the twentieth century English
peasants he studied had “an identifiable culture” that was centred on a
“‘commitment to farming, [and] even when . . . economically unprofitable, was
strong and linked to strong identification with the locality.” The muilti-
occupational smailholders he writes about all had in common “a network of
shared experiences and meanings which distanced them, to some extent, from
outsiders. The experience of the family, and t