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_ THEORETI CAL PERSPECTIVES ON PASTORAL WOMEN

FEMINIST CRITIQUES

by Jeen_Eﬁsminger

of the other papers in this series deals with one
1. perspectxve . {Marxist, formalist) ~*development
reglonal O . multlcausal) and 1ts'“w
ocieties. I ‘have undertaken the .ambiti
ing the merits of. ‘each. _of these perspect:v S
nding of pastoral ‘women, My intent. is not
position paper 'which argues that any . on
5 necessarlly captures the essence:
uch an . effort vere deemed de

this t
s as'a group from a _
the ";words, I am address;ng
feminist scholars differ ‘in the1“=
for adaptlng ‘traditional
whether

:perspectlve,
nd ‘men are dlfferent

two parts. Flrst I shall "discuss three
_ and their 1mpllcatlons for .the successful
“traditional theoretical perspectlves to the study
1nally, 4assum1ng the ‘most moderate of these
- i1llustrate br1efly how development,
‘egional approaches .can be combined in a
Galole Orma women ‘'of Kenya.

e Feminist Orientations

most“radical and controversial orientation in
! which posits ~biological differénces

the foundatlon for wvariation in mental

th1s orlentat"

};e also our source" (Burke 1978 85171

8). According to these cri

.Jhemselves naturally, ‘the female'
19° i
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Carried to 'its “eéxtreme,” proponents of this perspective
characterize men's nature as._ "phallIC“—5011P515tlcp aggressive,
excessively rational," while women's nature is praised for being
"other-oriented, empathet1c, multllmaglnat1ve" {Jones 1981:255).
In short, those subscrlbzng to the ecriture feminine orientation,
far from denying or even m1n1m121ng the biological differences
between men and women, call for a "celebration" which attempts to
"maintain" (Jones 1981:255) women's distinctive nature.

Although proponents of the .theoretical perspectlve “above
would probably allow “for. more. mediation of the envirornment
betwéen blology and soc1a1 behavior, there are parallels between
this position and the - ociobiological perépective "within
anthropology (see Hrdy 1981 and Barash 1977), which also looks to
biological explanations . for- soc1al behaV1or. From &such a
position follows loglcally the view that ‘only entirely new
theories based upon women's ~'biological ‘differentiation can
advance .our understandlng';of female culture. ~Such theorists
would maintain that the ‘tr _1tzona1 ofzentatlons sueh ag Marxism,
formalism, and developn t; can not uncover = the essence of
male/female dlfferences, 1 rests in biology.

The  idea that there -are; b1ologlcal ‘ explanatlons for
differences in male/female behaviors such as ‘thought processes is
unsettling to many autho “(Haravay 1981,  Jones . 1981, and
Showalter 1982:17). Some attack. this perspect1ve by quest1on1ng
to what extent "biology is. destlny" (Shields '1982), and others by
disputing the direction of. ‘caugsality between blology and behavior
(see Lowe 1983) Showalter. (1982 17) summarlzes the fears of
thode “who view the renewed orientation toward blologzcal

determlnzsm with some trepldatlon._

H o
H A

Slmply to invoke anatomy r1Sks a return to the crude‘
essentialism, the phalllc and 'ovarian theories of art,
that oppressed women in  the past, Victorian physicans
believed that women's phy51olog1ca1 funictions diverted
about twenty percent of their «creative energy from
brain activity. Vlctorlan anthropologlsts believed
that the frontal lobes of: the male brain were heavier
and more developed than. female lobes and thus that

women were inferior 'in 1ntellzgence.

The Cultural Approach

Members of another scho_liof feminist criticism also holc
that men and women have differen ‘cultures, but as a result ol
socialization, not biology. , perspectlve, also widels
employed by feminist litera critics (see in particulaj
Showalter 1982), is paralle the work * of anthropologist:
Shirley and Edwin Ardener (19’ ‘The Ardeners propose the idei
of a woman's model of the: wor'd listin from, but overlapping
the male-oriented dominant del - The Ardeners argue not onl!
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for a8 Separate woman's model, but attempt to account for the

" inability of women or other

articulate their model. Th
Shirley Ardener (lQ?S:xii);

s from "subdominant" constituencies to
is perspective 1is summarized below by

The implications are thatvé-sbciety may be dominated or

overdetermined by the

one dominant group within ~‘the system.

model may impede the

model: (or models) generated by
; -Thiéﬁdbminant
"free: expression of 'alternative

models of their world- which subdominant groups -may

possess, and

through the model: (o
transforming their ow:
of the received ones,

relatively more ° 'ina;

S ana perane nay even smrtere ¥7on
generation of such models. ' Groups dominated -
sense find it necessar; ted

may “even inhibit " the very

. to' structure the
dels) of the “domina
els as best they'can in t
‘a result, the latter i
iculate’ ‘when  ex;

‘extent that these modelsd

diom of the dominant group
cial ‘concern to'them for.
n:made in ‘it.io s

themselves through the.
silent on matters of ‘spe
no accommodation has bee

- According to this theory there may ‘be considerable ap
between the dominant and - subdominant models ~ (for whicl in-th
ontext of this paper one can read male  and female), 'To: the
5. overlap, I 'believe that the Ardeners
would ‘agree that “the . traditional : theoretical perspectives
enumerated above could ‘as adequately illuminate the position of
women as they can that of men. ‘However, how do we determine to
what extent men's and women's models overlap, and  to the extent
that they do not, what ‘methods do we use to discover the women's
model? If as the Ardener's “suggest; omen's articulation 1is
blocked by the need 'to communicate ough "the foreign, ‘but
dominant model, this may not be" an ‘easy undertaking. For this
reason the Ardeners turn to the' study of ritual, myth, and the
arts, as domains where “‘the women's 'model has flourished in a
purer state. This theory would certainly make a strong case for
the use of a symbolic approach; at least at the initial stages of
investigation while we are still trying to identify the outlines

theoretical perspectives enlightening only to
the extent ~that we ‘ascertain ‘an overlap between women's values

culture and those-:of ‘men, whose interests are generally
reflected in the more traditional theoretical perspectives,
Perhaps only after a symbolic analysis has been carried out can
e determine the validity of each of the other approaches in

_explaining womeén's culture.. . In other 'words, while feminists who

ccept the idea of a separate "female culture" may agree that

"formalist" models are good  at predicting maximization behavior,
‘maximization may not

‘be. deemed to be a female concern,

imilarly, while Marxist models may provide the best approach to
he study of hierarchy, hierarchy may be  a specifically male
leveled  against

orldview. Similar arguments could ' be
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"development" approaches at increasing productivity and the
study of markets, often the fOC nregional" analyses.  The
wmulticausal® approach wou j .seem in this case to be equally as
useful to the analysisio'f“men's or women's culture in that it

does not. target specific vétiébles.

A Moderate Approach

The last feminist = po jon to be considered here is a more
moderate one which would y11ow ‘that traditional "male"” models can
be adapted to the study of women as long as they are reworked to
rid them of their mal gi - Such an alternative will: surely
come as a comfort to”many=ftheoreticians (who afterall have a
vested interest in salvaging at least part of their expertise).
among. the feminists who subscribe to this stance are de- Beauvoir
(1980) and other contributors. to Marks and Courtivron (1980).
These authors do not see the ‘heed to invent new theoretical
approaches for the stud ‘women, as they do not believe 1in a
separate women's culture, De ‘Beauvoir (1980:149) summarizes this
perspective nicely, and details her differences with the cultural

orientation discussed immed

I don't believe that when women have won eguality they
will develop speciﬁicallyfﬁeminine values. The fact is
that culture, civilization, and universal values have
been made by men .because  they were the ones who
represented universality.. .. When the proletariat
rejected the bourgecisie as ¢ dominant class, they did
not reject the entire bourgeois heritage, and . in the
same way, women, when they. 1 lity with men,
will have to make use. of some of the tools created by
men, It is true that:i creating universal values—-1

.

would call mathematical science a universal value, for
example-—men have very often  given them a specifically
masculine, male, virile character and have confused the
two in a very subtle, sly way. It becomes a matter of
separating the two, ¢ of: getting rid of the
contamination, I

In. a different passagé,ﬁaéfﬁeauvoir (1980:153) speaké more
directly to the first positiqn.discussed above, associated with
those who believe in a ~biological determinist  model of

male/female difference.

...it would be an error toO ,.Q}fﬁink that the feminine bod
gives you a new vision of the world... _ ;

The eternal feminine is 2 1i§;f_because nature plays an
infinitesimal role in the development of a human being. We
are social beings. Becaus€ 1 .do not think that woman is

naturally inferior to man, 1 do not think either that she is
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“orientation, " How might we adapt theoretical
designed for the most part by men, toward male
the study of pastoral women? I focus the rest of
“this feminist orientation for two reasons.  First,
" do not exast at’ this point which would allow us to
idea of a "female" pastoral culture, were one
d that“perspectlve. As I indicated above, those of
rientat ‘such as Galaty (thls volume), may hold
1ing us “this issue. . Second, I am inclined
ined by de Beauv01r above, “and it is this
“employed in my analy51s of economic and
( ) women, I 8o believe that
' : us somethlng about women's
ocieties, and that they address issues of
O ‘The ‘biggest failure to date in my mind is not
- of these. rspectlves to account for women, but the
‘ ' ' employ ‘them toward that
'exc1u51vely upon one
to what Salzman (this
multlcausal" approach.
e'aspect of each of ‘the following
_ of pastoral women- Marxist,
r gional;' My . work on. the’ changlng
nstrated: very clearly to  me that
_fenhanced 1n combination . with the
' ' I share a few of my own flndlngs
of th se. theoretlcal models toward the study

s O DM

o

HU W e

re Islamic pastoralists dependent primarily
'*”nhablt Tana River District in northeastern
& and . At the time of my fieldwork
y forty percent of the populatlon was
rated into the market economy, while
ind. more dependent upon . sub51stence
onal dlfferentlatlon, together with
ovided  the basis for much of my
thal change among Galole women. .

Lo P RTTS

of-dlchotomzzlng nomadlc and sedentary
sed in 'the remalnlng analy51s, I
: gies form-a continuum, with habitual
center- correlat1ng closely with dependence
’Sed itarization and involvement in the market

: _W'th sedentarlzatzon milk yields fall
“ ing around settlements and: because
a'ay from the v111age in cattle camps to
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ensure their health and  .survival. Conseqguently, sedentarization
demands that householders shift from subsistence milk to
commercial beef production. This process has in turn set in
motion a series of effects which have markedly affected women.

While developmenttyéxpe;ﬁs have diligently made effbfts to
increase the productivity of pastoral production systems by
converting them from  subsistence milk to commercial Dbeef

production, little attention has been given to the effects of

this transition upon women  {seé for example Sandford 1983 and
Simpson. and Evangelou 1984; for - an exception see Horowitz 1981).
A5 is the case with the Orma, women are the owners of the milk
and men are the owners of most of the livestock in many pastoral
societies. The ansition .to commercial beef production,
therefore, threatens the primary source of capital for women in
pastoral societies. e o o

For the Orma ' be production is incompatible with
subsistence milk production, . Those who engage most in Dbeef
production live in settled villages which are sufficiently
overgrazed that they can  support —only limited numbers of
livestock, and even then 't ~cattle produce approximately half
the milk of those kept away  from the village. While the
sedentary villages are. the best places to _gain access to
information about traders- and prices, the bulk . of the livestock
are kept -in remote cattle camps where ~they are ~completely
inaccessible for household ¢ sumption or conversion to ghee for
sale by the women. Milk production has also suffered because the
Orma have changed the breed composition of their herds to favor
animals which put on weight® quickly in the wet season (thus
ensuring a better price at market), over those which produce the
most milk or have high resistance to drought {(see Ensminger
1984a). As exchange and sale of -milk are the primary avenues of
accumulation for women, the decline in milk production has
drastically altered women's ‘economic position vis a vis that of

men.

The increased marketing of livestock has also in many.cases
had a negative impact upon ~women's ownership of livestock.
Galole women receive a few livestock in the form of dovry,
indirect dowry {see Goody and Tambiah 1973}, and gifts. Prior t¢
the markeing of livestock ‘it was conceivable that a women's
holdings would grow over ‘time to appreciable numbers. Today,
however, ‘women in those households which produce for the market
complain that their stock are Some of the very first to be sold,
and as they have few in number -at any time they are freguently
completely wiped out with little hope of ever having the nucleus
of a breeding herd. L ERT L S

Marxist scholars from jEﬁgéIS_(1972) to Leacock (1978) ha€€
emphasized the relationship between the development of the statg

and class stratification, and the decline in women's status,
Longitudinal data on the Orma appear to indicate very clearl!

b
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market integration has led to growing inequality in the
ib tion of wealth among households (Ensmlnger 1984a) Engels

ock would predict, therefore, that such an = 1ncrease 1n
n £ tion would be assoc1ated with a decline'in women's
A £ - we measure women's'status only in terms -of control
means of production, then their theory ‘appears to be
+The data presented “above do 1ndlcate that women's
the means of production relative to men's has: suffered
.of the advent of large scale llvestock marketlng.

 rhrnig O

malist anthropologists have written in detail” aboUt the
‘which pastoralists maximize in the absence of markets
articular Schneider 1981}. Frequently ‘such behavior
form of herd maximization maintained through a series
ssociate relatlonsths with other herders, . Such stock
s are “the decline among’ ‘market- oriented 'Galole
While the Galole talk fondly of having many dl'ferent
slationships in” 11v1ng memory, few: practlcefthem 0-any
extent today. "For many, the marketing' of livestock
ave interfered with this practice.  The problem may: be
holds need- more immediate access to-their-livestock, “or
ecurity and: 1nsurance ‘aspects  ‘of ‘such’ practlces ‘are-no
necessary. ‘‘Whatever the reason for ~the decline “of
= in these soéiali relationships, I suggest ‘that ‘we
he effect of this change upon the position of women.
ent that stock: associateships ‘involved affines,_women
ucial 1link in“these relationships and the decline in
may have" 51gn1f1cantly.affected ‘the position of
espec1ally thexr role'“in ‘inter-household and

o

oo~

13 had some - interesting repurcussions upon the
f 'ldbor.” "As-more and more livestock move out to the
mps: ‘they move out 6f  women's'control, as only young men
)Xo 'mately to 29 live -in the cattle camps.
ngly, therefore, one finds that women are less involved
production; -and more oriented around the . domestic
uch as Draper (1975) documented for the recently settled
ile all women are respon51ble for the building and
their houses, sedentary women choose to build larger
\erous ‘houses;’ ‘adding con51derably to the amount of
~their "upkeep. Elsewhere (Ensminger 1984b) I have
sedentary ‘women use sixty percent more firewood
nd thls, “together with the increased distance
urement; _1ncreases gatherlng time by an estimated
Time spent ‘fetching water also increases, due both
r ‘digtances travelled and the larger quantltles
¥ ' _Beécause sedentary subsistence is based
and more ‘on purchased grain and tea, sedentary women
r in food preparatlon than do nomadic women,

TTMI Mt W W T W T NG QG (D PR FheG b DT

tiﬁe allocation dats_ifrom nomadic ° nomenfare
“do“have data on the time spent in domestic
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These data are broken down by
iderable differences within the
sedentary sector. . Wealthy sedentary women spend far more time in
domestic activitiesfthaﬁﬁa¢ﬂp¢o;er women because they have larger
numbers of dependents“an also. because their homes are the focal
points in the villag for. visiting and for entertaining
travellers. The sedentary villages are the centers of market and
political activity; .and he soutside traders -and nomads who
frequent them must be fed and sheltered. The wealthy women who
can afford such entertaining bear the brunt of this extra work in
the form of additional cooking,. serving, fetching of water and
firewood, and even the . eed  of an extra house to serve as

guesthouse and kitchen.. e

activities for sedentary women.
wealth, and indicate  some cQns

a survey of time'aii_;ation;-which 1 conducted from November
1979 to August 1980 clearly documented this trend.. Among the
poorest forty percent of the .survey households, 902 observations
of women between the - of 7. .and 44 revealed that such women
spend on average 5.3 .h rs. per day in all of the domestic tasks
listed above. among the: richest 30 percent of the survey
households, over 1500 - observations of women in the same age
bracket revealed that they spend.7.0 hours per day in domestic
activities, or a differencefff,32,percent. - :

1(1975) have attributed much of the
decline in women's economic :status to their confinement in the
domestic sphere, away from where public policy is formed.. In a
related argument, Sacks {1974 and. 1979) attributes the fall in
women's =~ status that accompanied the development of class
stratification to women's ‘exclusion from "social labor," which
she-defines (1974:212) to:Minclude any work done (singly or as
part of a group) for use .or appropriation by Someoné of another
household.” She maintains that women must contribute to "social
labor! .in order to be "social adults” and thus have a Say in
decision making. The daté;rpresented above; “indicating a
considerable decline in work outside of the home for Galole women
who sedentarize, may therefpzé?be;indicative of a loss of status.

Rosaldo (1974) and Rei

and theory presented above, it would appeat
that sedentary women today ~have lost much status in relation to
men as a conseguence of ma:kétﬁ,integration; However, I would
maintain that we can not really understand the changes going on
among Orma women by resorting o monocausal explanations such as
those presented above, There ':are many interaction effects  at

licate the -situation. I pelieve that it .is not

work which comp 51tuatilc .
possible to generalize to all Galole women about the effects of
any of the changes discussed above..  In order to make meaningful

statements about women's  situation we need to consider the
effects of development and formalist pbehavior through a iens
which combines both Marxist attention to class stratification and
regional analysis which raises the unit of analysis beyond the
exclusively T“sedentary" or . "nomadic” community to the -larger
political and economic systemeHgWhich the Orma are a part. .

Given the data




Most of the differentiation to which I
‘along two ‘dimensions, between more and less
wvomen, and within those groups between wealth'

- By analyzang the nomadic and sedentary village.
system we are struck by the change .in the balanc
‘has recently shifted from a more autonome
organization of v1llages, to a regional sys
marketing centralized in one. Sedentary villag
‘center of decision- -making is ‘essential to hav
policy. Galole nomads are consistently the vi
decided for them by the sedentarlsts, for exa
of children to go to school, reguirements
groups of no fewer than ten households, and r

to grazing around sedentary ‘comm
considers the effect’ of thlS dszerentlatl
finds that for nomadic women 'factors suc
access to market (they must usually send th
‘and lack of access to information (availabl
‘centers), severely constrain their abilit:
polltlcally and economically, This different:
‘overides the effect of wealth differences with
In fact, with respect to access to information
“that Sedentary women have. an advantage over

: While the 1ncrease 1n domestic wor

Isedentary women, was. assoczated

‘status, one ought not overlook the i A

‘the public forum has moved into ‘thei

‘socializing and information sharing takes pla

‘and women, Thus, while they are burden

necessitated. by entertalnment they. a " .

privileged access to a great deal of informa this sense
ey may be “in . a more advantageo 2 poor

sedentary males. | il

~ Elite .sedentary women ‘also ac o male
formation networks’ through the: - -~ ‘Wealthy
dentary women are particularly influenti eeping their
ns between the ages of 15 and 29 at han in the
attle camps. By so-doing they have't ‘political
nd economic ally close by. Through _ > loyalty is
re to them  thapn to the father, able learn about
d scu551ons :at the Mosque to which th.x_ _ avyv
1lings with "the chlef and economi T out cattle
dlng. Such. 1nformat10n is crucial ' o exercise
conomic and political  decision-making, such as : ) . power over
he' sale of certain Stock. They art ' € ffect i
rting thelr will 1f they are able
presented w1th a fait accompll.

Wealthy . households are able
because large ‘numbers .of young men. -
themselves out  to herd for pay., On av

ouseholds employ 3 such men per
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each male member in those households between the ages  of 15 and
29 (see Ensminger 1984a), A regional analysis of these labor
transactions indicates that .only half of the 'young men employed
in sedentary villages came @ from such villages. . The.  rest come
from nomadlc_Galole_Villagés_and even from other pastoral groups
in Kenya (primarily the Boran). In this sense wealthy sedentary
women aré advancing their position, but at the expense of poorer
women (both sedentary and nomadic) who are losing “'their sons to
these holseholds. prime e RSN S

[

The data from this case study lead me to two conclusions.
First, I think we must be careful about generalizing the effects
of single variables unilaterally upon women. In most cases our
analysis is best served by differentiating among women, Second,
this effort to differentiate women's experiences 1is facilitated
by use of a variety of theoretical perspectives in combination.

' conglusions

I have detailed here. a few of the ways in which we can
employ traditional theoretical perspectives to better understand
the position of pastoral women, It is my view that our failure
to use these tools toward this end stems not from the fact that
these perspectives are incapable of enlightening us about women,
but rather, that researchers have rarely made the effort to use

them this way.

r I presented three feminist

At the beginning of this pape
positions are in disagreement

orientations. Proponents of these
over the wisdom of the venture in which I have Jjust engaged.
Those subscribing to the biological determinist model of
male/female differences would be unlikely to find the application
of the theoretical perspectives discussed in the last section of
this paper elucidating. From their perspective these efforts can
iddle level attempts to track relationships at the

at best be mi ) _
behavioral level which could be better accounted for Dby

biological theories of a higher order.

Those represented by the. second perspective described above
hold that women have a different model of the world, albeit one
which overlaps with that of the more dominant male group. We can
pest understand their model through symbolic analysis of myth,
ritual, and the arts, where it appears in its most unadulterated
form. This position is not . entirely inconsistent with the
approach employed in this paper. To the extent that men's and
women's models overlap, we can learn something about women by
employing the Marxist, development, formalist and . other:
approaches of the dominant group. Indeed, until data are
forthcoming to elucidate such a gap between male and female
models, we have little choice but to proceed with those.

theoretical tools which are at our disposal.
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