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Different iat ion and Inequality in the Bantustans 

Evidence from KwaZulu 

Introduction 

Although there have been a number of an th ropo log i ca l s tud ie s which 

have examined inequal it ies in the labour reserves of Southern Africa, 

t h i s work has tended to be textual in nature and has focussed on the 

po l i t i ca l implications (Cl i f fe, 1977), household l i f e cyc le (Murray, 

1980; Sp iege l , 1980) or the patterns of land tenure ( Sp iege l , 1981). 

In addition, economists have paid scant attention to income inequality 

within the Black population, and have instead concentrated upon racial 

i n e q u a l i t i e s (iicGrath, 1984). As a r e s u l t , the extent of s o c i a l and 

economic d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n in the bantustans, and the s p e c i f i c form 

which i t takes has yet to be examined quantit ively, and has tended to 

be excluded from pol i t ica l - economic analys is of broader issues in 

the South A f r i c an soc i a l formation. These inc lude debates over 

u r b a n i s a t i o n , d e c e n t r a l i s e d i n d u s t r i a l i s a t i o n and i nc rea s i ng 

unemployment levels. 

Th i s paper argues, us ing survey data from KwaZulu, one of the most 

fragmented of the bantustans, that there i s cons iderab le i nequa l i t y 

amongst rural households, a lbe it at very low income levels, and that 

th is inequality i s related to the part ic ipat ion of rural households in 

1. Financial assistance by the Rural Urban Studies Unit, established 
by the HSRC i s hereby acknowledged. Views expressed and 
conc lu s i ons drawn are those of the author and should not be 
regarded as nece s s a r i l y r e f l e c t i n g those of the H.S.R.C. The 
author would l i k e to thank J i l l Na t t r a s s for her support and 
advice, Alan Peters with whom the or ig inal research was conducted, 
and Dave Perkins and Barbara Duffy for their help. 
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the wage economy of South Africa. In addition to this; i t i s possible 

to d i s t i n g u i s h a process of d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n in KwaZulu, whereby 

d i s t i nc t sets of social and economic relat ionships ex i s t both between 

different sub-groups/classes in the bantustans, as well as with the 

core economy. To provide some theoretical basis for an examination of 

the composition of the bantustan population, the notion of peasantry 

and of i t s d i f ferent iat ion wi l l be br ief ly outlined. 

Inequality and Differentiat ion in Rural Areas 

T h e o r e t i c a l l y , the c o m p o s i t i o n of the r u r a l p o p u l a t i o n in 

underdeveloped communities has been the subject of some debate, 

p a r t i c u l a r l y w i t h r e ga rd to the use of the term " p e a s a n t " . 

Genera l l y , i t has been accepted that the most common un i t of 

a g r i c u l t u r a l product ion in underdeveloped economies has been the 

household in which the domestic group j o i n t l y prov ides labour, 

possesses at least part of the means of production, and may dispose of 

at l e a s t part of the product of i t s labour (Friedmann, 1979, p.159). 

However, whi l s t some theorists claim that th is type of enterprise i s a 

character ist ic of a spec i f ica l ly peasant economy or "peasant mode of 

product ion " (Shanin, 1973, p. 64), others argue that t h i s has at best 

only a descriptive u t i l i t y , and that a far more rigourous analysis i s 

needed (Bernste in, 1979; Ennew, H i r s t and Tr ibe , 1977; Friedmann, 

1979). 

The chief unifying and d i s t ingu i sh ing character ist ic of the peasantry 

was i n i t i a l l y taken to be i t s use of family labour for production (the 
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household un i t ) and i t s p a r t i a l integrat ion into the market economy 

and rel ied strongly upon i t s contrast with commodity production (Uolf, 

1966). However, this approach does not take into account the internal 

d iv i s ion of labour within the household, whereby different members may 

occupy different posit ions v i s - a - v i s the market, and further, allows 

for cons iderab le v a r i a t i o n between the extremes of no market 

integration, and almost complete integration, with no specif ic level 

implied for any part icular group. As a result, th is "peasantry" might 

inc lude wealthy landowners, or "Ku laks " , as wel l as l and le s s ru ra l 

i nhab i tan t s , who re ly heav i ly upon the remit ted wages of those who 

have migrated in search of employment in the core economy. C l e a r l y , 

groups such as these w i l l be a f fected by i n t e r ven t i on in v a s t l y 

different ways, and indeed, benefits to one group might imply costs to 

the other. Th is w i l l then prevent any deductive a n a l y s i s of the 

dynamics and cond i t i ons of household reproduct ion (Friedmann 1979, 

p.166), and can lead only to loose g e n e r a l i s a t i o n s concerning the 

behaviour of a broad and unspecified "peasantry". 

In an attempt to overcome the vagueness inherent in the notion of the 

"peasantry " , recent debate has adopted Lenin's conceptualisation of 

s o c i a l d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n as a s t a r t i n g point. Th i s i n s i s t s that the 

i n te rna l compos i t ion and d i v i s i o n of labour w i t h i n households i s 

largely determined by the household's posit ion in the social formation 

and should not be seen as taking place in i so la t ion from the dominant 

relations of production. Further, i t i s been argued that the nature 

of an economic system, as a whole, can not be der ived from 

general is ing from demographic and economic dynamics of the individual 
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households (Ennew, H i r s t and Tr ibe , 1977), and indeed, that i t i s 

m i s lead ing to assume that household product ion can be theor ized 

without reference to the s p e c i f i c features of wider economic 

structures. I t i s this l ink between the agrarian based household and 

the economic system which has led to attempts to s i t ua te s tud ies of 

the "peasantry" within po l i t i ca l economy. 

Berns te in (1979) has fo l lowed the work of Enriew, H i r s t and Tr ibe, 

and has replaced the term "peasantry " wi th the concept of ' s imp le 

commodity p r o d u c e r s ' . By t h i s , he i s r e f e r i n g to a form of 

product ion, which has the i n te rna l r a t i ona l e of the f u l f i l m e n t of 

household subs i s tence , 1 which i s at l e a s t pa r t l y achieved by the 

production of commodities. The commodities can then be exchanged for 

other items, which are fu r ther incorporated into the households 

consumption, both as productive items, such as tools, as well as for 

i nd i v i dua l consumption, such as processed foods (Bernste in, 1979, 

p.425), or they can a l s o be d i r e c t l y consummed by the household as a 

part of i t s subs i s tence (Cheva l ier , 1982, p. 114). Th i s form of 

production has been called "commodity production without wage labour 

and c a p i t a l i s t p r o f i t " (Ennew, H i r s t and Tr ibe , 1977, p. 309). 

Further to the product ion of a g r i c u l t u r a l commodities, Berns te in 

(1979, p. 426) does a l s o a l low for the product ion of labour-power as 

the pr inciple commodity in labour-reserve areas, such as i s the case 

in the bantustans, a lthough reg re t tab l y t h i s po in t i s not expanded 

upon in his art ic le. 

1. In con t ra s t to c a p i t a l i s t commodity product ion which has the 
accumulation of capital as i t s internal rationale. 
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Friedmann provides some idea as to how this analys is can be furthered 

and p o i n t s out t ha t the idea of a " p e a s a n t r y " r e f e r e d to a 

he te rogeneou s and l oo se c o l l e c t i o n of g roups and c l a s s e s . 

Consequently, i t i s not possible to label a l l of these groups with the 

s i n g l e concept of s imple commodity producers as t h i s i s only one of 

the po s s i b l e ca tegor ie s into which household un i t s might f a l l , 

ins tead, she emphasises that household product ion, and thereby the 

composition of the rural population, can be adequately theorised with 

reference to the conditions in the larger economy, in part icular, the 

cap i ta l i s t relat ions of production (Friedmann, 1979, p.166). In th is 

way, d i f f e r e n t forms of i n t e g r a t i o n lead to a d i f f e r e n t i a t e d ru ra l 

population, in which some households may be entirely incorporated into 

a c a p i t a l i s t based economy as migrant workers; some p a r t i a l l y 

incorporated, through the sale of an agr icultural surplus, as simple 

commodity producers; and some marg ina l i sed , r e l i a n t upon s oc i a l 

welfare, charity or income transfers within the rural population, as a 

sort of a "lumpen-peasantariat" (Cooper, 1983, ch. 7). This requires, 

however, a r e -eva l ua t i on of who makes up the "peasantry " and of the 

relat ions which s t ra t i f y or differentiate this population 

lo do t h i s , tne concept of d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n should immediately be 

dist inguished from that of s t rat i f icat ion. Whilst the latter refers 

the determination of levels of inequal it ies, be i t with reference to 

incomes, output, or land and cattle ownership, d i f ferent iat ion goes 

beyond this to refer to inequal i t ies in terms of the relat ionships of 

p r o d u c t i o n , and the reby to the way i n wh ich h o u s e h o l d s are 

incorporated into the wider economy, iloreover, the processes whereby 
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t h i s i nco rpo ra t i on changes over time are a l s o included as a part of 

the dynamics of the economic system as a whole. In other words, a 

d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n a n a l y s i s should provide some i nd i c a t i on of c l a s s 

structure by reaching behind s t a t i s t i c s of inequality to reveal their 

p o l i t i c a l - e conom i c imp l i c a t i on s . Consequently, for a study of 

d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n in a p a r t i c u l a r reg ion, i t i s not s u f f i c i e n t to 

produce data showing a percentile ranking of inequality, without an 

a n a l y s i s of the i n t e r a c t i on of groups, whether c l a s s e s , or sub-

classes, in the rural political-economy. 

An adaptation of social d i f ferent iat ion has been derived from the work 

of Chayanov on the Rus s ian peasantry (Chayanov, 1966). While t h i s 

a n a l y s i s has been c r i t i c i z e d of exces s i ve demographic determinism 

elsewhere (Harr i son, 1977; M i l l e r , 1970), a b r i e f ou t l i ne i s 

neccessary for the purposes of t h i s paper. Chayanov used the 

changing demographic composition of the rural household as a basis for 

analys is whereby the household was seen to change i t s socio-economic 

p o s i t i o n over time as i t moved through a development or l i f e - c y c l e 

path. Th i s was determined by the to ta l f ami l y s i ze , the age/sex 

s t ruc tu re , a s o c i a l l y determined minimum standard of l i v i n g , and a 

sub jec t i ve value of any consumption and work which was beyond t h i s 

minimum. In t h i s way, as household members age and change t he i r 

economic status (for example, as wage labourers, peasant farmers or 

the economically inactive) so does the nature of the incorporation of 

the household into the nat iona l economy change, and therefore, i t s 

c l a s s grouping, economic behaviour and p o l i t i c a l a l leg iance. Four 

s tages in the household l i f e - c y c l e have been suggested. I n Stage I 
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ch i l d ren are too young to p a r t i c i p a t e in the labour process and the 

consumer/worker rat io increases as consumption needs r i se in the face 

of a fixed number of workers. In Stage I I consumption needs reach a 

maximum, but the number of workers begins to r i s e as ch i l d ren 

cont r ibute the i r labour. Stages I I I and IV are cha rac te r i sed by a 

f a l l i n g consumer/ worker ratio, as children leave the household, the 

household becomes fragmented, and labour i s withdrawn from peasant 

production (Deere and de Janvry, 1981, pp. 339-341). 

Due to the p a r t i c u l a r nature of the p o l i t i c a l economy in Southern 

Afr ica, both demographic and social concepts of d i f ferent iat ion would 

seem to be re levent. Amin (1974) has refered to Southern A f r i c a as 

the " A f r i c a of the labour re se rves " and as C l i f f e has noted, the 

A f r i c an populat ion in t h i s reg ion have p r i n c i p a l l y been in tegrated 

into the c a p i t a l i s t world economy through labour mig ra t ion , rather 

than by the d i r e c t product ion of commodities ( C l i f f e , 1978, p.326). 

In South A f r i c a t h i s has r e su l ted in a system of i n s t i t u t i o n a l i s e d 

migrant labour whereby most men osc i l l a te between their homes in the 

bantustans and the core of South A f r i c a in which they are employed 

for at least a part of their working l i ves (Magubane, 1975; Nattrass, 

1976; Holpe, 1972). Therefore, both d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n and income 

inequal it ies in these areas are direct ly determined by the nature and 

strength of the households' l inks to the wage economy,1 and the way in 

which these r e l a t i o n s h i p s would change over time. These in turn, 

1. I t should be recalled that labour migration has lead to a sexual 
d i v i s i o n of labour in which men are "workers " and women may be 
seen to f a l l in to one of the other peasant categor ies . Thus 
household members can be integrated into the national economy in 
an i n d i v i d u a l l y d i f f e r e n t i a t e d manner. 
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would determine the way in which households w i l l react to changes or 

intervention. 1 

Th i s process has led a number of w r i t e r s to re int roduce an adapted 

ve r s i on of Chayanov's development cyc le for the a n a l y s i s of the 

compos i t ion of the bantustans and other labour reserves in Southern 

Afr ica (Cooper, 1982; Hurray, 1981; Spiegel, 1980, 1981). This allows 

for changes in the households socio-economic posit ion according to 

the stage of i t l i fe cycle, but i s careful to i n s i s t on the importance 

of the soc i a l r e l a t i o n s of product ion preva lent at the c a p i t a l i s t 

core. By noting that involvement in migrant labour, access to tr ibal 

land and po l i t ica l family labour power are a l l related to the age/sex 

compos i t ion of the household, t h i s approach s ides teps the i s sue of 

demographic determinism and places the households posit ion in i t s l i f e 

cycle f irmly within the cap i ta l i s t labour process. In this way, the 

argument i s able to avoid the c r i t i c i sm of Chayanovian style analys is, 

and serves as a useful way in which the i n te rna l dynamics of the 

household can be understood wh i le r e t a i n i n g the importance of the 

social relations of production. 

From the above, a number of e s s e n t i a l quest ions emerge which are 

necessary for inclusion in the case study. F i r s t and foremost, what 

are the e x i s t i n g i n e q u a l i t i e s that e x i s t in KwaZulu, in terms of 

access to the factors of subsistence production, households income and 

1. For example, improvements in we l fa re t r an s f e r s would be most 
beneficial for households who are excluded from wage labour; the 
decen t r a l i s a t i o n of i ndus t r y would benef i t those who would be 
p repa red to commute from a r u r a l home; and w i d e s p r e a d 
un i on i s a t i on , those households who are heav i l y dependent upon 
migrant wages. 
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the labour power available to the household? Secondly, i s there i s any 

tendency for the concentration of wealth and income into the hands of 

a p r i v i l i g e d group, and i f so, what are the c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of t h i s 

group? Th i r d l y , to what extent are d i f f e r e n t types of ru ra l 

households intergrated into the core economy, and on what terms? From 

t h i s , i t i s important to re so l ve whether a l l or part of the sample 

population actually does comprise of a "peasantry", however loosely or 

ana l i t i ca l l y th is i s defined, or are the character ist ics of some other 

group or c l a s s more in evidence. Th i s should then c l a r i f y what are 

the predominant d i f f e r e n t i a t i n g r e l a t i o n s in ru ra l KwaZulu, and 

permit a breakdown of the sample based upon these. 

Inequality in Rural KwaZulu 

The case study of KwaZulu wi l l cons ist of two parts. In th is section, 

the extent and nature of inequality w i l l be examined so as to develop 

ways in which the sample can be s t rat i f ied. In the following section, 

va r ious p o s s i b l e groupings w i l l be d i s cu s sed in order to e s t a b l i s h 

whether d i f ferent iat ion does occur and along what l ines. The data to 

be used was gathered from some 1100 households surveyed in f ive rural 

mag i s t e r i a l d i s t r i c t s between 1983 and 1986. These areas were the 

Emzumbe, Hlanganani, Mapumulo and Nqutu magisterial d i s t r i c t s and part 

of the Inkanyezi magisterial d i s t r i c t corresponding to the ilbongolwane 

area. The sample s ize was approximately 200 Households in each area, 

with an estimated sampling rat io of between 1:72 and 1:117.1 

1. The popu lat ions of each area, taken from the Popu lat ion Census: 
1985, were as fol lows : - Emzumbe = 184 083; Hlanganani = 128 227; 
Mapumulo = 169 145; Mbongolwane/Inkanyezi = 142 643; Nqutu = 173 
511. 
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There i s some v a r i a t i o n between the areas, with Hlanganani and 

Mbongolwane both being "deep r u r a l " areas, with few roads and a 

dispersed settlement pattern, Emzumbe and Mapumulo having areas more 

densely se t t l ed and accessable to Durban, as well as more remote 

settlements in r iver val leys, and Nqutu closely interlocked into white 

con t r o l l ed South A f r i c a , wi th the major i ty of the populat ion 

concentrated into a number of v i l lage settlements.1 In addition this 

d i s t r i c t has been a receiving area for removed famil ies, 2 l i v ing in 

l and l e s s v i l l a g e s , which could more app rop r i a te l y be termed " ru ra l 

slums".3 The Betterment Planning and the removals contributed towards 

Nqutu having a far higher degree of landlessness than was the case in 

the other areas. Land les sness for the sample as a whole was 23 

percent and although the i n c l u s i o n of Nqutu, where 68 percent were 

landless, does bias this result, i t was fe l t that this d i s t r i c t should 

never the les s be reta ined in the study s ince i t i s representat i ve of 

the many areas of KwaZulu to which removals have occured. 

Other factors which might have an affect upon the composition of the 

household inc lude; small sugar-cane growing p ro jec t s , found in 

1. These v i l l a g e s were e s t ab l i s hed under a programme of ru ra l 
"development" known as Betterment Planning. Although or ig ina l l y 
intended to a r r e s t ru ra l degradat ion, i t has been argued that 
th i s scheme appears to have done l i t t l e more than to extend state 
control in rural areas (Yawitch, 1981). 

2. Most noteworthy in t h i s area was the resett lement camp of 
Nondweni. Both Nondweni and the denser settlement around Mondlo 
townshipwere included in the survey. 

3. Hlanganani has also received removed famil ies, with for example, 
the settlement of Compensation Farm (SPP, 1982, pp 380-394). 
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Emzumbe, Mapumulo1 and Hbongolwane;2 KwaZulu government run forestr ies 

in Emzumbe, which offer l imited employment oppo r tun i t i e s ; the coal 

m i n i n g i n d u s t r y near to Nqutu; and d e c e n t r a l i z e d i n d u s t r i a l 

development in Vryheid and Dundee near Nqutu, Stanger near Mapumulo, 

Eshowe and Is ithebe near Mbongolwane, and Port Shepstone near Emzumbe. 

In these areas, some workers were able to l ive at home in KwaZulu and 

to travel some 50 kilometers on a dai ly basis to their place of work 

in Natal as " f ront ier commuters". 

These v a r i a t i o n s g ive a broad overview of the cond i t i on s in ru ra l 

KwaZulu.^ However, despite d i f f e rence s in sett lement and land-use 

pat terns , a l l of the areas had s i m i l a r demogaphic p r o f i l e s , and 

appeared to be f u l l y integrated into the South A f r i c an economy. 

Extensive male out-migration began at 18 years of age, with 22 percent 

of t h i s age-group absent at the time of the survey, r i s i n g to 70 

percent by 26 yea r s , and sharp ly f a l l i n g of f a f t e r 60 years of age. 

1. For a description of cane-farming in Mapumulo, cf Cobbett, 1984; 
KFC, 1986, p.10; KFC, 1987, p.10. 

2. Sixty households involved in these projects were included in the 
survey, compr i s ing 5,3 percent of the tota l sample. I t was 
established during the field-work that these households received 
technical advice and assistance from the various sugar mi l l s and 
that some were hir ing local labour. 

3. I t must be stressed that although a probabi l i ty sampling technique 
was used, i t i s not possible to accurately generalize from these 
areas to the whole of KwaZulu. In addition, surveys of th is kind 
s u f f e r from a number of drawbacks. Notably, i t i s d i f f i c u l t to 
win the trust of respondents in the short time which i s avai lable 
d u r i n g an i n t e r v i e w . As a r e s u l t , i t i s l i k e l y the some 
in fo rmat ion may be understated or concealed, p a r t i c u l a r l y that 
concerning income, debt and l i v e s t o ck ho ld ings . I n add i t i on 
sample surveys tend to be i n f l e x i b l e and do not a l low for the 
i n i t i a t i v e s of the respondent, While every e f f o r t was made to 
minimise these problems in the KwaZulu surveys, the data should be 
seen as i n d i c a t i v e of broader t rends, and as complementary to 
more textual anthropological studies. 
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Over half of the total male population, aged between 18 to 60 years of 

age, was absent from the i r homes as migrant workers (57,7 percent), 

with l i t t l e regional variat ion being evident other than that Nqutu had 

fewer longer - term migrants and more front ier commuters. The average 

age of migrant men was 34 years. 

Rural households can be conven ient ly s t r a t i f i e d according to the i r 

a b i l i t y to engage in subs i s tence product ion, both ag ra r i an and 

pastoral, and their total income. I t would be anticipated that the 

former i s l a r ge l y determined by the households ' access to land, the 

ava i l ab i l i t y of labour power and traction power, usually in the form 

of c a t t l e , as well as the number of other l i v e s t ock un i t s , such as 

sheep, p i g s and goats. 1 In add i t i on to these f ac to r s , i t has been 

argued that successful subsistence product ion requ i res some cap i ta l 

s tock, or a regu lar cash income (Cobbe, 1982; de Wet, 1985; James, 

1987; Murray, 1978). Fur ther , as c a t t l e are regarded as a form of 

s a v i n g in b lack r u r a l a r ea s they can be s a i d to r e p r e s e n t a 

considerable stock of wealth. This relat ionship between cash income, 

which in a bantustan such as KwaZulu i s pr inc ipa l ly earned from wage 

labour, and subs i s tence product ion suggests that the combined 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s of land, l i v e s t o ck and household income cannot only 

ref lect s t rat i f i cat ion, but also show both d i f ferent ia l access to the 

means of subs i s tence product ion, as well as d i f f e r e n t i a l access to 

wage labour. Labour power on the other hand, i s partly dependent upon 

the s i z e of the household and the r a t i o of dependents to the 

1. These can be slaughtered for home consumption and for the sale or 
exchange of the meat, as well as sold l ive. 
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economica l l y a c t i v e , which in turn, are r e l a t e d to the stage of the 

household's l i f e - c y c l e . 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n s of each of these i n d i v i d u a l f a c t o r s amongst 

households in the KwaZulu survey i s given in Table 1. The Table also 

provides means for the s ize of landholding in hectares, the number of 

l ivestock units (LSU)1, annual cash income (excluding income derived 

from sub s i s t ence consumpt ion) 2 , the number of labour power u n i t s 

Table 1 

The Distr ibution of Land, Livestock, Labour and Household Cash Income 

% of Pop. 
in terms of 
access to 
each factor 

Landholding 

% of 
Total 

Livestock 

% of 
Tota l 

Labour Power 

% of 
Tota l 

Cash Income 

% of 
Tota l 

Bottom 202 0 0 9,8 4,2 

Bottom 40% 10, 0 0,14 22,9 13,0 

Top 20? 58, 3 71,4 20,3 51,1 

Top 5% 35, (1 32,1 11,4 21,0 

Mean of hh 1, ,4 h 5,0 LSU 5,28 LPU . R2 670 
with factor 
% hh w'out 23, ,1 39,1 NA NA 

1. F i ve smal l stock u n i t s (sheep, p i g s , goats ) equal one l i v e s t o c k 
un i t (LSU) 

2. Income data has been adjusted f o r i n f l a t i o n to the base year of 
1985 using the consumer price index for low income groups. 
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(LPU)1, and f i n a l l y , the percentage of households who have no 

l ivestock or land. 

The most noteworthy features of th i s table are: 

1. w i th respect to the d i s t r i b u t i o n of l andho ld i ng s , the top 5 

percent, rep re sent ing those w i th the l a r ge r p l o t s of land, 

control led 35 percent of land as against the bottom 40 percent, 

who had only garden p l o t s and pos se s sed 9 percent of the tota l 

land; the d i s t r ibut ion of l ivestock was also highly uneven, with 

the top 5 percent, w i th herds of 12 LSU or more, owning 32 

percent of the total herd, whereas the bottom 20 percent owned no 

an ima l s whatsoever and the bottom 40 percent owned only smal l 

stock; 

2. the d i s t r ibut ion of labour power was more even, with a mean per 

household of 5,28 and median of 4,9. However 10 percent of the 

sample had l e s s than 2,5 LPU, that i s to say, fewer than two 

adu l t s and one c h i l d of between 9 and 12 yea r s of age. These 

households were mostly comprised of e lder ly couples. The largest 

1. The measurement of labour power reproduces the work of Deere and 
de J a n v r y (1981, pp 343 - 345 ) , who w e i g h t e d the l a b o u r 
contribution of a l l household members according to their age. The 
weights are consistant for both men and women, and are as fol lows: 
0-3 year s = 0; 4-5 year s = 0,1; 6-8 yea r s = 0,3; 9-12 years = 0,5; 
13-17 year s = 0,8; 18-59 year s = 1,0; 60-65 year s = 0,8; 66-75 
yea r s = 0,5; 75+ yea r s = 0,3. Whi 1s t t h i s s ca le cannot be e a s i l y 
tested, and i s therefore based so le ly upon subjective observation, 
the contribution to household chores that i s made by the young and 
the e l d e r l y has been noted by a number of v i l l a g e s t ud i e s in 
Southern Afr ica (de Wet, 1985; Murray, 1981). For th is reason, i t 
i s f e l t that there i s j u s t i f i c a t i o n in u s i ng t h i s sca le as a 
indicator of the household's pos i t ion in i t s l i fecycle. F ina l ly , 
as the scale includes migrants, i t a l so provides in indicat ion of 
the household's labour market potential. 
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households in the top 5 percent on the other hand, had 9,5 LPU or 

more, w i th a maximum of 25,2 LPU. I t must be emphasized that a 

larger LPU does not necessary imply that a household i s in some 

way fo r tunate in terms of e i t he r income or q u a l i t y of l i f e . 

Indeed, households in the top 5 percent of t h i s rank ing had a 

mean p e r - c a p i t a income equal to two t h i r d s of the mean for the 

bottom 20 percent, although they had more than 5 times as many 

m ig ran t s . 1 Ranking by LPU does however mean that the top 

households have more labour a v a i l a b l e for f i e l d work, wage 

labour , home chores and so on, and are most l i k e l y to be in the 

second stage of the Chayanovian l i fe -cyc le , in which consumption 

needs have reached t he i r maximum (Deere and de Janvry, 1981, 

p.339); 

3. cash incomes were a l s o unevenly d i s t r i b u t e d a l though l e s s so 

than land or l ivestock, with the r ichest households in the top 5 

percent of the sample receiv ing 21 percent of total cash income 

wi th a range of between R7 693 and R21 083 per annum. I n 

contrast, the bottom 20 percent, receiv ing only 4 percent of cash 

income, had a range of between R30 and R888 per annum. 

4. the comparat i ve ly l a r ge number of households w i thout the 

necessary factors of subsistence production. Almost one quarter 

of the r u ra l households d id not have access to land, and 39 

1. The top 5 percent in terms of labour power had a mean per-capita 
income of R462 per annum and an average of 2,8 migrant workers per 
household. The bottom 20 percent on th i s scale had a per-capita 
income of R738 per annum and an average of 0,5 migrant workers per 
household. 
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percent d id not own any l i v e s t o c k . In a l l 16 percent of the 

samp le d i d not have a c c e s s to e i t h e r of the f a c t o r s o f 

subsistence production, and 30 percent did not have access to one 

or other of the necessary f a c t o r s , 7 percent w i th only s tock, 

and 23 percent only land. These households are l i m i t e d w i th 

regard to subsistence production; For example, wh i l s t the latter 

group could s t i l l plant, they may be severely constrained with 

regard to f u l f i l l i n g the tract ion requ i rements of c u l t i v a t i o n . 1 

Ha l f of the sample, c o n t r o l l i n g 88 percent of l i v e s t o c k and 75 

percent of avai lable land, had the minimum factors of production 

necessary for s e l f - s u f f i c i en t cu l t ivat ion; 

i. amongst households which d id have access to land, the average 

p l o t s i z e was only 1,4 hectare. Th i s i s well below the 4,6 

hectare of a rab le land which was suggested by the Toml inson 

Commiss ion as being ideal i n the mixed farming reg ions of the 

bantustans (Union of South Afr ica, 1955, p.116). In addition, 28 

percent of the l andho ld ing households had access to only 0,5 

hectare garden plots; 

6. amongst households which did own l ivestock, the mean herd s ize 

was 5,0 an imals . However, Bembridge (1979) has suggested that 

leas t 6 animals are needed to adequately meet any of the primary 

s u r v i v a l and subs i s tence needs, such as food product ion and 

draught; 

1. These households could h i r e or borrow c a t t l e or t r a c t o r s , or 
plough by hand. For each of these a l ternat ives ploughing might be 
completed later, or cash funds might not be available. In either 
case, the costs of planting are s i gn i f i c an t l y increased. 
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The most important conclusions which can be drawn from this tablf are 

as fol lows: 

1. A l though termed r u r a l , a l a rge percentage of the sample 

population could not rea l ly be considered as subsistence farmers 

as they l a c k e d one or both o f the n e c e s s a r y f a c t o r s of 

agr icu l tura l production. While i t i s poss ib le that some of those 

households could borrow or lease land and l ivestock, i t fol lows 

that the majority must rely upon non-farm income generation such 

as from wage labour and t r a n s f e r payments. Moreover, amongst 

those households who d id have access to both r u ra l f a c t o r s of 

p roduct ion , average land ho ld i ng and herd s i z e were below the 

minimum estimated for economic v i ab i l i t y . 

2. With regard to the impact of development projects, those who have 

neither land nor l ivestock can benefit only from non-agricultural 

employment creation and improved welfare services, such as the 

provis ion of clean water or better access to medical care. Those 

who lack, or do not have su f f i c i en t of one or other factor could 

benefit from a red i s t r ibut ion of agr icu l tura l resources, such as 

through the provis ion of subsidised ploughing, the real locat ion 

of land or the formation of co-operative farming organisations. 

However, g i ven that only 65 percent of the l andho lder s w i th 

access to land had actually planted a l l of their land, and some 

20 percent had not p lanted at a l l , i t i s c l ea r that there are 
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widespread constraints upon cu l t i vat ion beyond simply access to 

these basic factors of production.1 

3. I n add i t i on , the data a l s o show that the sample i s h i gh l y 

s t r a t i f i e d , both w i th regard to access to the i n d i v i d u a l 

s ub s i s t ence f a c t o r s of p roduct ion , as wel l as i n terms of cash 

income. Casual inspection of the data suggests that inequal i t ies 

are most extreme in the case of l ivestock, and least in the case 

of labour power. The former may be a r e s u l t of household ' s 

s av ing in the form of l i v e s t o c k , and would therefore represent 

the character i s t ic d i s t r i b u t i o n of wealth, a s i m i l a r r e s u l t to 

that noted in Lesotho (Murray, 1978, p.130). 

As i t might be expected that d i f fe rent ia t ion in the rural areas would 

lead to the concentration of a l l agr icu l tura l resources into the hands 

of a pr iv i ledged group, the extent to which l ivestock, land and cash 

income are accummulated jo int ly i s indicated in Table 2. This Table 

shows the relat ionship between the cash income of the household and 

whether i t has access to one, both or ne i the r of the subs i s tence 

factors of production. 

Unexpectedly the Table shows that a smaller percentage of the poorest 

income group did not have access to these factors than was the case 

amongst households in the w e a l t h i e s t two groups (12 percent and 28 

percent r e s p e c t i v e l y ) . Desp i te t h i s , a s i m i l a r p ropor t i on of 

1. Bet te r o p p o r t u n i t i e s f o r income generat ion as migrant workers 
appeared to be the most c l e a r l y d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e reason fo r t h i s 
under u t i l i s a t i on , although "the drought" was frequently given as 
a primary motivation. 
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households in a l l groups had access to both factors, and i t i s those 

who have one or other of land and l i v e s t o c k , which decrease 

p r o p o r t i o n a l l y as cash income r i s e s . Th i s s ugge s t s that h igher 

incomes appear to be associated with an increasing degree of 

Table 2 

Access to the Subsistence Factors of Production (Subs FoP) 

and Cash Income Group 

Income Group % Pop. with % Pop. with % Pop. with 
in Cash Terms no access one Subs both Subs 

to Subs FoP FoP FoP 

Poorest 20% 12,4 33,0 54,5 
Poorest 40? 12,7 33,3 54,0 
Richest 20% 28,0 22,2 49,8 
Richest 5% 28,3 22,6 49,1 

Total 100% 16,1 30,0 53,9 

n = 1098 

s p e c i a l i s a t i o n , e i t he r towards an e x c l u s i v e p a r t i c i p a t i o n in wage 

labour, or towards the ownership of both s ub s i s t ence f a c t o r s of 

production in conjunction with wage labour. When the actual s izes of 

l andho ld ing and herd are examined, there i s a tendency for the 

wealthier groups to own more. This i s shown in Table 3 which provides 

the means of the s ize of landholding, the number of l ivestock owned, 

and the labour power value of the household, for each income group. 
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Table 3 

Land, Livestock and Labour by Cash income Group 

income group 
in cash terms 

liean Landsize 
(hectare) 

Livestock 
(LSU) 

Labour Power 
(LPU) 

Poorest 20% 
Poorest 40% 
Richest 20% 
Richest 5% 

1.2 
1.3 
1.8 
3,1 

4,94 
4,36 
6,64 
9,31 

4,87 
4,86 
5,74 
6,32 

n = 1114 

Although tne proportion of l and le s s households in each income group 

i n c rea se s from one f i f t h of the poores t 40 percent to two f i f t h s of 

the r ichest 5 percent, landholdings were notably larger in the higher 

income groups. In the case of l ivestock, households with no animals 

were evenly d istr ibuted at around 40 percent of each income group, but 

aga in herd s i z e s were l a r ge r f o r the r i c h e r households. F i n a l l y , 

labour power s i z e a l s o i n c rea se s , a l though the l a r g e s t households 

(those with more than 9,5 LPU) were d istr ibuted throughout a l l of the 

income groups. This concentration of land and l i v e s t o c k a s s o c i a t ed 

w i th l a r ge r households, sugges t s that there i s a tendency f o r 

wealthier households to f a l l into the Chayanovian "Stage I I " o r "Stage 

I I I " per iod of the l i f e - c y c l e , in which b igger households command 

both a g r i c u l t u r a l re sou rces and h igher cash incomes. In con t r a s t , 

households in the poorer groups tend towards e i t he r "Stage I " or 

"Stage IV " , in which f am i l y s i z e i s r e s p e c t i v e l y , i n c r e a s i n g or 

decreas ing , and a g r i c u l t u r a l re sources and incomes are either s t i l l 
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accumulating or d i ss ipat ing. 

Having examined the r e l a t i o n s h i p between household cash income and 

access to s ub s i s t ence f a c t o r s of p roduct ion , i t remains to con s ide r 

the productive use to which these assets are put. That i s to analyse 

the amount and importance of "peasant production", or what Bernstein 

(1979) r e f e r s to as " s imp le commodity p roduct ion " . To do t h i s , a 

surroyate income from peasant production was calculated. Cash incomes 

from the sale of farm produce, including sugar cane; incomes from a l l 

informal type a c t i v i t i e s carried out with in rural KwaZulu; and a value 

equivalent income from consumed agr icu l tura l products, were summed.1 

The latter value was also added into cash income so as to form a total 

household income. Although t h i s c a l c u l a t i o n inc reased mean annual 

income by only R100, i t i nc reased the p r opo r t i on of surveyed 

households who derived on income from agr iculture from 22 percent to 

85 percent. This income f igure w i l l be used in a l l further analys i s . 

A comparison of the number of households in the poorest and wealthiest 

qu int i le who were in receipt of some income from peasant production, 

showed that there was no s t a t i s t i c a l difference between.these groups, 

s ugge s t i ng that h igher incomes ne i ther i nc rea se nor decrease the 

1. Informal a c t i v i t i e s included s e r v i c e s performed in r u ra l a reas , 
t rad i t ional craft work, auto repair and so on. No attempt was 
made to impute va lues i n to g i f t s / t r a n s f e r s made in re tu rn fo r 
s e r v i c e s such as g r i n d i n g maize, f e t ch i n g water or washing 
clothes. Although, i t i s l i ke l y that such transfers form a large 
p ropo r t i on of household income amongst the poorer househo lds , 
measurement of these i s extremely unrel iable. Imputed values for 
home consumption are also at best very rough estimates. In th is 
survey, values were derived from aggregated reta i l prices in rural 
KwaZulu for l ivestock, dried maize and other garden products. 
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incidence of such production.1 Nevertheless, Table 4, containing data 

showing the composition of household income according to income group, 

shows that the abso lute amount of income der ived from peasant 

production increases markedly as income increases. 

Table 4 

Composition of Total Annual Household Income by Income Group 

Wages & 
Remittances 

Pensions & 
Transfers 

Peasant 
Production 

Misce l -
laneous2 

Total 
Income 
Groups Mean 

Rand 
% ilean % 

Rand 
Mean 
Rand 

% Mean % 
Rand 

Annual 
Income 

Poorest 20% 
Poorest 4U% 
Richest 20% 
Richest 5% 

308 
539 

5288 
9331 

(49,2) 
(57,9) 
(76,8) 
(82,7) 

155 
178 
447 
503 

(24,8) 
(19,1) 
( 6,5) 
( 4,5) 

92 
114 
428 
671 

(14,7) 
(12,2) 
( 6,2) 
( 5,9) 

71 (11,3) 
100 (10,8) 
723 (10,5) 
781 ( 6,9) 

626 
931 

6 886 
11 286 

Total Rand 2021 (73,6) 348 (12,7) 211 ( 7,7) 165 (6,0) 2 745 

n=1114 

The poores t 20 percent of the sample had a mean income from peasant 

production of R92 per annum which increased by more than seven times 

t h i s amount, to R671 for the r i c h e s t 5 percent. However, when 

expressed as a proportion of total household income, that derived from 

1. Chi Square t e s t r e s u l t s are: x 2 = 3,616, d f= l . However, 28 
percent of the wealthiest group derived an income from informal 
sector product ion as a g a i n s t only 13 percent of the poores t 40 
percent, and 57 percent of the w e a l t h i e s t group der ived a cash 
income from farming as against only 11 percent in the case of the 
poores t 40 percent. Thus i t would seem that the compos i t ion of 
income from peasant production does d i f fe r by income group. 

2. This includes income from the rental of accommodation, charity and 
loans as well as income from unspecified sources. 
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peasant p roduct ion dec l i ne s from 15 percent to only 6 percent. In 

contrast, income from wages and remittances increases proport ional ly 

from under 50 percent to almost 83 percent in the case of the r ichest 

5 percent. Indeed, in abso lu te terms, t h i s group rece ived t h i r t y 

t imes the income from t h i s source than d id the poorest group. 

Pensions and other transfers, and miscellaneous incomes increased in 

abso lu te terms, but, as w i th peasant income, decreased as a 

proportion of total income. 

Thus wages are by fa r the most important component of income, and 

moreover th is importance increases for the higher income groups. This 

i s supported by the f ac t that 44 percent of the households in the 

poores t group d id not rece ive any income from wages whereas a l l 

households in the r i ches t group had at least one wage earner/remitter. 

I h i s means that income from wages are the biggest s t r a t i f y i ng force. 

Fu r ther , a l though h igher incomes do not n e c e s s a r i l y improve the 

l i ke l ihood of access to the subsistence factors of production, nor the 

l ike l ihood of generating an income from peasant production, the income 

and output wnich can be derived from th i s source i s much larger in the 

h igher income groups. This sugges t s that households wi th a h igher 

to ta l income, and the re fo re a l a r ge r income from wages, tend to be 

better equipped for peasant p roduct ion than poorer households , but 

that th i s production forms a smaller part of their income. 

I n order to f o r m a l i s e the i n t e r - r e l a t i o n sh i p s between the var iables 

discussed thus far, the las t section w i l l consider ways in which the 
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sample can be regrouped. Taking into account the inequal i t ies already 

i d e n t i f i e d , i t i s hoped that the r e l a t i v e p o s i t i o n s of d i f f e r e n t 

household types v i s - a - v i s the nat iona l economy can be deduced from 

these sub-d iv i s ions . 

Dif ferent iat ion in Rural KwaZulu. 

Based upon d i f fe r ing c r i ter ion, i t i s poss ib le to identify a number of 

ways in which the sample could be appropriately sub-divided. Two of 

the more important a l ternat ives are f i r s t l y , d iv i s ion by access to 

wage income and access to the subsistence factors of production; and 

secondly, d i v i s i on by the scale of peasant production. From these, 

the fol lowing groupings are suggested: 

(A) Wages/Subsistence Factors of Production. 

1) Households with no wage earnings, 

2) Households with wage earnings, but no subsistence factors, 

3) Households with both wage earnings and subsistence factors. 

(B) Peasant Production / Simple Commodity Production. 

1) Households with no income from peasant production, 

2) Households with below average income from peasant production, 

3) Households with above average income from peasant production. 

A t h i r d c a t e g o r i z a t i o n s u g g e s t s i t s e l f s p e c i f i c a l l y f o r the 

Natal/KwaZulu s ituation. This i s based upon access to employment as 

f ront ier commuters and opportunities for the cu l t ivat ion of sugar-cane 

and/or other agr icultura l products which have been exchanged for cash. 

Thus; 
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(C) Frontier Conmuters / Cash-crop cult ivat ion. 

1) Households with neither commuters nor cash-crop cult ivat ion, 

2) Households with commuters, 

3) Households with cash-crop cu l t ivat ion, 

4) Households with both commuters and cash-crop cult ivat ion. 

F ina l ly , since income serves as a useful means of s t rat i f i cat ion, and 

by v i r t u e of i t s compos i t ion, a l s o appears to r e f l e c t a number of 

important d i f ferent iat ing mechanisms1, i t would be useful to consider 

the soc io-economic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the income groups which were 

used i n Table 3. Thus; 

(0) Income Groups 

1) Poorest twenty percent 

2) Poorest forty percent 

3) Richest twenty percent 

4) Richest f ive percent 

Clearly there i s an extent to which these categories w i l l overlap, and 

in no way should t h i s d i v i s i o n be thought to be exc lu s i ve . Indeed, 

the development-cycle theorists might argue that over time a household 

may move through any or a l l of these groups. Table 5 prov ides a 

summary of the soc io-economic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s of the households i n 

each of the suggested groupings. As 30 of the 130 households 

producing a cash crop also had a commuting worker, i t was decided to 

1. For example, access to wages, pensions, agr icultural production 
and so on. 
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co l l ap se these into one category of cash crop producers as d i s t i n c t 

from those with commuters only. Further, the character ist ics of the 

poorest 20 percent and poorest 40 percent were suf f ic ient ly s imi lar to 

warrant presenting data only for the latter group. 

Table 5 

Selected ClBracteri sties of Grafts 

Characteristic Wages & Subs FcP Peasant Production Commute/Cashcrcps Income Groups 

No Wags Wage None B'lw Ab'v None Cash Commu Bttm Top Top 
Wage only & FcP mean nean crop -ters 40 % 20 % 5 % . 

Total Income (R) 1381 4232 2858 3087 2327 3789 2416 3665 3384 931 6886 11 286 
% Wages of Total 0,00 92,5 83,6 80,0 76,8 e4,7 72,5 71,3 78,2 57,9 76,8 82,7 
% H/h who save 12,0 30,2 22,6 15,6 18,9 32,0 18,2 27,7 28,9 8,6 50,2 70,9 

LPU 5,05 5,04 5,36 5,33 5,03 5,86 5,15 5,37 5,67 4,81 5,78 6,26 
Worker Ratio 0,26 0,42 0,33 0,36 0,33 0,31 0,29 0,33 0,51 0,29 0,40 0,56 
Age Ratio 0,10 0,05 0,08 0,07 0,08 0,08 0,08 0,08 0,06 0,08 0,06 0,07 

% Landless 46,4 100 24,1 69,3 18,3 11,0 24,0 0,0 34,5 17,6 35,7 41,8 
l-lean Land (h) 1,34 0,0 1,34 0,80 1,14 1,95 1,23 2,12 1,37 1,24 1,78 3,06 
% Stockless 46,4 100 24,1 79,4 38,2 19,0 37,6 29,2 51,2 43,9 41,6 38,2 
Mean LSU 5,00 0,0 5,00 3,00 4,00 7,40 4,60 5,99 5,80 4,20 6,80 9,30 

n= 209 149 725 141 726 232 771 130 211 442 221 55 
% total sanple 19,3 13,8 66,9 12,8 66,1 21,1 69,3 11,7 19,0 40,0 20,0 5,0 

A comparison of the annual incomes of the d i f f e r e n t groups aga in 

points to a special izat ion amongst the higher income groups as was 

noted for Table 2 above. Income peaks occur for those with wages 

only, those with frontier commuters, those with above average income 

from peasant product ion, and those with an income from the sa le of 

cash crops. Thus, average incomes were higher for those households 

with very strong l inks to cap i ta l i s t core economy through wage labour 
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and fo r those h o u s e h o l d s w i t h more s u c c e s s f u l a g r i c u l t u r a l 

involvement. In cont ras t , income troughs occur amongst the more 

marginalised households, that i s to say, those with no income at a l l 

from wages and those with a below average income from peasant 

production. Nonetheless, in a l l cases i t would seem that the extent 

to which a household i s i n te rg ra ted into the wage economy i s the 

p r i n c i p l e fac tor a f f e c t i n g the amount of income that the household 

derives from a l l sources, although income from peasant and cash crop 

production can improve household income in a minority of cases. Where 

t h i s does occur however, i t i s i n conjunct ion with wage labour and 

does not supplement wages as the l a r g e s t component of income. For 

those groups who received a wage, t h i s made up more than ha l f of 

household income, and in the case of those with no subsistence factors 

of production, those with no income from peasant production, and the 

r i c h e s t 5 percent, wages comprised over 80 percent of income. Not 

surpr i s ing ly, saving behaviour followed a s imi lar pattern, other than 

that the more succes s fu l peasant farmers had the t h i r d h i ghes t 

incidence of formal savings, exceeded only by the two r ichest income 

groups with, respectively, 50 percent and 71 percent of the households 

in each group saving.1 

Turning to the demographic composition of the household, and the stage 

of i t s l i f e - c y c l e , three ind ices are inc luded in the Table. These 

are, Labour Power Un i t s as determined in Table 1, a s imple worker 

r a t i o , based upon the number of economica l ly ac t i ve members in the 

household divided by the number of economically inactive, and an age 

1. Th i s i s s imply due to the fac t that sav ings are a funct ion of 
i ncome. 
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rat io, calculated by the number of household members over 60 years of 

age divided by the size of the household. 

Households in the r ichest 5 percent tended to be larger, with a higher 

worker ratio, in other words, with fewer dependents per worker. This 

indicates that these households are most probably in the Chayanovian 

Stage I I I . In contrast, households in the poorest 40 percent and with 

no wages were smaller, and had far more dependents per worker whereas 

those with wages only although small, had a much higher worker ratio. 

This suggests that the latter are younger households in Stage I of the 

l i f e - c y c l e , and the former are o lder households in Stage IV. Th i s 

would seem to be supported by the age-ratios of the groups. F inal ly, 

l a r ge r households were a l s o in evidence amongst those with above 

average income from peasant production, a factor which n ight in i t s e l f 

be a contributing factor towards th is income. 

With regard to the agr icultural ab i l i t y of households, amongst those 

groups w i th land, p l o t s i z e s were l a r g e s t in the r i c h e s t 5 percent, 

those producing a crop for sa le , and the more success fu l peasant 

producers. S tockho ld ings fo l lowed a s i m i l a r pattern, although the 

more successful peasant producers had more animals than those who were 

producing a cash crop. 

Conclusion 

The overall picture which emerges from the case study of KwaZulu i s ; 

(1) The most important factor which structures the total income of 
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households in a l l groups i s access to wage employment. Indeed, 

those without t h i s income form the most poor group, wi th an 

income which i s half the average of the total sample. 

(2) Peasant production, including the production of commodities does 

a l low a m inor i t y of households to increase t he i r income and to 

save, both in the tradit ional form of cattle, as well as at banks 

and building societies. Nonetheless, these households are s t i l l 

heavily re l iant upon wage income. 

(3) Households who were marg ina l i sed , in the sense that they were 

excluded from the wage economy, or were l e s s s u c c e s s f u l l y 

combining wage labour wi th some peasant product ion, had lower 

incomes and were less l i ke ly to have any kind of savings. 

Th i s conf i rms the importance of the arguments of those t h e o r i s t s 

advocating the use of a social d i f ferent iat ion analysis. Amongst a l l 

groups in the bantustans, the r e l a t i o n s of c a p i t a l i s t product ion in 

white c on t r o l l ed South A f r i c a are c l e a r l y the dominant forces 

s t r u c t u r i n g the ru ra l populat ion. Even those who are able to make 

productive use of their land and l ivestock are fu l ly intergrated into 

th is system, whereas those who are apparently excluded, suffer most 

from t h i s very exc lu s i on . I t i s suggested therefore, that the 

emp i r i ca l ca tegor ie s above can be very roughly co l l ap sed into the 

following theoretical typography. 

(A) P ro l i t a r i a t - wholly committed to wage labour, some 10 to 
15 percent of the sample; 

(B) Simple Commodity Producer - able to farm, although also 
engaged in wage labour, some 10 to 15 percent of the 
sample; 
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(C) P r o l o - p e a s a n t r y / p e a s a n t a r i a t - the a r c h t y p a l 
migrant labourer, unable to farm effect ively but unable 
to forsake a g r i c u l t u r e as a l a s t r e so r t , some 60 to 70 
percent of the sample; 

(D) L u m p e n - p e a s a n t a r i a t - m a r g i n a l i s e d and poor , 
r e l y i n g upon t r a n s f e r s , c h a r i t y and on o t h e r 
survival strategies, some 15 to 20 percent of the sample; 

Of course, any categorization such as th is i s s tat ic and neglects the 

dynamics of a soc ia l system, but as the l i f e - c y c l e t h e o r i s t s have 

argued, having picked out the pr inciple mechanism/engine of change in 

the rura l areas (the supply of labour power) the movements of 

households can now be broadly deduced from the i r soc iog raph ic 

compos it ion. Further, as noted in the theo re t i ca l i n t roduc t i on of 

t h i s paper, the rura l popu lat ion does not e x i s t in i s o l a t i o n of the 

social forces in the wider economy. Thus, the groups w i l l be affected 

by factors such as increasing urbanization and r i s i ng unemployment in 

d i f f e r e n t ways. For example, i t could be expected that those 

households wi th the s t r onge s t l i n k s to the wage economy and the 

weakest l inks to subsistence/peasant production wi l l be most inclined 

to surrender any land r i g h t s , and to move in to semi-urban areas. 

Interest ing ly, the case study has shown that th is group i s amongst the 

wea l t h i e s t , and i s l i k e l y to have the means to meet the costs of 

u rban i za t ion . Unemployment, on the other hand, w i l l have the most 

serious impact upon those households with only one employed member and 

with l i t t l e or no peasant production. Should these households lose 

the i r access to a wage income, they may wel l f a l l in to the poorest 

group, the " l umpen-p ro le ta r i a t " . At the same time, the chances of 

ever moving out of the i r p o ve r t y - s t r i c ken p o s i t i o n w i l l become 

increasingly remote for those already in th i s group. 
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Unfortunately, the typology i s able to only s ingle out the more eas i ly 

d i s t i n g u i s h e d groups and i s unable to breakdown the migrant group, 

some 60 - 70 percent of the to ta l . Consequently i t i s d i f f i c u l t to 

decide whether the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of t h i s typology c on s t i t u t e s the 

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of c l a s s format ion in the bantustans. Poverty was 

prevalent in al l groups, and most households would have been involved 

in the migrant labour system at some per iod in the i r l i f e - c y c l e . 

C e r t a i n l y , i t i s impos s ib le to conceptua l i se any of the sample from 

KwaZulu as c o n s t i t u t i n g a "peasantry " in Shan in ' s or Wol f ' s terms, 

somehow d i s t i n c t from wage labourers. I t would seem that fu r ther 

research taking into account factors such as work h i s tor ies , l inks to 

urban set t lements , un i on i s a t i on and p o l i t i c a l a f f i l i a t i o n , i s 

necessary before the s t r a t i f i c a t i o n d i s cus sed in t h i s paper can be 

ascribed to a process of class formation. 

F ina l ly , the case-study has shown that any expectation that the rural 

population as a whole would have s imi lar resources, goals, needs and 

expectations i s false. Indeed, with regard to developmental projects 

or intervention in rural areas, on the basis of the data i t would seem 

that a g r i c u l t u r a l based development can at best, only bene f i t those 

households who have the necessary factors of production, which in the 

case of the sample, was l e s s than a quarter of the populat ion. In 

add i t i on , only those few high income households who are a l s o 

generat ing an income from peasant product ion are in a p o s i t i o n to 

fu l ly benefit from agricultural inputs. Provis ion of these may well 

have the undesirable effect of widening rural inequal i t ies and would 
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probably lead to the entrenchment of a pr iv i leged group of small scale 

cu l t ivators amidst a massive population of the famil ies of longer-term 

migrant workers, and a growing "reserve army" of the unemployed. 
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