esser extent for Zimbabwe and Namibia, Stephanie Urdgng discusses the
novements’ ideclogical commitment 1o the liberation uf womern, thcir
sirang emphasis on the political moebilizati
important reles in the armed resistance. |
led to important roles for women in the
but in most cases it is still too soon to tefl whether womeh will retain their /
power and how the proposed changed in productiop/wiil affect women/
In most African countries today, African omcn(kﬁ‘k polm 41
ower bds s hifted f;om

power. Chapter 9 points out that
village and lineage to the centrafized nalion-sfhte, po |,s have b;comc
even further removed from tht arenas m%mh wamen have llad in-
fluence. Less than two or thrde percent ofAhe loP eadership i in /A frican
countries is female. One political forun for Af u:'m womc:)/s issues is
the national women's dwsodiation or thg/womeg's branch of,lthe national
political party. The stregigths and lfitationy” of these organizations in
. articulating women’s inferests are difcussed/in Chaplers Oand 5.
Despite woemen's Jack of pow;.fr public policy continues 10 have an
enormaus impact onAvomen’s status. Twb factors have led to increasing
corcern among polity-makers Wilh wopien's issues /fhc crisis in African
food production/and the JZressur of the 1pternanonal ferninist
movement. Yel/ policies de51gne- to mcrgase food producuon
‘may affect wongen farmer /elthe sitively or flepatively, depending-on
how centrol of productio and th rewards a/labor are divided between
men and worten. In disdussing fus prabl eny Chapter 11 returns tothe
theme of the sex dwm nef lab rin agrlculture elaborated in Ci 1aptcrs !
and 2. e
In Cliapter 11 Barbara I{ewm summarizes the impact on women of
land tengire chan és settlgment schephes, extension services, disaster
relief, rogical infiovations. ;Technological change is a particul- ‘
arly complex sulfject and/deserves tgrbe better understood. Lewis points
out that innovafions su;:gi as cooperz?twely owned corn mills have in some

ome cases these faclors have /

case hghlene women’s labor, ye}fm other cases machine-powered mills

and/presses have thregtened to displace women’s vilal cottage industries
and create whemployment, smc:r.j women have neither the capital Lo own
thel hew mills nor/access alternative jobs. Finally, Chapter 11
compares E;ree curfent dcve}épment projects: one which has worked to
the disadvantage of women and two which-promise, despite obstacles, to
benefit th Th fa(.lOl‘SfWthh lie behind the differ ;g culcomes are
analyzed, The book concludes with the hope that Afri an planners and
international aid donors will make more extensive cfforts to design
projects which will bm}g genuine benelits 1o Africa’s wromen,

;

Notes |

| The major source for this was is Meillassoux (1981).

2 For a full dlscussmn of this issue and a review of recent literature in the field,
see Strobel 1982]

3 This divisioh of men’s and women’s roles was first proposed as universal by
Michelle.Eosaldo, ‘Woman, Culture and Society: A Tlleoretlcal Overview', in
Rosaldo and Lamphere (1974).
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Afrlcazl women in the economy

1 Women in the rural economy:
past, present, and fufure

Jeanne K. Henn

The greal majorily of African women are farmers. Mosl days 1hey mist
work in the ficlds from four Lo eight hours, aided only by a simple hoe, i
order o provide their families’ basic food. They must also work a second
labor day letehiing {irgwood and water, and drying, shelling, storing-and
cooking the food . from their gardcns all the while caring for their
children. |

The rural woman’s labor day.has changed little since the pre-.
colonial era; C\tctpl “that today il is. longer and therefore harder. The
social constraints which shaped a woman's economic and domestic work
in the pre-colonial pcrlod still hold, although modified by the colonizl
integration -of African rural economies into international economic
systems. This- chapler examines the impact” of pre-colonial socio-
economic S‘lruciurcs and of colonial changes on today’s rural African
women and on the work they do.

Reader§ should be aware that research into pre- ~colonial traditions is
a hazardous exercise. Social systems and cultural practices were
obviously changing throughout the period due to internal contradictions,
the inlerpenetration of different societies, and a millenium of long
distance trade wilh the outside world, -Source materials on African
societies in the pre-colonial era are both scarce and problematic. Written
records of eighleenth and nineteenth centlury observers are mainly
reports of oulsiders such as travelers and European anthropologists.
There are more studies from the colonial peried which are often informa-
live but also limited by the biases of Lhe colonial mentality, especiaily
racism and sexism. Finally there are more recenlt studies by both foreign
and African scholars based on oral history and inlerviews with old
people who can recall various. traditions from the early twenticth
century, All these sources have their limitations, as informants some-
times attempl Lo reinterpret ‘tradition’ 1o supporl their own positions in
social struggles, such as those between men and women.

Pre-colonial period

Economic systems

Food farming in pre-cotonial Africa was almosi everywhere a system of _
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shifting hoe culture. A new field of one to lwo acres was cleared in forest
or bush land once or twice a year. After two or three crops had been
produced, the field was abandoned or left (o fallow for I3 to 20 years.

This type of farming system required either low popuiatioln density and -
plenty of virgin land or the periodic migration of the community to new

areas when the land was exhausted. The perpelual need for new farm
jand and also the episodic dangers posed to small staleless societies by
expanding or slaving states made migration a perennial feature of most
people’s lives.

Men's role in extensive hoe agriculture was commonly limited to the
heavy land-clearing phase, but they also playeda military role in defend-
ing and acquiring land—a relatively frequent requirement with shifting

" agriculture. Women usually carried out all the major farming tasks—
breaking up the soil, planting, weeding, harvesting, and carrying Lhe

" harvest home—with little or no male help. African shifting -griculiure is

¢

A

~

commonly reférred to as a woman’s farming system (Bos: up; 1970).

In contrast, a small number of African socicties praciwed an inten-
sive form of hoe agriculture, fertilizing their land or falic-ving for very
short periods. Intensive agriculture was found in mourrainous areas
where volcanic soils had high natural fertility, and in ar~as where iri=
vaders or aggressive neighbors had nushed smaller grour. - into limited
landspaces. Due to the use of organic fertilizers, the terracing of slopes,
the maintenance of water control systems, and systems o :rop rolation
involving close planting and more careful weeding; intensive farming
systems usually demanded more labor than women could supply alone,
Thus combined male and female food farming (usually with a sexual
division of specific tasks) was more common among intensive than
among extensive farmers.

Farming systems in which men performed the buik of the work with
little or no female help were rare in pre-colonial Africa. Male hoe farm-
ing was found in the savannah region whicl forms the southern border
of the Saraha desert, for example among the Senufo described In
Chapter 2, and among the Yoruba peoples of soulhwestern Nigeria and
Benin (Dahomey), In some of these cases, Isiamic women lived in house-
hold seclusion (purdah), while in the Yoruba case they worked in food
processing, (rade, and handicrafts. Oxen-plow cultivation was even more
rare in the pre-colonial peried, but where it existed, for example in
Ethiopia and in a few cases in southern Africa, men sometimes look over
most of the agricultural labor. '

We can get an impression of the relative importance of women'’s,
men’s, and mixed sex farming systems from Map 1, criginally published
by Hermann Baumann in 1928, Baumann studied the sexual division of
labor in 140 African societies described in anthropological studies and
travelers’ reports from the pre-colonial and early colonial-periods. He
found that women did all the field work, except clearing, in 40 percent of
the cases, men did most of the work in 15 percent, while mixed sex farm-
ing systems prevailed in 45 percent (Baumann, 1928 308-16). Women's
farming systems dominated in tropical rain forests such as the Congo
basin and were also common in Central, Eastern, and Southeastern
Africa,

——e+ —t — —_—
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Women's Farming Systems

EETHE] Mixed Sex Farmlng Systems

Men's Farming Systems

Muap 1: The sexual division of labor in African agriculture qrbund 1900
Source: Hermann Bawmann, ‘The Division of Work according 1o Sex in
African Floe Culture', Alfrica, I, 1928, 293. '

Agriculture was combined with catlekeeping in many societies of
east and southern Africa. Women usually look (he entire responsibility
for food farming while men herded the caltle and cleared the land. In
strictly pastoral and nomadic societies such as the Masai of East Africa
an_d the Fulani of the West African savannah, men herded ‘and women
milked the cows and produced butter. In hunting and gathéring socielies
such as those of the forest dwelling Pygmy peoples and among the San

peoptes Ql" the Kalahari Desert, men hunted and women supplied the
regular diel of roots, berries and fruit.

The household and the statle

African _pplitical systermns ranged in structure from small stateless
communilies to vast hierarchial empires. There was, however, an element
of i:ontmuity:_ all were based on the.exiended family as the funamental
socio-economic unil. The polygamous- household, headed by one man
with several wives and unmarried: male dependents or, alternatively,
composed of a group of married brothers and sons with their wives and

3
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dependents, was the basic production and consumption unit in almost ali
societies. Within the extended family household, each wife and her
children formed an economic sub-unit with a separate kitchen, fields for
food production, and perhaps cattle, Bach extended family was
embedded in a socio-political structure characterized by networks of
wider economic and political obligations based on kinship ties. Nonethe-
less, most households were self-sufficient economic units preducing their
own food, housing, and other necessities.

There were three basic categories of social and economic roles in the

, internal structure of the household: the top position of household head,

the middle position of temporarily dependents males who would one day

attain the position of household head, and the base position of perman-

ent dependents. The permanent dependenls were those persons who
would never become heads of their own households: women in almost all
societies and men who had been enslaved or who had become clients

(econcmic or military servants) of a powerful household head whose

protection they sought.

The division of labor in the extended family houd:2hold reflects its
structure. ‘The household head, sometimes in conjr netion with the
lincage head or clan chief,! controlied the use of land ani other economic
resources (such as tools or cattie). He also centroiled-the iabor of his
family members. The household head allocated food fizlds to his wives,
instructed them to feed clients and guests, and sometimss required that a
portion of the harvest go into his personal granary. 14@ distributed the
field clearing, herding, and military tasks among the dependent males of
the household. A patriarch with a large dependent family did little work
himseif. .

The ‘men’s work’ in agricultural and pastoral societies (land clear-
ing, house-building, herding, and military tasks) was usually performed
entirely by the dependent males of the household—the sons, younger
brothers, nephews, clients, and slaves of the family head. ‘“Wormen's

- work’ inciuded Tood production, storage, and preparation, the manufac-
ture of pottery, baskels, mats, clothing and other household goods, care

. of children and the sick, and a wide range of domestic and personal
services for children and for men, especially for their husbands. This
traditional sexual division of labor in the famiiy has been reproduced in

- ~ideology and in practice for centuries. One of its most important legacies

is the contemporary expectation that African women must feed their
families, either by growing the food themselves or by earning.the money
necassary to buy it. Since most African women have enormous diffi-
| culties developing a sifficiently large cash income to purchase their daily
food, either in town or in the countryside, the great majority are forced
‘to spend the bulk of their labour time in subsistence food production.
During the pre-colonial era, women played important roles in the
social and political reprocuction of households and kin groups. Whern
women were exchanped as wives, they provided their. fathers and
husbands with social, economic, and military links to other lineages and
clans. The alliances created by marriage lies were important to the
political prestige and the military strength of households and their heads.
As Gayle Rubin points out, however, it was men who became the

partners in these relationships, while women were but the means by .

which they were crealed (Rubin, 1975: 174).

As wives and mothers, women also provided their husbands with the
most valuable category of dependent-—children. A large progeny was the
key dcaprminam of a man’s social prestige, political power, and |
economic prosperily.

1n most African societies, the key measure of a man’s wealih was the
number of dependents in his household (Meillassoux, 1964; Laburthe-
Tolra, 1977: 154). The association of wealth with persons rather than
with material goods is explained by the conditions of production. Unlike
many other world areas, labor—not land—was the scarce lactor of.
production in Africa. A man’s ability to expand his control over land
and his produciic@; i of food and livestock depended crucially on the
number of dependr.it men in his household and on the number of women
farmers whose agricultural and domestic labor he could maobilize.

With control «.ver people as the key to political power and economic
accumulation, countrol over marriage was a vigorously defended
patriarchal privilézeé. Until he was married, a young man remained a
dependent whe owed total obedience and economic service to his house-
fhiold head and patriarch (O'Laughlin, 1974: 313). No man could arrange
his first marriage on his own, he had to wait for his father to ‘give’ him a
wife. Marriage was the beginning of a man's social and economic eman-
cipation, Once married, he could control the labor and output of his wife
and eveniually exchange his daughters in marriage for new wives.
Marriage allowed men [0 ascumulate dependents and social slalus; for
women, marriage marked Lhe transfer of dependence from father to
husband. :

Stateless and slale societies

Many pre-cotonial African socictics had no permanent "political
structures above the household level. Socio-political linkages were
formed on the basis of kinship, but positions of leadership or political
power were rarcly vested in a single person or group. In most stateless
societies the ideology of equality among all household heads was widely
respected. While differences in wealth and prestige inevilably emerged as
heads of households and lineages strove to become ‘{irst among equals’,
the basic rules of political and social organization were designed 0
diffuse poiitical power. Decisions on important social and military
malters requiring inter-household cooperation were made in a council of
elders which grouped all the household heads concerned with the matier
at hand. Because women were rareiy heads of households, they 100k no ‘
parl in the sociely's primary political siructures, although women often
Formed similar, but less powerful, social and ideological organizalions.?
The line belween stateless and state soceieties in pre-colonial Alrica

cannot be ¢learly drawn. We find societies sometimes described as stale-
less in which -the principle of equality among household heads was
routinely violated and particular lineages gained- political and military
dominance. When lincage or clan chiefs were exacting both military
allegiance and economic tribule from subordinate houscholds and
lineages, it no longer seems appropriate to call their sacieties stateless.

C)
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Srate societies in pre-colonial Africa ranged fro... hierarchical
lineage systems to complex empires grouping several diftrent socizties
under a single political center. Expanding slates integrated subjugated
peoples into a unitary polity in several ways: tribute syg.ems in which
ivory, siaves, and women had (o be given to the king of ruling group;
feudalistic labar service systems in which conquered peopies worked for
the ruling family or for all members of the dominant ethnic group; and
systems of direct slavery. In any slate society there was a clear economic
differentation among households: the vast majority of families provided
an economic surplus which was expropriated by the dominant strala.

The study of women’s econoric roles is more complex in state
socicties because household relations intersect witlt the social class and
tribute relations of the wider society. An excellent example of the dual
effect of patriarchal and feudal relations is provided in Ethel Albert’s
fascinating discussion of women's roies in the kingdom of Burundi
(Albert, 1971). Here the conquering Tutsi king distributed land and
cattle among his male kin, The king’s relatives {called nobles) had the
right to demand tribute and labor service from Tutsi and Hutu
commoners. The pastoralist Tutsi looked afler the cattle of the king and
the nobility, while the agricultural Fhttu worked the farms of the Tutsi as
serfs.

- Women's economic roles varied significantly with the class position

of their husbands. The ‘noble’ Tutsi wife merely superyvised the agri-
cultural labor of male Hutu serfs. The ‘commoner’ Tutsi wife had Lo
clean the cattle kraal, churn butter, and do a greal deal of farming
herseif. The Hutu wife, lier husband being continually away farming for
the Tutsi, was left alone to provide all the food required for the survival
of her family.

The feudal relations of the Burundi kingdom originated in the pre-
colonial period, but they remain 10 Oppress Lhe lower class to this day.
Albert remarks, ‘most of the women of Burundi . . . must work to the
limit of their strength so that they will not die of hunger, This is because
most Rundi are of the inferior castes where men and women share the
wretchedness of the poor’ (Albert, 1971 181). Like his wife, a [lutu man
\BS exploited and impoverished, He is, nonetheless, a pﬂlriarc‘h in hi_s own
‘family where his wil2 must ‘kneel before im when she offers him his
gourd of beer” (Albert, 1971: 187).

Slavery
Slave relations existed in both stateless and state socielr=s, In mosl cases
slaves were integrated into the househotd social structv-e. Female slaves
ware often designated as wives of the household hear who claimed all
their children as his own. To become the wile of the jsatriarch did not
necessarily give a female slave any greater security then a male slave—
both could be given as payment on a debt (this was o ien true of ‘free’
wives as well), and slaves of either sex were subject 1 - serve as human
sacrifices, especially at the funeral of an important « aster {Laburthe-
Tolra, 1977; 1283-96).

th most African societies slavery was limited to a few slaves per
hoveehold (MacCormack, 1977; Miers and Kopytoff, 1977). On the

other hand, in some state societies such as the Muslim sultanales of the
West African Sahel, the wealthiest families might own hundreds of slaves
who were either settled in agricultural villages or inlegrated into the
patriarch’s household as concubines or servants (Fisher and Fisher,
1971).

The topic of slavery in Africa and its relation to the various inter-
continental slave trades is Lhe subject of a great deal of recent research.?
Rather than, try Lo review this literature, I will simply make three obser-
vations which are particularly pertinent to the themes of this chapter.
First, the Atlantic slave trade of the sixteenth to nineteenth centuries
contributed to the growth of highly centralized and militarized African
states against whose slave raids the traditionally stateless societies had
litle protection except distance and rugged terrain. Second, in the
slaving socieiies which practiced slavery themselves, the majority of
retained slaves were women, due to higher prices paid for males by the
Atlantic slave traders, the fear that male slaves could be hard to control,
in great numbers, and the fact that the traditional economic roles of
women and children made them highly useful in African agriculture and .
as household servants (Meillassoux, 1981; Manning, 1981). Third, some
of the *male farming systems’ described earlier, such as the Hausa of the
West African Sahel, made extensive use of both male and female slave
labor in agriculture,

Kinship systems

A person’s position in the family largely determined his or her economic
role. This section will discuss. the impact of kinship relalions on wark and
economic position by examining the differences between patrilineal and
malrilineal societies. -

The majority- of agricultural sociéties and all pastoral socielies in
nineteenth-century Africa were patrilineal, that is, societies in'which the
most important kinship relations are traced through the male line. At
marriage a bride moved Lo her husband’s village where she was-expected
to remain for the 1 :5t of her life. A woman's marriage usually established
or reinforced an:.dliance belween the heads of her. own and her new
husband's lineagk, MNevertheless, for a long period the bride was con-
sidered a ‘strangsr’ by her husband’s kin (Paulme, 1971: 12). The
stranger had Lo prove her fidelity to her husband’s family by bearing
several children.fér their lineage and by producing many good harvests.

In patrilineat societies a woman’s economic securily was more
precarious than in matrilineal situations, because a wife farmed her
husband’s land and did not have firm land rights in her natal village. If
the marriage was harmonious, all was well. But if the marriage was bad,
a woman would not only lose her land rights if she fled from her
husband, but she also risked losing those land rights for her children.
Many women farmers stjll face this dilemma today.

When a man died in these patrilineal-societies, his eldest son usually
inherited his social position as household or lineage head. With his
brothers, the heir also inherited land rights, cattle, materjal possessions,
and, most imporiant, the female and slave dependents of the deceased
father. Daughters inherited little or nothing from their fathers; wives
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never inherited from husbands. Widows and their unmarried daughters
were themselves inherited by the deceased’s heir. Thus even after the
death of her husband, a woman still belonged to the p!’!‘trilineal family
which had paid her bridewealth. She was parl of a map’s wealth, and
society was organized to press her into accepling that 1‘(‘5_‘_.{‘&.

A widow had important incentives (o accept her inhgritor as her new
husband. If she did so, she continued 10 enjoy the socialacceptance and
land rights her former marriage had provided. [f she ref’ised, she had to
leave her husband’s village, an option which put her scns in danger of
losing their rights to the land she had farmed. Furi?-‘i.;rmore, if her
children were beyond the age of seven, a deparling widow could not take
them with her; the chiidren belonged to the father's lineage.

Matrilineality refirs to the practice of tracing kinship allegiance and
inheritance rights through the mother’s family. In matrilineal societies,
men inherited land and social positions from their maternal uncles rather
than from their fathers. Maternal uncles also made the marriage arrange-
ments for their sisters’ children. But matrilineality didn’{ change the
fundamental domestic principle of patriarchal rule. Mén, rather than
women; still controlled land, marriage, dépendents, and politics. As in
patritineal societies, a woman was not consufted aboui:the arrangement
of her-marriage, and marriage involved the same obligation to work in
the husband's interest.. When the husband inherited land, his'wives were
obliged to farm it for him,. an obligation which often réquired abandon-
ing their own fields in their maternal villages. CT e

On the other hand there were several aspects of matrilineal customs
which tended to improve women's economic and social:segurity. First, a
woman did not necessarily have to move away from her maternal village
when she first married. If her husband had not yet inherited land from
his maternal uncle, he would establish a household and Farm in his wife’s
village. Second, if the marriage broke up, a divorced woman could
reactivate land rights in her maternal village much more easily than
divorced wormnen from patrilineal societies (Hill, 1978: 221).“Final]y,_if a
woman divorced, her children remained with her because they ‘belonged’
(o their maternal rather than 10 their paternal kin. One matrilineal

society, the Senufo, is discussed in the next chapter.®

Pastoral societies

African pastoral societies were patrilineal and patrilocal. Five or .six
independesit households usually grouped together in small villages which

_were moved twice yearly between wel and dry season pastures. Each
‘household head, often the husband of several wives, was the social equal

of the other household heads in his village. Each wife had her own one
room house inside the village compound. In contrast to the prevailing
practice in apricultural societies, in most pastoral groups women weee the
housebuilders whereas men built the thorn fences whie h surrounded the

village and formed & protected kraal for the cattle it night (Dupire,

1971). :
For men, economic and political rights were determined primarily
through membership in clan-wide age groups. A youhg man normally

passed from junior dependent status his twentics an & thirties to senior

e
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elder status in his forties and fifties. Younger men were the primary

herders and warriors while the elders, upon whom the junior males were
dependent, directed the herd movements, negotiated water rights with
other groups, controlled raiding and military activities, and arranged
marriages (Hedlund, 1979; Reisman, 1980; Jacobs, 1975).

As in agricultural societies, women were social and economic
dependents first of fathers, then_of husbands (Bryceson and Mbilinyi,
1980), Women's access to calfle, the primary means of subsisience, was
based on the fulfilment of their obligations as wives and mothers. ‘A
woman had 10 use her ‘marriage cattle’ to feed her family. The milk and
butler she produced were shared among a wide network of kin and
friends because the socially regulated use and sharing of food were vital
10 the reinforcement of communal relalions and lerritorial cooperation
wilh respect.to land and water rights. A woman’s cattle.could also be
used to provide bridewealth for her sons. In fact a woman had no
effective personal claim Lo ‘her’ caftle because she had to hold them in
trust for her sons (Dupire, 1971: 86). On the other hand, Dupire suggests
{hat pastoral women were considerably less resiricted than most women
in agricultural societies on martlers CONcerning choice of residence and
choice of sexual partners. Stll, like their agricultural counterparts,
today’s pastoral women work harder and longer than their husbands or
sons in order to complete the-tasks which are considered the social
obligations of their sex (Reisman, 1980).

Hunting and gathering socielies

While most agricultural soeielies engaged in hunting and gathering, only
a very small number of African peoples, principally the Pygmies of the
dense tropical forests and the San peoples of the Kalahari Desert (often
called Bushmen), relied on hunting and gathering for their entire subsist-
ence. Because these groups depended entirely-on finding food supplied
by nature, communities were small and highly mobile, Current research
among the Kung San of the Kalabari found groups averaging 35 people
{Draper, 1975). Both men-and women range far from the camps when
seeking food. The camps themselves are moved at intervals of several
days to several weeks.

In the pre-colonial period and even (o this day, hunting and
gathering societies had no apparent hierarchical domestic struclure or
patriarchal rule within extended family relationships. Marriage tended to;
be relatively impermanent. Wives could leave husbands or even the
community itsetf with litlle difficulty, taking their children and simply
joining another group. It was generally accepled that children ‘belonged’
to their mothers although neither boys nor girls weré-controlled in their
economic and social behavior by parents in a manner comparable (o
patriarchal control over dependents in patrilineal and matrilincal
societies 4}t is important to note, however, that 1Kung women’s rights in
children apparently diminish when hunting and pgathering groups begin
(o settle in villages (Draper, 1975: 108).

The egalitarian relationships among men, women, and youth in
hunting and gathering societies contrasts strikingly with the subordinate

position of women in other African societies. Kjaerby (1979) attributes q
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] an and youth was not mobili’zed by

e e LhaL;I]th:g?gcﬁfc\tﬁol‘:li?;ldso Siygnificanl that pcople‘.sbilotiaol
e e aasturg’s products for food made it largely impossit e,
depenence O r;aie communities. The possibilities .for reprod\ucmg},1 ias
o largé_, StlaJi hierarchy were thereby reduced. Stil_l, maore resea]irc..n
 eede p_atrlarfs e lol understand how women in hu.nur}g and_gal hering
neeq‘:?es]{:s\;?pirdethe economic and personal subordination which was so
socie

~ommon in other African societies.

A A VA A A

Taie of an Old Woman

here was once an old woeman who had no husband and no rela-

tions, no money and no foed. One day she took her axe and went

to the forest to cut a little firewood to sell, so that she conld buy some-

thing to eat. She went very fax, right into the heart of the bush, an;l
she ?:ame to a large tree covered with flowers, and the tree was cal.l,e

Musiwa. The woman took her axe and began to fell the tiee. Thf ';r;e

said to her, “Why are you cutting me? What have I doue to yo : e

" woman said o the tree, “T am catting you down to make s¢ e dre-

wood -to sell, so that T can.get some money, so that I can buy -0 ]to

keep from starving, for I am vexy poor and lxgve no hushand r rela-

tions.” The tree said to her, “Let me give you some children to be your
own children to help you in your woik, but you must not beat them,
ner aze you 1o scold them. If you scold them you will see the conse- ;
qunces.” The woman said, “Ali tight, T won’t scold them.” Then the
flowers of that tree tumned ings many boys and gitls. The woman took
them and brought them home. '

Each child had its own work—some tilled, others hunted elephants,
and still others fished. There were gitls who had the work of cutting
firewood, and girls who had the work of collecting vegetables, and girls-
who pounded Hour and cooked it. The old woman didn’t have to work
any more, for now she was blessed, ’

Among the girls, there was one smaller than all the rest. The others
said to the woman, “This Ktle gid must not work, When she is hungry
and eres for food, give it to her and don’t be angry at her for all of
this.” The woman said to them, “All right, my children, whatever you
tell me I will do.”

In this way, they lived together for some time. The .woman didn’t
have to werk except to feed the littdest child when it wanted to eat.
One day the child said to the woman, “I am very hungry. Give me
some food to eat” The -woman scolded the child, saying, “How you
pester me, you children of the bush! Get it out of the pot yourself.” The
child cded and cried because it had been scolded by the weman. Some
of her brothers and sisters camoe, and asked her what was the maiter.
She told them, “When I said I was hungry and asked for food, our
mother said t» me, ‘How I am worried by these bush children.’”
Then the boys and girls waited until those who had gone hunting
retuzned, and they told them how the matter stood. So they said fo
the woman, “So you said we are children of the Bush. We'll just go
back to our mother, Musiwa, and you can dwell alone.” The womar,
pleaded with them every way, but they wonldn’t stay. They all re-
turned to the tree and became fowers again, as it was hefore, and afl
the people laughed at her. She dwelt in poverty till she died, because
she did not heed the instuction given to her by the tree. ‘

—Bondei



