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To think as a feminist means trying to think cormmectedly  about,
€.g., the science of embryology as it may conmect with sexualityg
about human body-—-rhythms and their relation to

{the menses and the lumar month, the connections
darkness, sleep,

natural  ocycles
bertwesn woman,
and death in the male unconscicousy the connec—
tions of these with male attitudes and political decisions a&f-
fecting women; the connections of these with male attitudes and
political decisions affecting women); about the uses and criteria
of peychology with the pelitical and sccial order)., It is
say that we canmot ever know what is truly male or
There is much we can know. We do know that thece princivples  have
beenn split  apart and set in antagonism within easch of us
‘male—daominated intellectual and political heritzge. That is &t
least & starting point (Adrienne Rich 197%: 1@1).

gasy to
truly fTemals,
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PREFACE

The 1960s and 70s witness a spate of social movements and
local struggles (e.g. of women, gays, and ecologists). These
provided an important social matrix for the rise of a postmodern
social discourse. There was a shift of leftist politics from the

politics of labour to the new social movements. The centrality

that Marxism accorded to class politics had rendered gender,
racial, sexual and ecological struggles marginal and secondary.
The plurality of these local movements focused on their own local
or particular struggles to build autonomous communities, to

evolve their own language of social analysis, and to forge their
own opposition politics. i

I have begun with the concerns that developed in the social
science discourse following the rise of the new social movements'
and 1local struggles, among many others,

that of women, gays,
ecology, ethnic.

My main concern relates to the state of the

environment today the cause of which I, on the basis of my argu-

ments in the thesis, attribute to the present process of develop-

ment. I have attempted to survey the critiques of the existing

pattern of development-—ecological'critiques, feminist critiques,

and more specifically, an eco-feminist critique. I intend to

restrict my thesis to women’s ecological struggles. More specifi-
cally, I intend to look at it with a feminist perspective for
which one needs to use the ecofeminist approach. My contention is

that the ecofeminist perspective is not adequately developed to

provide an alternative approach. It has to be corroborated with

many other insights as discussed in the final chapter.

In the first chapter, I have dealt with the parallel devel-
opments in Feminist Studies, and ecological studies which have
emerged as a result of the continuous degradation of the énviron—
ment. What I wvropose to do here is to afrive at the concept of
eco—-feminism by_way of its critique of present ecological dis-

courses, and modification of existing feminist thought. I shall



begin with a survey of the ecology movement and then go on to the
developments in feminist studies. Following this I attempt to

bring in the common concerns of both discourses in the concept of
eco-feminism,

In the next chapter, I intend to deal with the concept of

eco-feminism, its emergence as a theoretical paradigm, ecofemi-

nism and the intersection of feminism and ecology. Next, I intend

to survey the concept of development--as seen by the west, as

interpreted by concerned native authors, and the effects of

development on poor, rural and tribal women, with examples.

Examples of women resisting the forces of ecological decline have
also been taken up.

Chapter four deals with the critique of the Eco-feminist

thought, and its potential in directing future research. My

stand is that, possibly, one needs to blend the

own

‘modes of re-
source use’ model forwarded by Gadgil and Guha

(1992) with the
insights provided by Eco-~feminism.

What exactly are these in-
sights that may help in the evolution of gender history in terms

of the categories identified by Guha and Gadgil have to be worked
out. Without understanding the foundation and the functioning of
the asymmetric relationship between men and women historically,
it is not possible to overcome alienation of women and men from
resource allocation.

This is a modest account of my research interest on ‘ecofem-
inism’. Based on this dissertation’s alternative gqueries,

I
intend to pursue my doctoral degree in a field enquir

TA/MISHRA
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CHAPTER I: A BRIEF SURVEY OF THE ECOLOGICAL MOVEMENTS AND

FEMINIST STUDIES

In this chapter, I intend to discuss briefly the common

concerns regarding science, the ‘development’ procese , and the

rights of the future generations which have emerged in the eco->

logical studies, and in women’'s studies. Following this is &

discussion on the developments in both disciplines which seem to

converge in the concept of ecofeminism.

To begin with, I would like to mention that the +two great
intellectual traditions of sociclogy-— those assocciated with Karl
Marst and Max Weber-— have remained unconcerned with the natural
world (Guha 1994: 18@), and with the problem of gender as well. Az

a caonsequence of this neglect, the subject of ‘“Environmental

Sociology' developed recently in response to the environmental

movements., On the other hand, Women’ s Studies have emerged as a

reflection of the various women’'s local movements. The anti-—

nuclear and peace movements question the very rationality of the

‘development’ process which leads to environmental degradation,

destruction of livelihood systems of those based on nature di-

rectly for daily sustenance, serious health problems,

and in-
creasing the burden of work of women.
A GENERAL PICTURE
In recent times, the concern for the state of ocur environ-—

ment has increased considerably. The depleting natural rescurces,

uncontrollable polliution, and the hazardous effects of industri-

alisation have plaﬁéd the problem of ecology in the agenda of

¥

social sciences, and that of the political groups fTor mobilisa-



tion. Ecology emerges as an issue in this context. What is man
doing to nature, and to the ecclogical balance in the name of
‘development’ became & céntral itesue of research. Three devélup—
ments, viz. the relatioﬁship between man and.nature, the - effects
of development, and the rights of future generations, as dis-

cussed below, followed this concern.

A. Man—Nature Relatiocnship

Scholars have pointed out that the man— nature relationship
used to be harmonious and interdependent in past societies. It
was ~ harmoniocus because man venerated nature, and the ‘use’ of

nature was need-based. Nature and natural resources were not

exhausted or exploited beyond a point beyerd—s—poirnk which was

defined by the needs of man. Nature was given time and space to

regenerate itself as can be seen in the practice of Jjhum or

shifting cultivation which was/is prevalent in most traditional

societiesl

{ver time, with the achievements of science and technology

in  the industrial west, man’'s dependence on nature was seen to

have diminished. Nature  was progressively marginalised when

people {(at least some people) overcame the environmental con-

straints presented by distance, climate, and other such natural

- . - - . 0 ’)
constraints (what was previously considered as & limitation)~©.

Scholars of the New-Left school (Frankfurt school) attribute this

1.Shifting cultivation is characterised by community ownership, equitsble
distribution of rescurces, maintaining the environmental balsnce, snd of being
& women’'s economy. For further details, see John Deeny and Wsalter Fernzndes
"Tribals: Their Dependence on Forests, Their Traditions and Msnagement Sys-

tems”, 1in Walter Fernsndes ed. National Development and Tribsl Deprivation,
New Delhi: Indien Social Institute, pp. 48-75.

2.5ee Stuart Mill, David Held and Tony McGrew (eds). Modernity and its Fu-
tures, Cambridge: Polity Press, 1882.



state of affairs to the Enlightenment era—-- & period when man ig
supposed to have attained enlightened knowledge based on  reason

and a scientific temper. Further, the New Left scholarse contend

that whereas the OGreekse did not sharply distinguish bhetween

mind/subjectivity and the world of objects, for the Enlightenment
thinkers, there was a radical disjuncture between subjectivity
and nature. The roots of the cﬁange in man’'s perception of nature

is traced to the Enlightenment era.

The Enlightenment period coincides with modern industrial

development, colonial exwplorstionse of newly discovered territo-—

ries, scientific discoveries, and technological inventions. One

finds & need to delve into the studies of science and technology

because human progress is measured by the developments in science
and technology. It is necessary to trace the ecological crisis to
the Enlightenment period because the envirormental deterioration
heightened during this time. It waz in the Enlightenment

pericd

that unparalled progress in science and techrnology occurred,

thereby, affecting man—-nature relationshipl In the field of the
social sciences, Locke’'s concept of private property, and finally
the Utilitarian ethics conceived of natuwe as an chiject/matter
having value only and only if it had vwtility-value for h©umans.
Developments in the above-mentioned fields coloured man’'s concep—

tion of nature, and shaped his world-view.

The Enlightenment thinkers conceptualised nature as neutral,
disenchanted, and indiscriminately appropriated. Mature is con-
ceived to be pure matter, or the sphere of objects, structured
accarding to lawe and capable of being known through a mathemati-

1.The relationship between mzn and nature is medisted by science snd technolo-
gy.



cally formulated universal science. In itself nature has no
value. Further, matter was conceived to be insignificant and,
therefore, it could be altered and manipulated. Nature is also
unfathomable, unwieldy and uncontrollable. Therefore, the goal of
the Enlightenment scholars, on the one hand, was to learn from
nature itself the techmigue to use it and, correspondingly domi-
nate it through scientific technology. On the other hand, this
§nder5tanding provided them with the rationale to dominate and
control people (the underdeveloped, marginalised peoples, and

women) embodied ‘nature’ in them. The embodiment of

‘nature’ ir
humankind implied the state of ‘underdevelopment’, ‘savagery’,
‘igrnorance’, and  thersby in need of ‘development’, ‘civilisa—

tion’', and ‘knowledge’'. The latter categories were the domain of

the enlightened scholarse—— western, white men who carried what

was later termed as the ‘white man’s burden’ . It was the tashk of

man to spread the knowledge of scientific rationality.

Such an understanding as mentioned above was also heightened

1

by the Protestant ethic which valued the profit motive®. Thus,

the relationship of man and nature was interpreted as that of

subject and object, respectively-— subject (man} acting upon the

object (nature}). Man as ‘active’' , and nature as ‘passive matter

to be acted upon.

Thus, the epistemic defense of science as necessary to safe—

guard reason and & good society was shaken. Domirnant science and

technology had no answers to this ecological degradation.

1.¥or a comprehension on the Protestant ethic see Anthony Giddens,

Capitalism
and Modern Social Theory, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.



B. The Effects of Development

The present path of development with itse cultural corocl-
laries of accumulation of new knowledgé, entensive use and con-
trol of naxtural resources, aanncement of men’'s technical capa-—
bilities and an increase in material richness has also brought
humankind to the brink of an ecological and cultural crisis. The
effects of the present process of development, it has been na-
ticed, has unleashed a series of interlinked problems—-— growing
impoverishment and ineqguality, food insecurity and-famine, finan-—
cial and monetary instability, population pressures, and environ-
mental problems consequently (Slatter and Murray 198%5: 1)1. It
has resulted in a process of violence and domination, and "bound-
less exploitation and unbalanced growth, spearheaded by & small

part of mankind at the detriment of & large majority"” (Dias 1992:

1)-

Contemporary development pattern believes that commodity
production will improve the basic needs of people. However, the
expansion of cash-cropping and production for export did not
accompany the 'trickle-down’ of benefits to the poor as expected

by development thinkers. On the contrary, it has led to water

pollution, soil erocsion, destruction of firewood resources, and a

loss of genetic diversity of plant and animal stocks" (Momsen

1991: 93-94).

The demands to keep up with hi-tech industrialisation and &

high rate of economic growth (measures of development) have only

led to an "environment catastrophe, over-all cultural disruption,

....................

1: _See Claire Slatter and Sally Murray, "Development, Crisis snd Alternative
Visions: Third World Women's Perspectives,” Development Alternatives with
Women in a New Era, New Delhi: Institute of Social Studies Trust, 1885.



ethical confusion, unequal concentration of wealth and over-
consumptive practices, leading to squandering of the scarce rve-
sources of the earth and to increase of the greenhouse effect”

{(Dias 1992: 1).

The general environment cricsie caused by the overuse of

agricultural and forest resouwrces as a conseguence of modernisa-

tion and . intensification of agriculture and animal raising,

decreased access to land, impoverishment, growing industrial and

urban  fuel and timber demands on rural resources, and local

population imbalances due to refugee camps and new settlements

have a&ll led to a rural fuel cricgis (Cecelski 1984: xi).

Since the World Forestry Conference in 1978, the concept of

social forestryl has been taken up seriocusly by national govern-—

ments to counteract the pressure on forests. However, 1t has

provided incentive to farmers to opt for cash crops. For example,

it has made farmers switch land from food production to planta-

tion of euwcalyptus trees. These trees provide neither food,

fodder nor fuel to communities directly depended on land. On  the

other hand, these are used by the industrial textile and paper

mills {Cecelski 1984: 7@8). Similarly, in Peru, pine and eucalyp-

tus are planted in the name of social forestry, for use in  pulp

and paper, and mining industries. -

The UN World Commission of Environment and Development in

its report "Ouwr Common Future" states that-- Ecology and  economy

are becoming ever more interwoven—— locally,

regionally, nation-

1.To have & understanding of social forestry resd Sandhya Venkateswarsn,
“"Living on the Edge: Women, Environment snd Development”, New Delhi: Friedrich
Ebert Stiftung, 1892, pp.67-75; Vsndana Shiva, H.C. Sharstchandra and J.
Bandyopadhyay, The Challenge of Social Forestry, in Walter Fernandes sand
Sharad Kulksrni (eds). Towards & New Forest Policy: FPeople’s Rights and Envi-
ronmental Needs, New Delhi: Indisn Social Institute, 1983, pp.48-72.



ally, arnd globally=-— intoc & seamless net of causes and
effects...Debte that they cannot pay force African nations rely-
ing onA cammodity sales to overuse their fragile soils, thus
turning land to desert,”"” (Kennedy 199@: 14). To counteract this

the report advocates "progress within the guidelines of human

needs and natural laws," (ibid).

There has arisen the redefinition of the concept of ‘devel-
opment’ . Does ‘development’ necessarily have to lead to ecologi-
cal destruction; ‘development’ at what cost; and the parameters

of the development process have become debatable issues present-

ly.

This has also =set on & sefies of debate on the concept of
ecology and its use. Philosophy became concerned with the gques-—
tion of moral duties related to environmentally sensitive deéi—
sions to set out the various interests which are at stake; and
adjudicate -betweern them. It was to concern itself with what was
considered as the broadest of all problems: that is the quality
of the natural world on which we depend for our exristence but
threaten by our acﬁivities {Almond and Hill 199@: 2). This has
set in motion & new perspecﬁive of looking into ecology-—— the
school of 'deep ecolegy’. Deep cecology treats envivonment as a

living entity. Later in the chapter a description of the concept

is discussed.
C. The Rights OF Future Generatiocns

One speaks of the paradigms of liberty and free-will that

nave opened up for the future generations following the develop-

ment and spread of science, ‘development’, and knowledge. And yet

a closer look into these paradigme reflects the very shallowness



of these claims. It is shallow because the environment we are

leaving . behind for the coming generations is not conducive to any

growth—— life or ctherwise.

Yet another study {Butcher and Fage 1984) recordes the ef-

fects of environmental hazards leading to health problems. Table

1.1 reflects the reproductive ailmente because of environmental

chemicals.

TABLE 1.1: Examples of Environmental Agents That Affect Reproduc
tion in the Female

o e e e s e e o o 40 i e oo S S o VRS RO Wt e

METALS
LLead
Mercury

Cadmium
Selenium

PESTICIDES HERRICIDES,
ORGANIC SOLVENTS ETC.
Digxnanes
FPolycholorinated
biphenyls

FPegticides

Herbicides
(2,4-D & 4,5-T)

GASES

Carbon monoxide
Ozone
Anaesthetics

RADIATION
X-ray, gamma ray

DRUGS
Thalidomide

Diethylsetillbestrol
Alceohol

Sources: Butcher (RL)

KENGUWM EFFECT ON REFPRODUCTIVE FUNC-
TIONS

Abortion, mental deficiencies
Abortion, menstrual disorders,
birth defects

Retarted foetal growth
Abortion

Abortion, birth defects, m=tillbirth

Retarded growth, natural depreszion
Birth defects, mutation, neural
alterations, ovarian dyefunction,
abortion

Stillbirth, birth defects, menstru-
al dysfunction, anemisa

Foetal death, brain damage
fbortion, birth defects
Infertility, birth defects

Mutations, microencephally, mental

RBirth defects

Vaginal adenoccarcinoma in offspring
Neutral deficiencies, growth retar—
dation

and Page (RD). Introductory Remarks: Envi-
ronmental  and Endogericus Hazards to  the

Female Reproductive

System. Environmental Health Ferspectives: 19813 3517  in {601,

1984), in Venkateswaran:

1992: 14%5.

Dr. Rosalie Hertell

(199@: 18) writes that cur wnconscious

16



agssumption that the future generations have the freedom of choice
is based on & false premise. Becauﬁé e e creating "a next
generation that is physically less able to cope with hazardous
material than their parents were". Ecological degradation in-
creases what is called 'genetic damage’ as & result of radiation.
Radiation causes damage to living cells, induces the waste of
precious resources like the DNA in the human body leading to the
birth of deformed babies, and increases the possibility of can-

cer, among other diseagesl.

In the village of Jaduguds in Singhbhum district of' Bihar,
the indigenous tribal population of the area is facing extimction
due to the effects of radiation from the “tailing pond’ of the
Uranium Corporation of India Ltd. (UCIL). The ponds have been

polluted with the radicactive wastes of UCIL, as well as from

pL

those brought from other such plants situated near “developed’
cities like Calcutta and Hyderabad where the objection of the

. v
people is taken into account (Areeparampil 1993: I3-47)",

At the same time, within the parameters of Women’'s studies,
enquiries, debates and discussions on the same issues—— of
man/woman—nature relationship, the effects of the ‘development’
process on women, and the subsequent effects of these on  women’'s
biology (which has implications for the future generations)  had

begun. These enquiries began with Women’'s demand for equality and

....................

1.For details please refer to Dr. Rosalie Bertell, 'No immediate danger?
Prognosis for s radioactive earth’, in Trine Lyngdsrd snd Mette Moberg (eds.)
Wamen and Sustainable Development: A Report, Oslo: Centre for Informstion on
Women and Development, Hay 1, 1899, pp.18-21.

2.For details of the case study sec Matthew Areeparsmpil, ‘The Impact of
Uranjum Mining and Processing on the Indigencus People of Singhbhum District
in Chotanagpur ', Walter Fernandes (ed.), The Indigenous Question: Search For
An Indigenous Identity, New Delhi: Indisn Social Institute, pp.33-47.

11



equal rights for women in society. OQver time the role of patvriar-—
chy (male domination) in perpetuating an  unequal society was
analysed and studied. The claim of feminists is that at the hbase

of all inequalities lies the domination of women by men.

There is a strong belief that science (as it is) ig a patri-
archal social practice that is part of the strategy of groups
struggling (through the instruments of State power and ideclogy,
threat of physical violence, among others) to impose and legiti-
mise their conflicting interests. This belief was strengthened by
a re-vision of the Enlightenment period. In  addition to the
discussion on the Enlightenment done above, a review of litera-
ture (Merchant 198Q) of the period from & feminist perspective

reveals that the enlightened men conceived of women as embodying

mature  in them. Thereby, women were natural, irreational, and

lesser privileged and therefore needed to be controlled.

Frior to the idea of ‘control’ of nature and women prevailed

the idea of nature/and women as mother and life-giving. However,

parallel to the massive developments in Boience and  technology,

the desire to 'tame’ nature for maximum use and ‘profit’ arose.

And one notices a simultaneous public killings of women healers

and mid-wives on the accusational pretext of their being witches.

Merchant 1980, Shiva 1988 note that the vicolence against women by

men arose because of the fear of women’'s capacities to produce

and sustain life followed by & death of the "feminine’

1

‘principle
in menT.

Secondly, the concept of womanhood as based in  the female

bioclogy came under scrutiny. The feminists attack

the scientific

1.A detasiled discussion on the ‘feminine’” principle is done later in the
thesis, more specifically in chspter 2.



and medical disciplines for conetructing concepte of v e hoood
that disempower women with their normative and behavioural direc-
tives (that women belong to the weaker sex, and therefore there
are ways and means in which they ocught to behave for their own
gaod and safety to avold being physically assaulted for
instance). Documentation of androcentric biéaaﬁ, values, and
interests of science by feminist critics (see Merchant 1980,
Keller 198%, Harding ;986, Randyopadhyay and Shiva 1986, Mies
1986, Mies and Shiva 1993, Agarwal 1988, Shiva 1988) has led to a

debate over the concept of a universal science as well.

Science is becoming relativized by the evolution of alterna-
tive social discourses. For ejxample, most feminist writings

(Adrienne Rich 19773 Susan Griffin 1978; Kate Millet 19469)

sug~—
gest a "non—scientific! mode of socixl analysis that frequently
combines autobiographical, liberty, society-scientific, and

Journalistic styles (Siedman and Wagner 1992: 49-534).,

The second area of research is that of women in ‘develop—

ment’ . The present pattern of ‘development’ seems to have ignored
the fact that women and men are differently affected by any

process of development activity. The gendered needs have to be

taken into account. One notices that women are the woret victims

of the present 'development’ preceﬁsl.

The third concerning the rights of future generstions to  a

healthy environment depends on a large extent on the health of

the women who reproduce them, and on the environment in which one

is born into and lives in. In present times, the health of women,

andc that of the envivronment nas

beern adversely affected by the



development process itself ag well as by the developments in the
fields of technology and ﬁciwhmw. For instance, the eeffecte of
the gas leakage in Bhopal in 1984, wetre tremendous on the general
health of womer, and their reproductive roles. The environment of

the region has been affected very badly as well., Table 1.2 re—

flects the foetus death rate following the tragic gas leakage of

the multinational Union Carbide Corporation.

TABLE 1.2: Foetal Death Ratio Following the 1984 Bhopal Gas
lLeakage Tragedy

e W, e e ST S e 4447 Somrt e oot S et i G $mieg Seman s SO Foeim i Ve ot oS 30D eas s Woss Bmbes e boess Suems GWFL TONY M EYPAe $he SHSL Po0es Heas eers s SO Soeke et P feies SPm e Srase ere mESH MFUP e 44O SN eS? e MW Sty Sy o

Before gas leak After gas leak
Na. of deliveries 29% 2873
No. of spontanecus abortions 24 115
No. of still births 1 15
Total no. of conceptions 2849 381
Foetal Death Ratio 8.6 31.33

e T e e et v e (T ot ke Yot TR A bt e e Mate Sevie eyt BN s Loty fodat H e sk 45000 Sem o ey Seed sand St a4y Saree Mot T dtt as ade Mt s St Pors Seske S1PS TS WS irm forme SR SO S0 mbes Soime TS WPRRG TUHS Sebep iy SPan

Source:s MFC, not dated, cited in Venhkateswaran 1992: 146.

o4 e Gt e e s A A g 1o VR T A Bk VS S Yeme fem Shoce B A STy S S00h AR T v Sy et | S b 3¢ Mbire SO e SeiN) MOV FEOs SLHE SIONE HIMa WA dwhte WIS PRArS WSTE memy o6 mds MOl Irevs Membe e T e Beee mriu Seuf¥ oTE Areas W fobiy Phas TOE

Thus one notices that both the roles of women-- as 1life
producers and life sustainers—— are adversely affected by the
developments in science and technology. The increasing birth  of

defarmed babies, brain mutiliation, and the resultant

harndicap
which women face in their roles of family food providers has
negative implications for the future generations.
ECOLOGICAL STUDIES
The concern for ecology emerged in two waves-— concentrated

upon  conservation practices, and on policy prescriptives. Envi-
ronmental studies have focussed upon aspects of ecological  im-
provement, and efficient resource use. The fact that natural

resources are limited and exhaustive has led to this concern. One

notices the gradual internal differentiation within various

@cological perspectives that have emerged over the yvears.
The Envircnmentalistis have been concerned with evolving ways
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and  means  with which te limit the use of natwral resources.
However, one observes that these efforte are restricted to state
bougéaries and policies. For instance, to reduce the gquantity of
waste disposal in their countries, the West hase resorted to  the
dumping of nuclear and other waste in the South. Further, the
target of Western environmentalists has been the rvising popula-
tion-—-and the consequent rise in the demands and pressure on
nature-—in the third world countries. Thise school of thought
{reats nature as a commodity, and is bilased against the ‘develop-
ing’ countries. It tends to forget that the ecclogical corisis
began in the industrialised West. And the solutions which it will
give will be trapped in the same paradigm of thought. It attempts
to  locate answers in the very paradigm of development studies
which has helped foster the present scological crisis. Further,
"without & whole new orierntation to science and techtnolaogy”
{Heredia 19%91: 492), the creation of & new ecologically oriented

science, as envisaged by them is not possible.

Many claim that in & science —based world men need not
foster manipulative and exploitative attitudes to th&' natural
world (Grey 1990: 45%-%0)., This growing ecological sensibility
has, however, brought the links between certain forme of modern—
ism  and technological modernisation along with  its  dominant

gender/s race/ class/ caste underpinnings under critical scrutiny.

These ecological concerns have found & place in the agenda
of  political groups for the mobilisation = péopl@ﬁ against the
destruction of the environment. One such group is that of the
Greens in Germany.

THE GREENS

The Greens movement in Germany emerged as  the political



voice of the different movements—--ecology, anti-nuclear-power,
peace, feminist, and others. Different wings have come up in the
party. The Eco-Greens focus on the use of renewable-resource
etechnologies, and are against pollution, the dumping of tozic
wastes, etc. The peace-movement Greens are concerned with net-
working with all peace activists. The radical-left, or Mariist-
.
oriented, Greens are former members of communist groups. The
holisitic Greens are concerned with the evolution of & new socie-
ty which reflects the interconnectedness of all phenomena.  They
call for a "sensible, postpatriarchal ways of interacting with
nature, individuals, groups, and other countvies” w(C)apr'a and
Spretnak  1984: 4)., The other concerns are decentralisation,
postpatriarchal perspectives, and spirituality which are further
linked by the principle that "all things-—abstract and concrete,
persaonal and political, or economic, or social-—are in process’

(ibid: &6).

The Federal program of the Greens refers to environmental
protection primarily. It states: "We define ecological politics
as those measures that understand human beings and ouwr  envivon-
ment as being part of nature. Human life, too, is embedded in the

life cycles of the ecosystems; we interfere with our actions  and

this in turn, acts hack on wus. We must not destroy the aﬁability

of the ecosystems. In particular, ecological politics presents an

all encompassing rejection of an economy of exploitation  and
pludering of natural resources and raw materials, as well as the

destructive intervention into the cycles of matwre’' s household”

{(Capra and Spretnak 1984: 33

Ecology, for the Greens, is understood in the context of the
concept of "deep ecology”. Deep scology advocates a web of inter—

related relationship between nature and hbumans, and ls against
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the setting up of hierarchies--"Green politics must expose the
tendencies to set up hierarchics" (Ozlog Verlag, Philosophie der

Grunen, 1982, quoted in Capra and Spretnak 1984: I2).

In continuation with this lire of a thinking, the Feministe,

in the Greens movement, assert that women's rights are essential

to the goal of a non—exploitative society. And since the connec-

tion between ecology and the women’'s movement is & relatively new
idea it is not "widely understood outside the Green party and the
-feminist movement. As Petra.ﬂelly related: I am shocked when
people say to me, ‘Feminism has nothing to do with ecoclogy. What

are you talking about?’ To me feminism is ecology and ecology is

feminism. It’'s a holistic way of loocking at things” (Capra and

Spretnak 1984: %92-93). We will come back to the critique of deep

ecology by the eco-feministse in the next chapter.

Nat only political groups but locsl movements vreflecting

environmental issues have emerged in most third world countries.

The Chipknl movement 1is often guoted as an instance of  this

order. It is a case of resistance of local peasants and, more

specifically, by women, against the exploitation of | foreste by

. . l‘) 0 .
timber contractors. The Appiko® movement in Karnataks, the case

of the anti-Narmadsa dam agitators, among many otherse exemplify

1.Chipko as & women’s movement has been discussed extensively by scholars--
Vendana Shivae, Staying Alive: Women, Ecology and Survival in India, New Delhi:
Kali for Women, 1988; Bina Agarwal, "The Gender and Envirorment Debate: Les-
sons from India," Feminist Studies, v0l.18, no.l, pp.118-158; S. Jain, “Women
and People’s Ecological Movements: A Case Study of Women's Role in the Chipko
Movement in Uttar Pradesh,” Economic and Political Weekly, 13 October, pp.
1788-1784. A differnt perspective has been sdded bty Ramachsndra Guhs who
treats Chiphko as a peasants’ movement. See R. Guha, The Unquiet Woods: Ecolog-
Ical Change and Peasant Resistance in the Himalaya," New Delhi: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, and Berkeley: University of California Press.

2.9ee the CSE report The State of India’s Environment 1984-85:

A citizen's
Report, " New Delhi: Centre For Science and Environment, 18985.



the rebel against ecological degradation. People have become
aware of the need to respond to the environment in which they

live, sustain their lives and earn a livelihood.

The philosophical underpinnings of the Greens is  based on

the eco—-philozophy of Deep FEcology.

DEEP ECQLOSY

The term 'deep ecology’ was coined by Arne Maedgs, & NMNorwei-

= .

gan philosopher. Deep ecology considers the environmentalists as

=

promoting "shallow ecology" because it treats nature as & given.

"Shallow  ecology”" concentrates upon resource conservation and

anti-pollution environmentalism. Deep ecoclogists maintain  that

these forms of environmentalism are anthropocentric in motiva-

tion, i.e. to the extent that they advocate resource conserveation

and pollution control in the interests of human well-being. In so

doing, nature is treated ag a mere means to human well-being

which 1is similar to something like giving admonitions on  the

lines of-— treat your slave kindly lest she/he be lese productive

or turn marderous.

In contradistinction, deep ecology views nor-sentient nature

as having value, independent of human or animal conscicusness. It

argues for a change in human perspective involving harmony with

nature. "Deep Ecology is a philosophical activity, an  inguiry,

and also a social movement that aims to reopen the conversastion

with nature and between communities of beings that has  largely

been interrupted by certain developments in modern  industrizl

society” {Drengson 199@: 52)1. At another level it alseoc  argues

....................

1.Deep Ecology has been extensiively discussed and critiqued upon.in part I of
Brenda Almond and Donald Hill, Applied Philosophy: Morals and Metaphysics in
Contemporary Debate, London: Routledge, 1998, pp. 9-55. Also refer to Ariel K.
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Tor & retwn to a non—~ technological paradigm as found in ©oone
western cultures. The argument here is thet non- alienated origi-
nal populations had succeeded in creating am "equilibrium"  with
the environment. As Alraksinen (1?9®='3®) states , "One’'e range
of actions, its planming and swoess, depend(ed) upon one’ s
relation  to natural forces". Further, he explains the notion of

equilibrium with an example:

In Finland, if the hunter uses only & bow and arrow or &
very primitive gun, he can kill moose mainly in  special
weather conditions. When firm snow carries the hunter or
skieg but prevents the mooses’ running away. there is an
equilibrium between man and moose and it is determined by
the regularity of the weather and the low level of technolo-
gy. the hunter is not able to kill moose too  freguently.
Nowadays one is able to exterminate moose by helicopters and
machine guns. The natural equilibrium is replsced by hunting

laws, (ibid).

(3ther issues have become linked to that of the ecology.
Broadly, these concerns have been that of justice, social equali-
ty, and the need to have a fair distributional mechaniem. These

issues have been covered under the broasd category of Social

weology .

SQCIAL ECOLAGY

Frior to the concept of an ecological infrastructure of

human society, traditional social sciences shared the assumption

«eContinued...

Salleh, "Deeper Than Deep Ecology: The Eco-Feminist Connection,Environmental
Ethies 16, Winter 1984, pp. 338-45; Mchasel E. Zimmermsn, “Feminism, Deep
Ecology, and Environmental Ethies," Environmental Ethies 8, Spring 1887, pp.
21-44; Jim Cheney, "Ecofeminism and Deep Ecology," environmental FEthies 8,

Summer 1987, pp. 115-45; Helen E. Longino, "Can There Be A Feminist Science?,"
Environmental Ethics 3, Winter 1981, pp. 385-68,
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that" social facts can only be explained by other social facts”
(Guha 1994: 4). However, an ecological perspective has broadened
the horizons of the social sciences—-— "the ecological infrastruc—
ture powerfully conditions the evolution and direction of bhuman
economic life, political relations, social structure, and ideclo-
ay. At the same time, human intervention itself reshapes the

natural environment in its own image,”(ibid: S). Further, an

environmentally oriented saéialogy, or social ecoclogy, is the
study of the reciprocal relations between the ecological infra-

astructure (soil, water, forests etc.) on the one hand, and  the

economy (forces and relations of production, trade), the social

v

structure (family, kinship, caste and community), the polity

{relations of power, law, and the state), and culture (the arts,

religion, ideclogy),” (ibid).

Saocial ecology, then, rests on the awareness of the interde-

pendence of the biophysical and secio-cultural domains. “Social

ecology does not bhave a theoretical orientation but & problem

focus, albeit with important theoretical and methodological

implications" (ibid: 7).

Social Ecology attempts to emphasize the embeddedness of

human  consclousness in natwre, & radical critique of hierarchy

and domination in society, and the historical unity of ecological

and social concerns. It views the ecological crisis as essential-

ly a socio—political one, and, therefore, demanding a correspond-

ing structuwral-cultural response. It seeks to substitute hierar—

chical domination of all kinds with participatory forms of &

"humanity-in-nature...(where) freedom would no longer be placed

in opposition  to nature, individuality to s=ocial coherence"

{Bookchin 1982: T18).



Over time a combination of these philosophical and social

concerns have provided the matrixn for the emergence of  the new

philosophical concern of Ecofeminism. Ecofeminism absorbed some
aspects of ecological concerns with issues raizsed within  femi-
nism/ women’'s studies. As we have already dealt with issues of

environment, we shall move into the domain of feminist studies.

NOMEN 'S STUDIES

Feminists claim that of the three movements, viz. ecology,

social, and waomen’'s movement, the women’'s movement ie holistic.

All  the three movements, however, recogrise that "there are

limites to  human action upon nature, that nature strikes back

because it is not limitless, mand because humans are also limited

and part of nature. They criticize the exploitative character of

the development of the productive forces and the reduction of

nature to mere matter to be dominated and exploited” (Mies,

Rennholdt-Thomsen and Werlof 1988: 3*5)1. This belief rests on
the assumption that the primary form of exploitation ig that of

women by men, and once this grievance e addressed, all other

forms of exploitation—-— social inequity and ecological destruc-—
tion—— will be simultaneously dealt with.

Traditional Women's studies’ have concentrated uporn the

concept of the ‘division of labouwr’ which has been based on

hiclogical difference between the sexes. This school of thought

is that of the Radical Feminists. Since biological activities are

different, women and men must ‘naturally’ have separate social

roles and functions. The natural covrollary that follows this is

that women should become mothers

and thedir chief tash e child

1.The book deals with the subject of exploitation of women as household work-
ers by the Ceapitalist world. DISS
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rearing, nurturing and caring. Correspondingly, since men  have
greater physical strength they become bunters, providers and

protectors. For Aristotle, the female was the 'mutiliated male’

and  inferiocr to men not only in biology but also in her capaci-

ties, her reasoning abilities, and in decision-making HE

well--"the courage of man is shown in commanding, of a woman in

obeying” (Bhasin 1993: 21).

Their contention is that gender differences can be explained

by the fact of men’'s control over women’ s reproductive capacity

or sexuality. It is also related to the fact that men have the

ability to rape women (Brownmiller 1976). Men's bioclogy and men’'s

psychology have also been explored. Radical feminism ise critiqued

for accepting biology as a determined factor which eludes the

factor of change in women-men relations. Further, men’'s domina-

tion of women cannot be justified or the base of differemt bio—

logical functions. Patriarchy is man-made and not biological.

The tracing of women’'s subordination to biclogy is unaccept-—

able to Socialist feminists. "This covert or overt biclogical

determinism, paraphrased in Frued’'s statement that anatomy ie

destiny, is perhaps the most deep-rooted obstacle for the analy-

sis of the causes of women’'s oppression and exploitation...”

(Mies 1988: &8).
SACIALIST FEMINISTS

Rejecting the theory of bioclogical detersminism as the bacse

of hierarchical relationship in scciety, Socialigt feminism at-

tempte to locate sexual inedquality and asymmetry in  soccial and

material foundations. Socialist feminism accepts the basic prin-

ciples of Marxism, bult feels that it has neglected the role of

patriarchy in maintaining and perpetusating an unegal society, and

R
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the subsequent subordination of women by men. Women' s subordina-
tion, and not that of the working class, is the primary or basic

farm of domination—- subordination relationship.

Socialist feminists acknowledge Engel’'s contribution in
explaining the origine of patriarchy to the development of pri-
vate property and the State, which made rigid the sexual divi-
sion of labouwr (SDL) in the family and in society. The SDL de-
acribes the different set of taske, and ite worth, accorded to
women and men within households and in particutlar societies. But
the emphasis on the economic factors alone is cvonsidered to be an
inadequate explanation of the subjugation of women. The role of
gender (as a social construct and as opposed to biological aeter—
minism) in economic production as well as sexual and household
reproduction in  the daily lives of women was not  takern inte
account. Further, the validity of applying Marxiarn economic and
clase analysis to pre-modern kinship-based societies was also

challenged.

According to Socialist feminists the relationship between
patriarchy and the economic system is mediated by the relations
af production and the relations of reproduction which are impor-—
tant analytical tools in the study of patriarchy. They iddentify
three kinds of repraduction-~-— biological reproduction, reproduc-
tion of labour power, and social reproduction (or the reproduc—
tion of production relations within a given scciety). These are
necessary for any total comprehension of the base of inequality
in  society. PFatriarchal society has accorded men & dominant

status which enables them to exercise power and control

over
women s ability to reproduce labour and life itself, and it  was
firet manifest in family auwthority relationships. And it is ewx—



tended to  the entirvre set of social arrangements which in turn
ensures men’'s control and womern’ s subordinastion in scciety. This

abour (SDL) as well as  men’ s

et

asymmetric sexual division of
domination has been upheld by the State, by powerful ideclogical
systems, as well as religions which have defined women as part of

rature and thereby need to be controlled and dominated by man.

Maria Mies in her paper " Social Origins of the Sexual
Divieionse of bLabour" (1988) points out that the establishment of
arn hierarchical and exploitative relstionship between the seues
was the result of the development and control of destructive
toole. Through this men controlled women, natwre, and other men.
Vlomers  invented toole for production and men invented bowe and
arrows——— destructive tools even in hunting and gathering socie—
ties. However, since it was & limited activity, 1te exploitstive
potential was not realised. Men’'s control over arms continued in
pastoral and later in capitalist societies as well. Simultanecus-—
1y, women were being relegated a secondary position in society
and in the family. Women’'s taskse were seen as subsidiary to men’s
work  in the family, the community and scciety at  large. The
coming  in of the market economy with importance attached to  the
generation of cash reinforced women’s subjugation. Her work is
perceived - as being centered at hdme, and mern’'s work takes them

out into the public sphere and earms them cash.

The Socialist feminists are critical of the dominant para~v
digm of development and krowledge generating system which has

as Co—

lowred the perceptions of science and technology.
WAOMEN IN DEVELGPMENT® LITERATURE

Since ouwr concern is the rural woman  and  ecological  re-

sources——the dynamice of their relationship-—one needs to take &

a
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look into the bodies of literature dealing with it. These are
‘Women in Development’ writing, and secondly, the emerging liter-
ature on  the effects of the "commodification of nature” (Rao

1991 2)1 on  women .

The former falls into two broad categories, the first
(Boserup 1970 Yudelman 19875 of which deals with érguments
suwchas that women are suffering most because the fruits of devel-
opment did not reach them. The answer to this ‘maldevelopment’ is
toe "integrate” women in development policies. The limitations of
this approach is that it tends to be ethnocentric:; portrays
development as a unilinear process——from tradition to
modernity—-—thus camouflaging the historically inherent unequal
power relations between western and non-western societiesy and

finally,it locates women’'s oppression in the realm of production

alone.

The second (Mies 1985; Leacock 19846) refers toc women’'s
household work. It iz influenced by Marsist and other dependency
theories. "The large scale changes in women’'s lives, resulting
from capitalist development, including the erosion of traditional
forms of auwthority, the dislocation of the household, losse  of
property rights, increase in work, loss of livelihood and status
form the focus of these studies” (ibid: 3). Froblems with this
approach have been manifold as well. Using the household as =
unit  of analysie to study women’'s lives has brought up zome
methodological problems. Agarwal (19288: 114) peoints out that in
households classified in census documents as being above poverty

1.For this section, I have referred to Brinda Rso, "Dominant Constructions of
women and nature in social science litersture,” Pamphlet 2, Capitalism, Na-
ture, Socialism, New York: Guildford Publications.



levele, women’'s nutritional intake was way below the official
poverty line. Further, it tends to assume that all women in rural
societies are married with chilaren, and ignores the single women
in society. It is alse accused of treating women in  the non-
western soccieties as homogenous as is evident in the concept of

the "third world woman” (Rao 1991: 12}).

The major theme of the emerging writings is that "the social
costs of ecological scarcity in non-western socclieties are borne
by the poor, the lowly and the marginalized" (Raoc 19%91: 12).
Women are the worst hit because of their low status in the family
and society in general. "Modernising"” of agriculture has led to
women’' € decreasing access to and control over natural resocurces.
Matrilineal systems of landholding, wherever they existed, gave
way to patrilineal relations (Agsrwal 1988a). The commercialisa—
tion of forests have affected the lives of rural and tribal
women  adversly (Fernandeé and Meron 1587; Agarwal 1986, 1988;
Batliwala 1983} Guha 19833 Shiva 1987). Most of these studies
have, however, been concentrated on the effects of environmental
degradation on the lives of women rendering invisible women's
potential for =elf- empowerment and social change. Further,
vicmen's militancy has always been accorded an inviaibility in
scholarship writings because of patriarchal assumptions  about

gender, and the desire to perpetuate the representation of women

as passive.

CONCLUSION

In mentioning these approaches to the ecological crisie, I

am attempting to point out their inherent limitatiorns  which

restrict them to one lewvel, or at anocther level of recponse.

However, their common concern is the state of the world' e and, of
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local ecology. BEco-feminism attempts to address almost all  that
regarded  as  common issues-—  social  equity, non-hierarchical
society, non-violence, spirituality, and postpatriairchal perspec-
tives~~—~ 1in all the above-mentioned movements by seeking to re-—
dress what it considers the primary form of dominaticn-subordina-
tion relationship, that of man over woman. Since the ecological
studies have ignored this basic fact of domination in society, it

willbe handicapped to comprehend the domination—-subordination

relationship between the worlds of humankind and nature respec—

tively.

Further, women’'s studies without an ecological sensibility
is inadeqguate to deal with the manifestations of the different
forme of domination and hierarchy in society. Ecofeminism at-—
tempts to embrige the concerns of women and of ecology simultane-—

ously on grounds of victimisation of both.

Mature and women, both, have been the victims of man’'s
development activities which is based on & patriarchal, western;
and capitalist ideclogy. The fate of women and of nature are now
integrally connected, and therefore, feminism and ecology need
each other. "The rape of earth, in all its forms, becomes a

metaphor for the rape of woman, in all its many guises" ().

Ecofeminism, 1t can be said, is an amalgamation of the

different strands of feminist thought—-- borrowing, ignoring or

rejecting from each of them. The emphasis on bioclogy can be

traced to the corncerns of radical feminism. From socialist  femi-

nism, 1t borrows the concerns af the effects of the '‘development’

process, specifically on women as well as  the sensitivity to

agther forms of life.
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CHAPTER 2: THE CONCEFPT OF ECO-FEMINISHM

The «term ‘Eco-feminism’ was coined by the French writer
Francoise d° Eaubonne in 1974. 1t was meant to represent women's
potential for bringing about an ecological revolution to enhance
human survival on the planet. Such an ecological revolution would
entail new gender roles/relations between women and men, and

betweern humans and naturel. ®

The claim is that "... if we have any hope of charting =
postmodern, poast humanist, and post patriarchal transition to the

age of ecoclogy” (Spretnak 1989), the immediate need is a new

uwnderpinning of civilisation.

As mentioned in the last chapter, the ecofeminist perspec-
tive has been enriched by the liberal, radical and socialicst
schools of feminist thought which have been concerned with the
human/nature relationship. Libersl ecofeminism is consistent with
the objectives of reform environmentalism to alter human rela-
tionse with nature through the passage of new laws and regula-
tions. FRadicsl ecofeminism analyses environmental problems  from
within its critigue of patriarchy and offers alternatives that
could liberate both women and nature. Socislist ecofeminism

grounds 1te analysis in Capitalist patriarchy and advocates a

total restructure through & socialist revolution. The domination

of women and nature which is inherent in the market economy’'s use

1.Refer Judith Plant (ed). Healing The Wounds: The Promise Of Fcofeminism,
Santa Cruz: New Society Publishers, 1889; Irene Dismond and Gloria Orenstein

(eds). REweaving The KNorld: The Emergence of Fcofeminism, Ssn Fransisco:
Sierrs Club Books, 1893.
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1
of both as resources can end thus .

it is the belief of ecofeminism that feminism instead of
just focussing on women’'s rights, must define itself in terms af
"the reality we inhabit,” and this ‘reality’ in present times ic
the fact that "we are moving fast towards an ecological catstro-
phe and/or nuclear Armegeddon”, (Dinnerstein 1989: 192). Further,
as different from radical or sétialist feminism (to which it
seems to be the closest), ecofeminism stands Tor spirituali;y and
materialism. Thus it attempts to go beyond the limits of previous

feminist studies, and gives amodest historic perspective

{Iling
n.d. 124-125)%,
THE MOGVEMENT
A a political movement ecofeminiem is sbout fifteen vyears

old with the publication of Susan Griffins book “Womern and MNa—

ture’ in 1978, and Carclyn Merchant's "The Death of Mature:

Women, Ecology and the Scientific Revolution’ in 198@. The latter

is  an important contribution to the feminist perspective on the

scientific revolution of the Enlighitenment era.
Irn the late 1970s ecofeminist work and study groups sprung

up. Their wark has been twofold-— &) confronting sesxism in the

daily work and process of mixed movements, and b) insistinmg on a

broader ecofeminist amnalysis of the social origins of the ecolog-

ical crisis.

1.5ee Charlene Spretnsk , "Histories and Mysteries: In The Beginning,” in
Irene Diamond and Glorisa Orenstein (eds). Reweaving The World: The FEmergence
of Fcofeminism, San Fransisco: Sierra Club Books, 1993,pp. 12; Ynestrs King,

“Feminism and the Revolt,” Heresis 13, (Special issue on feminism and
Ecology), 1981, pp.12-186.

2.Ynestra King, "Healing the Wounds: Feminism, Ecology, and the Nsture/Culture
Dualism,” in Irene Diamond and Gloria Orenstein (eds). op. cit. pp. 98-112.



In 1979 Donna Warnock begarn an ecofeminist rescurce clear-—

inghouse {(Feminist FResources on Energy and Ecology). In 1982 the

Heresis collective initiated & special issue on  "Feminism and

Ecology,” and in the late 1970, Pat Hynes and several other

Ecofeminists founded “bomen in Sclar Energy’ (NISE)lu

In Amherst, Massachussetts, in April 1988, & '‘Conference on

Women and Life on Earth: Ecofeminiem in the 88s’ was held. It

marked the beginning of an ecofeminist political context. There

were more than 200 workshops and three major plenaries, which

addressed feminist perspectives on ecological issues, ecofeminist

theory, and directions for future actions. Also from the final

secsion came the ides for the Women's Pentagon Action, & feminsit

anti-militarist political action. The focus of the first Women's

Pentagon Action held in November 1980 was militarism. Their Unity

Statement connected feminism, ecology, peace, and other issues

into a holistic, anti-rhetorical stand.

The ecofeminist movement was not confined to the West. In

1983, ‘Women and Life on Earth’ in England, held a one-day eco-

feminist conference to commemorate the publication of the book

‘Reclaim the Earth’ edited by Stephanie Leland and Leonie Caldi-

catt. There were native American wemen, Madhu Kishwar of Manushi,

Rlack feministe, Greenham women, artists, poets, and ecoclogical

campaligners. The same year the Japanese Women For Life on Earth

alse held & conference. Also, the NMew York group of Women and

Life on Earth met with the Tokve women at  the UN dicarmament

Conference. Meanwhile, India had already witnessed the Chipko

Andolan where women had taken the initiative to

save the trees

1. For this section on the movement, I &m heavily indebted to &an az_*ticle by
VYnestra King, “Ecoledical Feminism,” n.d., source: Centre for Science sand
Environment.



from felling. It heralded the " transfer’ of the concept to the

Indian context. The debate over the concept of ecofeminiem began

with the book "Staying Alive’ {(Shiva 1988).
THE ECGFEMINIST DISCOURSE

The Ecofeminist discourse attempts to highlight three as-

pects——

{a) the underlying commonality between the premises and

goals of the women’'s movement and the environmental move-

ments;

() some of the important conceptual links bhetween the

symbolic construction of women and nature and the ways of

acting upon them;

{c) an alternative vision of & more egalitarian and heoermoni-

ous future society.

Therefore, the need to study the concept of ecofeminism

arises. The moot point, in short, on which ecofeminism iz based

is the assumption that both women and nature have one common

premise which ie the indiscriminate appropriation and exxploitsion

of both by western— rational- white ment. Second, both women and

. . a2
nature {(ecological nature) are sources of life and productivity©.

1.0ne cstegorises men &5 western-rational-white men because the Renaissance
occurred in the west; this period is marked by the technological and scientif-
ic revolution, industrialisation, and the repositiry of enlightened knowledge
based on reason snd rationality; and this was the domsin of men (not all men).

2.¥Momen's act of reproduction, and their role in the social sexual division of
labour across regions and commnities (as has been recorded)¥, which makes
them primarily responsible for family food provision, places them in a8 posi-
tion which 1is closer to nature. Because nature also produces, and sustains
life. This state of affairs that was harmonious with the existence of all life
was disturbed by the values of the enlighterment period.

* The references for this are spread out throughout in the chapter, and in the
. bibliography. :



Thirdly, the capacity of women and nature to regenerate, produce
and sustain life has to be remtoredl. I have attempted to focus

an these three points in the rest of the chapter.

A. The Commar Premises of the Momen's movement and the Ecology
movemnsnt

"o, We live in a culture that is founded on the repudiation
and domination of mature. This has special significance for women
because in patriarchal thought, women are believed to be closek
to nature than men. This gives women a particular stake inm ending
the domination of nature-— in healing the &lienstion _betwegn
Famarn and nonhbuman nature. This 1s also the ultimate goal of the

ecology movement, but the scology movement is  not necessarily

feminist...[Because] the hatred of women and the hatred of nature

are intimately connected and mutually reinforcing. .. feminism  and

ecology need each other...” (King 198353: 16 cited in Cheney 19787:

116).

Following the above-mentioned statement ecofeministe argue

that & feminist critique of "this culture and politics of  ab-

. ') . . .
straction”® could be ground in a self-conscious ecological per-—

spective. BSuch a perspective ise applied to all theories and

strategies a&s one applies factore of class/ caste/ race to  any

feminist analysis.

Farallel to the 'inclusian’

of the ecolagicael perspective to

1.Following from the discussion on the “natursl’ role of women and nature, one
also notices that both had an inherent capscity to heal which was slso sup-
ported by socisl practices; e.g. the practices of shifting cultivation was in
accordance with nature’s healing process-- these communities were in close
contact with natural processes based on close observation of the same. Their
gods were female dieties which signified fertility in most cases (see Raine
Eisler, "The Gaia Tradition And The Partenership Future: An Ecofeminist Mani-
festo,” in Irene Diamond and Gloria Orenstein (eds). Reweaving the World: The
Emergence of Feofeminism, Sen Fransisco: Sierra Club Books, 1993.

2.Refer to Ynestra King, op. cit.
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women ' s studies, one reqguires a feminist perspective, a feminist
insight into ecological studies. "Without & thorough femindist
analysis of soccial domination that reveals the interconnectd
roots of misogyny and hatred of nature, ecclogy remains an  ab-
straction: it iz incomplete...BEcofeminism contributes to anm
understanding of the fact that we could not live without the rest

of the nature; it could live without us," (King 199@: 23-24).

Ecofeminiem integrates within itse fold the growing con-
sciousness on the parallel episcdes of involvement in women’'s re-—
sistance politics and ecological struggles. Ecofeminiem, for in-
stance, reflects on the relation between the contamination of
women’' s  wombs and breast milk which in turn leads to struggles
against chemical dumping; bow compromises to our immunity systems
which render our bodies vulnerable to a host of viruses leads to
challenges against Capitalism, food industries and the practices
oaf western medicines; how logging practices in India leasds to
women there struggling sgainst the multinational destruction of
their culturey how the Pentagon’' s extravagant military funding
leads to feminist actions that combine anti-militarism with
demands that funds be charmnmelled from war technology to day care,

education, and environmental protection (Guinby 179@).

The underliying common goal of both  sovements, women  and

ecology, is to strive for an egalitarian, and non~ hierarchical

L3
zocial systems— in relation to other communities and life-forms

as well. In addition, it suggests "new values and social struc-

tures, based not on the domination of women and nature as re-

sowrces but on the full expression of both male and female talent

and  on the mainternance of ernvivonmental M™notegrity,” (Agarwal

1292 120).




Vandana Shiwva (1988: 48) rejects envirornmentalism and femi-—

1 isin separate movements. Such an approach is based on & clev-

bt
i

erly disquised "extension of conventional categories of patriar-
chy and reductionism". As independent movements, both  ask  for
"econcessions  within maldevelopment because in the absence of
oppositional categories, that is the only development conceiQa—
ble. Environmentalism then becomes a new patriarchal project of

techrological fixes and political oppressiorn. 1t generates a new

=

subjugation of ecological movements and faile to make any

progress towards sustainability and equity. While including a few

women as  tokens  in ‘women and environment’, it excludes the
feminine visions of survival that women have conserved. Fragment-
ed feminism, in a similar way, finds itself trapped in a gender—

hased ideclogy of liberation--- taking-off from either the

‘catching-up with men’ syndrome (on the grounds that the mascu-

line is superior and developed), or receding into a narrow bioclo-—

gism which accepts the feminirne

2]
e

gendered , and excludes the

possibhility of the recovery of the feminine principle in nature

and women, as wsell as men',{(ibid).

Or the other hand, women’'s struggles against sccial ineqguity

and ecological crisis suggest that "women and nature are  inti-
mately related, and their domination and liberation ave similarly

linked" (ibid: 47). Women's ecological struggles have opened up

new vistas of learning of particular economic and  intellectual

worth, It involves gueries pertaining to what constitutes knowl-

edge and who iz the repository of intellectusl value. Concepts of

wealth and what/ who constitutes wealth

=

and economic wvalue are
being re—interpreted (ibid: 224). The dominant paradigm of knowl-

edge 1s heing guestioned.

One notices that previcusly all strands of feminiset thought

Ao |



rhave ignored the fact of the integral connection of the domina-
tion and exploitation of nature with that of women. Maybe this
link was not explored because of the "“fear’ of feminists of being
excluded from history—— which is male-biacsed and dominated (King
1981: 124). However, natural history .and human history occur

simultanemuslyl. This fact has been recognised by the deep ecolo-

gists. Since we have already had an overview of deep ecology in

the previous chapter, I feel it is significant, alsc, to mention

the differences between deep ecology and ecofeminism in this
section because one is talking of the common concerns of the

women’'s  and the ecology movement—— deep ecology seems to be the

point of intersection of feminiem and ecology.

Ecofeminism and deep ecoclogy have many common concerns. Both

crusade against what Zimmerman calls "abstract, dualistic, atom-

istic, hierarchical categories” of understanding which are re—

sponsible for the domination of nature and women. Both schools of
thought are critical of reformist attempts to extend modern moral

categories to 'protect’ non—-humane from human abuse. Ecofeminiem

and deep ecology ineist that humans are not radically separate

Trom nature: that the fulfilmant of our own humanity is profound-
1y linked with learning to appreciate the nature within us  and

without (ecological nature). In the =same line of argument, one

may uwse the idea that nature, too, has "rights", so long as one
does not speak of rights in the techrnical sense (used by moral

philoamphergg), but instead suggest that all things have intrin-—-

1.See Ynestra King, op. cit.
2.Almond and Hill, op. cit.



sic worth that we are called on to respect (Zimmerman 1987: 43)1.

Although ecofeminism and deep ecology, both call for a new
ethos rquired for humans to live on earth, there are differences
between the two schools of thought. Deep ecology turne out to be,
in Ariel K. Salleh’'s (cited in Cheney 1987: 119} evyes, "simply
another self-congratulatory reformist move" because it appears to
be motivated by male alienation. Therefore, there is a possibili-
ty that the methods employed for overcoming alienation will be a
madern version>of "the ancient compulsion to fabricate perfecti-
bility" and turn  out to be "supremely rationalist and
technicist”, employing "the language of technocratic managerial-

ism which is part of the problem”. (Salleh 1984: 339-34%).

(a) According to Deep Ecology the root cause of environmental

malaise is the anthropocentric worldview.( Ecofeminiem maintains

that deep ecology is an androcentiric worldview} Deep ecology ref-

ers to a gender— neutral concept whereas, on the contrary, under
= =R

patriarchal society women have been identified with the devalued

matural world.

{b) Deep ecologistes write that the estrangement of mankind from
nature began with classic Greek humanism and the rise of Judeo-
Christian Culture. Ecofeminists maintain that this alienation
began around 4508 B.é. with the Indo-Euwropean invasions of nomad-
ic tribes from the BEurasia steppes. Théy replaced the nature-—

l—

e

csed and female— goddess with their thunderbolt God. It thus

remoyed that which is held sacred and revered from the life

1.1t is worthwhile at this point to go through Zimmerman, op. cit., pg. 43.
Both women’'s and the ecology movement also wonder whether a real shift is
possible or not especially even when the "highly educsted, self-conscious,
self-critical philosophers,” are also entrenched in these mind and body shap-
ing social institutions (ibid).

Ty



processes of the esarth te the distant realm of an omnipotent,
male <eky-GBad. Thus the earliest sources of desacralised nature
and the fourdation of a mechanistic worldview is found in  the

Indo~Eurcpean revolution, and not in the Scientific Revolution of

the 16th and 17th centuries.

{c) Deep ecologists write that both human and non-human life on
earth has value-in—itself, and humans have no right to reduce the
richness and ‘diversity of life-forme except to satisfy wvital
human needs. .Eco~feminist5 argue that the concept of "vital

needs" is shaped by the valuese of patriarchal culture.

(d) Ancther assumption of deep ecology is the prinéiple of

diversity and symbiosis: a beneficial mutual co-existence among

living forms. For humans the principle favours cultural plural-

ism. These departures, Eco-feministe claim, from anthropocen-—

tfism, and ethnocentrism are only partial if the ecologist con—

tinues to ignore the cultural role and space of women. The su-

pression of women’'s identity and creativity by patriarchal cul-

ture continues to be a fact of daily existence. Frogressive atti-

tudes towards nature is superficial if it does little in itself

to change this.

{e) Deep ecolocgy is an anti-class posture; it rejecis the ex~

ploitation of =some by others, of nature by man, and of man by

man, this being destructive to the realisation of human  poten-

tials. However, sexual oppression and the sccial differentiation

are not mentioned by Maess. bomen appear toc be subsumed by the

general categurylu

....................

1 .However, some scholars are optimistic enough to bring together the concerns

o? the deep ecologists and ecofeminism in providing a sound &slternative vi-
sion.

prd



Ariel Salleh {(ibid: 343) continuwes by pointing thaf Maess ’
overview of ecosophy is dressed up in the jargon  of science—
daminated standards Df‘acceptébility and is & solution trapped in
the given paradigm. The very term “norm’ implies the positivist
split Dbetween fact and value, the very term 'policy’ implies a
class separation of the rulers and the ruled. Evern HRill Devall
{198@: 317), the Deep Ecologicst, =zeems to present purely linear
solutions——- "an objective approach”, "a new psychology"; the
language of cost-benefit analysis as in "optimal human carrying
capacity", and the language of science, "data on hunter gather—

ers'", both creep back in. The call for a new epistemology is

absent.

Ecofeminists point out that the suppression of the féminine,
is an all pervasive human universal. It is not just a suppression
of real, live, empirical womern, but equally the suppression of
the feminine acspects of men'é own constitution. "Devall arnd all
ather deep ecologists want education for the spiritusl develop-
ment of "“personhood’. Thie isg the self-estranged male reaching
for the original androgynous natural unity within himself!,
(Salleh: 344). The deep ecology movement will.not truly  happen
wntil men are hrave enouwgh to rediscover and to love the

wometr

inzide themselves.

K. The Conceptual Links Between the Symbolic Construction of
blomen antd Nature '

"We have been perceived for too many centuries as  pure

Nature, exploited and raped like the earth and the scolar systems
small wonder if we now long to become Culture: pure apkrit, mind.
Yet it i= precisely this culturs and its political institutions
which have eplit us off from itself. In so doing it  has

split ttgelf off from life, becoming the death culture of gquanti-

S



fication, abstraction, and the will to power which has reached

its most refined destructiveness in this century. It is in  this
1}

culture and politice of abstraction which women are talking of

charging, of bringing into accountability in human terms,” {Rich

In investigating the roots of our cwrrent environmental
dilemma and its comnections to science, technology and the econo-

my, we @ust re-examine the formation of a warldview1 and &

zcience that, reconceptualising reality &s & machine, rather than

as & liwving organism, sanctioned the domination of both nature

arnd women, (Merchant 198@)2.

"Ie the female to male as nature is to culture?”, is &
question raised by Sherry Ortner (1974). Ortner argues that women

"egem to be” closer to natuwre because of their biclogical func-

tion of reproduction. However, she maintaing that "...it 1s not

bioclogy per se, but the social construction of it, that places

women closer to nature”, (Ortner in Sayers ed.1982: 1@8). The

idea of nature exists in opposition to culture in western

thought. Simorne de Beavoir (1988} argues that female biclogy

attually renders women to enslavement;

the female, to & greater extent than the male, is the prey

of the epecies; and the human race has  slways

sought to

1.The need to review the dominant worldview srises here. Such & re-exsmination
requires one to delve into the developments of science and technology becsuse
human progress and civilisation are messured by levels of progress in the
fields of science and techniological inventions. Also, the relatinship between
human beings and nature is mediated by technology. It was in the Enlightenment
period that unprecedented developments in these fields occurred followed by a
hieghtened environmental crisis. Therefore, it is necessary to trace our

ecological crisis to this period for our worldview was shaped by the develop-
ments of the Enlightenment period.

2.A primary resder for this viewpoint is Carolyn Merchat, The Death of Nsture:
Women, Ecology and the Scientific Revolution, New York: Harper & Row, 1983.

-
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escape its apaéific destiny. The support of life became for
mar  ari activity and & project through the invention of the
tool: but in matermity woman remained clossly bound to her
hody, like an animal...it is male activity, that in creating
values has made of existence itself a valuei thise activity
hase prevailed over the confused forces of l1ife; it has

subdued nature and woman" (Jackson 199353: 391).

Merchant (1988) traces the social construction of the con-

cept of nature to the scientific revolution. One dominant image

was organic, based on a culturally sanctioned respect for the

garth which was seen as a "nurturing mother”. The second saw

nature as wild and disorderly, and therefore in need of controll.

The parallel treatment of women was accusations of practising

witchecraft who "raised storms, caused

illness, destroyed
crops...and killed infants,” (Merchant 1988: 127 in Jackson 1993:

I98)Y. As a result, they were tried and burnt alive.

Feminists argue that ‘witches' were persecuted because these
women were wise and experts in these sotieties. They were '"hound-

ed because there was a new professional classe of doctors  and

scientists emerging, whose point of view was constantly contra—

dicted, by the point of view of the other professionals/experts

who were declared, at that point in history, to be witches. Women

were then twned to the second sex and this ideclogy was then

pushed into other cultures and superimposed on edisting  patriar-—

chal structures. That ie the colonirzation the women’' s  movemnents

1.5ee Vandana Shiva, "Women and Nature in South Asis," International Journal
of Sustainable Development, vol. 1, no. 3(84-91); Mies, 1988, op. cit.; MHer-
chant, op. cit.;Cecile Jackson, "Women/Neture or Gender/History? A Critique of

Ecofeminist ‘“Development ,” The Journal of Peasant Studies, vol. 20, no. 3,
April, pp. 388-419.
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in Asia are trying to struggle against”, writes Bhiva -

-
B}

J[ome {White 19&7) trace the connections betwesn  women and
mature to the impact of Christianity; and, others . like Reuther
(1987) to transcendent dualism in Greek traditions. Masculine
consciousness and rationality were seen to transcend the visible
inferiority of nature and the bodily, or female immanence. Tran-
scendence is the work of culture and therefore of men, it is the
process  of  overcoming immanence through the dominance of  both
nature and women (King 198%9: 21). Levi Strauss (19469) suggests

that the nature—-culture dichotomy is & fundamentsl cognitive

structure of thought in the human brain.

So far as India is concernegd, colonialism was the
-_— <=

starting

point for the ewploitation and control of nature and women. The

development paradigm imposed, by the ‘developed’ colonisers, on

India, marked a shift from the traditional cosmological view of

nature as prakriti, a living and creative process based upon the

feminine principle of shakti (female energy). Together with -

purusha,  the masculine principle, it created the world., There-—

fare, for women, "...the death of prakriti ie sioultaneously &

treginming of their marginalicsation, devaluation, displacement and

ultimate dispensability. The etolagica} crisis, iz at itse root,

the death of the feminine principle,” (Shiva 1988: 42).

Eco-feminism believes that to think that "there is something

inzulting or degrading about linking women and nature stands  an

1.See ibid.

2. Mies writes "Historically, this viclence wss used in Europe in the witch-
hunt to destroy women’'s sutonomy over their bodies, and in the colonies to
destroy people’s autonomous relation to their own land snd subsistence produc-

tion. Both processes tock place place sround the same time”. Maria Mies,
"Introduction,” op. cit., 1688, pp. 1-18.



unstated set of assumpltions about the inferior status of the non-
Fuman werid. Arguments for women cannot be based on & ‘puimdawh’
of the non-hamarn world” (Pluswood 1992:@ 1) . The oceonnections
between the twe cannot be set aside because contemporary socliety
also denigrates women's activity and reproductiorn, and nature as
well., Their labour in traditional roles is ﬁDt'FECDgﬂiSHd. Thewy

have been systematically backgrounded as house-wives, secretaries

and nurses.

fe obeerved in the last section, one notices that Eco-femi-
nism begins with the assumption that with the emergence of the

western industrial civilisation, Nature became something to be

dominated, made to serve the needs of man. It was reduced to

‘mnatural resources’ . It became the "other', something essentially

different from the dominant. Women, who are identified with

matuwre, have been similarly objectified and subordinsted in

patriarchal society. Women and Nature, in this sense, are the

ariginal "otheres”. Men seek to dominate women and  naitare for

reaszons that are economic as well as peychological which involves

& denial of & part of themselves similar to other male culture-

mak irg activitigﬁi

It is interesting to note how ecofeminists relate  women's

and men’'s bodies to the appropriation of nature. "The historical-—

ly developed gualitative differnce in the sppropristion of the

male and female bodily nature has also led to "two qualitatively

different forms of appropriation of esterrnal nature, that is  two

gualitatively distinct forme of relations to the oblect of

]

appropriation, the objects of

sansuous bodily activity, " (Leu-

1.It follows that domination over externsl nature necessitstes dominstion of

internal nsture. See King, op. cit.; Sussn Griffin, “Split Culture,” in Judith
Plant (ed)., op. ecit., pp. 7-17.



kart 1976: 41 cited in Mies 1988: 73)%.

Yrestra King (198%: 22-23) writes that the recognition of

the connections between women and netuwre and women s  bridge-like

position between nxture and culture poses three possible direc-

tions for feminism: One is the integration of women into the

world of culture and production by severing the woman-nature

connection. Thie position does not question nature-culture dual-

ism itself. It sees the severance of the woman-nature conmection.

Second, other feminists have reinforced the woman—-nature’

connection——— woman and nature, the spiritual and the intuitive,

versus man and the culture of patriarchal rationality. This also

doee not guestion the natuwre-culture duslism or recognise  that

women’'s ecological sensitivity and life-orientation is & soclia-

lised perspective. It could also be sgcialised right out of

(3=

depending on our day-teo-day lives. There is no reason to believe

that women placed in positions of patriarchal power will act any

differently from men, or that we can bring about & feminist

revolution without consciously understanding history and  without

confronting the existing economic and political power structures.

V//Ec0~feminism suggests & third direction: & recognition that

although mature—culture dualism is a product of culture, one can

nonetheless conscicusly choose, not to severe the womarn— nature

1.Mies, op. cit. writes—- over time women gained a vast experiential knowledge
sbout their bodily functions-- of menstrustion, pregnancy, childbirth. “This
acquistion of knowledge was closely related to the ascquisition of knowledde
sbout the generative forces of external nature, sbout plants, sanimals, the

earth, water and air,” (pg. 74). On the other hand, men cannot experjence a
similsr observation. Their relation to nature was medisted by external mesns

as different from internal bodily fluids and processes), of tools. "Hen’?
geflection of their relation to external nature found exgre551on in the sym
bols with which they described their own physical orgens,” (pg. 773,



‘connection by jeining male-culturs. Rather, uee it as a vantage

point faor creating & differemt kind of culture and politics, that

would integrate the intuitive, spiritual and rational forme of

knowledge, embracing both science and magic insofar  as they

enable us to tramsform the nature-culture distinction. It would

also envision and create a free, ecological society.

The connection between the domination of women and that of

rature, in the ecofeminist argument, is basically seen as ideo-

logical-~— as rooted in a system of ideas and representations,

values and beliefs, that places women and  the nonbuman  world

hierarchically below men. Quoting Ortrer (1974), Michael IZimmer-

marn (1987} writes: "the male’'s conception of himself AS O RSSEn—

tially cultural, mnonfemale, nonnatural, immortal, and  transcend-

ent, as opposed to the essentially natwral, noncultuwral, mortal

woman, has contined in various guises for several thousand

yeares". {Ecofeminism calls upon women and men to reconceptualise

themselves, and their relationships to one another and to  the

B

monhuman world, in nonbierarchical wayﬁ;]

0

C. a&an Alternate Vision of an Egslitarian and Harmonicus Society

"Ecofeminism supports wtopian visions of harmonious,  di-

verse, decentralized communities, using only those technologies

bhased on ecological principles, as the only practical solution

for the continuation of life on earth,” (King 199@: 25).

A alternate vision of a harsoniouws  and  non-hilerarchical

scciety is based on the rejection of some premises of the primsary

form of dualism—— that is, of the Teminine and the masculine.

Thise iz discussed in the rest of this section.

.

I

Critigue of the Cateqories of the

‘Femining’ arnd the




‘Masculing s

It believes that any thorough-going and critical feminism
must revise and challenge the ideals of both masculine and  of
fiuman character. The western concept of reason identifies male—
ness with the rational sphere of public life, production, social
and cultural life. Femaleness, or the feminine sphere has been
assigned the private, domestic and reproductive life. "The mascu-
line sphere ic one where human freedom and control are exercised

over affairs and over nature, especially, via science and in

active struggle againset nature and over circumstances. The femi-
nine represents passivity, the unchangeable human nature and
matural necessity” (Flumwood 1992: 8). And "rationality" is  de-

fined 1in opposition to "nature” in  the Western intellectual

tradition?.

Thus, masculinity and feminity are trested as duslisms. "To

the extent that women and men conform to gendered definitions of

their humanity, they are bound to be alienated from themselves.

The corncepts of feminity and masculinity force both women and men

.

to overdevelop certain of their capacities &t the expense of

others. For example, men become excessively competitive and

detached from others) women become excessively nurturant  and

altruistic” (Jaggar 1983: 314). Dualism is a process in which

power Tforms identity, one which distortse both sides of what it

splits apart, the master and the slave, the egoist and the self-

abnegating altruist.

The dualisms of human/nature, males/female, reason/emotion,

civilisation/primitive, mind/body, and

mental /manual have “"natu-

1.For more on this point, read Carolyn Merchant, op. cit.

..
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ralised” the domination of nature, of women, of race and of
class. There is a need to break this dualism. It would involve
affirming and reconceptualising nature and human identity, and
the relationship between them in non-—hierarchical ways. "An  eco-

feminism which takes into account & critigue of dualism s a

N
highly integrative one,” {(Flumwood 1992: 13).71t could take the

impulse to integrate women fully as part of human culture from

liberal feminismy it can get help from socialist feminism 1in

—

comprehending the processes and structures of power and doming-

tion as expressed in these dualisms; from radical  feminism, it

can take the critigue of the masculinity of dominant culture.

Ecofeminism believes that the emphasis on  raticonality by

what they insist as advocated by the dominant, white western male

i1s based on linear and dichotomized thought patterns. Thie di-

vides reality into dualism: one is good and the cother bad, one

superior, the other inferior. Ecofeminism strongly believes that

lirnear thinking simplifies, dichotomises, focusee on parts, and

fails to see the larger relationality and interdependence. One

has to disrupt the linear concept of order to create & diffrent

kind of order which may appear very "disorderly"” to the linear,
rational mind. & holistic world-view has to be forwarded.
This fragmentary worldview of the modern western

civilisa—

tion as expressed in the categories of gender, of '‘masculine’ and

Tfeminine’  are socially created categories. And in turn these

categories reflect & deeper schism in the shared vieion of our

civilisation: the separation between the natural world and  the

spiritual world., The ‘masculine’ is assigned the province of  the
wowl,  the spirit,. or the transcendence. And we read the " femi-—

nirne’ &8  representing nature and the sarth  or  i;sanence. Far

" s



Simone de  Heavoir {1968), "transcendence” is the process of
OveErcoming immanence, & process of culture-building that is based
on the increasing domination of nature. "Immanence’, symbiclised
by women, is that which calls men back, that which reminds man of
what he wants to forget: it is his own link to nature that  he
must forget and overcome, to achieve manhood and transcendence.
And, therefore, men have had a specific interest in retaining

their domination over women.,

B. On Gender—HRased Responses

There have been two gender-based responses to this  process

of male—~domination, argues Shiva. The first advocated by Simone

e BHBeavoir calls for the masculinisation of the feminine. The

second response sees liberation as feminisation of the world-—--

I

in as much as the male priciple has been the ruling mental  and

physical force, a free society would be "the definite negation”

of this principle—-—— it would be & female society’ (Marcuse 1974

as in Shiva 1988: S1).

RBoth  responses accept the feminine and the masculine as

natural and bioclogically given. Such an assumption catere to &

patriarchal gender ideology with categories that have been creat-

ed by that ideology. Shiva (ibid: %52) quotes Marcuse again to

reinforce  her point--- ‘Beneath the social factors which deter-

mine male aggressivenese and female receptivity, a natural con-

trast existsy; it is the woman who "embodies" in & literal sence

the promise of peace, of joy, of the end of violence. Tenderness,

receptivity, sensuousness have become features (or mutilated

features) of her body--- features of her (repressed) Mumarity ',

(Marcuse 1974: 146).

Further, she considers this as  OGender Ideclogy’ because it

4



creates & dualism and disjunction between male and female. It
creates a conjunction of activity and creativity with wviclence

and the wmasculine, and a conjunction of passivity with non-

vialence and the feminine (8hiva 1988: 52).

Beyond the prescription of either the masculinisation or the

feminisation of the world, Vandana Shiva offers "a third concept

and process of liberation that is trans—gender" (ibid: 352). This

is based on an understanding that gender is a social construct

and not biclogically determined. Similarly the association of

values of violence and activity with the masculine is & social

costruct. The feminine principle is not exclusively embodied

in
womern  but  present in men, women and natwre. "The distinction
betweern the masculine and the feminime, persorn  from nature,

purusha from prairiti is not possible because they are dialecti-

cally united, as two aspects of one being” (ibid). Furtheyr, this

perepective can recover humanity as it transcende gender and it

creates a wholeness in which there is no victim or i1ts oppressor.
This recovery of the feminine principle is &lso & challenge to

the multiple forme of dominatiormns of women, nature and non-west—

ern  cultures. It calls for a recovery of &ll three; and bring

hack the humane-ness in non—-western, white menl. Moreover, it is

1.In continnation with this line of thought, and in total sagreement with
Shiva, Patrick V. Diask states-- "This upholding of the feminine principle, as
part of a dialectical harmony(shakti as dynamic energy), might not be of
liking of everybody, nor be found to be in conformity with the here (dominant,
enlightenment) criticized philosophy of knowledge, with power as its corre-~
late, to which many feminist spproaches sre, unfortunately, indebted. It is,
however, &a viewpoint that, according to the postulates put forward in this
(Shiva's) exposition, belongs by its own right in the mainstream of interns-~
tional discussion on new theories and political practices. As Rajni Kothari
(Foreword in Shiva 1888, pg. xi) rightly remarks, “the holism impled in the
feminine principle must be distinguished from the universalism of the modern
scientific era. The former respects and nurtures diversity; the latter under-

mines it under its homogenising snd centralising thrust and, in the end,
destroys diversity™”

.



C pased  on inclusiveness which implies seeing wamen as active and
productive. In men, it is & relocation of action and activity, to
il

create life-ennancing societies.

~
~

The death of the feminine principle occcurs whern "passivity”
is assdciated with tﬁa feminine; when the concept of aqtivity
shifts from creation to destruction; and the concept of power
from empowerment to domination. In other words, the feminine
principle with its attributes of self-generated, non—- wviolent,
creativity is destroyed with the coming in of the masculine model
of activity with ite base in violence and aggression. Mature and
women turn into passive objects of violence. The Age of Ernlight-
enment with its base in scientific rationality brought in  this

patriarchal mode of activity.

Ta counteract this patriarchal process of the wvictim and
oppressor based society, Shiva introduces the concept of the

trans~gender process of liberation. Since gender was coreated

historically to serve patriarchal needs its (gender) liberation
cannot be based on a gendered understanding or gendered concepts.
One has to transcend gendetred concepts. History has shown us that

& gender-based ideology camnot respond  to escological crises

created by patriarchy and its vioclent modes of relating to na-

ture. Nor can it understand how third world women lesad ecological

struggles based on values of conservation, claims Shiva. These

struggles and other such local movements for environment protec—

tion have led to a redefinition of the bhasic categories of under—

standing such &s  the concept of production, value, ethics,

pragress, development, work, nature, and womamhood.

Science  and

...Continued...

*Patrick V. Dias, 'The Eco-Cultursl Crisis ss s Challenge of 3urvivsl to the ‘Inventio

n of Man® in his Drive for Power, Racism and

- Sexism," International Workshop on Man, City; Nature: Culture Todsy; Brazil: Rin d& 3%
neire, May 25-27, 1882.



its use has to be redefined in terms of women's eusperiences,
[}

women s work and culture. In favour of her theoretical arguments,
Shiva takes up the case of the Chipko movement where women have
been involved in active protest movements against destruction of
forests. Further, women's role in the food-chain, their active
resistance of 'development’ projects, and their need to protect
forests, all three have been explained in terms of their embodi-

ment of the "feminine” principle.

Ecofeminism also rejects the theocry of natural rights as

advanced most distinctly by Thomas Hobbes and Lockel

Ecofeminism believes that domination begins in the realm of
ideas and systems of knowledge. Therefore, there is a need to

reconceptual ise kfey concepts of-— nature, natural resources,

wark/labour, productivity, value, science, technology, develop-

ment, liberty. For instance, since the scientific revolution, the

terms ‘work’', and ‘productivity’ refer to that work which have a

market value. Thus, it renders useless and valueless women’'s

household work, for instance<. A feminist analyeis of the En-

lightenment era reflects that the claims of science to a value—

free universalism are bhaseless. As we have noticed i the two

chapters, science has been violent towards women, nature, and

colonised peoples’. One has to redefine 'science’ ™.

A GENERAL CONCLUSIGN

1. A detailed argument is provided in Michael E. Zimmermsn, “Feminism, Deep

Ecology, and Environmental Ethics," Environment Ethics 8, Spring 1887, pp.21-
44.

2.There sare innumerable references on women’s unpaid labour. See Mies, Benn-~
holdt-Thomsen, and Werlof, op. cit.

3.For a thoughtful debate on “science’, please refer to Susan Harding, The
Science Question in Feminism, Ithaca: Cornell University Press,

pl’s]



A GENERAL CONCLUSION

Ecofeminism realises that to achieve the goal of & harmoni-

ous world there arises the need to comnnect ecological studies

with that of the feminist concerns. A feminist analysis supplies

the theory, program, and process without which the radical poten-~
tial of social ecology remaing blunted. Ecofeminism has attempted
to develop the connections between ecology and feminism that deep

ecology needs in order to reach its own answered goasl of creating

a free and ecological way of life.

The refusal to banish feelings of interrvelatedrness  and

caring from its theory and practice will save ecfeminism from

mere reformism—— which seems to characterise previouws ecological

and feminist studies. One needs to find & way out of the techno-

cratic alienation surrounding humankind by honoricng our  direct

conrmections with nature.

Further, the ecofeminist approach attempte to transcend  the

"wvictim ‘approach"l by envisioning womern and  the marginalised

sections of the population as the harbingers of an environmental-

ly sustainable era. "It attempts to capture and reconstruct those

insights and visions that (Indian) women provide in their strug-—

gles for swrvival, which perceive development and  science  from

outside the categories of modern western patriarohy” (Bhiva 1998:

Mviid).

In  the next chapter, [ have focussed on & oritique of

science, technology, &nd the present pattern of development.

1.The ‘“victim spproach’ views women snd nature as passive snd acted upon by
meri. In contradistinction, ecofeminism views women and the mardinslized people
as capable of sction. As such, instesd of merely studying the various ways in
which the process if victimisation occurs, ecofeminism provides & baSE Fav
active recuperation spd setien fey the ‘wictims’.



CHAPTER 3: CRITIQUES OF DEVELOPMENT

The concept of development evokes different kinds  of  re-
BROMSES . In its most conventional and ‘pmpmlmri meaning, it
refers  to the process of economic growth. This understanding is
pased on the claims to the supericority of the principles of
rationality and techneology. It fundamentally believed in a  sin-
gle, universal path to progress, i.e.from tradition to modernity.
This led a superimposition of this model of economic progress - on
the ‘underdeveloped’ countries of Asia, Latin America, and Africa

in a bid to ‘develop’ and modernise them.

key  economic dndicators such as the Gross National Product
{(GNI?) reflected the prosperity of the '‘developed’ nations. Howev-—

@r, the gap between the haves &nd the have-note has  increased.

The poverty of the ‘developing’ countries elsco increased. Abmed

(1993 3} points out that the Dependency theorists (Hernstein

19733 Frank 1978) maintain that attempts to link the develaoping

covntries to the global market system through aid, transfer of

technology, and multinationals hase led to a further ‘“development

af underdevelopment'.
This pattern of ‘development’ resulted in debt~traps, & non-
sustainable development process and an inequitable global econom-

ic  asystem as against the interests of the lesser privileged. It

all went unnoticed by the ‘developed’ West till the repuwrocussions

i Ctheir’  environment was felt. Environment knows no  convern-—

tions, or State and National boundaries. Eventually, the fa

depletion of natuwral resources, the dumping of toxic wastes  in



the poorer countries alongwith other processes of ‘development’
have led to an ecolegical crisie. ‘Environment friendly’ so0lu-
tions have come up to combat this crisis which threatens the

survival of all species of &ll kinds.

v

Thus one sees that added to this dimension of uneven devel-
apment is that of ecology. Lester R, Brown (State of the World
199@: 7)) writes that "at a time when demand for various biologi-
cal products is rising rapidly, the earth’'s biclogical production
is ghrinking.;.at some  point, the continuing decline in  the
photosynthetic product will translate into a decline in  the
economic product”. Further, "...economic indicators show the
world is prospering...(When) the economy grew, trade incraaaed,
and millions of new jobs were created. How can basic bicological
indicators be so bearish and economic indicators so  bullish  at

at T

the same time?"

The answer, says tester (ibid 7-8), is that economic iﬁdicaJ
tors are flawed: they do not distinguish betweern resocurce uses
that sustain progress and those that undermine it. The GNP as
aneasure of economic progress totals the value of all goods  and
services produced and substracts depreciation of capital assets

i.e.plant and equipment, It, however, does not teke into account

the deprecistion of ratural ceapdtal, inclauding von-renewatsle

resouwrces such as il or renewable resources like the forests,

Aoecording to the conventional approsch, countries that overcut
forests do better in the short-run than those that marage forests

an a sustained-yield basis: trees cut down are counted as  income

and substracted as depletion account (as natuwral asset). The

[
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advantage is short—-lived because overcutting destroys the ve-
wource bhase leading to the colleapse of the forest products indus-

try.

"If all the environmental consequences of economic activity
were included, real economic progress would be much  less  than

canventional economic measures indicate” (ibid: 9).

Societies everywhere are slowly realising that they are not
only destraoying their environments but undermining their futures
as well. Consequently, the concept of ‘sustainable development’
hecame the alternative. "H sustainable society is one that satis-
fies its needs without jeopardising the prospects of future
generations"  (Brown, Flavin, and Postel 1999: 1735). It is an
attempt to match ecological principles of natural equilibrium &1l
hhio—-diversity with economic growth and decentralised governance

(Ahmed 1993: 4).

Sara Ahmed (ibid: 4-8) provides & critical outlook to the

developments in this field:

The popular phrase, the "pollution of poverty", coined at

the UN Conference on the Human Environment in Stockholm

[~

(1972), defined enviromment sand development as opposite
sides of the same coin which could only be tackled by an
integrated approach, Yinking north arnd south, growth  and

sustainablility. However, the resolutions were reductionist,

based on  the assumption that "conflicts could be planned

away " {Adams  199@: 38). This was later reinforced by the

maievity of the World Conservation Strategy (IUCNI980) which

G4



emphasised "people—centeraed development”" towards the mainte-
nance of essential gcological processes and the preservation
of genetic diversity in & context divorced from hard  and

powerful political and economic realities.

DEVELOPMENT ANR ITS CORGLILARIES

"Development is & label for plunder and violence, & mechs-

nism of triage...the disillusionment with the development prom-—

ise, however, has come sooner than expected, though from the

victim's point of view it ought to have come much earlier...”

{(Alvares 1992: 1). ‘Development’ as capital accumulation and  the

commercilialisation of the economy for the generation of “surplus’

and profits involved the reproduction of not only & specific kind

of wealth creation, but also of the associated creation of pover-
ty and dispossession.
"Modern science brings developmernt. That is  the promise.

netead, we have more violence ylvares 19923 3). I EOVer 16
Inst 1 b iolence” (Al s 19923 63)., Moreover, h

takes monespecisgs S forests’, alcobol, tinned baby food,

white

bhread as Ysymbols of that great modern co-operative: science,

technology, and development” (ibid: 89). And in his final analy-—

i1 all these have been the sources of violence as well. The

pattern of development followed by India arnd other "Thivd world’

countries seems to be based on violence towards women and nature.,

projects  because
(Bhiva

they are thought to be class, cuwltuwre and gender neutral

1988 xvi).



"Modernisation’ ig associated with the introduction of new

forms of dominance. It is against an equality in diversity, and

superimposes western categories as dominant modes of perceptian.

These are based on reductionism, duality and  linearity (Shiva

1988: 1-3)%.

Alvares (1992) has attempted to base his study on develop-

ment in two dichotomies: the natural versus the scientific, and

the second, subsistence versus development, "In past decades,

nature and subsistence {(they overlap ag images) were sSgen  as

‘primitive’ . lacking the supericr imprint of msodern scilernce, of

modernity. The latter set, modern science and development, became

the norm. This has produced unacceptable himss (ibid: 1473).

"The transfer of development is welcomed by the ruling

classes of the Scuth because "they’ {(i.e. the western world) have

more ‘modern science’, ‘we’ have ‘less’ ., And they are willing to

‘share’ it with us, for our own benefit" (Rlvares 1992: &3). Fur-

ther, "this develaopment cannot but have seriouws negative concee—

guences fTor communities in the South and their eco-syetems...the
}

development process directs the economy away from meeting the

basic needs of people,

and compromises their rights to the re-

1.0ne exsmple of such & reductionist process is that of the Green revolution--
“The crisis of desertification and the death of soils has been the result of
the following aspects of the green revolution policy: a) introduction of larde
scale monocultures and uniform cropping patterns; b) high nutrient uptake and
low organic nutrient returns to soil by the new hybrid varieties of crops; snd
¢} high water demand and low water conservation functions of the new hybrid
and cash crop cultivation. There has, consequently, been incressed soil and

nutrient loss, water logging, salinisation and drought and desrtification,”
(Shiva 1888: 143).

E: 2
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sources they have enjoved at every stage" (ibid:32).

I, as seen above, this is development, then the answer lies

in examining " 'undevelopment’ as a value, and explore how it can

be given political space"” (Alvares 1992: 1@09).

Technology, science, and its corollary paradigm of ‘develop-

ment’ seen as ‘impDSEd'l without an understeanding of the local

indigenous and “sustainable’ techniques of resocurce-use, have

initiated & crisis———ecological and otherwise. This entails the

death of the feminine principle.

The death of the feminine principle occcurs when "passivity”

is associated with the feminine; whern the concept of activity

shifts from creation to destructiony and the concept of  power

from empowerment to domination. In other words, the feminine

principle with its attributes of self-generated, non- vioclent,

creativity is destroyed with the coming in of the masculine model

af activity with its base in vioclence and aggression. Mature and

women turn into passive objects of violence, The Age of Enlight—

enment  with ite base in scientific rationality, and development

model brought in this patriarchal mode of activity.

According  to Vandana 8hiva, the foreste, nature and wamén,

all have the feminine principle inherent in them. It is this

1.For instance, there are imnnumersble instances of social forestry programmes
which favour plantation of eucalptus and commercial species rather than
trees-~ neem, banyan, etc,-—- considered useful by local people. Also see Bina
Agarwal, “Neither OSustenance Nor Sustainability: Agricultural Strategdies,
Ecological Degradation snd Indian Women in Poverty,"” Bina Agarwal (ed). Strue-

tures of Patriarchy: State, Community, and Household in Modernising Asia,
London: Zed Books, 1988,



principle that makes them act for the regeneration of productivi-
ty and fertility, and act against the destruction of nature. The

latter i considered to be male activity.

It also ignores both nature’'s and women’'s work of sustaining

life. Their reproductive capabilities are also violated--- nature

is mot given time to recuperate itself and taken to be the source
cf unlimited resouwrces. Women' s reproductive capacities are

viclated by Steate policies of population control by technigues

which harms their general health; it is further compounded by the

threat of rape and the control of their sexuality by dominant

male ideology. The age of Enlightenment was therefore based on a

patriarchal ideclogy furthering the interests of & certain sex,

class, and race of men. It rendered nature, women, the lesser

privileged, and  the third world countries as dispensable. In

fact, these ‘developed’ societies were based on the euploitation

of the work of these marginalised peoples. Namenl bore the brunt

of  the present parsdigm of ‘development’ in &11 cultures and

societies.

Concern  for the environment among the Third World scholars

posed a challenge to the apolitical assumptions of global envi-

ronmentaliem. It's vision of an alternate society included commu-

ity management of resouwces,

people’s participation in decision-

1.1 am citing some quotations from resesrch paspers in favour of this argument.
"Most forest policies and most foresters continue to overlook or ignore”...the
grave implications for the future of forest resources if women’'s needs and
expertise is not given due inmportesnce, (Paula J. Williams, cited in Jacocbson,
op. cit.); World bank consultant ravinder concludes "the importsnce of other
forest products to women and the very asctive role that women play in forest
resource management have been largely unrecognised and unspecified”

[~
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making &t all levels, Senﬁitivity to indigenocus knowledge and
technology, and access to infmrmati&n to enable empowerment of
the people. In the following section, I have delineated the
varicus implications of the pattern of development or the margi-

nalised populations and women, in particular.

A THIRD MORLD CRITI&E

I have divided this section into 2 parts—— the firet dexls
with the marginalised sections of the population, the tribale in
this case:; the second deals with women; both are studied in  the
background of the adverse effects of the depleting natural re-
sources or the indiscriminate explcocitation of nature.

a) The tribals and'the loss of indigenous knowledge systems;

) Womern and the development process—— a&lienation and great-

er hardships:

In this section, I shall deal with the loss of the indige-
nous knowledge systems of the tribale as a result of the process
af development and modernisation that have rendered previous

‘bhases of krnowledge useless.

"Eoonomic and industrial devalopment of & country involves
large scale deployment of resources. The greater the wrge of
development, the wider the lag to catoch up with, the faster the
pace of development, especially in the third world...Thé process
af rescurce mobilisation entails heavy seacrifices in the interest
of the nation at large", states Mahapatra (1992: 131). It has
been noticed that the natural resouwrce rich areas have been those

regions that have been untouched by development proceeses previ-



ously—-- and these happen to bte inhabited by indigenous tribal

populations.

"One factor that comes out of &ll the studies on the tribals
is their very close link with the forest. Their relationship has
often been called symbiotic, i.e. the two depend on each cther as
the mother and the foetus do,"” (Deeny and Fermnandes 1992: 4%). A

set of religious myths and social customs were built around the

forest which ensured forest cun%ervatianl. This was compounded by

. . . ‘_, LY .
restrictive practices*. However, the onslaughts of  ‘development

have caused heavy deforestation and loss of natwral resources,

displacing the tribals. Apart from deforestation, the building of

multi-purpose dams have also led to destruction of the balance of

nature.

In present times, meost scholars have attempted to provide

answers to this ecological havoo unleashed by the development

process by trying to see a&s to how ‘undeveloped’ communities have

survived in the past. This has been corroborated by research in

the field of tribal studies. In the tribal set of religiocus myths

1.See Verrier Elwin, Tribal Myths of Orissa, Bombay: Oxford University Press,
1854; also V. Elwin, The Religion of an Indian Tribe, London: Oxford Universi-
ty Press, 1855a; Walter Fernandes and Geeta Menon, Tribal Women and Forest

Economy: Deforestation, Exploitation and Status Change, WNew Delhi: Indian
Social Institute, 1987.

2. Restrictive practices’” towsrds preservation of the ecosystem involved
protecting trees of very high economic significance-- sal, malma, neem, pee-
pul, and secondly, allowing conditional use of some trees for specific use
under the supervision of the village elders-- msngo, jack-fruit, tamarind. The
third set of trees were for daily use-—- sal leaves; the families were assigned

8 definite quota of firewood, there was communal ownership of grazing land
etc. See Deeny and Fernsndes, op. cit.



irn the Chhotanagpur region, for instance, there. was a prohibition
te cut trees of some protected areas called sarns, the akhars,
and the sasan. Religious significance were given to these enclo-
sures to distinguish between what was considered as  the sacred
from the profane. Inevitably, these enclosures had trees like the

sal, and the peepul-— trees which were used for food, shelter,

fuelwood {(twigs), and other purposes.

Social customs were attached to these practices. For exam—

ple, the sarna was the place of worship; the skharas is the meet-

ing place of the youth where they choose their life-partners; and

the sasan is also sacred becauvse it i the burial ground in  the

midst of a forest. The ecosystem in &ll three of these is consid-

ered sacred. Another significant social practice of the tribals

vweed to be the practice of shifting cultivationt, Although &

guick glance of the practice tellse us that Jhum wastes large

tracts of land, a thorough study will reveal that it was eco-

friendly, and allowed the land to regenerate ite used

capacities*.

With deforestation, the medicinal herbe &also disappeared.

Modern medicines bhave taken over the traditional hknowledge of

{.Befer to nofe 1 on page 4.

2.5ee L.K. Mahapatra, “"Development in Situ," Tribal Development in Indla Myth
And Reality, New Delhi: Vikas Publishing House, 1884, pp. 76-117.
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herbs and medicinal plants, and @thnwzamlogy’

Studies have revealed that women have been the repositories
ot knowledge regarding natwre, natuwral resources, and herbs be-
cause of the role assigned to them by the division of labour. The
following sections reflect on thise aspect as well as on that of

the adverse effects of ecological degradation on womern——  WOmeErn,

especially of the marginélieed sections of society, form the last

colony.

NMOMEN AND DEVELOPMENT

Women are the hardest hit by the interlinked crisie that

begins with an emphasie on the expansion of globsal/ national

agricultural production and trade, lesading to & decline in the

national food self-relisnce. This situation is worsened by the

lack of integrated policies towards farming, timber wee, and

water management as well as the shift of the common property

resources to privete ownership. This has imoportant ecological and

. . A . o
demographic implications®™.

Development inevitably implies "a movement away from sub~

sistence production in an extended kin context to modern  indus-~

trial production accompanied by a high degree of division between

1.AN.T. Joseph, "Ethnozoology of Reptiles in Relation to Health Care Among
Tribals in Madhya Pradesh,” in Walter Fernandes (ed). National Development and
Tribal Deprivation, 1882, New Delhi: Indian Social Institute, pp. 76-99; Deeny

and Fernandes, op. cit. Both have studied in grest detail the variocus tradi-
tional uses of herbal plants, and other animals.

2.Refer to Claire Slatter snd Sally Murray, "Development, Crisis and Alterna-
tive Visions: Third World Women's Perspectives,” DAWN, 1985, pp. 11-13.
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the economy  and the  family-kinehilp organisation”  (Krisbtnaral

1992 WS~-73. The argument, however, is that corntrary to western

assumptions, development is not a linear process of transition

from the former to the latter. For exeample, in the Indian con-

tent, key institutions of the pre-capitalist mode of production

like caste and family—=Kinship units, become articulated into the

new system. As such specific conseguences for women ensue. both

caste and family-kinship wnits have served traditionally as

inatruments  of subordination of womern within the family and  the

@canomy (ibid).

It is widely ackrnowledged that the development processes

have neglected both environmental issues and women. FPoor, rural,

and tribal women in India, and glsewhere, have a predominant role

in  activities relating to natuwral resowrces. fAnd therefore, the
depletion of these resouwrces have & disproportionate affect on

their lives. Fresently, we shall look into the first, the alienaf
tion of women from their traditional (eco-friendly) roles, and
secondly, we shall study the effects of develapment on wemern and
their activities.

Alienation occurs when traditional roles of women give  wWay
to technoleogical inventions. In sub-Saharan Africa, €.9.. women
cultivate as many as 120 different plants in the spaces alongside
men’s cash crops. And in the Ondean regions of Bolivia, Columbia,
and Feru, women develop and maintain the seedbanke on whickh  focd
production depends. In full consonance with natwre conservation,
Temale subsistence producer:s in Africa and Asix obtain their fuel

from branches and dead wood (supplemented by crop residies, dry



weads, leaves), rather than live trees. Surveys show that women

have consistently pointed out the value of preserving and  main-

taining the ecomygt&ml.
As  development’ occurs, most raral men migrate  for job
oppoartunities becauwse of increased pressure on lernd, and techno-

logical transformation in agriculture that promotes landleseness.

In Haryana, the agricultural work loasd of women increased

after
men took up joks in cities. This work is in addition to domestic
chores like fetching fuel, fodder and water. A study of T vil-

lages in the Mumsaon regilon of wtter Pradesh, shows that women put

in  more time and energy in the fields apart from fetching fuel,

fodder, and other forest-produce. Male migration is a&lso  high
Fere. During the peak agricultural season the women worked as
long as 7 hours at cultivation and animal husbandry. The amount

of energy expended as human labouwr for fuel and fodder collection

averaged 2.9 times the amount of buman energy spent on food

cultivation i  these villages. Further with a receding forest

cover, the energy edspended in direct agricultural sctivity as

caompared to that spent on collection of forest-produce will

decrease each year as women will have to go further and  further

to callect the latter (CSE 198%).

In the Dominicar Republic, the number of female-headed

households has doubled to 21 per cent since 1981. 96 per cent of

1.Refer to Jodi L. Jacobson, "Gender Bias: Roadblock to Sustainsble Develop-
ment.,"” Worldwatch Faper 118, September 1892.
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these households live balow the poverty line. In rural Bangala-
desh, 25 per cent of landless rural Tamilies are hesded by women,

compared to 1% per cent in the total pmpulationl

S 1n  BSanthal Farganas, inhabited by poor tribals with no  job
opportunities, meagre food cultivation, some bamboo work, and
animal husbandry, migration seems to be the way out from misery.
As  a result, female-headed households are on an  increase. Land

alienation, poverty and indebtedness heave made these women resort

to headloading. The demand for fuel-wood is  high. Women walk

hetween 2 to 1@ kme to get fuelwood weighing some 20-2% kgs. In

the summer, they often make I to 4 trips. This is in addition to

the usual household choress.

Conventional agricultural developments strategies have mar-

ginalized women farmers. Jacobson (1992) writes that four major

interrelated trends have been noticed as & resuwlt of “develop-

ment’ in agriculture. “Firet, large amounts of land once  jointly

s : . 2
owned and cantralled by villagers—— and accessible to  women<—-—

have shifted into the hands of the government agencies and  pri-

vate landowners. Second, the distribution of rescources orn which

cash orop &griculture is bheavily dependent-— idncluding land,

fertilisers, pesticides, irrigation, and hybrid seeds-—- has

1 .Examples cited from Jacobson, op. cit.

2.Refer to Jacobson, op. cit.-- In Thailand, in the predominstly mstriarchsl
Thai society married women inherited the land of their parents. Today, the
government policies require all land to be in the name of the husband, thus
shifting control of land from the woman to the man. In Zambia, women are
discriminated against the allocation of land despite the passsge of the 1875
law-- the Land Act guarinteeing wpmen equal access to land.
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reflected persistent gender bias. Third, the mechanization of
agriculture reduced or replaced the labour traditionslly done by
men, but increased that done by women without increasing their
income,. And finally, the labowr available to subsistence house-
haolds  in many countries has becomne increasingly scarce, largely

as & result of the shift of male warkers away from subsistence

praduction  into cash crops and wban—-based industries,” (ibids
24).
Faor a clear picture of the sexual division of labouwr in

rural households, T have taken the belp of tablesl, Table 3.1 re-—

flecte the distance covered by women to collect forest-produce in

hrissa and Chattisgarh. Table 3.2 reflects the time epent by

women on household activities in different parts of India. Table
3.3 shows women engaged in agriculture (19851-19681). It reflects

the increase in the work burden of the womern in addition to  the

wsual household chores. Table 3.4 reflects the role of women  in

Livestock management in the villages of Solan district. Table 3.5
pravides an averview of rural women' s relatiorn to the environment
and related concerns. The reason of including the tables in this

section is to focus on the point that time and energy spent  on

the above-mentioned work by women ig not teaken into consideration
by officials when accounting the rate of work participation by
women and men. Tt is sclely beocswse work is defined by the amount
of cash remuneration it can beget. "Development’ has succeeded in
increasing the wdwkwluam of womer .

{.The tables are given al the end of the chapler,
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The health effects of more distance to travel as a result of

deforestation, on women are worse. It is compounded by & general

neglect of the female child, for instance, in patriarchal  socie-

ty., and other social and cultural factors. Dr.Nirmalsa Marthy,

IIM- Ahmedabad, writes, "Women, because of their responsibilities

at home, and out of ignorance tend to neglect their illness until

they become too sick to move around and attend their normal

chores...Thus, women do not attend the health clinic whern they

ought to, and by the time they are sick ernough to krnow they
should attend the clinic, it is much more difficult for them to

do so" (C8E 198%: 176).

A study of the effects of the 1984 gas leak in  Rhopal re-
flects that a large number of women have begun to have menstrual

disprders. Of the 218 women chechked, 9@ per cent had

ErCessElve

white discharge, 79 pgr cent had inflammation of the mouth of the

uterus, and 79 per cent had pelvic inflammatory disease (Venka—

teswaran 1992: 1446-147).

Other related cases have been recorded. For instance, it has

been noticed that problems relating to reproduction have become

common in region where the Indian Rare Earth Ltd. is located in

Kerala. "The ovaries and testes are highly sensitive to damage by

any form of iomising radiation, and sterility is sasily produced

in either sex by a single exposure or by the cumnlative effects

of repeated small edposures..." (Fadmanabhan 1986 cited in Venhka-

teswaran 1992).
Earlier, before large-scale deforestation

peourred,  WOMmEn
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and men were conversant with the médicinal herbs avallable in the
forests. It was cheaper, and accessible to the whole community
pasily. However, with the cutting down of forests, mono-cul tures
af cash crops, reservation’ of forests, and industrialisation,

with its needs for housing, roads and highways, forests have been

disappearing. This affects the forest-dwellers most. And because

of the subordinate position as well as the sexual division of

labouwr &s it exists and gets reinforced with modernisation

against the interests of women, women are the worst-hit.

Female work participation rates are also under-estimated,

contends Bina Agarwal. This is due to cultural and status bisses

against the inclusion of domestic labour as ‘work® .

The much proclaimed benefits of the Green revolution were

short-lived, and (if at considered positive) were beneficizl only

L=

to the vich farmers. It has led to an increase in the mumbers  of

women as  agricultural labourers as seen in table 3 which has

increased waomen’ s double burden of field-worlk and domestic chore—

s, The reasons are population growth leading to fragmentation of

land holdings; indebtedness leading to loss of land;g

angd eviction

af tenant farmers by landlords.

Further, "while there has been considerable improvements in

the technology handled by men, in the form of tractors, threshk-

ers, etc. there has been little improvement in the women s kitch-

i

en  apparatus, even in the economically well-gff households,”

remarks  ERina Agarwal (guoted in C8E 198%: 18%-186). kKelkar also

points out that "With the cultivation of cash crops entirely for
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the market, women have no declsion-making powar regarding the
requirement  of grain at home. Economic principles are paramount
when such decisions are made (by men).Women with rno control  over

expenditure or marketing lose authority at home. This has  been

the natural consequence of displacement from the spheres of work

and market" (ibid: 184&).

The use of technolegy for these women seems to be many, €.9.

solar cockers, smokeless chulhas, and fuelwood plantations.

Hardly any official progreammes decide on policies indtiating

these processes. lnstead social forestry has landed up planting

commercial trees like teak, and/or eucalyptus which is not of

much use to the rural, tribal women.

Even if one goes ahead with this pattern of development, one

finds that women have no say in the decision-making process, nor

to they benefit from these schemes. One wonders whether structur—

al adjustment programmes (SAP) and policies are gender-neutral

(1.e. affecting women and men  egually), or gender—-blind

{i.ee.ignoring the impacts dn women and assuming thm to be the

same as on men). For instance, in Sub-Saharan Africa women form &

high proportion of farmers, and yet, because of social stratifi-

cation and imbalances of power, they have been subject more to

the presswres  than 1o the potential benefits of SAFPs  (Gladwin

1991). Suffering unequal access to yvield-enhancing inputs and  in
many cases being responsible primarily for the production of food
crops, they have been unable to respond to the rew incentives

as

fully as men have.
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1t is rnoted {Fernandes and PMenon 1987) that in tribal areas,
the shift from shifting cultivation where women have played &
major part. to terraced or settled cultivation haz led to a
aradual displacement of women from their traditional (better)
position in the community. Even in the matrilineal communify of
the Garos in Meghxlaya, the development af.archards and . terraced

cultivation has started the procese of cutting down on women’s

activities,

Women are also worse hit by mining practices in the forested

and wmineral rich tribal regions. If & single woman’'s land

is
taken away for mining purposes, under the provisions of law, she

is not entitled to compensation——-land, homestead, or & job.

Secondly, even if some industries have provisions of egual  work-

equal pay, maternity leave, rest shelters, creches etc., they

prefer mnot to hire women. Out of sheer desperation, most  women

agree not to avail of these facilities and work at lower rates.
Women are sexually exploited. Most women are also gambled away by

their husbands. In the Kedla colliery, a man gambled away his

wite, and when she refused to 9o with the winner, he cut aoff her

nose. The Laiyon colliery workers won & woman worker from  the

Jharkhand colliery and warvried hoer off (CSE 19853: 181).

WOMEN RESIST

The above-mentioned examples point out that it is the women,

more than men, who bear the burden of the adverse effects of the
present  process development’ . Az & conseguence of  the

burden

felt in all aspects of life, women resist.

78



Same 200 yvears ago, the women of dhejadali village in  Jodh—

pur district, recsicted the moves of the king to to cut the

trees
af the place required for the building of his rnew palace. Amrit-
devi, & woman, led the protest. The Rishmoi’'s bugged the trees

and  around 358 of them were killed. Impressed by their convic—

tion, the king ordered the stopping of tree-felling.

‘We want our forests, the fodder and our fields ——resolved-

the women of Khirakot village in Almors district when & Kanpur

contractor obtained a lease for socapstone mining in the area. The
women  resorted to direct action and would take away the imple-—
ments of the mine;a and would not let them dig. "Either the mines
remain  or use’ . The contractor attempted to bribe them, filed &
criminal case, and used viclence also. However, the women were
adamant. Finally, the Dietrict Magistrate cancelled the lease,
and  in 1982, the mines were shut down. The women of Khirakot
settled down to correct the damsge: they filled in the ditches,
built a protective wall to prevent the debris from destroying
their fields and planted ocak trees in the panchayati forests.
Their biggest achievement was when similar movements emerged in
mearby areas, in Fithogsrh and JdJhiroli (CSE 1985: 178).

Irn BRankura district, the women have come forward and orga—

nised themselves to restore their land rights, and rights to  the

forest produce, the loss of which had been forcing them to  mi-

grate. Presently, the Nari Hikash Sangh (NES) is engeged in land
preparation, nursery raising, planting and rearing of trees. It

gernerates employment as well.



In their answer to the forest eofficial’s quetion as to  how
would  the womern who are resisting the cutting of trees for com-
mercial purpose know the value of the foreste, the Chipko womer
replied:
whaﬁ do the forests bear?

s01l, water and pure air.

soil, water and pure air.

sustain the earth and &ll she bears (Shiva 1983: 77).
The womern of Garhwal region have successfully resisted the fell-

ing of trees. Moreover, presently, they are more organised and

are engaged in regeneration activities.

Women have been actively resisting the new reproductive

technalogiegl. The third world women continue to be ueed

HE

guinea pigs for new methods of reproduction control. Depro  Prov-
’-) - . . .

eira® which is banned in most  industrial countries has  been

thrusted upon them. Ecofeminism calls for women’' s control over

their reproductive rights.

THE TASK FOR ECG-FEMINISM

Shiva (1988B: 2237), thereby contends that "the corisis mind

can offer no zolutions”. A problem of survival which has  emerged

as & result of the concepts/ categories of the age of masculinist

‘Enlightenment’ cannot be overcome from within these very same

categories.

One needs to re—define concepte and meanings. And it

1.4 detailed study of {be new reproductive techaolegies for birth control and requlation fros an ecofesinicd perspective is dune
in Mariz Ries end Vandana Shive, Ecofeminism, New Delhi: Kali for Yosen, (993, pp. 184-217,

2. See Clsire Slatter and Sslly Murray, "Development, Crisis and Alternative
Visions: Third World Women's Perspectives,” DAWN, 1985, pp.10-11.
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iz & task of those declared incapable of  thinking instesd of
those who claimed to carry the light (ibid). Struggles of the
marginalised sections of the population and those subjugated are
suggesting alternate ways of structuring the world. Eco-feminism
presents one such way.

In essence, eco-feminism voices against the patriarchsal
attitudes towards women and nature because it conceives of nature

and women as passive, inert and worthless. More

dmportarntly,

patriarchy suppressese the "feminine" principle

.

femining gender, in both mern and women. In men, this

alongwith the
SURPresslon

leads to an over representation of what is socially constructed

&5 "masculinist” attitudes  leading to wvalues of  domination,

viglence, hierarchy, and competition. I women, it resulte  in

their guiet subjugation because the "masculine” valuess are al-

ready dovmant in them. This has been the case since Enlighten-—

ment. However, women, in some form or the other, still have the

,

"feminine" principle inherent in them which mern consider it to be

& weak, and lower value. Shiva calls for a recovery of the femi-

nine  principle and this is the task of eco-feminism.
TABLE 3.1: Distance Covered to Collect from Forests in Orissa

and
Chattisgarh: Twenty Years Ago and FPresent.
S.MNoe. Dietance Covered (km)
Collection of Orisea Chattisgarh
Fast Fresent Fast Present
1. Flowers 1.7 1.8 A
2. Leaves 1.6 7.2 1.7 z.9
. Fruits 1.7 H.2 2.1 A5
4, Seeds 1.7 b.6 1.4 4 .4
S, Fodder .S 7.2 T N
£ Hamboo 2.1 a.9 1.3 .5
7. Firewood 1.6 &.2 1.3 2.7

Average 1.7 7.9 1.6 4.1

Source: Fernandes and Menon, 1987.



TABLE 3.2: Time Spent by Women on Household activities in differ—
ent parts of India (hours/ days}.

FETCHING WATER : huur%/ day
Eastern UF 1.8~ 3.%

western UF (pregnant women) @.8~ 3.0
Karnataka 1.8~ 1.4

FUELWOOD GATHERING
Himalayan ' 4.8~

b
/oa ol

Harratabka @.4- A.9
FETCHING WATER & FUELWOOD GATHERING
Gujiarat-Rajasthan border . H.0—- 9.@

GRATING ANIMALS

Western UP (pregnant women) - 3.8
Farnataka @.5%- 1.0

MAKING DUNG CAKES
Western UFP (pregrnant women) @ B.5

Source: CSE 1985: 177.

TABLE 3.3: Women Engaged in Agriculture, 1951-1981
Cultivators Agricultural labourers
Year No.of workers %4 of total femsle No.of workere Y of total

(million) warkers {milliorm) Fem.workers

1951 18.4 4%.42
1961 31.9 a5.32
1971 ?.2 29.73
1981 15.2 3.3

e .

12.7 3137
14.2 24 .61
15.8 a0 .77
28.95 45,587

Lo ce:

Report of the Committee on the Status of Women in

India
ard the Census of India, 1981. (Guoted from CSE 198%: 185,

TABLE 3.4: Women’'s Role in Livestock Management in
Selan District, Himachal Pradesh.

Villages of

SLNG. Activity Gender Time L.ocation
1. Clearing of sand F daily tiome
2. Bathing the animals F daily Fomes
3. Feeding fodder F deaily Frsmes
4. Milking M/ daily home
. Grazing M daily field
& Storage of milk = daily Ficame
7. Taking animals in and out

af the shed ¥ daily R
. Giving water to the animals F daily hoime
F. Care of lactating amimals = cdad ly hicame:
12. Care of sichk animals F daily home
11. Selling milk M daily Fome
12, Mabking of cowdung cakes F week 1y b
13. Storage of cowdung cakes = week ly home

Suurcey Guhathakurta & Sarin, (n.d.) in Yenkateshwaran 1992: 29,



TABLE 3.5: Overview of Wopen's Interface With the Environment and Related Concerns

Rescurce/ Wosens Interface Inpact of resource Other issues
env, prob, with resource degradatson/Env, Prob
and polivy changes

Rural Context

Corplands Noct rural wosen involved  Increase in wosen labours  Gender differeren-
in agricultural activities and decrease in wosen cul- tisls in wage ear-
either as wage labour, un-  tivators, Rings.

paid laboru or supervisors
of agricultural activity.  Reduced availability of Marginalised fore

trop waste and animal extension services
Predosinant role in ferss waste as fuel and fodder

of both nusber of activities with the green revolution Negligible accese

and tise spent. technology. to lang and credit
¥oaen usually perfora un- Increased desand for wage
skiiled activities entall-  labour with irrigated
ing greater drudgery. agriculture,
Coanon High dependence for fodder  Erpsion of rights and
Lands tuel and food, benefits with change in

ounership and wanagesent.
Decrease availability of
{odder, fuel and food and

increased work pressure,

Adverse impact on livestock

saintenance.
Forecte Bathering fuelwoud & Decreased availability of Exploitation in
ferest produce. products for domestic con-  terms of refurns
susption and inccae gene- froa MFP collec-
ration tion
Sale of firewpod Infreased investsent in time  Absence of pro-
and effort fur collection of cessing techno-
products, logy, sarketing
infrastructure

to saximise re-
turns on MFP

Production Fall in tribal women's eco-

nosic role and ctatus
Hanagesent in Plantations

Predoeinant role in shifting
tuitivation

Water Principal collectors of Increased workload and drud-  Cosplete neg-
drinking wzter. gery on account of dried up lect of women's
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Resource/ Woaens Interface Tupact of resource
env, prob., with resource degradation/Env. Prob
and policy changes

polivted water spurces. knowledge rela-
ting to water
guality and

needs,
Limited visible role in

water sanagesent for irri-
gation.

URBAN CONTEXT

Deteriorating A Higher exposure to slus
urban environsent and therefore
environpent greater susceptibility to

related probless.

URBAN/RURAL CONTEXT

Polluticn Nosen affected differently

or disproportionately on '
account of the activities they
perfora which increaces their
exposure to pollutants or due
to their bilogical functions.




CHAPTER 43 A CRITIQUE OF ECOFEMINISHM

DarE .
The eco-feminist argument as well as Vandana Shiva s theori-

=

satiorn of women’'s ecological struggles is not without problems
and contradictions. It has led to a series of debates on its
relevance in explaining localised struggles in the Indian context

iteself, for instance.

Ecofeminism discourse ternde to trace the connections between
women and the environment either to female bioclogy (i.e. the
process of reproduction as life-giving), or to ideclogy (i.e. the
eymbolic identification of women and naturel), while neglecting
the material basis of the connection in gender divisions of
labour, property, and the power of decision-making. It is also
partial  and incomplete because it igrnores the role of men, of
gender relations. It presents & partial and glorified picture of
the past, and over-emphasiees the blame on capitalism. The cate-

gorisation of women &s friendly to a sustainable environment, and

mern  as exploiters makes ecofeminiem fall into the same trap of

establishing hierarchy. I have divided the critigues into those
chussing on-—-—

&) an almpost exclusive ecofeminiat concentration, 1) on bioclogy:
1i1) on ideclogy:s

I3} neglect of, 1) gender divisions of labowr; 1i) of property

relationsy 1ii) of power relations: iv) of class relations and

M

tne caste factors

The biclogical link between women and nature is  problematic

within feminist thought itself. It is essentialising women' =

subordination in socciety as detsrmined by biology. Women' s strug-

gles against loggang, mining, deforestation should be seen  con-

tertually. Such instances simply do not establish

ary fact of the
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snbodiment of the feminine principle and values of nmwrture/ care.

"It ie more likely to express gender divisions of labour and

diatribution of opportunity’” {(Jackson 1993a: 40@).

Continuing ir the same line of argument Jacksorn {(ibid: 403

404) points out that the Chipko movement should mot be taken out

of context. Women of this region were actively involved in the
resicstance of tree-felling not because of any biclogically inher—

ent feminine principle but bechuse their livelihood systems were

heing eroded. Furthermare, a) hill womern are cmlturally_ less

subjugated than women of caste- based society; b)) following male-

cut-migration in the region, women have taken to subsistence

work: and c) provision of food is their chief responsibility in

the family.

In most cases, women work for the remuneration sttachsd to

any programme. For example, in an  anti-desertification project

{Jackson 1993b: 1948), the workerse were paid in kind {food). It

was Tournd that mostly women came for this. The report attributes

this phernomenon to women’'s special

affirnitty to nature instead of
noting the fact that it is poverty and the responsibility of food

provision in the family that makes them work for food., "Environ-

mental-friendly management practices by women can be explained in

terme of raticnal short—-term interest but are too often under-—

stood with an implicit assumption that women are caring, nuritur-

ing and selfless beings committed to both future generations  and

the envirconment for its own sake” (ibid).
Exclusive focus o the Chipko sovement calse leade to  the

ignoing of many cases where ecological degradation has not led to

women' s protest smovements. There is also & need to recognise  the

fact women can be/ are "agents"” of envirvomnmental degradation. The

1



comnor  ecofeminizt assertion  that women’'e relation to their
environment is based on the principle of "sustenance" whereas men
exploit it for cash income can be challenged by taking into
account many case— studies. For instance, women in the peripheral

villages of the Hadgarh Reserve Forest in FKeonjhar district,

local market {(Kumar and Mishra 1993: 1@0-11).

The ‘connection’ between women and nature has been traced to

their capacity of (re)producticon and rmurturance. This understand-

ing ariszes  out of an essentizxlist viewpoint ignoring the fact

that concepts ( of gender, culture, mature etc.) are socially and

hiistorically constructed. Moreover, these concepts wvary acrpes

and within cultures and time-pericds. For  instance, Shiva's

eramples of rural women are from northwest India on the basis  of

which she has attempted to generalise all third world women’'s

sxperiences  and  actions (Agarwal 1992:  124).

However, Shiva

reacts to the charge of adhering to essentislism——— "...yet the

charge itself esmanates from & paradigm that splits part  from

whole, fragments and divides, and either sees the part as  subju-

gating the whole (reductionism) or the whole as subjugating  the

parts——- in other words essentialising both” (Shiva 1993 7).

Y

Domination of both nature and of women is located solely in

ideoclaogy. The material base of such an  ddeclogical  dominance

ariseing out of economic and political power has been neglected.

It is abszent also in the formation of this ideclecgical construct
af eco-feminism.
Further, Shiva’'s (1988) emphasis on the feminine principle

relates to  the Hindu discowrse alone (Agarwal 1992: 12%%,

and

theresby 1t glosses over the plurality of ideclogies and

<
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i the pre-colonial India (Jackson 1993: 481). Scholars (Rao
1991), (DM 1990) have objected to this representation on  grounds
that the Hindu religious and philosophical discowrses reflected

the views of rich, high-caste men.

Eco-feminism offers no account of historical change. Shiva
describes & past in which harmony with nature prevailed until the

advances of colonialism ruptured it (Jackson 1993: 4@1). The role

of men has been ignored in the description of this past. FPatriar-

chy as a tool of exploitation has been traced to Fenaissance and,

the scientific revocluticon ignoring the development of coclas

caste, and patrisrchy itself in the Indian contexnt. Ecofeminist
discourse thus simplifies an important category of analysis,

And with observations such as the fact that Indian civilisa-
tich has been built on the exploitation of hill peoples, destruc-

tion of sacred groves and their replacement by temples (Rao

1991). The assuwneption that past societies were in harmony  with

nature 1s a false one. For instance, significant ecological

wlements underlie the decline of Rome such as  the excessive
expliortation of the Mediterranean forests and the remorselecss
extensicon of foodorop agriculture {Seymour and Girardet 1998 in

Mill, Held and McGrew 1992: 118-119). Further, burial customs in

Crete  between  1700-1400BC underwent changes. The huge weoden
caffins were replaced by earthenware coffins which reflects the

increasing  shortage of trees on the island. The latter reguires

lece wood to fire the earthern podts whereas the coffins were made
ot large planks of wood (ibid: 154).

The focus on the process of capitalist development as the
ochief exploiter of neature and of  women  ignores  pre-existing
sacial and economic inequalities. Fatriarchy has been manifest in
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nre—colonial India as well. ModEfn«WEBtern~Indu5tria1 development
has succeeded in only re~inforcing pre—-existing genderl and other
forme of socio—economic inequities. For example, the tribes of
Oraong, Mundas’ and Santhals have social taboos like women cannot
plough, nor can they thatch their rooftops. Different explana-
tions are given. Ore such explanation is that these activities
signify the role of man aa‘the final provider of food, and man as

the protecter of the family.

Womer's esxperience of the environment is mediated by their
livelihood systems. It is not a uniform experience. For example,
the gender divisions of labour makes the hill  women primarily

. , . ] . 2
respansible for fetching food, fuelwood, and water®. . Ancther
instance of women getting affected could be seen in the degrada-
tion of water quality. According to the gender divisions of
labour in agriculture women are responcsible for rice transplant-

ing in rice farming systems, and where fertiliser application is

o

high, women suffer from skin diseases. In Sri Lanka, rice trans-—

planting is done by ganges of migrant women labourers who suffer

from this (Jayatilaka guoted in Jackson 1992: 1@).

Bradley (1991} argues that it is not advisable to read too

much into gender divisions of work. In Kenyva, women’ s task ise  to

pravide for fuelwood but have minimal involvement in tree

regen--

1.See Maithreyi Krishnarsj, "Women Craft Workers ss Security for Family Sub-
sistence,” Fconomic and Political Weekly, 27(n.17, April 25), 1982, pp. WS-7-
WS-18."When key institutions of the pre~cspitalist mode become articulated
into the new system, specific consequences for women ensue. Two such key
institutions in the case of Indias are csste and family-kinship units. Both
caste and the family-kinship units have served traditionally as instruments of

subordination for women..."” which the capitalist forces of production hsave
only reinforced.

2.Refer to (to be published) Bina Adsrwal, A Field of One’s Own, Cambridge:
Canbridge University Press, 1884, pp. 37.
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grative activities. Further, tree planting depends on -the owner-—

ship of land.

in rural  Rotswana, men spend .4 per cent of their total
time on crop husbandry whilst the corresponding figure far women
is 8 per cent. And in Camerocorn, in 1974, women spent 300 hours

per year on food crops whereas men spent S@ houwrs (ibid: 11).

However, these examples need not necessarily reflect that
women have a special relation to nature. These have to be seen in

the context of other factors such as property relationsg or pover-—

ty.

A observation made by Jackeon (1993&: 4@7) is that  "within

gender divieions of labour, including authority, one cannot

assume that women’' s practices reflect their choices or priori-

ties" . Women and men tend to act according to their traditional

mexual division of labour without guestioning it. One has to take

into account the complexities of the division of labour before

arriving at any general conclusions.

Gender divisions in the ownership of property wvary with

region/  commanity/  customs/ social systems., It is  noted that

though women have a major role in food producting they rarely own

larnd. In patrilineal scocieties of Fakictan, Imdia, subh-3aharan

Africa, and Latin America, women have access to lanmd only through

husbands or sonse. At least, in the past, customary laws &fforded

women some secwirity of land ternure, (Rgarwal 1991).

For instance, in the ‘common property’ systems of Asia  and

al

ifrica, access

i

to resowrces was determined by gender. Women could

rarely  own land, however, as members of  the community, they

uenally had egual rights to use land in accordance with  their

g2



families’ needs. "Under traditional systems operating in parts of

southern Ghana, women had righte to land ae members of & lineage;

they applied to the male head of their lineage to obtain  the

acreage needed for food production, which was allocated according

to the neede and size of a family,” (Cleaver and SBochreiber 1992,

cited in Jacobson, 1992, pp. 2%).

Rlec, men more than women, uwse common property resources for
construction timber, building sctivities, and children of both

genders ceem to be the major food collectors from CPRe  in non-

famine times. In famine times women do use the CPRs, and there is

aleo a shift in other conjugal rights. On the basis of a compre—

hensive study on  the gender divisions of labouwr in Zimbabwe

{Iliffe 199@: % cited in Jackson 1993%3a: 408), one finds it

difficult  to contend that women have greater interest  in CFR

reproduction, especially in Zisbabwe.

Froperty relations also determine women and men’' s relation

to their environments. In (most) cases of patrilineal inheritance

of land, the commitment of women to improve land or adopt conser-—

vation practices will be lesser tharn those of men who have land

righte whereas the women do not have land rights. Under these

circumstances, women’ s commitment to improve land, e.g., building

cotowr  ridges, will be filtered through perceptions of security

of tenure. Also, taking into account the slow retwne of conser-—

vation practices like tree planting one espects women to be less

inclined to do so {(Jackson 1993x).
Women s vight to land is secondary, and mostly, conditional

upon marriage. They also have different belief systerns related to

tand;  for the Shona of Zimbabwe there existes & stromg  bond  be-

tween individuals amgd their ancestral land. &nd since most  women
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have little to do with the patrilineage and move on from the land
ef their birth to the land of the hasband they "would seem to  beg
bothk materially and ideoclogically alienated Ffrom the land”

-(Ja¢kson 1993a: 4Q7).

Further, in circumstances where women rarely possess  land

rights, their "lived euperience of land relaticons characterised

by mobility and insecurity may mean that women have differently
constituted environmental knowledges {(possibly & greater under-—
standing of spatial variations and lesser understanding of tempo-

rﬁé variations) rather than simply knowing more or less than men”

{ibid: 41@-411).

b= -

Livestock ownership is a&lso largely a man’'s prmp@rtyl

One of the shortcominge of the ecofeminist approsch is  that
¥
3

it

it doee not allow the analysisz of changes in  the relationship
betwesn  women and their environments in either the long term o

the short term. When common property fuel-wood becomes scarce,

there may be an increase in on—farm woody biomasse (Bradley 1991

274y, there may be an increase in firewood puwrchese o other
technical changes like collecting wood by carts. A study of  the
"fueluwood crisis’ in southern Limbabwe concludes that men in the

past 3B yvears have increasingly being collecting fuelwood (ibid:

fApart  from  the gender divieions of  labouwr  and  property

relations, anthority and power are important factors that medi-
ate  women’'s relation with their environment. "There are power

relations  between women within households: & woman may be domi-

1.8ee Jackson 1892: 186.
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nated by her husband’s mother,. or an elder wife in . polygamous
ouseholds, and carvy a disproporticnate burden of wood and water
collection as & young wife but come, with age, to make use of
junior  women too. Thus the division of labour may sllocste  wood

collection to wives but if a wife can delegate the means by which

she meets that responsibility then the incentive (incressed time
in collection) towards tree replanting may not be felt equally by

all wives. Life cycle processes intervene in various wayse 1o

=

pattern both environmental knowledges and incentives to positive

envivronmental management.

Aleo land which women farm on thelir own account is  obtained

through alloecation by a husband or male relative which indicates

power relations’ in favour of men.

The distribution of envivonmental knowledges also affects

womerns =nd mens relation to the environment. The scesumption that

women have & profound knowledge of ecological processes falls  to

asl ‘who acquires what kriowledge’ . The sssumption of CWOMETT &S

rricwers’ of the ecological process is qguestioned. A study of  the
distribution of environmental knowledges found owt that in Chivi

Communrnal  Area of Zimbesbwe, women knew more than men about some

cyop varieties, and men knew more abort local scil classification

{(Jackseorn 1993a: 4@46).

Environmental relations also depend upon class—gender sys-

-

em. Lower class families depended on natural resowrces for a

livelihoond are warst hit by ecologicsl degradation, and therefore

are the first to resist. A closer lock at the gender division of

labowr will reveal that if men sre directly associated with  work
related  to natwre sueh as getting firewood, then they initiate

any  sach anti-tree felling campaign. For example, Pernan men  and



women  together have been involved in protests and road blocades

against logging (Jackson 1993bL: 1949).

The influence of the caste factor in the Indian content

b
also been ignored by ecofeminists. The confluence of the factors

aof class, caste and gender relstions across regilons gives a

picture which cannot be generalised.

Conceptually, [ find & problem in Yandana Shiva’'s (1988)

concept of the "trans—gender’ is problematic.

Can “gender’ ke

transcended in any discouwrse of feminiem? Or should it be dealt

with as it is, i.e., as & social construct? Is the concept of the

‘feminine’ principle meant to be a substitute for “gender’ ?

FURTHER GUERIES

Howewver,

the eco-feminist discourse has opened up new  areas

of learning and research. Redefinitions of enisting concepts is

bseing attempted. It has forced oper a debate o this issue of

wamen’'s  role in ecological strugogles. In the rest of  this sec—

tion, I have presented the variocus alternate ways of seeing

wamen s ecological  roles, and conceptualising them in  turn. I

believe, without an indepth study of these alternative ways of

seeing women’' s role, ecofeminism remains incomplete. I have not

een able to integrate these alternate ways into one coherent

approach. However, I do not see this as a limitation of my thesis

because what is important is to bwing these scattered alterns-

tives together in one study-— which I have modestly attempted

Mere.

AN Caroline Moser (Schenhk- Sandergen 1991 WE-28) poses  the

concepts  of Twomen’'s interest’ and “gender interest’ (strategic

and practical) and thelr wse in understanding concrete  problems.

“Women s intereste’ implies a compatibility of interest khased on



biclogical similarities. 'Gender interecst’ does away with this
falue generalisation. Strategic gender interest is based upon the
"analysis of women s subordination to men” (ibid), whereas prac-
tical gender interest are bessed on women’ s concrete experiences
in  their engendered position within the sexual division df la—
our.  In contrast to the former, the latter does not question
prevailing forms of subordination of women. Following this, Moser
puts  forth a theoretical pearadigm of gender plamning. It is  not
enough to have a knowledge of concepts of development and women’'s
studies but also have a theoretical inseight into feminist anthro-
pology/ development sociology to be able to operationalise a

‘women in development’ policy (ibid: WS-27).

One  has to enguire as to why do women act in harmony  with
nature. Is it not because of the demands of the family &and  the

responsibility accorded to women by the socixl SDL?

K. Further queries can be made into the whole concept of the

Teminine and its connection with divinity in different religiocus

texts. Local modes of worship have to be taken intoc account.

These have to be amalysed in their relation to patriarchy---—
their relevance negates or positivates an understanding of patri-
archy. The concepts of prafiriti and shshti have to be located
contextusxlly.

C. A socio- anthropological study of tribxl communities——-—
ltifestyle, culture, religion, economy which was based on  outual

(interjdependence with Mature (forests, water and land). Weren't

men also Eco-feministe? And to what extent women and men related
themselves with thelyr environment in their daily lives? The

contradictions in the SDL, and men’'s work seen as more important

conventionally—-—— again. These issues couwld hbe esplorsd. The
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procese has to be worted out.

n. Is Vandana Shiwa'making arn argument for what ise called the
‘main  contradiction’  in Marsist terminclogy—-—— as not  between
castes/ classes/ or sexes within peasant/ rural/ tribal communi-
ties but between the rural communities and the world capitalist
system? Is  this location of the main contradiction correct or
rnot, asks Gail Omvedt (1998@: 1223). More specifically, Omvedt
{ibid) argues that Shiva’'s contention that rural women, not the
proletariat, represent a hind of vanguard should be further
studied. In fact, the numercous struggles of women ageinst patri-
archal attitudes and male viclence in their daily lives and
striving for a better as wellbas sustainable 1iﬁing in  harmony

with nature reinforces such an argument.

. A alternate model of “feminist environmentalicem’ has  been
conceived by Bina Agarwal. It argues to see women in their mate—
rial reality, and calls for a contextualisation of the various
eﬁamples of woamen stuggling for environmental protection———

patriarchy bhad assigned women the task of food provision etc.

under the SDL in the family which could be a reason for their

struggle against ecological destruction. Women’'s participation in

itself dose not represent an explicit incorporation of & gender

perspective, in either theory or practice, within any movement.

Feminist ernvironmentalism attempts to do re-search, in the
Indiarn context, on the formse of environmental degradation, thé
process of statization, the process of privatization, the erosion
af community resource management systems, and the relation bGe-

tween the choice of agricultural technology and ercsion of local
Ernowledge systems. More specifically, this aspprosch attempts  to

take into account the relatiormship of the above-mentioned catego-
9]
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ries with the pre-existing gender division of labour, systemic
gender differences in the disiribution of subsistence resources
{foad, health services etc.), and thirdly, on the unequal access

af women and mernn to productive rescurces.

In concrete terms, Agarwal (1922) suggests that this ap-—
proach, in the field, will attempt to focus on the effects of
ecological change (degradation) on women's time, income, nutri-

tion, health, the social support networks, and on women’s indige-—

=

nous  knowledge. On the other hand, one must not forget to take

into account men’'s experiences to have & complete plcture.

In theoretical terms, my proposition is that maybe a combi-—
nation of the feminmist environmentalist approsch with that of the
‘modes of rescource use'l concept forwarded by Gadgil &and Guha.
The concept of the "modes of resource use’ can be integrated into

‘feminist environmentalism’ concerns to present a viable sxlterna-

tive.

F. It is also a call for & ‘decolonisation of the mind’. It
contrasts with the modern western ‘way of seeing’ with an “alter-

mative’ way of seeing and comprehending the world in personal and

1.5ee Gedgil and Guha (1892), "The concept of ‘modes of resocurce use’ extends
the realm of production to include flora, fauna, water and minerals. With
respect to the relations of production, it investigstes the forms of property,
msnedement and control, and of allocation and distribution, which govern the
utilisation of natural resources in different societies and historical peri-
ods. And with respect to productive forces, it anslyses the varying technolo-
gies of rescurce exploitation, conversion and transportation that characterize
different social orxders...There are two additional dimensions. First, it
examines whether one csn identify characteristic ideclogies that dovern dif-
ferent modes. Secondly, it identifies the ecological impsct of various modes,
and assesses the consequences of these different modes for the pattern, dis-
tributionn snd availability of natural resources...”. Both identify four
historicsl modes-- gathering; nomadic pastoralism; settled cultivation; sand
industry. The different categories of snalysis are-- aspects of technologicsl

change, economy, social organissation, ideology, snd the nature of ecological
impact.
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tmpersonal waval. Eanuri refers to this as impersonal and person—
al ‘maps’ , and these maps are integral to any cultural system.
The key dimensione of these cultural maps are the theories of the
zelf, of knowledge and of the univergeuvln the 'impersonal map’,
it is possible to construct an individual’ separable  from  the
environment——— social, physical and intellectual. However, in the
‘persanal map’ , there is an identity between the two. Modernity
with its task of rationalising the world succeeded in asserting &
iierarchal relation between the two maps in which the impersonal
map was deemed superiotr.

Thus, the écof@minist contributions towarde an epistemclogical

decentralisation’ can  be supplemented by studies such

as Ba-
Turi e,
A Review of Ecotfeminism
I sum, the basic issue is not one of technology versus
spiritusality or nature versus culture. The fundamental issue,

claim Ecofeminists, is how we define nature, culture, technology

and spilriteality-——which in tuwrn hinges on whether we orient to a

dominator  or & partnership model of scciety. It i not  science

and technology, but the numbing of ow innate human sensibilities

that makes it possible for men to dopinste, oppress, esdploit  and

kill. What passes for "scientific cbjectivity” in & dominator

society is the substitution of detached measuring for an inguiry

dezigned te enhance and advance buman evolution.

Ecofeminism asserts that no doubt the story of human culoure

1.Tarig Banuri, 1893, cited in a review srticle, "Dominating RKnowledges and
Subjugated Practices,” by U. Kalpagsm, Economic and Political Weekly, 27(n.28-
21, Hay 168-23). The edited book where the paper has been published is Dominat-

ing Knowledge: Development, Culture and Resistance, Frederigue Apffel Marglin
snd Stephen A. Marglin, Oxford: Clarendon Press.
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iz to a large extent the story of buman technology. The story  is
‘mot only  of the fashioning of material tools but  also of  the
fashioning of our most important and uwnidgue non-material  tools:
the mental tools valanguaga and imagery, of buman  made words,
symbols, and pictures. Advanced technology are the extension of
human functions, of ouwr hande’ and brains’ capacity to alter our

environment and, more importantly, ocurselves.

The eco-feminiset position on science and technology is
clearly not the repudiation of both. The answer is not in &
‘return to nature’ or to shun technology. Whet is needed 1s  a
partnership model brought in by the ecofeminigt‘perﬁpective made

passible by the concerns of ecology and those of women, of origi-

nal populations. The twin concerns of ecofeminism-——— humarn 1iber-—
ation and our relationship to non buman nature——— open the way to

developing a set of ethics reguived for decisian-making about
technology (Techrnology signifies the tools that human beinge use

to interact with nature).

Ihe tash of Public Policy is to recognise the dusl role of
wamen  as victims of envivonment degradation and as active envi-
rommentaliste (repositories of krnowledge). It is necessary to
take gender and ecological concerns together to challenge the

deep entrenched (material and ideclogical) intereets in  existing
structures and patterrn of development. Grassroot organisations of

the poor and of women is & necessary condition for this to  hap-

peEn .
CONCLUSION

A oversimplification of women’'s link with nature, of  wom—

= P} 4

en’s role in ecological struggles, of women’ s place in  the 3D
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inthe family and in zociety az & whole must be avoided., Pateriar—

chy is a complex phenomenon differing across and within cultures.

The eco-feminist discouwrse has raised significant issuss, no

doubt, but it has to go & long way in establishing itself &z &

discipline within the broader parameters of Women’'s Studies.

. C',‘Z-;
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