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The Accumulation of Labor and

the Degradation of Women:

Constructing “Difference” in the
“Transition to Capitalism”

I demand whether all wars, bloodshed and misery came not
upon the creation when one man endeavoured to be alord over
another?... And whether this misery shall not remove... when
a1l the branches of mankind shall look upon the earth as one
commeon treasury to all,

—Gerrard Winstanley, The New Law of Righteousness, 1649

AN

To him she was a fragmented commodity whose feelings and
choices were rarely considered: her head and her heart were
separated from her back and her hands and divided from her
wornb and vagina. Her back and muscle were pressed into field
labor... her hands were demanded to nurse and nucture the
white man. ... [H]er vaginz, used for his sexual pleasure, was the
gateway to the womb, which was his place of capital investment
— the capital investment being the sex-act and the resulting
child the accumulated surplus. ...

— Barbara Omolade, “Heart of Darkness,” 1983

Albrecht Diiret, THE FALL OF Man (1510},

This powerful scene, on the expulsion of Adam and Eve from the Part One: Introduction
Garden of Eden, evokes the expulsion of the peasantry from ifs commion

ii;:::’ ;vhxch was £ t""_”'”c_q i OGCHI ACTOSS WESIEI™ Europe at the very time The development of capitalism was not the only possible response to the crisis of feudal

birer was producing this work. ; power. Throughout Europe, vast communalistic social movements and rebellions against
feudalistn had effered the promise of a new egalitarian society built on social equality
_ and cooperation. However, by 1525 their most powerful expression, the “"Peasant War”
i in Germany or, as Peter Blickle called it, the “revolution of the common man,’ was
crished.! A hundred thousand rebels were massacred in retaliation. Then, in 1535, New
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a.rchles buile upon gender, as well as “race” and age, became constitu-
tive of class rule and the formation of the modern proletariat.

Iv. We cannot, therefore, identify capitalist accumnlation with the lber-
ation of the worker, female or male, as many Marxists (among others)
have done, or see the advent of capitalism as a moment of historical
progress. On the contrary, capitalism has created more brutal and
insidious forms of enslavement, as it has planted into the body of the
proletariat deep divisions that have served to intensify and conceal
exploitadon. It is in great part because of these imposed divisions —
esgeciaﬂy those between women and men — that capitalist accummu-
lation continues to devastate life in every corner of the planet.

Capitalist Accumulation and the Accumulation
of Labor in Europe

Capital, Marx wrote, comes on the face of the earth dripping blood and dirt from head
to toe (1909,Vol. 1: 834} and, indeed, when we look at the beginning of capitalist devel-
opment, we have the impression of being in an immense concentration camp, In the
“New World” we have the subjugation of the aboriginal populations to the regimes of
the mita and cuatelchil® under which multitudes of people were consumed to bringlsﬂ—
ver and mercury to the surface in the mines of Huancavelica and Potosi. In Eastern
Europe, we have a“second serfilom,” tying to the land a population of farmers who had
never previously been enserfed.® In Western Europe, we have the Enclosnres, the Wicch-
Hunt, the branding, whipping, and incarceration of vagabonds and beggars in,newly con-
structed work-houses and correcton houses, models for the future prison system. On,
the horizon, we have the rise of the slave trade, while on the seas, ships are already tr.ans—
porting indentured servants and convicts from Bnrope to America,

. What we deduce from this scenario is that force was the main lever, the main eco-
nomic power in the process of primitive accumulation!® because capitalist development
required an immense leap in the wealth appropriated by the European ruling class and
the? number of workers brought under its command. In other words, primitive accumu-
lation consisted in 2n immense accumulation of labor-power —*“dead lahot™ in the form
of sto.ien goods, and “fiving labor” in the form of human beings made available for
expk)lta‘tion ~— realized on a scale never before matched in the course of history.

. ‘ Significantly, the tendency of the capitalist class, during the first three centuries of
18 exastence, was to impose slavery and other forms of coerced laber as the dominant
work relation, 2 tendency limited only by the workers’ resistance and the danger of the
exhaustion of the work-force.

T?ns was true not only in the American colonies, where, by the 16th century,
economnies based on caerced labor were forming, but in Europe as well. Later, exam:
ine the importance of slave-labor and the plantation systern in capitalist accut;mlation.

Hern‘s [ want to stress that in Europe, too, in the 15t century, slavery, never completely
abolished, was revitalized.11
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As reported by the Italian historian Salvatore Bomno, to whom we owe the most
extensive study of slavery in Ttaly, there wete numerous slaves in the Mediterranea areas
in the 16t and 17t centuties, and their numbers grew after the Battle of Lepanto (1571)
that escalated the hostilities against the Muslim world. Bono calculates that more than
10,000 slaves lived in Naples and 25,000 in the Napolitan kingdom as a whole (one per
cent of the population), and similar figures apply to other Italian towns and to southern
France. In Italy, a system of public davery developed whereby thousands of kidnapped
foreigners — the ancestors of today’s undocumented immigrant workers — were
employed by city governments for public works, or were farmed out to private citizens
who employed them in agriculture. Many were destined for the cars, an important source
of such employment being the Vatican fleet (Bono 1999: 6-8).

Slavery is “that form [of exploitation] towards which the master always strives”
(Dockes 1982: 2. Burope was no exception, This must be emphasized to dispel the
assumption of 2 special connection between slavery and Africa.12 Buc in Europe slavery
remained a limited phenomenon, as the material conditions for it did net exist, although
the employers' desires for it must have been quite strong if it took wntik the 18th century
before slavery was outlawed in England. The attempt to bring back serfdom failed as well,
except in the Fast, where population scarcity gave landlords the upper hand.13 In the
West its restoration was prevenied by peasant resistance culminating in the “German
Peasant War” A broad organizational effort spreading over three countries (Germany,
Austria, Switzerland) and joining workers from every field {farmers, miners, artisans,
including the best German and Austrian artists), 14 this “revolution of the common man”
was a2 watershed in Buropean history. Like the 1917 Bolshevik Revolution in Russia, it
shook the powerful to the core, merging in their consclousness with the Anabaptists
takeover of Miinster, which confirmed their fears that an international conspiracy was
underway to overthrow their power.15 After its defeat, which occurred in the same year
as the conquest of Per, and which was commemorated by Albrecht Direr with the
“Monument to the Vanquished Peasants” (Thea 1998: 65; 134-35), the revenge was mer-
ciless. “Thousands of corpses laid on the ground from Thuringia to Alsace, in the fields,
in the woods, in the ditches of a thousand dismantled, burned castles,” “murdered, tor-
tured, impaled, martyred™ (ibid.: 153, 146). But the clock could not be turned back. In
various parts of Germany and the other territories that bad been at the center of the

“war,” customary rights and even forms of territorial government were preserved.1e

This was an exception. Where workers’ resistance to re-enserfment couid not be
broken, the response was the expropriation of the peasantry from its land and the intro-
duction of forced wage-labor, Workers attempting to hire themselves out independently
or leave their employers were punished with incarceration and even with death, in the
case of recidivism. A “free” wage labor-market did not develop in Burope until the 18t
century,and even then, contractual wage-work was obtained anly at the price of an intense
struggle and by a limited set of laborers, mostly male and adult. Nevertheless, the fact that
slavery and serfdom could not be restored meant that the labor erisis that had character-
ized the late Middle Ages continued in Europe into the 17th century, aggravated by the
fact that cthe drive to maximize the exploitation of labor put in jeopardy the reproduc-
tion of the work—forée. This contradiction — which still characterizes capitalist develop-
mentl? — exploded most dramatically in the American colonies, where work, disease,
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Peasant unfinrling the banner of “Freedom.

and disciplinary punishmenss destroyed two thirds of the native American population in
the decades immediately afier the Conquest. 18 Tt was also at the core of the slave trade
and the exploitation of slave labor. Millions of Afticans died because of the torturous
Lving conditions to which they were subjected during the Middle Passage and on the
plantations, Never in Europe did the exploitation of the work-force reach such genoci-
dal proportions, except under the Nazi regime. Even so, there too, in the 16t and 17th
centuries, land privatization and the commedification of social relations {the response of
lerds and merchants to their economic crisis) caused widespread poverty, mortality, and
an intense resistance that threatened to shipwreck the emierging capitalist economy, This,
Fargue, is the historical context in which the history of women and reproduction in the
fransition from feudalism ta capitalism must be placed; for the changes which the advent
of capitalism introduced in the social position
level, whether in Europe or America — were primarily dictated by the search for new
sources of labor as weli as new forms of regimentation and division of the work-force,
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Albrecht Drirer, MONUMENT TO THE
VANQUISHED PEASANTS. (1526). This pic-
ture, representing a peasant enthroned on a w%—-
lection of oljects from his daily 1ife, is highly
atbiguoris. It can suggest that the peasants
werg ber#a}'ed or that they themselves should be
treated as traitors. Accordingly, 1t fras been inter-
preted either as a satite of the rebel peasanss or
as a howmage fo their moral strength. What we
know with certainty is that Diirer was pro-
foundly perturbed by the events of 1525, and,
as a conwinced Lutheran, must have followed
Luther in his condemnation of the revolf.

3

if

Calibam and the Witch

(R

. . !
Auwe Doakr J_L
LF#13 Lt

67




Accumulation of Labor and Degradation of Women

In support of this statement, I trace the main developments that shaped the advent
of capitalism in Europe — land privatization and the Price R evolution — to argue that nei-
ther was sufficient to produce a self-sustaining process of proletarianization. T then examine
in broad outlines the policies which the capitalist class introduced to discipline, reproduce,
and expand the European proletariar, beginning with the attack it Jaunched on wonien,
resulting in the construction of 2 new patriarchal erder, which I define as the “patriarchy of
the wage.” Lastly, I ook at the production of racial and sexual hierarchies in the colonies,
asking to what extent they could form a terrain of confrontation or solidarity between
indigenous, African, and European women and between women and men,

Land Privatization in Europe, the Production of Scarcity,
and the Separation of Production from Reproduction

From the beginning of capitalism, the immiseration of the working class began with
war and land privatization. This was an international phenomenon. By the mid-16th cen..
tury Europear: merchants had expropriated much of the land of the Canary Tslands and
turned them into sugar plantations. The most massive process of land privatization and
enclosure occurred in the Americas where, by the turn of the 17t century, one-third of
the communal indigenous land had been appropriated by the Spaniards under the 5ys-
tem of the enomienda. Loss of land was also one of the consequences of slave-raiding in
Africa, which deprived many communities of the best ameng their youth.

In Europe land privatization began in the Jate-15th century, simultaneously with
colonial expansion. It took different forms; the evictions of tenants, rent increases, and
increased state taxation, leading to debt and the sale of land. T define all these forms as
land exprapriation because, even when force was not used, the loss of land occurred againste
the individualk or the community’s will and undermined their capacity for subsistence.
Two forms of land expropriation must be mentioned: wat — whose character changed
in: this period, being used as a means to transform territorial and economic arrangements
—— and refigious reforny.

“IBlefore 1494 warfare in EBurope had mainly consisted of minor wars charac_
terized by briefand irregular campaigns” (Cunningham and Grel] 2000 95). These often
toak place in the summer to give the peasants, who formed the bulk of the armies, thze
time to sow their crops; armies confronted each other for long periods of time with-
out much action. But by the 16t century wars became more frequent and 2 new type
of warfare appeared, in part becatse of technological innovation but mostly because the
European states began to turn to territorial conguest to resolve their economic crisis
and wealthy financiers invested in it. Military campaigns became much longer. Arrnies
grew tenfold, and they became permanent and professionalized.1® Mercenaries were
hired who had no attachment to the local population; and the goal of warfare became
the elimination of the enemy, so that war left in its wake deserted villages, fields cov-
ered with corpses, famines, and epidemics, as in Albrecht Diirers “The Four Horsemen
of the Apocalypse’” (1498).20 This phenomencn, whose traumatic impact on the pop-

ulaton is reflected in numerous artistic representations, changed the agricultural land-
scape of Europe.
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Jagues Callot, THE HORRORS OFWAR (1633). Engraving. The men haug'ed
by military awthorities were former soldiers turned robbers, Dismissed seldiers
were a large part of the vagabonds and beggars that crowded the voads of 1760
century Europe.

Many tenure contracts were also annulled when t_hc Church.’s‘lands were c?n.ﬁs—
cated in the course of the Protestant Reformation, which began vxirlth a mass-we an c—l
grab by the upPer class. In France, a common hunger for the Church’s land at glst umnice
the lower and higher classes in the Protestant movement, but when the land was anc-
tioned, starting in 1563, the artisans and day-labozers, who had dcv:n'jl’andcd the expggipnc—l
ation of the Church “with a passion born of bittcrn;ss and hope,” and .had mobilize
with the promise that they too would receive their share, were betrayed in thf}::r EKPEC;
tations (Le Roy Ladurie 1974: 173-76). Also the peasants, who had bec.orr}eh ro(;estlan
to free themselves from the tithes, were deceived. When theY stood b}’r their rights, dec ar
ing that “the Gospel promises land freedom and enfranchisement,” they were s;vageé'
attacked as fomenters of sedition {(shid.: 192).21 In England as WPTH’ nlliuch land change
hands in the name of religious reform. W. G. Hoskin has descnbe‘ ,lt as“'the greatest t;ans-
ference of land in English history since the Norman Conguest o, more succnct }ﬁﬂg
“The Great Plunder.”22 In England, however, land privatization was .mostly .accomphs -e
through the “Enclosures,” a phenomenon that has becgme 50 s.lssoc%atied with the €xpro-
priation of workers from their “common wealth” that, in our time, it s used by anti-cap-
italist activists.as a signifier for every attack on social .mmtler{ﬁen‘ts.2:3 ‘
In the 16th century, “enclosure” was a technical term, indicating a set of scrateglecsl
the English loxds and rich farmers used to eliminate communal land property and t.zxpan
their holdings.24 It mosdy referred to the abolition of. the open—ﬁ‘eld systems, an al;aélglz—
ment by which villagers owned non-contiguous strips of land in a m‘)nwhedge feh.
Enclosing also included the fencing off of the comimons and the pulling dewn o tte
shacks of poor cottagers who had o land but could survive because they had aceess to
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custornary rights.23 Large tracts of land were also enclosed to create deer parks, while
entire villages were cast down, to be laid to pasture,

Though the Enclosures continued into the 18t century (Neeson 1993}, even
before the Reformation, more than two thousand rural communities were destroyed in
this way (Fryde 1996 185). So severe was the extinction of rural villages that in 1518
and again in 1548 the Crown called for an investigation. But despite the appeintment of
several royal commissions, Iittle was done to stop the trend. What began, instead, wag an
mtense struggele, climaxing in nemerons uprisings, accompanied by a long debate on the
merits and demerizs of land privatization which is sill continuing today, revitalized by
the World Bank’s asszult on che last planetary commons.

Briefly put, the argumen:t proposed by “modernizers” from ali political perspec-
tives, is that the enclosures boosted agricultural efficiency, and the dislocations they pro-
duced were well corapensated by a significant increase in agricultural productivity, It is
claimed that the land was depleted and, if it had remained in the hands of the poor, it
would have ceased to produce (anticipating Garret Hardin's “tragedy of the com-
mons”},26 while its takeover by the rich allowed it to rest, Coupled with agricultural
tomovation, the argument goes, the enclosures made rhe land more productive, leading
to the expansion of the food supply. From this viewpoint, any praise for commiunal land
tenure is dismissed as “nostalgia for the pase” the assugnption being that agriculfiral com-
nmiunalism is backward and inefficient, and that those who defend it are guilty ofan undue
attachment to tradition.27

But these arguments do not hold. Land privatization and the commercialization
of agriculture did not increase the food supply available to the common people, theugh
more food was made available for the market and for export. For workers they inaugu-
rated two centaries of starvation, in the same way as éoday, even in the most fertile areas
of Africa, Asia, and Latin America, malnutrition is rampant due to the destruction of cor-
tmunal land-terure and the “export or perish” policy imposed by the World Bank’s struc-
tural adjustment programs. Nor did the introduction of new agricultural techniques in
England compensate for this loss. On the contrary, the development of agrarian capital-
ism “worked hand in glove” with the impoverishment of the rural population (Lis and
Soly 1979: 102). A testimony to the misery produced by land privatization is the fact
that, barely a century after the emergence of agrarian capitalism, sixty European towns
had instituted some form of social assistance or were moving in this direction, and
vagabondage had become an international problem {ibid.: 87). Population growth may
have been a contributing factor; but its importance has been overstated, and should be
circomsceribed in time, By the Jast part of the 16th century, almost everywhere in Europe,
the population was stagnating or declining, but this time workers did not derive atry ben-
efit from the change,

There are also misconceptions about the effectiveness of the open-field system of
agriculture, Neo-liberal historians have described it as wastefel, bur even a supporter of
land privatization like Jean De Viies recognizes that the communal use of agricultural
fields liad many advantages. It protected the peasants from harvest failure, due to the varic
ety of strips to which a family had access; it also allowed for a manageable work-sched-
ule (since each strip required attention at a different time); and it encouraged a demo-
cratic way of life, built on self-government and self-reliance, since all decisions — when
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Rural feast, All the festivals, games, and gatherings of the peasant
commuunity were held on the commons. 16W-century engraving by

Danief Hopfer.

to plant or harvest, when to drm]r; hthef)iens, heow many animals to allow on the commons
— easant assemblies 2 .
Wef;;zlzzzl?z:gnsidemdons apply to the “commons.” Dispamgefi in 16th centuzly ht.el:m
ature as a source of laziness and disorder, the commons were essential to the reproduct;ojsj
of many small farmers or cottars who survived only ?becausc t.hey had: acce;s ;:lo 1{;16:10 rov&; o
which to keep cows, or woods in which to gather unﬂ‘:)er, wild bemjles anﬁ Zr :,d * Eiom
ries, fish-ponds, 2nd open spaces in which to meet. Beside enconraging 5;)_ eCLiv decsor
making and work cooperation, the cormunens were the.matenal found t;ogl up o
peasant solidarity and sociality could thrive. All the fesnvz%ls, games, anf }gla ermisom e
peasant community were held on the commons.”'Ithe social function of e ior(r)nwelr .Were
éspccia]ly important for women, who, having less title to land ancliallfss s;cm hli_a e .,Ahce
more dependent on them for their subsistence, autonomy, and soci ty. ar;i ; Eumg Blee
Clark’ statement zbout the importance of markets for women in p'rc—c‘apll:th 1 D ;mre
can say that the commons too were for women the center of social life, the place w!
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they convened, exchanged news, took advice, and where 2 women’s vie oint
mitnal events, autonomous fiom that of men, could form (Clark 1968: 51‘)NP e
y This we.b oi cooperative relfitjons, which R.D. Tawney has referred to as the “prim-
i ve communism’” of the feudal village, crumbled when the open-field system bol
1§hed_ and t?'u: communa) lands were fenced off (Tawney 1967). Not on?lf did roopers.
tion in agncult}ml labor die when land was privatized and in-dividual litb;r zoofemg
i—]ip}aced collective ones; econoemic differences among the rural population dee g;le};—iacm
& nul?lber of poor squatters increased who had nothing left but a cot and 2 iow a;lﬁ
111;) choice ‘but to go with “bended knee and cap in hand” to beg for a job (Secco,mbe
. ‘92). S(?cml cohesxon broke down;30 families disintegrated, the youth left the vill
Join the increasing number of vagabonds or itinerant work’ers — 5001 to be:;njeg eﬂjo
;0;;;1 51(0;31&(1;1 of the age — while the elderly were left behind to fend for themselvese
; cf Er y disadvantaged were olc.ler women who, no longer supported by their chil—-
Tl:]l, ell onto the poor rolls or survived by borrowing, petty theft, and delayed payments
iﬁese ;Ettcboic;;f z;;;;::en;ry io]arized not c;)lly by the deepening economic inequal—'
.b f and tesentments that is well-documented in the tecords of
the witch~hunt, whicl show that quarrels relati N - wco'r o
animal; }?r unplaid rents were in tlclle backgrouiggo?nii;e:zi;t?;g’ile e ot
¢ enclosures also undermined ic situati . i
same way in which multinational corporzltli‘:)nzc?a?:en:jifms;tuamon S
ated .ﬁ.om their lands by the World Barik to construct “fee export zones” wh
mo.cht{es are produced at the lowest cost, so, in the 16t and 17*{1 centuries ne C}{Imk
capitalists took advantage of the cheap labor-force that had been made avail;}ljlleljc alnt
zgx;al ?'}?;15 to break thHe power of the urban guilds and destroy the artisans’ in;ql)r;:;e
e, This was especially the case in the textile indﬁstry that was reorganized 1
i?ttage industry, and on the basis of the “putting out” recston of rum’l
informal economy;” also buik on the laborpof.' Wofnen anily‘iz%rgzgll‘;:: tt(;;:ct(i)li t;da}lis
leazz ;r;ie “I:O;{ the only ones whgse labor was cheapened. As scon as they lost acce?srtc:
Iandiesq Cocr>lld it;rs were plunged into a dependence unknown in medieval times, as their
- In\PrDtest ;112 gave ergployers the power to cut their pay and lengthen the working-
ble& i Protest a?zeas tl.us_hap‘pencd un.der the guise of religious reform, which dou-
year by elirmninating the sajnts’ days.
comrdi%tes:;plzs%ifiﬁ V\.ath land _expropriation came a change in the workers® attitude
powerds th ge. e in the Nh(.:ldle Ages wages could be viewed as an instrument of
om (i contrast to the compulsion of the labor SErvices), as soon. as access to land
- toan el;d wages began to be viewed as instruments of enslavement (Hill 19;/'5' 1?1&?31;1&
e lead;c:f\:f;s: tgiegléaelizeccil illat wdo;licersl fe;lt for ;va;gcd labor that Gerrard Winstanley,
; , ared that 1t that it did not make anv diff
S}iegh;ztj :}llnldnez l:l;e;:n;m;; c>}1l~ undelr one’s brother, if one worked fory a Wa;::;;;s ?}l;fl;}ilz
\ © wake of the enclosures (using the term in a broad sense to include 21l
forms of land privatization), of the number of “vagabonds” and ?’mc oy
preferred to take to the road and to risk enslave i —n e e e
“bloqdy” iegislation passed against them —rathr;:mtl];'ac: tdc:: a\;}'j)rk f?;rp; cscrlbe;‘: e
ex'pla_uns the strenuous struggle which peasants made to defend their s o
priation, no matter how meager ifs size.

tage of the peasants expropri-

land from expro-
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In England, anti-enclosure struggles began in the late 15% cenmury and continued
throughout the 16th and 17%, when levelling the enclosing hedges became “the most
common species of social protest” and the symbol of class conflice {(Manning 1988:311).
Anti-enclosure tiots ofien turned into mass uprisings. The most notorious was Kett’s
Rebellion, named after its leader, Robert Kett, that took place in Norfolk in 15459. This
was no small nocturnal affair, At its peak, the rebels numbered 16,000, had an artillery,
defeated a government army of 12,000, and even captured Norwich, at the time the sec-
ond largest city in England.35 They alse drafied a program that, if realized, would have
checked the advance of agrarian capitalism and eliminated all vestiges of feudal power
in the country. It consisted of twenty-nine demands that Kett, a farmer and tanner, pre~
sented to the Lord Protector. The first was that “from henceforth ne man shall enclose
any more” Other articles demanded that rents should be reduced to the rates that had
prevailed sixty-five years before, that“all frecholders and copy holders may take the prof-
its of all commons,” and that “all bond-men may be made fres, for god made all free with
his precious blood sheddying” (Fletcher 1973: 14244}, These demands were put into
practice. Throughout Norfolk, enclosing hedges were uprooted, and only when another
government army attacked them were the rebels stopped. Thirty-five hundred were slain
in the massacre that followed. Hundreds more were wounded. Kett and his brother
William were hanged outside Norwich’s walls.

Anti-enclosure scruggles continued, however, through the Jacobean period with a
noticeable increase in the presence of women.3® During the reign of James 1, about ten
percent of enclosure riots included women among the rebels. Some were all female
protests, In 1607, for instance, thirty-seven women, led by a “Captain Dorothy,” attacked
coal miners working on what women claimed te be the village commons in Thorpe
Moot (Yorkshire). Forty women went to “cast down the fences and hedges” of an enclo-
sure in Waddingham (Lincolnshire) in' 1608; and in 1609, on a manor of Dunchurch
{Warwickshire) “fifteen women, including wives, widows, spinsters, unmarried daugh-
ters, and servants, took it upan themselves to assemble at night to dig up the hedges and
level the ditches” (ibid.: 97). Again, at York in May 1624, women destroyed an enclosure
and went to prison for it — they were said to have “enjoyed tobacco and ale after their
feat” (Fraser 1984: 225-26).Then, in 1641, a crowd that broke into an enclosed fen at
Buckden consisted mainly of women aided by boys {jbid.). And these were just a few
instances ¢f a confrontation in which women holding pitchforks and scythes resisted the
fencing of the land or the draining of the fens when their livelihood was threatened.

This strong fernale presence has been attributed to the helief that women were above
the law, being “caverzd” legally by their husbands. Even men, we are told, dressed Like
women to pull up the fences. But this explanation should not be taken too far. For the
government soon climinated this privilege, and started arresting and imprisoning wonien
invelved in anti-enclosure rios.37 Moreover, we should not assume that women had no
stake of their own in the resistance to land expropriation. The opposite was the case.

As with the commutztion, women were those who suffered mest when the land
yias lost and the village community fell apart. Part of the reason is that it was far more dif-
ficult for them to become vagsbonds or migrant workers, for a nomadic life exposed them
to male violence, especially at a time when misogyny was escalating. Women were also
less mobile on account of pregnancies and the caring of children, a fact overlooked by

73




Accumulation of Labor and Degradation of Women

scholars who consider the flight fron servitnde
nomadism] the paradigmatic forms of struggle,
Pay; though some joined armies as cooks, washer
century this option too vanished, as armies we
women that used to follow them were expelle

Women were alse more negatively imp

Iand Was p]lV'&tlZCd b ld IMOneta; ¥ e Q ! 0 1o @ Y tonur
A tary refat
ns b gan dOm_lIlatC €co 4 bd
1t more dlﬁicult fhal] men to SHPPOI'[ thEmS

: elves, being increasing!
1 o i ‘ ‘ X & increasingly confined to repro-
dusitve thf)r ;1;1 the very time x.,vhen this work was being completely devalued AsP we
o ,e is p er%omenon, which has accompanied the shift from 2 subsistence to a
—economy, ir every phase of capitalist d :
: evelopment, can b ib
By 1 o I 2 e attributed to several
5, > however, that the commercializag ic li i
matertl s on of economic Life provided the

With the demise of the subsistence econo

{through migration and other forms of
Nor could women become soldiers for
8, prostitutes, and wives;38 but by the 17th
re further regimented and the crowds of
d from the battlefields {Kriedte 1993: 55).
acted by the enclosures because as 500N a5

my that had prevailed in pre-capitalist
has been typical ieti
of all societies
Use came to an end, as these activities became the carriers of dif~
were sexually differentiated. In the new monetary reginte, only

Europe, the uniry of production and reproduction which
based on production-far-

ferent socia relations and

cdiny . \

Entitled “Women and Kigves,”
shows the train of women that 4

#his piciure by Flans Sebald Belan: {c. 1530)
: sed to_follow the armies even 1o the bartlefield. The
wornen, itichiding wives and prosiituies, took care of the repreduction of the sol
diers, Notice the woman wearing a muzzling device, -

74

Caliban and the Witch

production-for-market was defined as a value-—creating activity, whereas the reproduction
of the worker began to be considered as valueless from an economic viewpoint and even
ceased w be considered as work. Reproductive work continued to be paid — though at
the Jowest rates — when performed for the master class or outside the home. But the
economic importance of the reproduaction of labor-power carried out in the home, and
its function in the accumuolation of capital became invisible, being mystified as a natural
vocation and labelled “women’s labor.” In addition, women were excluded from many
waged occupations and, when they worked for a wage, they earned a pittance compared
to the average male wage.

These historic changes — that peaked in the 19% century with the creation of the
full-time housewife — redefined women’s position in society and in relation to men.The
sexual division of labor that emezged from it not only fixed women to reproductive work,
but increased their dependence on men, enabling the state and employers to use the male
wage as 2 means to command women'’s labor. In this way, the separation of commodity
production from the Teproduction of labor-power also made possible the development
of a specifically capitalist use of the wage and of the markets as means for the accumu-
lation of unpaid labor.

Most importantly, the separation of production from reproduction created a class
of proletarian women who were as dispossessed as men but, unlike their male relatives,
in a society that was becoming increasingly monetarized, had almost no access to wages,
thus being forced into a condition of chronic poverty, economic dependence, and invis-
ibility as workers.

As we will see, the devaluation and feminization of reproductive labor was a dis-
aster also for male workers, for the devaluation of reproductive labor inevitably devalued
its product: labor-power, But there is no doubt that in the “transition from feudalism to
capitalism” women suffered a unique process of social degradation that was fundamen-
tal to the accumulation of capital and has remained so ever since.

Also in view of these developments, we cannot say, then, that the separation of the
worket from the land and the advent of a money-economy realized the struggle which
the medieval serfs had fought to free themselves from bondage. It was not the workers
= 1male or fernale — who were liberated by land privatization. What was “liberated” was
czipital, as the land was now “free” to function as a means of accurnulation and exploita-
tion, rather than as a means of subsistence, Liberated were the landlords, who now could
unload onto the workers most of the cost of their reproduction, giving them access to
some means of subsistence only when directly employed. When work would not be avail-
able or would not be sufficiently profitable, as in times of commercial or agricultiral cri-
sis, workers, instead, could be laid off and left to starve.

The separation of workers from their means of subsistence and their new depend-
ence on monetary relations also meant that the real wage could now be cut and women'’s
labor could be further devalued with respect to men’s through monetary manipolation.
It is not a coincidence, then, that as soon as land began to be privarized, the prices of
foodstuffs, which for two centuries had stagnated, began to rise.39
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The Price Revolution and the Fauperization of the
European Working Clags

This “inflatienary” phenomenon, which due to its devastating social consequenses has
been named the Price Revolution (Ramsey 1971), was attributed by contemporaries and
later economists {e.g., Adam Smith} to the arrival of gold and silver fiom Anerica,“pour-
ing into Europe {through Spain) in a mammoth stream” (Hamilton 1965: vii). But it has
been noted that prices had been tising before these metals started circulating through the
European markets. 40 Moreover, in themselves, gold and silver are not capital, and could
have been put to other uses, e.g., to make jewelry or golden cupolas or to embroider
clothes. If they functioned as price-regulating devices, capable of turning even wheat into
a precious commodity, this was because they were planted into a developing capitalist
world, in which a growing percentage of the population — one-third in BEngland (Laslett
1971: 53) — had no access to land and had to buy the food that they had once produced,
and because the ruling class had learned to use the magical power of money to cut labor
costs. In other words, prices rose because of the development of a national and interna-
tional market-system encouraging the export-import of agricultural products, and
Lbecause merchants hoarded goods to sell them later at 2 higher price. In September 1565,
in Antwerp, “while the poor were Bterally starving in the streets” 2 warchonse collapsed
under the weight of the grain packed in it (Hackett Fischer 1996 88).

It was under these circumstances that the arrival of the American treasure trig-
gered 2 massive redistribution of wealth and a new proletarianization process. 1 Rising
prices ruined the small fairmers, who had to give up their land to buy grain or bread
when the harvests could not feed their families, and creared a class of capitalist entre-
preneuts, whe accumulated fortunes by investing in agriculture and money-lending, at
a time when having money was for many people a matter of life or death. 42

The Price Revolirdon also triggered a historic collapse in the real wage compa-
rable to that which has occurred in our time throughout Africa, Asia, and Latin America,
in the countries “structurally adjusted” by the World Bank and the International
Monetary Fund. By 1600, real wages it Spain had lost thirty percent of their purchas-
ing power with respect to what they had been in 1511 (Hamilton 1965: 2803, and the
collapse was just as sharp in other countries, While the price of food went up eight
times, wages increased only by three times (Hackett Fischer 1996: 74). This was not the
work of the invisible hand of the market, but the product of a state policy that pre-
vented laborers from organizing, while giving merchants the maximum freedom with
regard to the pricing and movement of goods. Predictably, within a few decades, the
real wage lost two-thirds of it purchasing powet, a5 shown by tle changes that inter-
vened in the daily wages of an Englisk carpenter, expressed in kilograms of grain,
between the 14th and 1§ century (ShcherVan Bath 1963: 327):

YEARS KiLOGRAMS OF GRAIN ‘
|
1351-1400 121.8 |
1401-1450 155.1
1451-1500 1435
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1500-1550 122.4
1551-1600 83.0
1601-1650 43.3
1651-1700 74.1
1701-1750 94.6
1751-1800 79.6

It took centuries for wages in Europe to return to tht? level they had refched in
the late Middle Ages. Things deteriorated to the point that, in England, by 11?):30, 1;1;;1&
artisans had to work forty weeks to earn the same income that, at the beginning of the
century, they had been able to obtain in fifieen Weeksr. In France, [seej g;ap-hl, gsgt ;:aél)gﬂ
wages dropped by sixty percent between 1470 and 1570 (Hackett Fhlsc er h. h.ad
The wage collapse was especially disastrous for women. In t.he 141 century,lt ey
received half the pay of a man for the same task; but by the mid-16th century they }:vere
receiving only one;third of the reduced male wage, and could no longer Suppg)rt ]tj teg—
selves by wage-work, neither in agriculture not in mar.mfact?.lrmsi, a fact ?ri ou de a}Sf
responsible for the massive spread of prostituticn 1n.th.ls petiod.#* What followe 1;' ;
the absclute impoverishment of the European working C'lass, a phenomenon so ;m e
spread and general that, by 1550 and long after, workers in Burope were referred to as
SlmplyE\ig:eES; I;for this dramatic impoverishment is the change that occurred in the
workess® diets, Meat disappeared from their tables, except for a few scraps of lard, am,i 50
did beer and wine, salt and olive oil (Braudel 1973: 127f; Le Roy Ladurie 1974). Flox.'n
the 16t to the 18t centuries, the workers’ diets consisted essentially of brAr:ad, the.mam
expense in their budget. This was a historic setback (wh.atever we may Ithmk of d1;tary
norms) compared to the abundance of meat that had typified .thc late Middle Ages.ﬁ eter
Kriedte writes that at that time, the “annual meat consumptlson had reached the %1(;:
of 100 kilos per person, an incredible quantity even bY tod?ys standards. Up tf) tge1 t
century this fipure declined to less than twenty kJ..lOS ’ (Kr:u?dte 1983: 52)..]312111 e .o;)l
spezks of the end of“‘carnivorous Europe,” sunumoning as a witness the Swabian Heinric
Muller who, in 1550, commented that,

...in the past they ate differently at the peasant’s houfe. Then', there
was meat and food in profusion every day; tables at village fairs and
feasts sank under their load. Today, everything has cruly ?hanged. For
some years, it fact, what 2 calamitous time, what high prices! And the
food of the most comfortably off peasants is almost worse than that of
day-labourers and valets previously” (Braudel 1973: 130}.

Not only did mear disappear, but food shortages became commer, aggravateq in
times of harvest failure, when the scanty grain reserves sent the przce.o.f grair: sky-high,
condemning city dwellers to starvation (Braudel 1966,Yol. 1: 328). This is what ?ccurrei
in the famine years of the 1540s and 1550z, and again in the decades of th? 1DSQS m
15905, which were some of the worst in the history of the Eur(?pean proletanat,' c.omcldu
ing with widespread unrest and a record number of witch-trials. But malnutrition was
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rampant also in normal tmes, so that food acquired a high symbolic valne a5 a marker of
rank, The desire for it among the poor reached epic proportions, nspiring dreams of
Pantagruelian orgies, like those described by Rabelais in his Gargantua and Pantagruel
{1552}, and cansing nightmarish obsessions, such as the conviction (spread among north-
eastern Italian farmers) that witches roamed the countryside at night to feed upon their
cattle (Mazzali 1988:73).

Indeed, the Europe that was preparing to become a Promethean world-mover,
presumnably taking humankind to new technological and cultural heights, was a place
where people never had enough te eat. Food became an object of such intense desire
that it was believed that the poor sold their souls to the devil to get their hands on it,
Europe was also a place where, in times of bad harvests, country-folk fed upon acorns,
wild roots, or the barks of trees, and multicudes roved the countryside weeping and wail-
ing,“so hungry that they would devour the beans in the fields” (Le Roy Ladurie 1974);
or they invaded the cities to benefit from grain diseributions or to attack the houses and
granaries of the rich who, in turs, rushed wo get arms and shut the city gates to keep the
starving out (Heller 1686: 56-63),

That the transition to capitalism inangurated a long period of starvation for work-
crs in Burope — which plisibly ended because of the sconomic expansion produced
by colonization — is also demonstrated by the fact that, while in the 14th and 15th cen-
turies, the proletarian struggle had centered around the demand for “liberty” and less
work, by the 16th and 17, it was mostly spurred by hunger, taking the form of assaults
on bakeries and granaries, 2nd of riots against the export of local crops.45 The authori-
ties described these who participated in these attacks as© good for nothing” or “poor”and
“humble people,” but most were craftsmen, Living, by this time, from hand to month.

It was the women who wsually initated and led the food revolts. Six of the thirty-
one food riot in 17th-century France studied by Tves-Marie Bercé were made up exclu-
sively of women. In the others the fermale presence was so conspicuous that Bercé calls
them “women’s riots 46 Cemmenting on this phenomenon, with reference to 18th-cen-
tury England, Sheila Rewbotham concluded that women were prominent in this type
of protest because of their role as their familias’ caretakers. But women were also those
miost ruined by high prices for, having less access to money and employnient than men,
they were more dependent on cheap food for survival, This is why, despite their subor-
dinate status, they took quickly to the streets when faod prices went up, or when rumor
spread that the grain supplies were being removed from town. This is what happened at
the time of the Cordoba uprising of 1652, which started “early in the morning ... when
2 poor womman went weeping through the streets of the poor quarte, holding the body
of her son who had died of hunger” (Kamen 1971: 364), The same occurred in
Montpellier in 1645, when women took to the streets “to protect their children from
starvation” (ibid.: 356}. In France, women besieged the bakeries when they became con-
vinced that grain was to be embezzled, or found out that the rich had bought the best

bread and the remaining was lighter or mare cxpensive. Crowds of poor women would
then gather at the bakers” stalls, demanding bread and charging the bakers with hiding
their supplies. Riots broke out also in the squares where grain markets were held, or
along the routes taken by the carts with the corn to be exported, and “at the river banis
where...boatmen could be seen loading the sacks” On these occasions the rioters
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ambushed the carts... with pitchforks and sticks. .. th:.a men c’:,arrying, away Tfhe sac;ias, the
wormien gathering as much grain as they could in their skirts” (Bercé 1990}.;171— a)h
The struggle for food was fought also by other means, such as poac 1}111gl, str; : 1rlg
from one’s neighbors’ fields or homes, and assaults on the hous_es of the rich. In froges
in 1523, rumor had it that the poor had put the houses of the IlC.h on fire, prepar;ng to
invade them {Heller 1986:55-56). At Malines, in the Low Cou.ntnes, the houses o SPBC.-
ulators were marked by angry peasants with bloorfl (Hackett Fischer 1996: i§68t)h Nodt 21.;1[;
prisingly, “food crimes” loom large in the disciplinary procidl..zres (?f th]: ;m .the
centuries, Bxemplary is the recurrence of the theme of l:he. diabolical anguet 1.11 e
witch-trials, suggesting that feasting on reasted mutton, white l?,read, and witie was no
considered a diabolic act in the case of the “commeon pec?ple. But tbe main weapons
available to the poor in their struggle for survival were their own famished bodlzs, a; n}
times of famine hordes of vagabonds and beggars surrou.nded the better off, haif- fea lo
hunger and disease, grabbing their arms, exposing their wounds to FhCI:D. and,d orcnllg
them to live in a state of constant fear at the prospect of both contamination and revo dl:
“You cannot walk down 2 street or stop in a square — a'Venetian man wrote in th}:: mid-
168 century — without ,multitudes surrounding you to beg for charity: you see hunger

Family of vagabonds.
Engraving by Lucas van
Leyden, 1520,
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written on their faces, their eyes like gemless rings, the wretchedness of their bodies with
skins shaped only by bones™ (ibid.: 88). A century later, in Florence, tite scene was about
the same, “[I]t was Impossible to hear Mass,” one G. Balducci comphained, in April 1650,

“so nmch was one impattuned during the service by wretched pecple naked and cov-
cred with sores” (Braudel 1966, Vol. II: 734-35).47

The State Intervention in the Reproduction of Labor: Poor
Relief, and the Criminalization of the Working Clagg

The struggle for food was not the only front in the batde against the spread of capital-
ist relations, Everywhere masses of people resisted the destruction of their former ways
of existence, fighting against land privatization, the abolition of customary rights, the
imposition of new taxes, wage-dependence, and the continnons presence of armies in
their neighborhoods, which was so hated that people rushed to close the gates of their
towrns to prevent soldiers from. settling among them,

In France, ene thousand “emotions” {nprisings) occurred between the 15305
and 16705, many involving entire provinces and requiring the intervention of troops
(Goubert 1986: 205), England, Italy, and Spain present a similar picture, 48 indicat-
ing that the pre-capitalist world of the village, which Marx dismissed under the
rubric of “rural idiocy " could produce as high a level of struggle as any the indus-
trial proletariat has waged.

In the Middle Ages, mHgration, vagabondage, and the riss of “crimes agzinst prop-
erty” were part of the resistance to impoverishment and dispossession; these phenomena
now taok on massive propartions. Everywhere — if we give credit to the complaints of the
contemparary anthorities — vagzbonds were swarming, changing cities, crossing borders,
sleeping i the haystatks or crowding at the gates of towns — 2 vast humanity involved in
a diaspera of its own, that for decades escaped the authorities’ control. Six thousand

. vagabonds were reported in Venice alone in 1545.“In Spain vagrants cluttered the road,
stopping at every town” (Braudel, Vol. I1: 740).42 Starting with England, always a pioneer in
these matters, the state passed new; far harsher anti-vagabond laws prescribing enslavement
and capital punishment in cases of recidivism, But repression was not efective and the roads
of 16th and 17th-century Europe remained places of grear {com)motion and encounters,
Through them passed heretics escaping persecution, discharged soldiers, Journeymen and
other “humble folk” in search of employment, and then foreign artisans, evicted peasants,
prostitutes, hucksters, petty thieves, professional beggars. Ahove all, through the roads of
Europe passed the tales, stories, and experiences of 2 developing proletariat. Meanwhile, the
crime rates also sscalated, in such Proportions that we can assume that 2 massive reclama-
ton and reappropriation of the stolen comnmunal wealth was underway. S0

Today, these aspects of the tansiton to capitalism may seemn (for Europe at least)
things of the past or — a5 Marx put it in the Grandrisse (1973: 459 ) — “historical precon.-
ditions” of capitalist development, to be overcome by more mature forms of capitalism. But
the essential similarity between these phenomena and the social consequences of the new
phase of globalization that we are witnessing tells us otherwise, Pauperization, rebellion,
and the escalation of “crime”are structural elements of capitalist accumulation as capi-

talisn must strip the work—force front its means of reproduction to Impose its own rule,
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That in the industrializing regions of Europe, by tl:xe 19th century, :he n;;);;
treme forms of proletarian misery and rebellion had disappeared is no ha p *
* M 1 .
. ainst this claim. Proletarizn misery and rebellions did not come to an end;t e); ]ze E;j
iegssened to the degree that the super-exploitation of workers had b;:len cxlsmﬁm,
thxlough the institutionalization of slavery, at first, and later through the con &
i { colonial domination. ' . ) .
expansj\;"}; the “transition” period, this remained in Burope 2 time of mtense ;;mtal
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512: f)]%li we can see that what was at stake was the desocialization or decollectmzz:inon
Li"tl;e reproduction of the work-force, as well as the attempt to impose a r}rlxom pro utc;
© . . .
tive use of leisure time. This process, in England, reached its climax w;thht e C}?m;jf. ©
power of the Puritans in the aftermath of the Civil War (1642-49), when the
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social indiscipline prompted the banning of all proletarian gatherings and merrymaking,
But the “moral reformation” was equally intense in non-Protestant areas where, in the
same period, religious processions were replacing the dancing and singing that had been
held in and out of the churches. Even the individual’s relation with God was privatized:
in Protestant areas, with the institution of & direct relationship between the individual
and the divinity; in the Catholic areas, with the introduction of individual confession.
The church itself, as a community center, ceased to host any social activity other than
those addressed to the cult. As a result, the physical enclosure operated by land privati-
zation and the hedging of the commons was amplified by a process of social enclosure,
the reproduction of workers shifting from the openfield to the home, from the com.
munity to the family, from the public space (the common, the church) to the private.51

Secondly, in the decades between 1530 and 1560, a system of public assistance was

introduced in at least sixty European tovwns, both by initiative of the local municipalities and
by direct intervention of the central state.52 Its precise goals are still debated. While much
of the literature on the topic sees the introduction of public assistance as a response to a
humanitarian crisis that jeopardized social control, in his massive stizdy of coerced labor, the
French Marxist scholar Yann Moulier Boutang insists that its primary objective was “The
Great Fixation” of the proletariat, that is, the attempt to prevent the flight of labor.53

In any event, the introduction of public assistance vwas 4 turning point in the state
relation between workers and capital and the definition of the funcdon of the state, It
was the first recognition of the unsustainability of a capitalist system ruling exclusively
by means of hunger and terror. It was also the first step in the reconstruction of the state
as the guarantor of the class relztion and as the chief supervisor of the reproduction and
disciplining of the work-foree,

Antecedents for this function can be found in the 14th century, when faced with
the generalization of the anti—fendal struggle, the state had emerged a5 the only agency
capable of confonting a working class that was regionally unified, armed, and no longer
confined in its demands to the political econoniy of the maner. In 1351, with the pass-
ing of the Statute of Laborers in England, which fixed the maximum wage, the state
had formally taken charge of the regulation and repression of labor, which the local
lords were no longer capable of guaranteeing. But it was with the introduction of pub-
lic assistznce that the state began to claim “ownership™ of the work-force, and a capi-
talist “division of labor” was instituted within the ruling class, enabling emsloyers to
relinquish any responsibility for the reproduction of workers, in the certainty that the
state would intervene, either with the carrot or with the stick, to address the inevitable
crises. With this innovation, 2 leap occurred also in the management of social repro-
duction, resulting in the introduction of demographic recording (census-taking, the
recording of mortality, natality, marriage rates) and the application of accounting to
social relations. Exemplary is the work of the administrators of the Burean de Pauvres
in Lyon (France), who by the end of the 16th century had learned to calculate the pum-
ber of the poor, assess the amount of faod needed by each child or adul, and keep track
of the deceased, to make sure that nobody could claim assistance in the name of a dead
petsen (Zemon Davis 1968 244-46).

Along with this new “social science,” an international debate also developed on the
administration of public assistance anticipating the contemporary debate on welfare. Should
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only those unzble to work, described as the “deserving poor,” be supported,;r shhot;ﬂd habltlt;l
bodied” laborers unable to find a job also be given help?. And how rm;ch or how - e s :V];m
they be given, 50 as not to be discouraged from looking fo}' Work. Theg; qu.fz;: onst ti.e
crucial from the viewpoint of social disciphine, as a key objective of public ald was to
workers to their jobs. But, on these matters  consensus could rarely be reach? h .
While humanist reformers like Juan Luis Vives®4 and spokesmen .fox the wealthy
burghers recognized the economic and disciplinary ]?er{eﬁtsl of a moredhli)eml amr:fi ce:;
tralized dispensation of charity (not exceeding t!l(i. dlstnbutm.n of bread, 1ow§\£fe . rlices
of the clergy swenuously opposed the ban on ind1v1du;.ﬂ donaao?s.}r.?»ut, aclross' i eie e
of systems and opinions, assistance was administered with such Stin.g.ln?SS t 1.at 131:1 gener ¢
as much conflict as appeasement. Those assisted resented the humiliating rituals impose
on them, like wearing the “mark of infamy” (previously rescr.ved fc.)r lepers 1:]n'xcri‘l _]ewsl)-;l ;);
{in France) pafticipating in the annual processions of the poor,in Wh;ch ktlheythzel a:;)n ;::;V de
singing hymns and holding candles; and they-vehemently protested w enF s wer
not prompily given or were inadequate to thelr‘ neefis. In respeonse, in sonlé re o to,
gibbets were erecred at the time of food distributions or When the poor we]rEe a e
work in exchange for the food they received (Zemon Davis, 1?68: 249jci Ir}.ll riilalll 38
the 164 cenmry progressed, receipt of public aid - a-lso fo_r ilnldren and t ”e eh er Zh
was made conditional on the incarceration of the recipients in Work;shouses, W erle t}?;
became the experimental subjects for a variety of work~schemcs..- COIISleql'JCllt.Y, e
attack on workers, that had begun with the enclosures' and the P].‘IC:C Revo umor?, in e
space of a century, led to the criminalization of the working class, that is, the fo;mauontizn_
vast proletariat either incarcerated in the newly CO[)STU.‘.HCICE_‘d work—ho.uses an cor:flc o
houses, or seeking its survival outside the law and living in open antagonism to the

— always one step away fiom the whip and the noese. . N i
From the viewpoint of the formation of a laborious work-force, this was a de

sive failure, and the constant preoccupation with the question of social discipline 1;1
16t and 17th-century political circles indicates that the contemporary .statesme? ant !
entrepreneurs were keenly aware of it. Moreover, the social crisis that tl'gls genera s;a :
of rebelliousness provoked was aggravated in the second half of .the 16 Ci'antugy ]-Y
new economic contraction, in great part caused by the dramatic Po;.aulamf(?nh ec 11nf
that occurred in Spanish America after the Conguest, and the shrinking of the colo

ndal economies.

Population Decline, Economia Crisis, and the
Disciplining of Womten

Within less than century from the landing of Columbus on the Americ;n"l co_ntinent, the
colonizers’ dream of an infinite supply of labor (echoin)g the dexFi(E:ers estimate of an
“Infini " in the forests 6f the Americas) was dashed.

mﬁm]t;u?;l;;:);; iirgriii)ulght death to America. Estimate:% of the population collapse
which affected the region in the wake of the colonial invasion vary. But schglars a]mos(;
unanimously liken its effects to an “American Holocal.ﬂ..st."ACC?rdlng to D:;:-l]i StanrmrS :
(19923, in the century after the Conguest, the population declined by 75 o1l acto
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South America, representing 95% of its inhabitants {1992: 268-305). This is also the esti
mate of André Gunder Frank whe writes that “within little more than a centu e:h_
Indian population declined by ninety percent and even ninety-five percent in Mg;icoe
l?eruj and some other regions” (1978 43). In Mexico, the population fell “from 11 'I’
lonin 151.? to 6.5 million in 1565 to about 2.5 million in 1600” (Whallerstein 1974: 8;1;{
By 1580 “disease ... assisted by Spanish bratality, had killed off or driven away rlnostlof tl :
people of the Antilles and the lowlands of New Spain, Perti and the Caribbean littor: }’e’
.(Crosbyzl972:38), and it would soon wipe out many more in Brazil. The cleray mti ZI
ized this “holocaust” as God’s punishment for the Indians” “bestia]"’ behavio%y(\ﬁilloin ;
1986: 1;’;8); but its economic consequences were not ignored. In addition, by the IS;BHS
populadon began to decline also in western Europe, and continued to do s:) i};to the 1'7:*l
century, 1jeachiug a peak in Germany where one third of the population was lost,56
. With the exception of the Black Death (1345-1348), this was a popuiatioln crigi
without precedents, and statistics, as awful as they are, tell only a part of the sto Deatlfj
struck at “the poor™ It was not the rich, for the most part, who perished when t}fz Ia
or the smallpox swept the towns, but craftsmen, day-laborers and vagabonas (Ig -
1972: 3712—33).They died in such numbers that their bodies paved the streets anzmtin
authorities denounced the existence of a conspiracy, instigating the pdpulatior; tol ;
for the malefactors, But the population decline was also blamed on low narality rateslzzl nct
the re%uct.ance of the poer o reproduce themselves, To what extent this charge was ; i
tified is difficult to tell, since demographic recording, before the 17tk cenmrygwas 1:215}1-115_
tneven. But we know that by the end of the 16 century the age of marriage v;/as incre .
ing in all social classes, and that, in the same period, the number of abandgoned chjld;:_
—anew phenomenon — started to grow. We also have the complaints of ministers th
from the pulpit charged that the youth did not marfy and procreate, in order not td bri
more mouths into the world than they could faed. , e
The peak of the demographic and economic crisis were the decades of the 1620s
and 1630s. In Europe, as in the coloniss, markets shrank, trade stapped ur'm:m loyment
bc.camc widespread, and for a while there was the possibility that the éevelo Pin Yrcr:l P
talist economy might crash. For the integration between the colonial and%ui; o
economies had reached a point where the reciprocal impact of the crisis rapidl af ein
eratf:d its course. This was the first international economic crisis. It was a“GeniralYC i :
as hlstori.ar?s have called it (Kamen 1972; 307ff; Hackett Fischer 1996:91) o
Itisin t}‘lis context that the question of the relation between laba;' poiaulation and
the accumulation of weelth came to the foreground of polidcal debaté and strate , t
produce the first elements of a population policy and a “bio-power” regime. 57T‘he ci?d i
ness of the concepts applied, often confusing “populousness” with “popul:;tion > and tﬁ_
brul:'ahty of the means by which the state began to punish any behavior obstruc,tin -
ulation growt.h, should not deceive us in this espect. It is my contention that it \fa];) 2112;
population crisis of the 16 and 17t centiries, not the end of fimine in Europe in th
18t (a5 Foucault has argued) that turned reproduction and population growth Fnto St te
n_mttejcs,as well as primary objects of intellectial discourse, 58 further argue that the int .
sification of the persecution of “witches and the new disciplinary methods that th e
adop.ted in this period to regulate procreation and break women’s control over :esmte
duction, are also to be traced to this crisis. The evidence for this argument is CitCleSi:?lj

86

Caliban and the Witch

tial, and it should be recognized that other factors contributed to increase the determi-
nation of the Buropean power-structure o control more strictly women’s reproductive
function. Amang ther, we must include the increasing privatization of preperty and eco-
nomic relations that (within the bourgeoisie) generated a new anxiety concerning the
question of paternity and the conduct of women. Similarly, in the charge that witches sac-
rificed children to the devil — a key theme in the “great witch-hunt” of the 16th and 17t
cenmiries — we can read not only a preoccupation with population decline, but also the
fear of the propertied classes with regard to their subordinates, particularly low-class
women who, s servarts, beggars or healers, hiad many eppormnities to enter their employ-
ers houses and cause them harm. It cannot be a pure ceincidence, however, that at the
very moment when population was declining, and an ideclogy was forming that stressed
the centrality of labor in econcmic life, severe penalties were introduced in the legal codes
of Burope to punish women guilty of reproductive crimes.

The concomitan: development of a population crisis, an expansionist population
theory, and the introduction of policies promoting population growth is well-docu-
mented. By the mid-16% century che idea that the number of citizens determines a
nation’s wealth had become something of a social axiom. “In my view;” wrote the French
political thinker and demanclogist fean Bodin, “one should never be afraid of having too
many subjects or too many citizens, for the strength of the commeonwealth consists in
men” (Commoyuveaith, Book V). The Iralian economist Giovanmi Botero (1533-1617) had
a more sophisticated approach, recognising the need for a balance between the number
of people and the means of subsistence. Still, he declared thar that “the greatness of'a city”
did not depend on its physical size or the circuit of its walls, but exclusively on the nom-
ber of its residents. Henry TV’s saying that “the strength and wealth of  king lie in the
number and opulence of his citizens” sums up the demographic thought of the age.

Concern with population growth is detectable also in the program of the Protestant
R eformation. Dismissing the traditions]l Christian exaltation of chastity, the Reformers
valorized marriage, sexuality, and even women because of their reproductive capacity.
Woman is “nesded to bring about the increase of the human race,” Luther conceded,
reflecting that “whatever their weaknesses, women possess one virtue that cancels them
all: they have 2 womb and they can give birth” (King 1991: 115).
Suppors for population growth climaxed with the rise of Mercantilism which made
the presence of a large population the key to the prosperity and power of a nation.
Mercantilism has often been dismissed by mainstream economists as a crude system of
thought because of its assurmption that the wealth of nations is proportional to the quan-
tity of laborers and money available to them. The brutal means which the mercantilists
applied in order to force people to work, in their hunger for labor, have contributed to
their disrepute, as most economists wish to maintain the illusion that capitalism fosters free-
dom rather than coercion, [t was 2 mercantilist class that invented the work-houses, hunted
down vagabonds, “transported” criminals to the American coloniss, and invested in the
slave trade, ali the while asserting the “utility of poverty” and declaring “idleness™ 2 social
plague. Thus, it has not been recogriized that in the mercantilists’ theory and practice we
find the most direct expression of the requirements of primitive accumulation and the first
capialist policy explicitly addressing the problen of the reproduction of the work-force.
This policy, as we have seen, had an “intensive” side consisting in the imposition of a total-
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itarian regime using every means to extract the maximum of work from every Individual
regardless of age and condition. But it also had an “extensive one” consisting in the eﬁbr;
to expand the size of population, and thereby the size of the army and the work-force.

. As Eli Hecksher noted,“an almost fanatical desire to increase population prevailed
in all countries during the period when mercantilism was at its height, in the later part
of)the 17th century” (Heckscher 1966: 158). Along with it, a new concept of human
beings also took held, picturing them as just raw materials, workers and breeders for the
state (Spengler 1965: 8). But even prior to the heyday of mercantile theory, in France
and England the state adopted a set of pro-naalist measures that, combined v:fith Public
Reelief, formed the embryo of a capitalist reproductive policy. Laws were passed that put
a premium on marriage and penalized celibacy, modeled on those adopted by the late
Rgman Empire for this purpose. The family was given a new importance as the key insti-
tution providing for the transmission of property and the reproduction of the work-
force. Simultanecusly, we have the beginning of demographic recording and the inter
vention of the state in the supervision of sexuality, procreation, and family life.

But the main initiative that the state tock to restore the desired population ratic
was the launching of a true war against women clearly aimed at breaking the control
they had exercised over their bodies and reproduction. As we will see later in this vl
ume, this war was waged primarily through the witch-hunt that literally demonized any
form of birth-control and non-procreative sexuality, while charging women with sacri-
ficing children to the devil. But it also relied on the redefinition of what constitutes a
eproductive crime, Thus, starting in the mid-16th century, while Portuguese ships were
returning from Aftica with their first human cargoes, all the European governments
began to impose the severest penalties against contraception, abortion andlinfanticide.

This last practice had been treated with some leniency in the Middle Ages, at least

in the case of poor women; but now it was turned into a capital crime, and punished
more harshly than the majority of male crimes,

n sixteent]? century Nuremberg, the penalty for maternal infanticide
was drowning; in 1580, the year in which the severed heads of three
women convicted of maternal infanticide were nailed to the scaffold

for public contemplation, the penalty was changed to beheading (King
1991: 10).60

New forms of surveillance were also adopted to ersure that pregnant women did
not terminate their pregnancies. In France, 2 royal edict of 1556 required women to reg-
ster every pregnancy, and sentenced to death those whose infants died before baptism
after 2 concealed delivery, whether or not proven guilty of any wrongdoing. Similar
statutes were passed in England and Scotland in 1624 and 1690, A system ofkspies was
also created to surveil unwed mothers and deprive them of any support, Even hosting
an un.mz}rried pregnant woman was made ilegal, for fear that she might escape the pub-
lic scrutiny; while those who befriended her were exposed to public criticism (Wiesner
1993: 51-52; Ozment 1983: 43). '

As a consequence women began to be prosecuted in large numbers, and more
were executed for infanticide in 16t and 17%-century Europe than for any other crime,
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except for witcheraft, 1 charge that also centered on the kiiling of children and other
vicladons of reproductive norms. Sigrificanty, in the case of both infanticide and witch~
craft, the statutes limiting women’s legal responsibility were lifted. Thus, women walked,
for the first time, into the courtrooms of Burope, in their own name as legal adults, under
charge of being witches and child murderers. Also the suspicion under whick midwives
came in this period — leading to the entrance of the male doctor inte the delivery room
— stemmed more from the authorities’ fears of infanticide than ftom any concern with
the midwives’ alleged medical incompetence.

With the marginalization of the midwife, the process began by which women lost
the contro! they had exercised over procreation, znd were reduced to a passive role in
child delivery, while male docters came to be seen zs the true “givers of life” (as in the
alchemical dreams of the Renaissance magicians). With this shift, 2 new medical practice
also prevailed, one thatin the case of a medical emergency prioritized the life of the fetus
over that of the mother. This was in contrast to the customary birthing process which
women had controlled; and indeed, for it to happen, the community of women that had
gathered around the bed of the fisture mother had to be first expelled from the delivery
roomn, and midwives had to be placed under the surveillance of the doctor, or had to be
recruited to police women.

In Prance and Germany, midwives had to become spies for the state, if they wanted
to continue their practice. They were expected to report all new births, discover the
fathers of children born out of wedlock, and examine the women suspected of having
secretly given birch. They also had to examine suspected local women for any sign of
factation when foundlings were discovered on the Church’s steps (Wiesner 1933: 52).
The same type of collaboration: was demanded of relatives and neighbors. in Protestant
countries zind towns, neighbors were supposed to spy on women and report all relevant
sexual details: if s woman received a man when her husband was away, or if she entered
a house with a man and shut the door behind her (Ozment 1983: 42-44), In Germany,
the pro-natalist crusade reached such a point that women were punished if they did not
make encugh of an effort during child-delivery or showed little enthusiasm for their off-
spring (Raublack 1996: 92).

The outcome of these policies that lasted for two centuries {women were still being
executed in Europe for infanticide at the end of the 18™ century) was the enslavement
of women to procreation. While in the Middle Ages women had been able to nse vari-
ous forms of contraceptives, and had exercised an undisputed control over the birthing
process, from now on their wombs became public territory, controlled by men and the
state, and procreation was directly placed at the service of capitalist accunwlation.

I this sense, the destiny of West Buropean wommen, in the period of primitive
accummlation, was similar to that of female slaves in the American colonial plantations
who, especially after the end of the slave-trade in 1807, were forced by their masters to
become breeders of new workers. The comparison has obvieusly serious limits,
European women were not openty delivered to sexual assaults — though proletarian
women could be raped with impunity and punished for it. Nor had they to suffer the
agony of seeing their children taken away and sold on the auction block The economic
profit derived from the births imposed upon them was also far more concealed. In this
sense, it is the condition of the enslaved woman that most explicitly reveals the truth
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and the logic of capitalist accumulation. But despite the differences, in both cases, the
female body was turned into an instrument for the reproduction of lsbor and the expan-
sion of the work-force, treated as a natural breeding-mmachine, functioning according to
thythms outside of women's control.

This aspect of primitive accumulation is absent in Marxs analysis. Except for his
remarks in the Communist Manifesto on the use of women within the bourgeois family —
as producers of heirs guaranteeing the transmission of family property — Marx never
acknowiedged that procreation could become a terrain of exploitation and by the same
token a terrain of resistance. He never imagined that women could refuse to reproduce,
or that such a refusal could become part of class struggle. In the Grundrisse (1973:100) he
argued that capitalist development proceeds irrespective of population numbers because,
by virtue of the increasing productivity of lzbor, the labor that capital exploits constantly
diminishes in relation to “constant capital” (that is, the capital invested in machinery and
other production assets), wich the consequent determination of a “surplus population.”
But this dynamic, which Marx defines as the “law of population typical of the capitalist
mode of production” ( Capital Vol. 1: 689£1), could only prevail if procreation wete a purely
biological process, or an activity responding automatically to econamic change, and if cap-
ital and the state did not need to worry zhout “women going on strike against child mak-
ing""This, in fact, is what Marx assumed. He acknowledged that capitalist development
has been accompanied by an increase in population, of which he occasicnally discussed
the causes. But, like Adam Smith, he saw this increase as a “natural effect” of economic
development, and in Capital, Vol.1, he repeatedly contrasted the determination of a “sur-
plus population” with the population’s “nataral increase.” Why procreation should be “z
fact of nature” rather than a social, historically determined activity, invested by diverse
interests and power relations, is a question Marx did not ask. Nor did he imagine that men
and women might have different interests with respect to child-making, an activity which
he treated as a gender-neutral, undifferentiated process.

In reality, so far are procreation and population changes from being automatic or
“natural” that, in 2ll phases of capitalist development, the state has had to resort to reg-
ulation and coercion to expand or reduce the work-force, This was especially true at the
time of the capitalist take—off, when the muscles and bones of workers were the primary
means of production. But even later — down to the present — the state has spared no
efforts in its attempt to wrench from women'’s hands the control over reproduction, and
to determine which children should be born, where, when, or in what numbers.
Consequently, women have often been forced to procreate against their will, and have
experienced an alienation from their bodies, their“labor,” and even their children, deeper
than that experienced by any other workers (Martin 1987:19-21), No one can describe
in fact the anguish and desperation suffered by a woman seeing her body turn against
herself, as it must occur in the case of an unwanted pregnancy. This is particularly true
in those situations in which out-of-wedlock pregnancies are penalized, and when hav-
ing a child makes a woman vulnerable to social ostracism or even death.
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rThe Devaluation of Wormen's Labor

The criminalization of women’s control over procreation is a phenomenon whose
importance cannot be overemphasized, both from the viewpoint of its effects on women
and its consequences for the capitalist organization of work. As is well documented,
through the Middle Ages women had possessed many means of contracepticn, mostly
consisting of herbs which turned into petions and “pessaries” (suppositories) were nsed
to quicken a woman’s period, provoke an abortion, or create a condition of sterility, [n
Eves Flerbs: A History of Comtraception in the West (1997), the American historian John
Riddle has given us an extensive catalogue of the substances that were most used and
the effects expected of them or most likely to occur.61 The criminalization of contra-
ception expropriated women fron: this knowledge that had been transmitted from gen~
eration to generation, giving them some autonomy with respect to child-birth. It appears
that, in some cases, this knowledge was not lost but was only driven underground; yet
when birth control agzin made its appearance on the soctal scene, contraceptive meth-
ods were no longer of the type that women could use, but were specifically created for
use by men. What demographic consequences followed from this shifi is a question that
for the moment [ will not pursue, though T refer to Riddle’s work for a discussion of this
matter. Here I only want to stress that by denying women control over their bodies, the
state deprived them of the most fundamental condition fot physical and psychological
integrity and degraded maternity to the status of forced labor, in addition to confining
wonen to reproductive work in 2 way unknown in previous societies. Nevertheless, fore-
ing women to procreate agzinst their will or (as a ferninist song from the 19705 had it}
forcing them to * produce children for the state, 62 only in part defined women's func-
tion in the new sexual division of labor. A complementary aspect was the definition of
women as non-workers, a process much scudied by feminist historians, which by the end
of the 17t century was nearly completed.

By this time women were losing ground even with respect to jobs that had been
their prerogatives, such. as ale-brewing and midwifery, where their employment was sub-
Jected to new restrictions. Proletarian wormen in particular found it diffeult to obtain
any job other than those carrying the lowest status: as domestic servants (the occupation
of a third of the famale work-force), farm-hands, spinners, knitrers, embroiderers, hawk-
ers, wet nurses. As Merry Wiesner (among others) tells us, the assumption was gaining
ground (in che law, in the tax records, in the ordinances of the guilds) that women should
not work outside tire home, and should engage in “production” only in order to help
thetr husbands, It was even argued that any work that women did at home was “non-
work”” and was worthless even when done for the matket (Wiesner 1993- 83ff). Thus, if
a worman sewed some clothes it was “domestic work” or “housekeeping,” even if the
clothes were not for the family, whereas when a man did the same task it was consid-
ered “productive.” Such was the devaluation of women’s labor that city governments told
the guilds to overlook the production that women {especially widows) did in their
homes, because it was not real work, and because the women needed it not to fail on
public relief. Wiesner adds that women accepted this fiction and even apologized for
asking to work, pleading for it on account of their need to support themselves (fbid.:
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84-85). Scon alt female work, if done in the home, was defined as “housekeeping,” and
even when done outside the home it was paid less than men’s work, and never enough
for women to be able to live by it. Marriage was now seen as a woman’s true career, and
women’s inability to support themselves was taken so much for granted, that wlen a sin-
gle woman tried to settle in a village, she was driven away even if she earned 4 wage.

Combined with land dispossession, this loss of power with regard to wage employ-
ment led to the massification of prostitution. As Le Roy Ladurie reports, the growth in
the number of prostitutes in France was visible everywhere:

From Avignen to Narbonne ta Barcelona “sporting women” {femmes de
debauche} stationed thetmselves at the gates of the cites, in streets of red-
Lght districes... and on the bridges... [so that] by 1554 the “shamefil
traffic” was flourishing as never before {Le RoyLadurie 1974: 112-13).

The sitmation was similar in England and Spain, where, everyday, in the cities, poor
women arriving from the countryside, and even the wives of eraftsmen, rounded up the
tamily income with this work, A proclamation issued by the political authorities in
Madrid,in 1631, denounced the problem, complaining that many vagabond women were
now wandering among the city’s streess, alleys, and taverns, enticing men to sin with them
{Vigil 1986: 114-5). But no sooner had prostitution become the main form of subsistence
for 2 large female population than the institutional attitude tewards it changed. Whereas
in the late Middle Ages it had been officiaily accepted as a necessary evil, and prostitutes
had benefited from the high Wage regime, in the 16th century, the situation was reversed,
In a climate of intense misogyny, characterized by the advance of the Protestant
R.eformation and witch-hunting, prostication was frst subjected to new restrictions and
then criminalized. Everywhere, between 1530 and 1560, town brothels were closed and
prostitutes, especially street-walkers, were subjected to severe penaltes: barishment, flog-
ging, and other cruel forms of chastisement. Among them was “the ducking stool” or
acalussade ~—"a piece of grim theatre,” as Nickie R oberis desctibes it — whereby the vic-
tims were tied up, sometimes they were forced into 2 cage, and then were repeatedly
mmmersed in rivers or pends, till they almost drowned {Roberts 1992: 1151 6).
Meanwhile, in 16th-century France, the raping of a prostitute ceased to be a crime, 63 In
Madrid, as well, it was decided that female vagabonds and prosticutes should not be allowed
to stay and sleep in the streets and under the porticos of the town, and if canght should
be given a hundred Jashes, and then should be banned from the city for six years in addi-
tion to having their heads and eyebrows shaved.

What can account for this drastic attack on female workers? And how does the
exclusion of women from the sphere of socially recognized work and monetary relations
relate to the impositon of forced maternity upon them, and the contemporary massifi-
cation of the witch-hunt? -

Locking at these phenomena from the vantage point of the present, after four cen-
turies of capitalist disciplining of women, the answers may seem to impose themselves,
Though women’s waged work, housewarle, and (paid) sexual work are s6ll studied all too
often in isolation from each other, we are now in a better position to see that the dis-
crimination that women have suffered in the waged work-force has been directly rooted
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in their function as unpaid laborers in the home, We can'thus connect thcll;;lmr}]lmg o_f
prostitution and the expulsion of women from the orgai}lzed workplace with t Ae ;iz-
ation of the housewife and the reconstruction of the family as the l.ocus f?r tht; plfonz] -
tion of labor-power. However, from a theoretical and a political Vi(?v\{pom;, le thlodal
mental question is under what conditions sggh. degradation was possible, and wha

i ere complicitous with it. ,
forees %rl?titc;::vi;t' Ezr‘:is that afl’ important factor in t}.w dévaluation of\\tr‘:)men s lab?g
was the campaign that craft workers mounted, starting in the late 15 c;nturyl, ©
exclude female workers from their work—shops, presumably to protect t Cl'.tl'.lSE ve
from the assaults of the capitalist merchants who were C‘mployll.lg Wong:n alt1 c ITapi rt
rates, The craftsmen’s efforts have left an abundant trail of .§V1dence. QJYV et Oc;; o
Italy, France, or Germany, journeymen petitioned the authorities not to allow w
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to compete with them, banned them from their ranks, went on strike when the ban
was not observed, and even refused to work with men who worked with women. It
appears that the craftsmen were also interested in limiting women to domestic Wc;rk
because, given their economic difficulties, “the prudent household management on
the part of a wife” was becoming for them an indispensable condition for avoidin
bankrugtcy and for keeping an independent shop. Sigrid Brauner {the author of thE
abo.vc citation) speaks of the importance zccorded by the German artisans to this
social rule (Brauner 1995: 96-97). Women tried to resist this onslaught, but — faced
with the intimidating tactics male workers used against them — faile:i. Those who
dared to work out of the home, in a public space and for the market, were portrayed
as sexually agpressive shrews or even as “whores” and “Witches”, (Howell 19?36'
182--83).55 Indeed, there is evidence that the wave of misogyny that by the late flStl.1
© century was mounting ir the European cities — reflected in the male obsession with
'.che “battle for the bresches™ and witl: the character of the disobedient wife pictured
in the popular literature in the act of beating her husband or riding on hi; back —

emanated also from this (self-defeating) attempt to drive women from the work lace
and from the market. ?

On the other hand, it is clear that this attempt would not have succeeded if the
authorities had not cooperated with it. But they obviously saw that it was in their inter-
est to do so. For, in addition to pacifying the rebellious Jjourneymen, the displacement of
women from the crafts provided the necessary basis for their fixation in reproductive
labor and their ntilization as low-waged workers in cottage industry.
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Women: The New Commong and the Substitute
for the Lost Land

Tt was from this alliance between the craffs and the urban authorities, along with the con-
tinuing privatization of land, that a new sexual division of lzbor or, better, a new “sexual
contract” in Carol Paternan’s words (1988), was forged, defining women in terms —
mothers, wives, daughters, widows — that hid their status as workers, while giving men
free access to women's bodies, their labor, and the bodies and labor of their children.

According to this new social-sexual contract, proletarian women became for male
workers the substitute for the land lost to the enclosures, their most basic means of repro-
duction, and a communal good anyone could appropriate and use at will. Echoes of this
“primitive appropriation” can be heard in the concept of the “common woman” (Karras
1989) which in the 16% century qualified those who prostituted themselves. Bur in the
new organization of work every woman (other than those privatized by bowigeois men) became
a communal good, for once women’s activities were defined as non-work, women’ labor
began to appear as a natural resource, available to all, no less than the air we breathe or
the water we drink.

This was for women a historic defeat. With their expulsion from the crafts and the
devaluation of reproductive labor paverty became feminized, and to enforce men’s “pri-
mary appropriation” of women’s labor, a new patriarchal order was constructed, reduc-
ing women.to a double dependence: on employers and on men. The fact that unequal
power relations between women and men existed even prier to the advent of capital-
ism, as did a discriminating sexual divisien of labor, does not detract from this assess-
ment. For in pre-capitalist Europe women’s subordinadon to men had been tempered
by the fact that they had zccess to the commons and other conumunal assets, while in
the new capitalist regime women themselves became the commons, as their work was defined
as a nawural resource, laying cutside the sphere of market relations.

The Patriarchy of the Wage

Significant, in this context, are the changes that took place within the family which, in
this period, began to separate from the public sphere and acquire its modern connota-
Hons as the main center for the repreduction of the work-force.

The counterpart of the market, the instrument for the privatization of social rela
tions and, above all, for the propagation of capitalist discipline and patriarchal rule, the
family emerges in the period of primitive accumulation also as the most important insti-
tution for the appropriation and concealment of women'’s labor,

We see this in particular when we lock at the working-class family. This is a sub-
ject that has been understudied. Previous discussions have privileged the family of prop-
ertied men, plausibly because, at the fime to which we are referring, it was the dominant
form and the model for parental and marital relations. There has also been more inter-
est in the family as a political institution than as a place of work, What has been empha-
sized, then, is that in the new bourgeois family, the husband became the representative
of the state, charged with disciplining and supervising the “subordinate classes,” a cate-
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gory that for 16t and 17%-cenrury political theorists (Jean Bodin, for example) included
the man’s wife and his children (Schochet 1675). Thus, the identification of the family
as a micro-state or a micro—church, and the demand by the authorities that single work-
ers live under the roof and rule of 2 niaster, It is also pointed out that within the hour-
geois family the wornan lost much of her power, being generally excluded from the fim-
ily business and confined to the supervisien of the household.

But what is missing in this picture is a recognition that, while in the upper class it
was property that gave the husband power over his wife and children, a similar power was
granted to working-class men over women by means of women’s exciusion from the toage.

Exemplary of this trend was the family of the cottage workers in the putting-out
system. Far from shunning marriage and tamily-making, male cottage workers depended
on it, for a wife could “help” them with the work they would do for the merchants,
while caring for their physical needs, and providing them with children, who from an
early age could be employed at the loom or in some subsidiary occupation. Thus, even
in times of population decline, cottage workers apparently continued to multiply; their
families were so large that a contemporary 17th-century Austrizn, looking at those liv—
ing in his village, described them as packed in their homes like sparrows on a rafter. What
stands out in this type of arrangement is that though the wife worked side-by-side with
her husband, she too producing for the market, it was the husband who now recejved
her wage. This was true also for other female workers once they married. In England “a
married man. . .was legally entitled to his wife’s earnings” even when the job she did was
nursing or breast-feeding. Thus, when a parish empioyed women to do this kind of job,
the records “frequently hid (their) presence as workers” registering the payment made

in the men’s names, “Whether the payment was made to the husband or to the wife
depended on the whim of the clerk’ (Mendelson and Crawford 1998: 287),

This policy, making it impossible for women to have money of their own, created
the material conditions for their sibjection to men and the appropriation of their laher
by male workers. It is in this sense that I speak of the pariarchy of the wage. We mnst also
rethink the coneept of “wage slavery.” If it is true that male workers became only for-
mally fee under the new wage-lahor regime, the group of workers who, in the ransi-
tion to capitalism, most approached the condition of slaves was working-class women.

At the same time — given the wretched conditions in which waged workers
lived — the housework that women performed to reproduce their families was nac-
essarily limited. Married or not, proletarian women needed to earn sojne money,
which they did by holding multipie jobs. Housework, moreover, requires some repro~
ductive capital: furniture, utensils, clothing, money for food. But waged workers lived
poorty, “slaving away by day and night” (as an artisan from Nuremberg denounced in
1524), just to stave off hunger and feed their wives and children {(Brauner 1995: 96).
Most barely had a roof over their heads, living in huts where other families and ani-
mals also resided, and where hygiene (poerly observed even among the better off)
was totally lacking; their clothes were rags, their diet at best consisted of bread, cheese
and some vegetables, Thus, we do not find in this petiod, among the working class,
the classic figure of the full-time housewife. It was only in the 19th century — in
response to the first intense cycle of struggle against industrial work — that the “mod-
ern family” centered on the full-time housewife’s unpaid reproductive labor was gen-
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eralized in the working class, in England first and later in t.he‘ljlnitcd States. ]
Its development (following the passage of Factory Acts Imntilng the employmegt cf
wormen and children in the factorics) reflected the first long—tevrm investment the capital~
ist ¢lass made in the reproduction of the work-force beyond its numerical expansion. It
was the result of a trade-off, forged under the threat of insu.rr::cncn, betwe'en th(? grantmgE
of higher wages, capable of supporting 2 “non—working”wfe, a.ncl amore 1r’1’ten51v.e ratT ]jl}
exploitation. Marx spoke of it as a shift from ”absolu..te” to “relative .surplus, that is, 2 shift
from a type of exploitation based upon the lengthemng of the worl‘qng day to a maximum
and the reduction of the wage to a minimum, to a regime thr.e .hlgher wages and shorter
hours would be compensated with an increase in the producmwty-c)f work and the pace
of production. From the capitalist perspective, it was a social revolution, overriding a long-
held commitment to Jow wages. It resulted from a new deal between W(.)l'kﬁl‘s and employi
ers, again founded on the exclusion of women from the wage — putting an end to their
recruitment in the early phases of the Industrial Revolution, ?t was also the mark of a nev&i
capitalist affluence, the product of two centuries of exploitation of slave labor, scon to be
a new phase of colonial expansion. ’ .
boosre?nbt{ie 16th allj’ld 17th cencuries, by contrast, despite an ob.sessive concetn with the size
of population and the number of “working pooer,” the actual investment in the rc.producu
don of the work-force was extremely low. Consequently, the bulk of tl"lt? reprodu.ctive labor
done by proletarian wormen was not for their families, b.ut for the farmhefs of their emploly—
ers or for the market. One third of the femele population, on average, in England, Spa].;,
France, and Ttaly, worked as maids. Thus, in the proletariat, t.he tendency was towa}rc;is tﬂe
postponment of marriage and the disintegration of the family (16%-century EI;ghIJSZl (\17 -
lages experienced a yearly turnover of fifty percent). Often the poor were even 011; i dt;n
to marry, when it was feared that their children would fall on: public relief, and v;rl en . li
actually happened, the children were taken away from them _and farmed out to the pz?nsd
to work. [t is estimated that one third or more of the population of rural .Europe remaine
single; in the towns the rates were even higher, especially among women; in Germany, forty
percent were either “spinsters” or widows (Ozment 1983: 4142?. .
Nevertheless — though the housework done by proletarian women WﬂS.re(.iqu:
to a mifimum, and proletarian women had always to work for the marker — Wlthll; tit‘
working-class community of the transition period we already see the emetgence of the
sexual division of labor that was to become typical of the capitalist organizadon of work.
At its center was an increasing differentiation between male and female labor, as the tasks
performed by wonien end men became more diversified and, above all, became the car-
iers of different social relations. .
o Otlﬂmpoverished and disempowered as they may be, male waged Workers coul‘d still
benefit from their wives’ labor and wages, or they could buy the sexvices of prostitutes.
Throughout this first phase of proletarianization, it was the prostitute who oﬂ:_en per-
formed for male workers the function of a wife, cocking and Wash.u%g ﬂ.)r them~ in addi-
tion to serving them sexually. Moreover, the criminalization of prosdtution, which pun-
ished the woman but herdly touched her male customers, strengthened male power. Any
man could now destroy 2 woman simply by declaring that she was a prostitute, or .by
publicizing that she had given in to his sexual desires. Women would have to plead w1t1'-1
men “not to take away their honor”(the only property left to them) (Cavallo and Cerutti
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1980: 3461, the assumption being that their lives were now in the hands of men who
(like fendal lords) could exercise over them a power of jife and death.

The Taming of Women and the Redefinition of Femininity
and Masculinity: Women the Savages of Europe

It is not surprising, then, in view of this devaluation of women’s Iabor and socjal status,
that the insubordination of women and the methods by which they could be “tamed”
were among the main themes in the literature and social policy of the “transition”
(Underdown 1988a; 116-36).70Wormen could not have been totally devalued as work-
ers and deprived of autonomy wich respect to men without being subjected to an intense
process of social degradation; and indsed, throughout the 16t and 17th centuries, women
lost ground in every area of social ife,

A key area of change in this respect was the law, where in thi period we can
observe a steady erosion of women’ rights.”! One of the main rights that women lost
was the right to conduct economic activices alone, as fermme soles. In France, they lost
the right to make contracss or to represent themselves in court, being declared legal
“imbeciles.” In Italy, they began to appear less frequently in the courts to denounce abuses
perpetrated against thern. In Germany, when a middle-class worman became a widow, it
became customary to appoint a tutor to manage her afairs, German women were also
forbidden to live alone or with other womer and, in the case of the poor, even with their
own families, since it was expected that they would not be propeily controlled, In sum,
together with economic and social devaluation, women experienced a process of legal
infantilization. '

Women's loss of social power was also expressed through a new sexmal different-
ation of space. In the Mediterranean countries women were expeiled not only from
many waged jobs but also from the streets, where an Unaccorpanied woman risked being
subjected to ridicule or sexual assault (Davis 1998). In England, too, { “a women’s para-
dise” in the eyes of some Italian visitors), the presence of women in public began to be
frowned upon. English women were discouraged from sitting in front of their homes or
staying near their windows; they were also instructed not to spend tirne with their female
friends (in this period the term “gossip” — female friend — began o acquire a dis-
paraging contiotation). It was even recommended that womer should ot visit their par-
ens too often after marriage.

How the new sexual division of labor reshaped male-female relations can be seen
fiom the broad debate that was carried out in the learned and popular litetature on the
nature of female virtnes and vices, one of the main avenues for the ideological redefinition
of gender relations in the transition to vapitalism. Known, from an early phase as “Ia querelle
des fermmes,” what transpires from this debate is 4 new sense of cariosity for the subject,
indicating that old norms were breaking down, and the public was becoming aware that
the basic elements of sexual politics were being reconstructed. Tevo trends within this debate
cat be identified. On the one hand, new cultural canons weie constructed maximizing the
differences berween women and men and creating more feminine and more masculine
protatypes (Fortunati 1984). On the other hand, it was established that women were inher-
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A seold is paraded through the commu-
nity wearing the “bridfe,” an ivon con-
traption wsed to punish women with a
sharp tongue. Significantly, a similar
device was used by Earopean slavetraders
in Afica to subdue theiy captives anid
carry them fo their ships.

ently inferior to men — excessively emoticnal jand lusty, unable to gov&frr:v it::ilxilrsaiviso—n—_
and had to be placed under male control. As with the cc.)ndem.uauon o u\l rohe the,writ_
sensus on this matter cut across religious and intellectual ].mes.. From ie ]E p;utz ihe wrie
ten page, humanists, Protestant reforglers, gointer-—relformatlon Catholics, P

i ihificati men, constantly and obsessively. -
i the ?thfr;iioévlei z::used of being L?nreasonable,vain, .wilc.l, wasteful. Esp E‘Cmf]‘ly bal]amz.eﬁ
was the female tongue, seen as an insorument of insubordms:’tion.‘ =Bu.\t thi ma;nh C:ﬂ ;O:eu
lain was the disobedient wife, who, together with the“.scold, the w1tcl'%, an[ t t‘; i:vsemc.
was the faverite target of dramatists, popular writers, fmd mtf)‘raihsts. r% o uniSh-,
Shakespeare’s The Taming of the Shrew (1} 59i)alwast}tlhe$avnvics;£1:d tf ;f:: :fz.mkbl:ated -

! i ination to patrarchal author
[:;Zr:d()eif :;ieg;iﬁioslj:;saand tracpts. Esnglish literature of the Elizabethan and Jacobean

{1633} which ends with the didacric assassination, execuri‘on and n}ufd;r gf thl‘;i] Efrtl};cl
four female characters. Other classic works concerned with the discip ng%;}. omen
are John Swetnam’s Arraignment of Lewed, Idle, Forward, Iﬂ._:onsmn.t I/Vomfn { )f; ;anhich
Patliament of Women {1646),a satire primarily addresso.‘?d against middle ¢ asls WD:J Sb,mds h
portrays them as busy making laws in order to gain supremacy over thlI" : Wome.n’s
Meanwhile, new laws and new forms of torture were 11'.1tr0duced t:a conntlo ; Oﬁlm
behavior in and out of the home, confirming ths'Lt the Hterary denigration o (\;\imd?Ll
expressed a precise pelitical project aiming to strip them of any auft(l;nfamy aIids o
power. In the Europe of the Age of Reason, thev women accus.ed of being s::io e
muzzled like dogs and paraded in the streets; prostitutes were Whlpped, or caged an. b
jeeted to fake drownings, while capital punishment was established for women convi

of adultery (Underdown 1985a: 117).
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It is no exaggeration to say that women were treated with the same hostility and
sense of estrangement accorded “lndian savages” in the literature that developed on this
subj‘ect a.ftcr the Conquest. The paralle] is not casual. I both cases literary and cultural
d?mgratlon was at the service of a project of expropriation. As we will see, the demo-
nization of the American indigenous people served to justify their enslaverr;ent and the
pignder of their resources. In Europe, the attack waged on women justified the appro-
Prmion of their iabor by men and the eriminalization of their contral over reproduc-
t101'1. Alvways, the price of resistance was extermination. None of the tactics deployed
against Buropean wornen and colonial subjects would have succeeded, had they not been
sustzined by a campaign of terror, In the case of Buropean women it was the witch-hunt
that played the main role in the construction of their new social finetion, and the degra
dation of their social identity. , =

. The definition of women as demionic beings, and the atrocious and humiliatin
practices to which so many of them were subjected left indelible marks in the co]lectiv§
female gsyche and in women’s sense of possibilities. From every viewpoint — socially,
§5011?m1caﬂy culturally, politically — the witch-hunt was a turning point in \7&:"01]161’1’5,
Lives; it was the equivalent of the historic defeat to which Engels alludes, in The Origin of
the Family, Private Property and the State (1884), as the cause of the downt’"a]l of the nfat;'iu
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archal world. For the witch-hunt destroyed a whole world of female practices, collective
refations, and systems of knowledge that had been the foundation of women’s power in
pre-capitalist Europe, and the condition for their rsistance in the struggle against feu-
dalism.

Out of this defeat a new model of fernininity emerged: the ideal woman and wife
-— passive, obedient, thrifty, of few words, always busy at work, and chaste. This change
began at the end of the 17t century, after women had been sttbjected for more than two
cenrurics to state terrorism. Once women were defeated, the image of femininity con-
stracted in the “mansition” was discarded as an unnecessary tool, and a new, tamed one
took its place, While at the time of the witch-hunt women had been portrayed as savage
beings, mentally weak, unsatizbly lusty, rebellious, insubordinate, incapable of self-control,
by the 18th century the canon has been reversed. Women were now depicted as passive,
asexual beings, more obedient, more moral than men, capable of exerting a positive moral
influence on them. Even their irrationality could now be valorized, as the Dutch philoso-
pher Picrre Bayle realized in his Dictionaire Historique et Critique {1740}, in which he praised
the power of the female “maternal instinct,” arguing that that it should be viewed as a truly
providential device, ensuring that despite the disadvantages of childbirthing and childrais-
ing, women do continue to reproduce.

]Coloniz_ation, Globalization, and Wormen
While the response to the population: crisis in Europe was the subjugation of women. to
reproduction, in colonial America, where colonization destroyed ninety five percent of
the aboriginal population, the response was the slave trade which delivered to the
Butopean ruling class an immense quantity of labor-power.

As eatly as the 1610 century, approximately one million African slaves and indige-
nous workers were producing surplus-value for Spain in colonial America, at a rate of
exploitation far higher than that of workers in Europe, and contributing to sectors of the
European economy that were developing in a capitalist direction (Blaut 1992a: 45-46).73
By 1600, Brazil alone exported twice the value in sugar of all the wool that England
exported in the same year (ibid.: 42). The accumulation rate was so high in the Brazilian
sugar plantations that every two years they doubled their capacity. Gold and silver toa
played a key role in the solution to the capitalist crisis. Geld mported from Brazil re-
activated commerce and industry in Europe (De Vries 1976: 20). Maore than 17,000 tons
were imporied by 1640, giving the capiralist class there an exceptional advantage in access
to workers, commodities, and land {Blant 1992a: 3340}, But the true wealth was the
labor accumulated through the slave trade, which made possible a mode of production
that could not be imposed in Europe.

It is now established that the plantation system fueled the Industrial Revolution,
as argued by Eric Williams, who noted that hardly a brick in Liverpool and Bristol was
not cemented with African blood (1944: 61-63). But capitalism may not even have taken
off without Europe’s “annexation of America,” and the “bleod and sweat™ that for two
centuries flowed to Europe from the plantztions. This must be stressed, as it helps us
realize how essential slavery has been for the history of capitalism, and why, periodi-
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unpaid labor} for the expansion of the unpaid part of the waged working-day.

So closely integrated were the lives of the enslaved laborers in America and waged
laborers in Burope that in the Caribbean islands, where slaves were given plots of land
{(“provision grounds™ to cultivate for their own vse, how much land was allotted to
them, and how much time was giver to them to cultivate it, varied in proportion to the
price of sugar on the world-market (Morrissey 198%: 51-59) — plausibly determined
by the dynamics of workers’ wages and workers’ struggle over reproduction.

It would be a mistake, however, to conclude that the integration of slave labor in
the preduction of the Futopean waged proletariat created a community of interests
between Eutopean workers and the metropolitan capitalists, presumably cemented by
their common desire for cheap imported goods.

In reality, like the Conguest, the slave trade was an epochal misfortune for
European workers. As we have seen, slavery (like the witch-hunt) was a major ground of
experimentation for methods of Jabor-control that were later imported into Europe.
Slavery also affected the European workers’ wages and legal status; for it cannot be a coin-
cidence that only with the end of slavery did wages in Europe decisively increase and
did Eurcpean worlcers gain the right to organize.

Tt is also hard to imagine that workers in Europe profited from the Congquest of
America, at least in its initial phase. Let us remember that it was the intensity of the anti-
feudal struggle that instigated the lesser nobility and the merchants to seek colonial
expansion, and that the conquistadors came from the ranks of the most-hated enemies
of the Fhropean working class. [t is also important to remember that the Congquest pro-
vided the European ruling class with the silver and gold used to pay the mercenary armies

that defeated the urban and rural revoles; and that, in the same vears when Arawaks,
Aztecs,and Incas were being subjugated, workers in Europe were being driven from their
homes, branded like animals, and burnt as witches,

We should not assume, then, that the Furopean proletariat was always an accom-
plice to the plunder of the Americas, thengh individual proletarians undoubtedly were.

The nobility expected so little cooperation from the “lower classes” that initially the -

Spaniards allowed only a few to embark. Only 8,000 Spaniards migrated legally to the
Americhs in the entire 16t century, the clergy making up 17% of the lot (Hamilton 1965:
266 Williams 1984: 38—40). Even later, people were forbidden from settling overseas inde-
pendently, because it was feared that they might collaborate with the local population.
For most proletarians, in the 17t and 18th centuries, access to the New World was
through indentured servitude and “transportation,” the punishment which the authori-
ties in England adopted to rid the country of convicts, political and religious dissidents,
and the vast population of vagabonds and beggars that was produced by the enclosures.
As Peter Linebaugh and Marcus Rediker point out in The Many-Headed Hydra (2000),
the colonizers fear of unrestricted migration was well-founded, given the wretched liv-
ing conditions that prevailed in Europe, and the appeal exercised by the reports that cir-
culated about the New World, which pictured it as a wonder land where people lived
free from toil and tyranny, masters and greed, and wheze “myne” and “thyne” had no
place, all things being held in common (Linebaugh and Rediker 2000; Brandon 1586:
6-7). So strong was the attraction exercised by the New World that the vision of a new
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society it provided apparently influsnced the political thought of the Enlightenment,
contributing o the emerpence of 2 new concept of “liberty,” taken to signify master-
lessness, an idea previously unknown in Buropean political theory (Brandon 1936
23-28). Notsurprisingly; some Europeans tried to “lose themselves™in this utopian world
where, as Linebaugh and R ediker powerfully putit, they could reconstruct the lost expe-
rience of the commons {2000; 24). Some lived for years with Indian tribes despite the
restrictions placed on those who settled in the American colonies and the heavy price
w be paid if caught, since escapees were areated like traitors and put to death, This was
the fate of some young English setders in Virginia who, having run away to live with
the Indians, on being caught were condemned by the colony’s councilmen to be
“burned, broken on the wheel. ., (and] hanged or shot to death” (Roning 1993: 61).
“Terror created boundaries” Linebaugh and Rediker comment {2000: 34) . Yet, as late as

1699, the English still had 2 great difficulty persuading the people whom the Indians had
captivated to leave their Indian mamner of living.

Ne argument, no entreaties, no tears {a contemporary reported]. ..
could persuade many of them to leave their Indian friends. On the other
hand, Tndian children have beeq carefally educated among the English,
clothed and tanght, yet there is not one instance that any of these would
remain, but retarned o their own nations (Koning 1993: 60).

As for the European proletarians who si

gned themselves away into indentured
servitude or arrived in

the New World in consequence of a penal sentence, their lot was
not too different, at first, from that of the African slaves with whom they often warked
side by side. Their hostility to their masters was equally intense, so that the planters viewed
them as a dangerous lot and, by the second half of the 17t century, began to limit their
use and introduced a legislation aimed 2t separating them from the Afiricans. But only at
the end of the 1§th century were racial beundaries irrevocably drawn {Mouiier Boutang
1998). Until then, the possibility of alliances between whites, b
ples, and the fear of such unity in the Buropean ruling class’
on the plantations, was constantly present. Shakespeare gave
(1612) where he pictured the conspiracy organized by Calib
a witch, and by Trinculo and Stephano, the ocean-going Furopean proletarians, sug-
gesting the possibility of a fatal alliance among the oppressed, and providing a dramatic
counterpoint to Prospero’s magic healing of the discord among the rulers,

In The Tempest the conspiracy ends ignominiously, with the European prolerari-
ans demeonstrating to be nothing better than petty thieves and drunkards, and with
Caliban begging forgiveness from his colonial master. Thus, when the defeated rebels are
brought in front of Prospero and his former enemies Schastian and Antonio (now rec-
onciled with him), they are met with derision and thoughts of ownership and division;

lacks, and aboriginal peo-
Imagination, at home and
voice to it in The Tempest
ar, the native rebel, son of

SEBASTIAN. What things are these, my lord Antonio?
Wiil money buy them?
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ANTONIQ. Very like; one of them is a plain fish, and, no doubt, marchetable.

PROSPERQ, Mark but the badges of these men, my lords,
Then say if they be true. This mis-shapen knave,

His mother was a witch, and one so strong

That could control the moon, make flows and ebbs,

And deal in her command without her power. .

These three have robbed me; and this demi-devil—

For he’s a bastard one — had plotted with them

To take my life. Twe of these fellows you

Must know and own. This thing of darkness 1 ' ’
Acknowledge mine. (Shakespeare, Act V] Scene 1, lines 265-276)

Offitage, however, the threat continued. “Both on Bermudza and E?arbados VVh..ltf:
rvants were diiscovered plotting with African slaves, as thousands of cor)wlcts V‘fﬁer.c l.:velr;g
i itish ¥ ? i : In Virginia the
i i b islands” (Roowling 1987:57). 2!
1 d there in the 1650s from the Brits : . g
; zlfif:n the alliance between black and white servants was Bacon’s Rebellion of_ 1-675 76,
Svhen African slaves and British indentured servants joined together to conspire against
ir masters. . ]
their Hllt is for this reason that, starting in the 1640s, the accumulation of an ens?a\;e: prﬁ
letariat in the Seuthern American colonies and the Caribbean Wals acco?par;e : \£ :Wi
d ial hi i ing the possibility of such combinarions. Law:s
construction of racial hierarchies, thwarting ility < prbinacions Jaws
: ivi {5 f previously granted civic rights, such as ci nship,
were passed depriving Africans of p e nach 3 clizcnship, fae
i i ke depositions or seek redress in
right to bear arms, and the right to mal ; al
;;?:ries suffered. The turning point was when slavery was made an heredma;}; ic?ndmon,
. | ight to beat and kill their slaves, In addition, mar-
and the slave 1nasters were given the rig : inon, mar
“ ” “whites” were forbidden. Later, after the American
jages between “blacks” and “whites” were : he i of
;if(igependence white indentured servitude, deemed a vestige Oé- ]3r11;1sl;E ?ﬂc, x‘\‘ras ell?ty
, lonial America had moved from “a soci
nated. As a result, by the late 18t century, co om @ fociery
fety™ er 1998: 189}, and the possibility of so
ith slaves to a slave society” (Moulier Boutang : ossibility o
;‘;lrity bétween Africans and whites had been severely underrru.ril‘ed‘ 'Whlmé %rgznr.;z
i ] i d economic privilege “serving to desi
lonies, became not just a badge of social an ‘ ving i e
:}?oze who until 1650 had been called *Christians’ and afterwards ‘English’ or ‘free n]zend
{ibid :194), but a moral atzribute, a means by which social hegemony was natura zfe .
“Blalclkl” 01" “African,” by contrast, became synonymous with slave, so r'nuch S0 that1 1tee
black people — still a sizeable presence in carly 17th-century America — were later
forced to prove that they were free,

' Séx, Race and Class in the Cc?lonies
ex, Race, and Class in the Colonies . )
Would Caliban’s conspiracy have had a different outcome had its protagorists be;ri
women? Had the insdgators been not Caliban but his mother, Sycorax, th(.-: po;yver ud
Algerian witch that Shakespeare hides in the play’s background, and not Trinculo arz
Stephano but the sisters of the witches who, in the same years of the Conquest, were
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being burned in Eutope at the stake?

This question is a rhetorical one, but it serves to question the nature of the sex-
ua! division of labor in the colonies, and of the bonds that could be established there
between European, indigenous, and African women by virtue of a common experience
of sexual discriminaton.

In I, Titba, Black Witch of Salem (1992), Maryse Condé gives us an insight into
the kind of situation that could produce such bending, by describing how Titba and
hLez new mistress, the Puritan Samuel Parris® young wife, gave each other support at first
against his murderous contempt for women,

An even more outstanding example comes from the Caribbean, where low—class
English women “transported” from Britain as convicts or indentured servants became
a significant part of the lahor-gangs on the sugar estates. “Considered unfit for mar—
tiage by propertied white males, and disqualified for domestic service,” because of thejr
insolence and riotous disposition, “landless white women were dismissed to ninual
labor in plantations, public construction works, and the vrban service sector, In these
worlds they socialized intimately with the slave cemmunity, and with enslaved black
men.” They established households and had children with them (Beckles 1995:
131-32), They also cooperated as well as competed with female slaves in the market-
ing of praduce or stolen goods,

But with the institutionalization of slavery, which was accompanied by a lessen--
ing of the burden for white workers, and a decrease in the number of women artiving
from Europe as wives for che planters, the situation changed drastically. Regardless of
their social origin, white women wene upgraded, or married off within the ranks of the
white power structute, and whenever possible they became owners of slaves themselves,
usually female ones, employed for domestic work (ihid.}.74

This, however, was not an automatic process. Like sexisi, racism had to be legis-
fated and enforced. Among the most revealing prohibitions we must again count that
marriage and sexual relations between blacks and whites were forbidden, white women
who married black siaves were condemned, and the children resulting from such mar-
riages were enslaved for life, Passed in Maryland and Virginia in the 1660s, these laws
prove that a segregated, racist society was instituted from above, and that intimate rela-
tions between “blacks™ and “whites” must have been very common, indeed, if Life-
enslavement was deemed necessary to terminate them.

As if following the seript laid out by the witch-hunt, the new laws demonized the
relation between white women and black men. When they were passed in the 16603, the
witch-hunt in Europe was coming to an end, but in America sll the taboos surrounding
the witch and the black devil were being revived, this time at the expense of black men.

“Divide and rule” also became official policy in the Spanish colonies, after a period
when the numerical inferiority of the colonists recommended a more liberal attitude
towards inter-ethnic relations and alliances with the local chief through marriage, Bu,

in the 15405, as the inczease in the number of mestizes was undermining colonial privi-
lege, “race” was established as a key factor in the transmission of property, and a racial
bierarchy was put in place to separate indigenous, mestizos, and mulattos friom each other
and from the white population (INash 1980).75 Prohibitions relating to marriage and
female sexuality served here, teo, to enforce social exclusion, But in Spanish America,
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A female slave befng branded.
The branding of women by the
devil had figured prominently in
the Eurapean witch-trials, as a
symbol of total subjugation, But
in reality, the tnue devils were
the white slave tradets and
plantation owners who (Tike the
wmen in this pictwre} did not hes-
itate to freat the women they
enslaved like attle,

segrepation along racial lines succeeded 01115‘! in part, che_cked by migralmon,‘ ptopl?iu;r;
decline, indigenous revolt, and the formation of a white !jlrban. proletariat wi "
prospect of economic advancement, and therefore prone to 1?13nt:1fy with r'nestlzo§ ar
mulattos more than with the white upper~class, Thus, while in the‘ plantation .soczf:tles
of the Caribbean the differences between Buropean and Afrlcans‘ mcreased- with time,
in the South American colonies a “re-composition” becafne pos—sﬂale, esp-ecmlly among
low-class European, mesfiza, and African wormnen who, beside their prec;utlol.ls eco;oimc
position, shared the disadvantages deriving from the double standard built into the law,
i able to male abuse. N
WhJChST;rieot? :}Ilrlls “r‘?t];;zrmpcsition" can be found.in the records XVI’L.{C.h the Inq}.lizsdlmor;
kept in 18th-century Mexico of the investigations it conducted to eradicate magic zlm ;
heretic beliefs (Behar 1987:34-51). The task was hppeless, and soon the Inqmsl}tlmn Es
interest in the project, convinced that popular magic was no longera thre.at tot el polit-
ical order, But the testimonies it collected reveal the existence of .multlp}e.exc_ anges
among wornen in matters relating to magical cures and love reme@es, creating in u.rn:1
a new culwural reality drawn from the encounter between the African, Buropean an
indigenous magical waditions, As Ruth Behar writes:
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Indian women gave hummingbirds to Spanish healers for use in sex-
ual attraction, mulatta women told mestiza women how to tame their
husbands, a loba sorceress introduced a coyota to the Devil This “pop-
ular”system of belief ran parallel to the system of belief of the Church,
and it spread as quickly as Christianity did in the New World, so that
after a while it became impossible to distinguish in it what was
“Indian”or “Spanish™ or “African” (ibid.).76

Assimilated in the eyes of the Inquisition: as people “without reason,” this varje-
gated female world which Ruth Belar describes i a telling example of the alliances that,
across celenial and color lines, women could build, by virtue of their common experi-
ence, and their interest in sharing the traditiona! k_nowledges and practices available to
them to control their reproduction and fight sexual discrimination.
Like discrimination on the basis of “race,” this was more than a cultural bagpage
which the colonizers brought from Europe with their pikes and horses. No less than
the destruction of communalism, it was 3 strategy dictated by specific economic inter—
est and the need to create the preconditions for a capitalist economy, and as such always
adjusted to the fask at hand.
In Mexico and Pery, where population deciine recommended that female
domestic labor in the home be incentivized, a new sexual hierarchy was introduced
by the Spanish authorities that stripped indigenous women of thejr autonoray, and
gave their male kin more power over them. Under the new laws, married women
became men’s property, and were forced (against the traditional custom) to follow thejr
husbands to their homes. A compadrazgo system was also created further limiting their
rights, placing the authority over children in male hands. In addition, to ensure that
mdigenous women reproduced the workers recruited to do mita work in the mines,
the Spanish authorities legisiated that no one could separate husband from wife, which
meant that women were forced to follow their husbands whether they wanted it or
not, even to areas known to be death camps, due to the pollution created by the min-
ing (Cook Noble 1981:205-6).77
The intervention of the French Jesuits in the disciplining and training of the
Montagnais-Naskapi, in mid-174 century Canada, provides 3 revealing example of how
gender differences were accamulated. The story is told by ¢the late anthropologist Eleanor
Leacock in her Myths of Male Dominance (1981), where she examines the diary of one
of its protagonists. This was Father Pau! Le Jeune, a Jesuit missionary who, in typical colo—
nial fashion, had joined a French trading post to Christianize the Indians, and turn them
into citizens of “New France" The Montagnais-Naskapi were 2 nomadic Tndian nation
that had lived in great harmony, hunting and fishing in the eastern Labrador Peninsula,
But by the time of Le Jeune’s arrival, their community was being undermined by the
presence of Europeans and the spread of fur-trading, so that some men, eager to strike a
commercial alliance with them, were amenable to lewting the French dictate how they
should govern themselves (Leacock 1981: 3561,

As often happened when Europeans came in contact with native American
populations, the French were impressed by Montagnais-Naskapi generosity, their
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- .
hiw shisd of cooperatlon ‘a.Ild lndIfECICHCC to status, bL'lt they were SCJ[ld.EllIZCd by their
Y te proper ty,
OT ITl ;. they saw t the Naskapl ad no C(lHCCPtIOH of priva
lack of 01315, h a h ;
ty eriori ¥ they EVEIl I puis €1r
Of Q.L'Etth'l A of male SUPCTIOLITY, and Vv CftlSCd o] I.l h th C]llldrﬁn
(LB&COCk 1981: 34—38).Th8 }esults dec1ded to change all that, settmg out to EEHCh thﬁ
- Pt . - . ) 5 o
d: ic e C v 1]231'.101’1 convinced that thlS Was necessary to torr
Indians e basic elements of civi 3 =9 )
i n In this SPll'lt, they ﬁTSE taught thelﬂ that IIl‘rln.lS the
them nto rchabie tradc par i /
” G- : 3
master, that “in France women do not ]Lile their | L[S!.)allds, aud tlzat COllIt]llg at
£ div el tner desire, and sexual ﬁCCdOm for both sp 3
T }1 N orce at her par ners s - - ) QUsSEs befole
or after Illﬂfllagcs had o be forbidden. Here is a tej—hng eKCha“gC Le ]eune had, on

this score, with a Naskapi man:

“I told him it was not honorable for a woman to love anyo%rll‘e f:lslef
except her husband, and that this evil being among them,' he 1rn_‘s}:cI
was not sure that his son, who was present, was his son, hﬂe
replied, Thou has no sense. You Prench pe~0p1,c love only yomi chil-
dren; but we love all the children of our tribe I ’;beg’::n'ufa 1-aug h see-
ing that he philosophized in horse and mule fashion” (ibid.: 50).

Backed by the Governor of New France, the Jesuits succeeded in convincing f:tlzh
i i ing “their” order.
Naskapi to prévide themselves with some chiefs, and bring t}}llm.r women t;) -
insi € too inde -
i to insinuate that women who wer
Typically, one weapon they used was o dopend
1 . When, angered by
i bands were creatures of the devi ,
ent and did not obey their hus : ! ooy ihe
men’s attempts to subdue them, the Naskapi women ran away, the Jesuits persa
l ith 1 1 ent:
mern io chase after their spouses and threaten them with imprisonm

“Such acts of justice” — Le Jeune proudly conuzflf{nted in one particu-
lar case — “cause no surprise in France, because it is usual there to pl"z—
ceed in that manner. But among these people... where everyone consic-
ers himself from birth as free as the wild animals that roam in their greag
forests... it is a marvel, or rather a riracle, to see a pire%n'ptory COMUTLALY
obeyed, or any act of severity or justice performed” (ibid.: 54).

. . heir
- The Jesuits’ greatest victory, however, was persuading t.he Naslfapl to bﬁat £ ;. ;r
children, believing that the “‘savages’ ” excessive fondness for their ofspring was the lzn fl
’ i s di instance in which a
i istiani . Le Jeune’s diary records the first ins
abstacle to their Christianization. dia e ! ance 1n which 4
itl w i i fher relatives gave a chilling lecture to V! :
irl was publicly beaten, while one o iy . :
in the hlzstoric significance of the event:“This is the first punishment by beating (he said)
infli 1  (ibid.: 54-55).
we inflict on anyone of our Nation...” {f =55, :
The Montagnais-Naskapi men owed their training in m,?lc supremacy to tbcdfa;:e
that the French wanted to instill in them the “instinct” for private pﬁoperty,‘to iny ul
i i ituation on the
1 the fur trade. Very different was the si
them. to become reliable partners in . i ' Sitniton on e
i 1visi f labor was immediately dictated by the p
lantations, where the sexual division o _ el
Eequirements for labor-power, and by the price of commodities produced by the slaves

the international market. . . .
- Until the abolifion of the sfave trade, as Barbara Bush and Marietta Morrissey lave
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decumented, both women ang men were subjec
planters found it mote profitzhle o work and *
their reproduction. Neither the sexual division
nounced. African men had no sy concetning the destiny of their fenale companions and
kin; as for women, far from being given special consideration, they were expected to work
in the fields like men, espedally when sugar and tobacco were in high demand, and they
were subject to the same cruel punishments, even when pregnant {Bush 1990: 42-44).
Ironically then, it would seem that in s avery women
with the men of their class tMomsen 1993). B
Wormnen were given less to eat; unlike men, th

ted to the same degree of exploitation; the
consume” slaves to death than to encourage
oflabor nor sexual hierarchies were thus pro-

achieved” a rough equality

ut their treatment was never the same,

ey were vulnerable to their masters’ sexual
assaults; and more cruel punishment were flicted on them, for in addition to the phys-
ical agony wornen had te bear the sexual humiliation always attached to them and the
damage done, when pregnant, to the fetuses they carried.

A new page, moreover, opened after 1807, when the slave trade was abolished and
the Caribbean and American planters adopted 2 “slave breeding” policy. As Hilary
Beckles points out, in relation to the island of Barbados, plantation owners had attempted
to contro] the reproductive patterns of femnale slaves sitice the 17t censury, “[encourag-
ing] them to have fewer or more children in any given span of time,” depending on how
much: field labor was needed. But only when the supply of African slaves diminished did
the regulation of womenr's sexual relations and reproductive patterns become more 55—
tematic and intense {Beckles 1989: 92y

In Burope, forcing women to procreate had led to the impositicn of capital pun-
ishment for contraception. In the plantations, where slave
commodity, the shift to 2 breeding polic
though itled to some “ameliorations”
hours, the building of Iying-in

s were becoming a precious
¥ made women more valnerable to sexual agsault,
of women's work conditions: 2 reduction of work-
-houses, the provision of midwives assisting che delivery,
an expansion of social rights (e.g., of travel and assembly)(Beckles: 1989: 99-100; Bush
1990: 133). But these changes could not reduce the damages inflicted on women by
field-labor, nor the bitterness women experienced because of their lack of freedom. With
the exception of Barbados, the planters’ attempt to expand the work—force through “nat-
ural reproduction” failed, and the birth rates on the plantations remained “abnormally
low” (Bush 136-37; Beckles 1989, ibid.}. Whether this phenomenon was 3 result of out-
right resistance to the perpetuation of slavery, or a consequence of the physical debili-

tation produced by the harsh conditions to which enslaved women were subjected, is

still 2 matter of debate (Bush 1990: 1436). But, as Bush points out, there are good rea-
sons ta believe that the main cause of the failure was the refusal of women to procreate,
for as soon as slavery was eradicated, even when their economic conditions in some
respect deteriorated, the communities of feed slaves began to grow (Bush 1990).78
Women's refisals of victimization also reshaped the sexual division of labor, as
occurred in Caribbean islands where enslaved women turned themselves into semi-free
market vendors of the products they cultivated in the “provision grounds” (in Jamaica,
“polinks”™), given by the planters to the slaves so that they could to support
The planters adopted this measure

ta the “provision grounds™ turned

themselves.
1o save on the cost of reproducing labor. But access
otit te be advantageous for the slaves as well; it gave
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. . i .
them more mobility, and the possibility to use the dme allotted for their cult;;agon fod
, sold booste
tviti i duce small crops that could be eaten or
other activities. Being able to pro cater old ooosted
ir i ted to the success of the provision g
their independence. Those most devo he ‘ : n § vere
WOmen vfr)ho marketed the crops, re-appropriating and Leprodufc;ng \;\:ﬂun thft Pbl;l, "
: 1 i i i 1 resu;
1 f their main occupations in Africa. As a ’
tion system what had been one o : Alica hea rsut By e
i in the Caribbean had carved ou
mid-18th century, enslaved women in he rved e
place in the plantation economy, contributing to the expansm}rll, 1? n}?t fEhedCrf:ant;EmGd
co
i ’ i both as producers of much of the foo
the island’ food market. They did so . somsumec
i i d also as hucksters and market ven
by the slaves and the white population, an o of the
czops they cultivated, supplemented with goods taken ﬁ:c‘)m the master’s shop,
exchanged with other slaves, or given to them for sale by' their masters.‘th bite rcle-
in thi i laves also came into contact with white pr
It was in this capacity that female s ik white prole-
i i tured servants, even after the latter ha
tarian women, often former inden . . : VT
ipated. Their relationship at times con : pro
from gang-labor and emancipate N e
i also survived mostly through the growing g
ian Buropean women, who ! g anc markeing o
i ducts that slave women broug 3
food crops, stole at times the pro 1 o the tarkes o
S i ir sales. But both groups of women also co
attemnpted to impede their sa . ' o e i b the
i i Hing relations which evade p
ng a vast network of buying and se : ded
1 %o ial authorities, who periodically worried that these activities may place the slaves
coloni; R
beyond their control. . S
7 Despite the legislation introduced to prevent them from selling si;1g:ma%ket
, 1 et -
places i “which they could do so, enslaved women Cont]nuiid tlo ixpan i mariet
. .. . o
1 iviti ivati f their provision plots, which they came ]
ng activities and the cultivation o : : .
?:hiir own. so that, by the late 18th century, they were forming a proto. peasantr{ v}at
’ 1 5 ing to some historians, even before
i ly of island markets. Thus, according i
D e i ically ended. Female staves — against
ipati in the Caribbean had practically ended. -aga
P AN 1 ith their determination,
in this process, the ones who, wit ; ‘
all odds — were a key force in t . ‘ : iaon.
shaped the development of the slave commumity and of the islands’ economies, desp
ities’ Limit their power. .
the authorities’ many attempts to er.
Enslaved Caribbean womten had also a decisive impact on the culeure of the white
. g .
opulation, especially that of white women, through their activities as healers, seer%
' . . 2 s o
Ie)}ql::erts in magical practices, and their “dominadon” of the kitchens, and bedrooms,
their masters (Bush 1990}, o
Not surprisingly, they were seen as the heart of the slave communiry Visitors were
’ . . n7
impressed by their singing, their head-kerchiefs and dresses, and the: extravagar;; ?aall
: ) irizi i ters. Afric
: i i derstood as a means of satirizing their mas
ner of speaking which are now un - S
i ; toms of poor female whites, who .
and Creole women influenced the cus | e oniepo-
i i 1 i : en strapped on
like Africans, walking with their childr : .
B i i 1989: 81). But their main
i i i i ds on their heads (Beckles :81).
hips, while balancing trays with goo ir . ot shelr main
i f a politics of self-reliance, grounde
achievement was the development o vl
1 ttached to them, whic
i ks. These practices and the values a :
strategies and female networ] . ; o i Whieh
identified as the essential tenets of contemporary Afr
Rosalyn Terborg Penn has identifie ‘ o
inismyredeﬁncd the African community of the diaspora (pp. Z’)—?).'I‘he;:i cr.eateci‘ no: o ‘z
the folundations for a new female African identity, but also the foundations for
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lies and achizve some autonomy.
{From Barbara Bush, 1990 )

Below: A festive gathering on a
West Indian plantation. Women
were the heart of such gatherings
ds they wwere the heart of the
enslaved community, and the
staunchest defenders of the culture
broughit from Afriea,

Above: A family of slaves {fetail),
Enslaved women straggled to con-
tinue the activities they had carried
o1 fn Africa, such as marketing the
produce they grews which enabled
thewr to better support their -famni-
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society commltteg.—— against the capitalist attempt to impose scarcity agd c%epcndence !
as structural conditions of life — to the re-appropriation and concentration in women’s
hands of the fundamental means of subsistence, starting frem the land, the production of
food, and the inter-generational transmission of knowledge and coeperation.

Capitalism and the Sexual Divigon of Laboer

As this brief history of women and primitive accumulation has shown, the construction
of a new patriarchal order, making of women the servants of the male work-force, was
a major aspect of capitalist development,

On its basis a new sexual division of labor could be enforced that differentiated not
only the tasks that women and men should perform, but their experiences, their lives,
their relation to capital and to other sectors of the working class. Thus, no less than the
international division of labor, the sexnal division of labor was abave all a power-relation,
a division within the work-force, while being an immense boost to capital accurnulation.

This point must be emphasized, given the tendency te attribute the leap capital-
ism brought about in the productivity of labor only to the specialization of work-tasks.
In reality, the advantages which the capitalist class derived from the differentiation
between agricultural and industrial labor and within industrial labor itself — celebrared
in Adam Smith ode to pin-making ~— pale when compared to those it derived from
the dégradation of women's work and secial positiorn,

As T have argued, the power-difierence between women and men and the con-
cealment of women’s unpaid-labor under the cover of natural inferiority, have enabled
capitalism to immensely expand the “unpaid part of the working day,"and use the (male)
wage to accumulate women's labor; in many cases, they have also served to deflect class
antagonism into an antagonism between men and women. Thos, primitive accumula-
tion has been above all an accumulation of differences, inequalities, hierarchies, divisions,
which have alienated worlers from each other and even from themselves.

As we have seen, male workers have often been complicitous with this process, as
they have tried to maintain their power with respect to capital by devaluing and disci-
plining women, children, and the populations the capitalist class has colonized. But the
power that men have imposed on women by virtue of their access to wage-labor and their
recognized contribution to capitalist accumulation has been paid at the price of self-alien-
ation, and the “primitive disaccumuiation” of their own individual and collective powers.

In the next chapters I further examine this disaccumulation process by discussing
three key aspects of transition from feudalism to capitalism: the constitution of the pro-
letarian body into a work-machine, the persecution of women as witches, and the cre-
ation of “savages” and “cannibals” both in Eurepe and the New World.
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Peter Blickle objects to the concept of a “peasant war” because of the social com-
position of this revolution, which included many artisans, miners, and intellectgals
among its ranks, The Peasant War combined ideclogical sophistication, expressed
in the twelve “articles” which the rebels put forward, and a powerfill military organ-
ization. The twelve “articles” included: the refusal of bondage, a reduction of the
tithes, a repeal of the poaching laws, an affirmation of the rights to gather wood, a
lessening of labor services, a reduction of rents, an affirmation of the rights to use
the common, and an abolition of death taxes (Bickle 1985: 195-201). The excep-
tional military prowess demonstrated by the rebels depended in part on the par-
ticipation of professional soldiers in the revolt, including the Landsknechte — the
famous Swizz soldiers who, at the time, were the eite mercenary troops in Europe,
The Landsknechte headed the peasant arniies, putting their military expertise at
their service and, in various occasions, refised to move against the rebels, In one
case, they motivated their refusal by argn

ing that they too came from the peasantry
and that tjx

ey depended on the peasants for their sustenance in times of peace. When
itwas clear that they could not be trusted, the German princes mobilized the troops
of the Swabian League, drawn from more remote regions, to break the peasant
resistance, On the history of the Landsknechte and their participation in the Peasant
War, see Reinhard Baumnans, I Lanzichenecchi {1994: 237-256).
The Anabaptists, politically, represented 2 fusion of“the late medieval social move-
ments and the new anti-clerical movement sparked off by the Reformation.” Like
the medieval heretics, they condemned economic individvalism and greed and
supported a form of Christian communalism. Their take-aver of Munster ocetirred
in the wake of the Peasant War, when untest and urban insurrections spread from
Frankfurt to Cologne and other towns of Northern Germany. In 1531, the crafts
took control of the city of Munster, renamed it New Jerusalem, and under the
influence of immyigrant Dutch Anabaptists, installed in it a communal government
based upon the sharing of goods. As Po-Chia Hsia writes, the records of New
Jerusalem were destroved and its story has been told only by its enemies, Thus, we
should not presume that events unfolded as narrated. According to the available
records, women had at first enjoyed a high degree of fieedom in the town; for
instance, “they could divorce their unbelieving husbands and enter into new mar
riages.” Things changed with the decision by the reformed government to intro-
duce polygamy in 1534, which provoked an “active resistance” among women,
presumnably repressed with imprisonment and even executions (Po-Chia Hisia
1988a: 58-59). Why this decision was taken is not clear. But the episode deserves
more investigation, given the divisive role that the crafts played in the “transition”
with regard to wormnen We know, in fact, that the craft campaigiied in several coun—
tries to exclude women from the waged work—place,
they opposed the persecution of the witches.
For the rise of the real wage and the fall of prices in England, see North and
Thomas (1973: 74). For Florentine wages, see Carlo M. Cipolla (1994: 206). For

and nothing indicates that

v
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the fall in the value of output in England see R H. Britnel (1993: 156-171). On

" the stagnation of agricultural production in a mumber of European countries, se¢ ;

B.H. SlicherVan Bath (1963: 160-170). Rodney Hilton argues that this Period an
“a contraction of the rural and industrial econonﬁes..“probafbly felt in the rsi
place by the ruling class. ... Seigneurial revenues Ell_ld 11'.1dustr1a‘i and com.mf:n:u:i
profits began to fall. ... Revolt in the towns disorganized industrial producuofn ar
revolt in the countryside strengthened peasant rfzsistance to the payment of rent.
Rent and profits thus dropped even further” (HI-IT:.()ll 1985: 2.40.~241).
On Maurice Dobb and the debate on the transition w0 capitalism, see Haﬂrv(e)g ]
Kaye, The British Marxist Historians. New York: St: M??HB'S Press, (1.984),. 23197.4
Critics of Marx’s concept of “primitive accumulation” mcludye:SamwAm.m ( . )
and Maria Mies (1986). While Samir Amin focusses on Ma%rx S EuI‘O(_.‘EIHEIlS%i‘l%MIC:{
stresses Marx’s blindness to the exploitation of women. A dlﬁAel‘CI.lt eritique is foun
inYann Moulier Boutang {1998) who faults Marx for generating the 1mpre55101;
that the objective of the ruling class in Europe was to free 1t.selfﬁ:om an unw-azited
work-force. Moulier Boutang underlines that' the opposite was the case}.}ﬂz.m
expropriation aimed to fix workers to their jobs, not ta enf:ourige mo ;teyd
Capitalism — as Moulier Boutang stresse56 —2}]1)35 always been primarily concer
i nting the flight of Iabor (pp. 16-27). o
X;dl\le};::IEZZI Pefelman pgoints out, the term “primitive accu_mulaFlon‘ was actually
coined by Adam Smith and rejected by Marx, becausF of its ahlstomcai cihamc‘ter
i Smith's usage. “To underscore his distance from Smith, Marx prefixe : the Pﬁ ol—
rative ‘so-called’ to the title of the final part of the first Volur.ne of C’apttal', whic ;
he devoted to the study of primitive accumulation. Marx, in essence, dlsm_usse:11
Smith’s mythical ‘previous’ accurnulation iné )order to call attention to the actu
istori ience” (Perlman 1685: 25-26). o
hé:otizaieizgz;zetwc(fn the historical and the logical dimension of “pnmi‘twe
accurmulation” and its implicatdons for political movements‘taday see! Massunof
De Angelis, “Marx and Primitive Accumulation, The Continuous Chararj]ter a
Capital ‘Enclosures’ ” In The Commener: www.commoner.org.uk; Fredy P;;ﬁ m;n,l
The Continuing Appeal of Nationalism. Detroit: Black and Reed, 19515; and bl.tch ed
Cohen, “Fredy Perlman: Out in Front of 4 Dozen Dead Oceans™ (Unpublishe
I;i":l :Scileﬁ:"l;jzi) of the systemns of the encomienda, wiita, and catequil see (Zl@ong
others) André Gunder Frank (1978),45;Steve].8tf:rn (19822;%(1 Inga Clen nhr;eﬁ
(1987). As described by Gunder Frank, the encomienda was ""a systerm .uncller ;v c
rights to the labor of the Indian communities were grantedrto Spanish lany OWE—
ers” But in 1548, the Spaniards “began to replace the encor{umda fif.? servitio bde e
repartimiente (called eatequil in Mexico and mita in Perl‘l), thch.reql‘ure?l t{lile In laﬁ
community’s chiefs to supply the Sparish juez repartidor (dx.smbutu‘lg ju ge) vgt
a certain number of days of labor per month. ... The Spanish official in turn dis-
eributed this supply of labor to qualified enterprising 13’1]3 OT CONLIACOrs vlvlho gfﬁerc
supposed to pay the laborers a certain minimum wage {1978:45). Ofn}l:1 e lort:
of the Spaniards to bind labor in Mexico and Peru in the course of the varion
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stages of colonization, and the impact on it of the catastrophic collapse of the
indigenous population, see again Gunder Frank (ibid.: 43-49).

For a discussion of the “secand serfdom” see Immanue! Wallerstein (1974) and
Henry Kamen (1971). It is important here to stress that the newly enserfed peas-
ants were now producing for the international grain market. In other words,
despite the seeming backward character of the wotk-relation imposed upon them,
under the new regime, they were an integral part of a developing capitalist econ—
oty and international capitalist division of labor,

['am echoing here Magx's statement m Capital Vol. 1:“Force. . is in iself an eco-
nomic power”(1909: 824). Far iess convincing is Marx’s accompanying observa-
tion, according to which: “Force is the midwife of every old society pregnant with
a new one” (fbid.). First, midwives bring [ife into the world, not destruction, This
methaphor also suggests that capitalism “evolved” out of forces gestating in the
bosom of the ferdal world — an assumption which Marx himself refistes in his
discussion of primitive accumulation, Comparing force to the generative powers
of 2 midwift also casts a benign veil over the process of capital accumulation, sug-
gesting necessity, inevitability, and ultimately, progress.

Slavery had never been abolished in Burope, surviving in pockess, mostly as female
domestic slavery. But by the end of the 15t cenury slaves began to be inmporced
agamn, by the Portuguese, from Afyica. Attempts to impose slavery continued in
England through the 16th century, resulting (after the introduction of public relief)
in the construction of work-houses and correction houses, which England plo-
neered in Europe.

See, on this point, Samir Amin (1974). T stress the existence of European slavery
in the 16% and 17% centuries {and after) is also important because this fact has
beer: often “forgatren” by European histortans. According to Salvatore Bono, this
self-induced oblivion was 2 product of the “Scramble for Africa” which was Jus-
tified as a mission aimed to terminate slavery on the African continent, Bona
argues that Europe’s elites could not admit to having employed slaves in LEurope,
the alleged cradle of democracy.

Immanuel Wellerstein (1 974), 90-95; Peter Kriedre {1978), 69-70.

Paclo Thea (1998) Las powerfully reconstructed the history of the German artists
who sided with the peasants.

“During the Protestant Reformation some among the best 163-century
German artists abandoned their iboratories to join the peasants in strnggle. .
They drafted documents inspited by the principles of evangelic poverty, the com-
mon sharing of goods, and the redistribution of wealth. Sometimes. .. they tock
arms in support of the cause. The endless st of those who, after the military defeats
of May—June 1525, met the rigors of the penal code, mercilessly applied by the
winners against the vanquished, includes famous names. Among them are Jorg]
Ratget quartered in Pforzheim (Stuttgart), Philipp} Dietman beheaded, and
[Tilman] Riemenschneider mutilated — both in Wurzburg — [Matthias)
Grunewsld chased from the court of Magonza where he worked. Hoibein the
Young was so troubled by the events that he fled from Basel, a city that was torn
apart by religions conflict” {My translation]

15.
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Also in Switzerland, Austria, and e Tyrol artists participat(lzg) in the lijleasant}:\xgaarci f
i i i h {Cranach the old) as well as myr ;
including famous ones like Lucas Cranac ‘ s myriad
ibid.: t that the deeply felt partic- |
inters and engravers (ibid.: 7). Thea pom'ts oul ‘ |
liesas:i:ﬁact?the artists to the cause of the peasants is also demonstratt.d by the ;Ezal .
fation of rural themes depicting peasant life — dancing pcaszn;séagBTil% ljn OS:L
ibid.:12-15;73,79, 80). e coun-
- in contemporary 16t$-century German art (f : 9, :
try:irilz }Illad biconl:i animated. ., [it] had acquired in the uprising a persenality
‘ i " (ibid.: My translation].
th of being represented” {ibid.: 155). [My . ,
}T(i:ras through the prism of the Peasant War and Anabaptism that the European
governments, through the 16th and 17 centuries, interpreted an@ rcpressedfel\reg
i f the Anabaptist revolution were felt in
form of social protest. The echoes o L . i
i inF inspiri tmost vigilance and severity w.
Flizabethan England and in France, inspiring ul : e e
i hority.“Anabaptist” became a cur
d to any challenge to the constituted aut! ¥ st bec :
f:rgi; a?igni)f opprobrium and criminal intent, as*communist” was in the United

States in the 1950s, and “terrorist” is today.

Early 17%-century German engraving reviling the Anabaptisis” belief in the

communistic sharing of goods.

Village authority and privileges were maintained in tlle @terla;d of s;)rn: ;ﬁ;
states, In a number of territorial states, the pea:ls:mts C()Iltll.luﬁ’, o relu.s ,dthé
taxes, and labor services™; “they let me yell and give me nothing, 'comli 93;151(.:172)
abbo!t of Schussenried, referring to those working on Lis land (Blickle : .

In Upper Swabia, though serfdom was not abolished, some of the main peasant
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grievances relating to inheritance and marriage rights were accepted with the
Treaty of Memmingen of 1526, “On the Upper Rhine, too, some areas reached
settlements that were positive for the peasants” (1hid.:172-174). In Switzerland, in
Bern and Zurich, serfidom was abolished, Improvements in the lot of the “com-
mon man” were negotiated in Tyrol and Salzburg (ibid.: 176-179). But “the true
child of the revolution™ was the territorial assembly, institated after 1525 in Upper
Swabia, providing the foundation for a system of self-government that remained
in place till the 19t century, New territorial assernblies emerged after 1525 “[real-
izing] in a weakened form one of the demands of 1525: that the common man
ought to be part of the territorial estates alongside the nobles, the clergy, and the
towns.” Blickie concludes that “Wherever this cause wor out, we cannot say that
there the lords crowned their military conguest with political victory, [as] the
prince was still bound to the consent of the common man. Only later, during the
formation of the absolute state, did the prince succeed in freeing himself from that
consent™ fibid.: 181-182),
Referring to the growing pauperization brought about across the world by capi-
talist development, the French anthropologist Clazde Meillassoux, in Maidens,
Meal and Money (1981), has argued that this contradiction spells a future erisis for
capitalism: “In the end imperialism — as 2 means of reproducing cheap labor
power — is leading capitalism to a major crists, for even if there are still millions
of pecple in the world.. .not directly involved in capitatist employment... how
many are still capable owing to the social disruption, famine and wars it brings
about, of producing their own subsistence and feeding their children?” (1981:140).
The extent of the demographic catastrophe caused by “the Columbian Exchange”
is still debated. Estimates of the population decline in South and Central America,
m the first post—-Columbian century, range widely, but contemporary scholarly
opinion is almost unanimous in likening its effects to an American Holocaust.
André Gunder Frank writes that: “Within Letle more than a century, the Indian
population declined by ninety percent and even ninety-five percent in Mexico,
Pert, and some other regions” (1978: 43). Similarly, Noble David Cock argues
that:“Perhaps 9 million people zesided within the limits delineated by Peru’s con-
temporary boundaries. The number of inkabitants remaining a century after con-
tact was roughly 2 tenth of those that were there when the Europeans invaded the
Andean world” (Cock 1981: 116).
On the changes in the namre of war in eatly modern Europe see, Cunningham
and Grell {2000), 95-102; Kaltner (1998). Cunningham and Grell write that: “In
the 1490s a large army would have consisted of 20,000 men, by the 15505 it would
have been twice that, while towards the end of the "Thirty Years War the leading
European states would have field armies of close to 150,000 men™ (2000- 95).
Albrecht Dirers engraving was not the only representation of the “Four
Horsemen." We have also one by Lucas Cranach (1 522) and by Mattheus Merian
{1630). Representations of battlefields, portraying slaughters of soldiers and civil-
ians, villages in flames, rows of hangin.g bodies, are too numeroys to mention, War
is possibly the main theme of 16th and 17%-century painting, lezking into every
representation, even those ostensibly devoted to sacred subjects.

21.

22.

* Chia Hsia (1988).
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Mattheus Merian, Four HORSEMEN OF THE APOCALYPSE (1630),

This outcome reveals the two souls of the Reforma’tion: a popular one iagd e?:;fet
one, which very soon split aleng opposite lines, While the conservative }zl e 0 e
Reformation stressed the virtues of work and wealf:h accumulation, t:1 e Ezp 1
side demanded a society run by “godly love” equality, and communa 650 gr;tg;
On the class dimensions of the Reformation see Henry Heller (1986) an.

Hoskins (1976),121-123. In England the pre-Reformation Chu;;h 1hafl c;_{virrl::d
twenty-five to thirty per cent of the country’s real property. Of this At ,d o rryl
VIII sold sixty per cent (Hoskins 1876:121-123). Those v?'ho mo‘;t gaine o
the confiscation and more eagerly enclosed the newly acquired }an. s gvere ;1 o
old nobility, nor those who depended on the commons for their eep,h 1 he
gentry and the “new men,” especially the 1a§1vyer3 and the mercl'i.anés,zvg oI twwﬂ
the face of greed in the peasants’ imagination (Coruwall 1977 ‘2 -28). o (é
against these “new men” that the peasants were prone to vent their ;ngeé:.b tie
snapshot of the winners and losers in the great transfer of lan_sl pmh uced by e
English Reformation: is Table 15 in Kriedte (1983: 60), showing at, twemtzr

twenty-five per cent of the land lost to the Church hecame the gentry's property.

Following are the most relevant columns.
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D
ISTRIBUTION OF LAND BY SOGCIAL GROUPS N ENGLAND AND WAaLEs:

1436%
Great owners 15-20 :2 9;)0
Gentry 25 ;15—50
Yeomen/freeholders 20 25-33
Church and Crown 25-33 5_10

i *excl. Wales)

Qn the consequences of the Re
Christopher Hill who writes:
“We need not idealize the sbhe

formation in England for land tenure, see also

vs as lenient landlords to adm; ;

comn ! mt some truth in

conter ft 61;1? a]leganc)}]s that the new purchasers shortened leases, racked rents

e enan'ts.-... Po ye not know; said John Palmer to a group of co

i m ;enwas et;;:cn?g, that the king’s grace hath put down all houses of 11'1015{3;
X NS, theretore now is the time come th !

at we gentiemen wi
tire houses of such poor knaves as yer bep' ” (Hill 1958-%11) vl down

23.See I\/h‘"dnight Notes (1990); see also The Ecolagist (1993);
the “enclosures” and the “commons” in The Cco.r'nmmes
2001),and n.3., {January 2002),

and the ongoing debate on
r, especially 0.2, (September

other barriers to the free passage 0??;1%1 i\ﬁ:iezzigiiznd e o Schen, o
: > By enclosure, collective land
gree of communal land ownership, would be
Wne;shlilp;nd separate oceupation” (G, Slater
o : s to abolish collective land use in th
ifentzc;itc;li:;hc legal paths were (2) the purchase by one person :F :HS te:;c—l
o e];lgpurtenant commen rights;” (b) the issuing by the King ofa spe-
e o e ose}; o; the passage of an enclosure act by the Parliament; (c) an
pEreement ber aee:il ﬂt ¢ landlord and tenants, embodied in 4 Chancery decree; (d)
e mak Onge ftoz;l 1 ;gglosures of wa.stf: by the lords, under the provisions of,the
v et ga(1 r:)h;md Westminister (1 285). Roger Manning notes, haw-
e hat ) me ods..’., ﬁequegﬂy concealed the use of force, fraud, and
b on against the tenants (Manmming 1998:25). E. D, Fryde, too writes!tl
Shghts(z?eggei (}jlarassmer.lt ,?f tenants.combined with threats of ::vict’ions at I:Lacf
oo I ardﬁﬁlor;un;ty . and phys‘]cal violence were used to bring abont muass
o (Frp; " 19;2\ ?lszm;g the disorder years 1450-85 [ie, the War of the
o ooy 19 th. ). homasAMore’s Utopia (1516) expressed the anguish
e esolt ese mass expulsions produced when he spoke of sheep which
nad themstﬂso g:iath devc,),urers and so wild that “they eat up and swallow the ve
hponms ves.' “Sheep - he added — that “consume and destroy and d o
elds, houses and cities” Y e
(2000), Michael Perelman Las emphasized the impor-

¢ « R .
atice of “customary rights (e.g., hunting} noting how they were often of vital sig
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nificance, making the difference between survival and total destitution (pp. 38},
Garret Hardin's essay on the “tragedy of the comimons” (1968) was one of the
mainstays in the ideological campaign in support of land privatization in the 1970s.
The “tragedy;” in Hardin's version, is the inevitability of Hobbesian egoism as a ;
determinant of human behavior. In his view, in a hypothetical commen, each
herdsman wants to maximize his gain regardless of the implications of his action
for the other herdsmen, so that “ruin is the destination ta which all men rush, sach
pursuing his best interest” {In Baden and Noonan, eds., 1998: 8-9).
The “modernization” defznse of the enclosures has a long history, but it has received
new energy from neo-liberalism. Its main advocate has been the World Bank, which
has often demanded that governments in AfTica, Asia, Latin America and Oceania
privatize communal lands as a condition for receiving loans (World Bank 198%). A
classic defense of the productivity gains derived from enclosure is found in Harriett
Bradley (1968, originally published in 1918). The more recent academic literature
has taken a more even-handed “costs/gains” approach, exemplified by the works of
G. E. Mingay (1997) and Robert 8. Duplessis (1997: 65-70}. The battle concerning
the enclosures has now crossed the disciplinary boundaries and is being debated also
among literary scholars. An example of disciplinary border-crossing is Richard Burt
and John Michael Archer, eds., Endosure Acts. Sescuality Property and Culture in Early
Modern England (1994) — especially the essays by James R. Siemon,“Landlord Not
King: Agrarian Change and Interarticulation;” and William C. Carroll, “The
Nirsery of Beggary’: Enclosure, Vagrancy, and Sedition in the Tndor-Stuart Period.”
Williamm €. Carroll has found that there was 2 lively defense of enclosures and cri-
tique of the comunons in the Tudor period carried out by the spokesmen of the
enclosing class. Accordmg to this discourse, the enclosures encouraged private enter-
prise, which in turn increased agricultural productivity, while the commons were
the “nurseries and receptacles of thieves, rogues and beggaes” (Carroll 1994:37-38).
DeVries (1976), 42-43; Hoskins (1976), 11-12.
The commons were the sites of popular festivals and other collective activities, like
sports, games, and meetings. When they weze fenced off, the sociality that had char-
acterized the village community was severely undermined. Among the ritnals that
came to an end was “R.ogationtide perambulation,” a yearly procession among the
- fields meant to bless the future crops, that was prevented by the hedging of the
fields (Underdown 1985: 81).
. On the breaking down of social cohesion see {(among others) David Underdown,
Revel, Riot and Rebellion: Popular Pelitics and Culiure in England, 1603-1660 {1985),
especially Chapter 3, which also describes the efforts made by the older nobility
to distinguish irself from the nouveaux riches.
Kriedte {1983), 55; Briggs (1998), 289-316.
Cottage industry was an extension of the manorial, rural industry, reorganized by
the capitalist merchants to take advantage of the large pool of labor liberated by
the enclosures. With this move the merchants aimed to circumvent the high wages
and power of the urban guilds. This is how the putting-out system was born —a
systern by which the capitalist merchanes distributed among rural families wool or
cotton to spin or weave, and often also the instruments of work, and then picked
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up the finished product, The importance of the put-out system and cottage indus-
try for the development of British industry can be dedyced from the fact that (he
entire textile indusry, the mose important sector in the fist phase of capitalisc
development, was organized in this fashion. The cottage industry had ewo main
advantages for employers: it prevented the danger of ‘combinations’; and i cheap-
ented the cost of labor, since itg honre-hased organization provided the workers
with free domestic services and the cooperation of their children and wives, who
were treated as helpers and paid low “auxiliary” wages,
Wage labor was so identified with slavery that the Levellers excluded waged work..
ers from the vote, not considering them sufficiendly independent from their
employers to be able to cast 4 vote. “Why should 2 free person make oneself 4
slave?” asked The Fox, a character in Edmund Spensers Mother Hubbard's Tale
(1591). In turn GerrardWinstanley, the leader of the Diggers, declared thar it did
not make any difference whether one lived under one enemy or under one’
brother if one worked for 4 wage (Hill 1975),
Herzog (1989}, 45-52 The literature on vagabonds is vast. Among the most impor-

tant on this topic are A Bejer (1974) and B. Geremek’s Pover

B History (1994),
Fletcher (1973), 64-77; Cortrwall (1977), 137-241; Beer {1982),82-139. At the

beginning of the 16 century many enclosure riots involved
used the popular hatred for enclosures, cngrossments, and emparkments to sertie
their feuds with their betrers, But, affer 1549,¢
disputes diminished and small-holders or artisans angd cottagers were moxe likely
to take the initiative in heading agrarizn protests” (Manning 1988: 312). Manning
describes the typical victim of an enclosure riot as “the outsider” “Merchants
attempting to buy cheir way into the landed gentry were particularly vulnerable

mber cases. A closely-related
category consists of six absentes gentlemen™ {Manning 1988- 50).

Manning (1988), 96-97, 114-11¢, 281; Mendelson and Crawford (1 998),

The increasing presence of women in anti-enclosure tiots was influenced by a
popular belief that women were “lawless™ and could level hedges with Impuonity
(Mendelson and Crawford 1998: 386-387). But the Court of the Star Chamber

£3pass, riot or otherwise, and
an action is brought against them and their husbands, they [the husbands] shall pay

the fines and damages, notwithstanding the trespass or the offense is commimed
without the privity of the hushands” {Manning 1938: 98).

On this subject see, among others, Maria Mies {1986).

By 1600, real wages in Spain had lost thirty perce
with respect to what they had been in 1511 (Hamilton 1965- 280). On the Price
Revolutden, see in particular Earl J. Hamilton’s now classic work, American Treasure
and the Price Revolution in Spain, 1501-1650 (1965), which scudies the impact of
the America bullion on it: David Hackett Fischer The Great Waye: Price Revolutions
and the Riypthns of History (1996),which studies price hikes from the Middle Ages

nt of their purchasing power

40.
41.

42,
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; s edited
to the present — in partcular Chapter 2 (pp. 66—113); andllE;f;t;)r Ramsey
volume, The Price Revolution in Sixteenth Century England ( .
1966),Vol. 1, 517-524. . ) »
Bm;‘;:it(:lr(Kriecite {1983) sums up the economic developments of thIiJs peilr?;ia -
AS“TE'}; crisis sharpened the differentials in income and properry. aug)wealth
and proletarianization were paralleled by an increased tﬁccgmv.;.}lzz(;r; ;egts o [d.le
i i ire has shown that the :
hippenham in Cambridgeshire : o . e
I\W()ﬂl{;;lid Eirly 174 centuries] resulted in a decisive shift. Bteweerll1 15*41;O zg;_
137“1‘2 the medium-sized farms all but disappeared. At the4{s;url16 ‘um}flz tid: ‘;;’ itgom
i ore tose from 3% to 14%; househo
tion of properties of 90 acres or in . Mol
land increased from 32% to 63% L(Izne.dte( 119928831_. f;zg)':‘))r,rhe owing imerest of
tein {1974), 83; Le Roy La urie L] 1ng Imterest o
Wg]'lter;ste ?nlfrcprcileurs for money-lending was perhags the mouvam.ondlz e
CEPl . ulsion of the Jews from meost cities and countries of Europse in o
. Zi}g:h centuries — Parma (1488), Milan (1489) ,.Gcneva (1490);upeutnj i th;
:.Ed Austria (1496). Expulsions and pogroms contmaliefd f})r a ctznhvrey.i Lni ihe
i it was illegal for Jews
i by Rudolph II in 1577, it was s & : .
Yoo tEchfde );is soonpas money-lending became a 1uc1at‘n{e bljismes;, :‘illi
WE'St‘em revioisiy declared unworthy of a Christian, was 1'eha.b1htate , 38 Iil o
;Ctll:\;1 Fz’dli}alogue berween a peasant and a wealthy burgher, written anony v
y thi
i 521
m\gemilatn\}%ia}fz: ;f:ilnlgs me to you? Why, I would like to see how you spend your
easant:

. | ' | ’t
tmﬁg. her: How should [ spend my time? I sit here counting iy money, can
urgher:

YDLI; - t:Tell me, burgher, who gave you so much money that you spend all your
easart: X 1
i tng it? _
UmI:uCrOE:r'Y(gm want to know who gave me my monfey? I shall tell yc:u.AI gf:j :
t cofws llmockjng at my door and asks me to lend him ten or Megt‘iggeid ﬁ.)r
ifquire of him whether he owns a plot of good p;;sture lagld g; ;1 ;‘J;ld neld for
lowi 2 burgher, I have 2 good meadow and 2 ,
ilmﬁémil Hﬁ:fthze;mug them! I reply: ‘Excellent! Pledge your meadmy z:rd
: inter-
unr ;iildg;s collateral, ard if you will undertake to pay one guldena ycdm;l ifw e
yotu ou can have your loan of twenty gulden. Happy to hear the'gioo‘ " ‘t};at :
iy ;;;m replies; ‘T gladly give you my pledge. ‘But I must tf:].liyou,f rej(iil;nd ey
E;r you fail to pay your interest on titne, I will take possess;lon oo ');c;zs i,
; i the peasant, he proc
it my property. And this does not worry : g
ﬁakzslmlreyaid gcld to me as his pledge. I lend him the money and hi p:g(l :1111 "
o tually for one year or two; then comes a bad harvest and scci)(;n lde i eftine
N i ict him and meadow and field ar .
in hi t. I confiscate his land, evict him :
N hlsl aayillziinnot only with peasants but with artisans as well. If a tradesma; fwni
oo d }? se [ lend him a sum of money on it, and before long the house be céngu
(a0} ! - :
:ogxcfe In this way I acquire much property and wealth, which 1s why I spen
my time counting my money.
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Peasant: And I thou
Christians do it, too.
Burgher: Usury? Who is talking about usury? Nobod
%at the debror pas is incerest (G. Strauss: 110;1] 1) ’
43. W{tll reference to Germany, Peter Rriedte erites tHat:
‘Recent research has shown that a buildin l
was able adequately to maintain his wife and

{1972}, in particular Chapter 10, “Popular Rebellion. 1550-16607 {pp. 331-385).
As Kamen writes, “The crisis of 1595-7 was operative througheut Europe, with
repercussions in England, France, Austria, Finland, Hungary, Lithuania, and
Ukraire. Probably never before in European history had so many popular rebel-
lions coincided in time”(p. 336). There were rebellions in Naples in 1595, 1620,
1647 (ibid.- 334-35,350,361-63). In Spain, rebellions erupted in 1640 in Catalonia,
in Grenada in 1648, in Cordova and Seville in 1652, For riots and rebellions in 16t
and 17th-century England, see Cornwall {1977); Underdown (1985), and Manning
{1988). On revolt in Spain and Ttaly, see also Braudel (1976,Vol. IT), 738-739.

49, On vagrancy in Europe, beside Bejer and Geremek, see Braudel (1976),Vol. II,
739-743; Kamen (1972), 390-354.

50,  On the rise of property crimes in the wake of the Price Revelution sze the Charter
on p.141 in this volume. See Richard J. Evans {1996), 35; Kamen (1972), 397-403;
and Lis and Soly {1984). Lis and Soly write that “[the available evidence suggests

ght only the Jews practiced usury! Now [ hear that

here practices usury.

Years W, ger pay for the subsiste ind i

] ‘ ; : stence minimum of his fam-

21 ze (tfl tl;f‘lte 1‘1983. 51-52). On tl.le mmpoverishment of the Europen woci)'kiﬁs 3:
€ enclosures and the Price Revolution see ase CLis& Y Soly (1gQ79)SS

N 1 d 1600 grain prices rose six-
ot surprisingly, workers and cottars were but

*house beggars’ for Franc; » . &
power of ff:tars and Wa;:dB;coziérshtl”eilE ;3;(1)’11:6 Pzrlod, in Fral:ce,the purchasing that the overall crime rate did indeed rise markedly in Elizabethan and early Stuart
wage labour and poverty were considered svm, ty five Pil’C.ﬁI:Jt. In New Castile... : England, especially between 1590 and 1620” (p. 218).

44. On the growth of prostitution in the 16th cgnt?fymous' _(lb_fd::72*4). . 51, InEngland, among the moments of sociality and collective reproduction that were
History: Prostitution in Western Society (1992) 1y see, Nickie Roberts, Whores in : terminated due to the loss of the open fields and the commons there were the

45, Manning (1988); Fleecher (1973); Cornwa.ﬂ 19 processions that were held in the spring to bless the fields — which could no
) Lombardini (1983). ’ (1977); Beer (1982); Bercé {1990): - longer take place once the fields were fenced off - and the dances that were held

6. Kamen (1971), Bergé . : around the Maypele on May First (Underdown 1985),
notes. (1971), Bercé (1990), 169-179; Underdown (1985).As David Underdown 52. L5 and Soly (13791379), 92. oz the i]gstitution of Pub}ji Assistance, see Geremek’s
“The prominent . : Poverty A History (1994), Chapter 4:“The Reform of Charity” (pp.142-177).

Southamlgton in 165212 };lr?:s Ezviilnaii[rf:;d] c;"lotf:l‘s bas Often been noted. At : 53. Yann Moulier Boutang, De L'esclavage au salariat {1998),291-293. 1 only partially
debated what to do 2bout 2 ship being loaded ijh to wait while the corporation agree with Moulier Boutang when he claims that Poor Relief was not so much

it and seized the cargo, Women were thought to bgr;n ﬂ?r Lonfion; Eh.eY boarded a response to the misery produced by land expropriaten and price inflation, but

fient in Weymouth in 1622, while at Dorciester n 16; fzde rioters in the ingi- . a measure intended to prevent the flight of workers and thereby create a local
mates of the workhouse) stopped a cart in the r:i o 4 group (Soflﬂc of them : labor market (1598). As already mentioned, Moulier Boutang oversmphasizes the
wheat; one of them complained of a local merch § EH“b?hef that it contained 3 degree of mobility availzble to the dispossessed proletariat a5 he does not con~
fruits of the land, as butter, cheese, wheat, etc - v?rh; did ,S,Cnd away the best . sider the different situation of women. Furthermore, he underplays the degree to
women’s presence in food riots, see’ also S:;ra 1\'/}6?1\;1&]‘] the seas” (1 ?8_5¢ 117). On : which assistance was the result of a struggle — a struggle that cannot be reduced
(1998), who write that “wormen played 4 delson and .Patr1c1la Crawford : to the flight of labor, but included assaults, the invasion of towns by masses of
England].” For instance, “lajt Maldon in 1629Pr0mln§nt role in grain riog fin : starving rural people (a constant feature, in mid-16%-century France) and other

and children boarded the ships to prevent 2 crow Of_ over 2 handred women forms of attack. It is not coincidence, in this context, that Norwich, the center

P grain from being shipped away." They : of the Kett Rebellion became, shortly after its defeat, the center and the model

were led by 2 “Captain Ann Carter, later tried and hanged” for h

the protest (ibid.. 385-86). "rieading olein .:: * The Spnkl i

47, Ina similar vein were the comments of a physician i S : 54. The Spanish humanist Juan Luis Vives, who was knowledgeable aboust the poor
during the famine of 1630: PHysician in the Italian city of Bergamo, relief systems of the Flanders and Spain, was one of the main supporters of pub-
“I'he loathing and terror en . lic charity. in his De Subvention Pauperum (1526) he argued that “secular author-
endered b :

ple who importune afl comers gi'n the streztsa 'mad-dened,crowd of half dead peo- ; ity rather than the Church should be responsible for the aid to the poar” (Geremek
doors, so that lifs is intolerable, ang in add.iti,om }IJIJRZfZas, in the Cl-_u?mh“, at street : 1994: 187). He also stressed that authorities should find work for the able-bodied,
as well as the constant spectale of the 4 in, I;hi © foul stench Hisuig from them : insisting that “the dissolute, the crooked, the thieving and the idle should be given
who has not experienced it” (quoted b y1g. .. this cannot be believed by anyone : the hardest work, and the most badly paid, in order that their example might serve

48.  Omn 16t and 17th—century Pmi:lto iz Eu’i"ocil‘lo MI_'ICIP olla 1993; 129), as a deterrent to others” (ibid.).
b, see Henry Kamen, The fron Century : 55.  The main work on the rise of work-house and correction houses is Daric Melossi
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56.

57.

58.
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and Massimo Pavarini, The Prison and fhe Factory: Origins of the Penitantiary System
{1981).The authors point out that the main purpose of incarceration was to break
the sense of identity and solidarity of the poor. See also Geremek {1994), 206-
229. On the schames concocted by English proprietors to incarcerate the poor
in their parishes, see Mawx, CapitalVol. 1 (1509; 793). For France, see Foucault,
Madness and Civilization (1965), especially Chapter 2:“The Great Confinement”
{pp. 38-64),

While Hackett Fischer connects the 17t century decline of poulation in Europe
to the social effects of the Price Revolution (pp. 91-92), Perer Kriedte presents
amore complex picture, arguing that demographic decling was 2 combination of
both Malthusian and socio-economic factors. The decline was, in his view, a
response to both the population ingrease of the early 16% century, on one side,
and on the other to the landlords’ appropriation of the larger portion of the agri-
cultural income (p. 63).

An interesting observation which SUppOTts my arguments concerning the con-
nection between demographic decline and pro-natalist state policies is offered by
Robert 5. Duplessis (1997} who writes that the recovery after the population eri-
sis of the 17tk century was far swifter than that after the Black Death. It tock a
century for the population to start growing again after the epidemic of 1348, while
in the 17th century the growth process was reactivated within less than halfa cen-
tury {p. 143}, This estimates would indicate the presence in 17th-century Europe
of a far higher natality rate, possibly to be attributed to the fierce attack on any
form of contraception,

“Bio-power”is the concept Foucault used in his History of Sexuality :An Introduciion
(1978} to describe the shift from an autheritarian form of government to one
more decentralized, centered on the “fostering of the power of iife™in 19th-cen-
tury Eutape.“Bio-power” expresses the growing concern, at the state level, for the
sanitary, sexual, and penal control of individual bodies, as well as population growth
and population movements and their insertion into the economic realm.
According to this paradigm, the rise of bio-power went hand in hand with the
rise of liberalism and marked the end of the Juridical and monarchic stare.

I make this distinction with the Canadian sociologist Bruce Curtis’ discussion of
the Foucauldian concept of “population” and “bio-power” in mind, Curtis con-
trasts the concept of “populousness,” which was current in the 16th and 17th cen-
turies, with the notior: of “population” thae became the basis of the modern sci-
ence of demography in the 19th century, e points out chat “populousness” was
an organic and bierarchical concept, When the mercantilises used it they were con-
cerned with the part of the sacial body that creates wealth, ie., actual or poten-
tial laborers. The later concept of “population” is an atomistic one. “Population
consists of so many undifferentiated atoms distributed through abstract space and
time” — Curtis writes — “with its own laws and structures” T argue, however,
that there is a continuity between these two notions, as in both the mercantlist
and liberal capitalist pericd, the notien of population has been functional to the
reproduction of labor-power,

The heyday of Mercantilism was in the second half of the 17th century, its dom-

60,

61.

62

63.

64,

85,

66.

67,

~ from the crafts is found in David Herliby, Women, Family and Sodety in Medieva!

Caliban and the Witch i

inance in economic life being associated with the names of Wﬂliﬂﬂ.l Petty
(1623—1687) and Jean Baptiste Colbert, the finance minister of .Louls XI‘V. ;
However, the late 17th-century mercantilists only systematized ot a'pphed theories
that had been developing since the 16¢% century. Jean Bodin in France and !
Giovanni Botero in Italy are considered proto-mercantilist economists. F)ne of the
first systernatic formulations of mercantilist economic theory is found in Thomas §
Mun's England’s Treasure by Forraign Trade (1622}, N

For a discussion of the new legislation against infanticide see (among others) John
Riddle {1997), 163-166; Merry Wiesner (1993)., 52—??{; and Mendelson. anld
Crawford (1998), who write that “[t]he crime of mfantlad? was one that single
women were more likely to commit than any other group i society. A study of
infanticide in the early seventeenth century showed that of sixty mo t%lérs,ﬁfty three
were single, six were widows” (p. 149). Statistics also shoW that 1.nfant1<:1de was pun-
ished even more frequently than witchcraft. Margaret King writes that Nuremberg
“axecuted fourteen women for that crime between 1578 and 1615, but only one
witch. The Parliament of Rouen from 15805 to 1606 prosecuted about as many
cases of infanticide as witchcraft, but punished infanticide more scv(?rely Calvinist
Geneva shows a much higher rate of execution for infanticide thaF w1tc%1c.raft; from
1590 to 1630, nine women of eleven charged were executed for m.fanuade, coni-
pared to cnly one of thirty suspects for witchcraft (p.10). These estimates are con-
firtned by Merry Wiesner, who writes that “in Gftncva, for example, 25 WOITIC;
“out of 31 charged with infanticide during the period 15951712 were execute L
as compared with 19 out of 122 charged with witchcraft (1993: 52). Women were
executed for infanticide in Europe as late a3 the 18th century. . ‘

An interesting article on this topic is Robert Fletcher’s “The Witches

nakopeia” (1896). A §
illlgl;efereice is(to an) Italian: ferninist song from 1971 titled *Aborto di Stato
T{1011}.

ﬁ?;;ﬁ:&. Kiig, Watiten of the Renaissance (1991),78. FF!r the cl'osing ofb‘roth-
els in Germany see Merry Wiesner, Working Women in Renaissance Germany
' 194-209.
gj i?t;:nsive catalogue of the places and years in which women were expelled

Europe: Historical Essays. Providence: Berghahan, 1978-1991. See also Merry
Wiesner (1986), 174-185. .
Martha Howell (1986}, Chapter 8, 174-183. Howell writes:
“Comedies and satires of the period, for example, often ports:ayed)nvlarket
women and trades women as shrews, with characterizations that not only ridiculed
or scolded them for taking on roles in market production but frequently even
charged them with sexual aggression”(p.182). i
In a thorough critigue of 17th-century social contract theory, as formuiaie by
Thomas Hobbes and John Locke, Carol Pateman (1988) argues tbat the so.czal
contract” was based on a more fundamental “sexual contract,” which recognized
men’s right to appropriate women’s bodies and women’s labor. .
Ruth Mazo Karras (1996} writes that “*Common woman’ nieant a woman avail-
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63.

69,

70.

71,

72.

73.
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able to all men; unlike ‘commeon man’ which denoted someone of humble ori-
gins and could be used in either a derogatory or a laudatory sense, it did rot con—
vey any meaning either of non-gentile behavior or of class solidarity™(p. 138).
For the family in the period of the “transition,” see Lawrence Stone (1977}; and
André Burgniére and Fran¢ois Lebrun, “Priests, FPrince, and Family"in Burgniére,
et al., A History of the Family: The Impact of Modernity {19%6). Volume Two, 95,
On the character of 17th-century patriarchalism and, in particular, the concept of
patriarchal power in social contract theory, see again Patemnan (1988); Zilla
Eisenstein, The Radical Future of Liberal Feminism (1981); andMargaret R,
Sommerville, Sex and Subjection: Attitudes To Women In Early Modern Society (1995),
Discussing the changes contract theory brought about in England, in the legai
and philosophical attitude towards women, Sormmerville argues that the contrac-
tarians supported the subordination of women to men as much as the patriar-
chalists, but justified it on different grounds. Being at least formally committed to
the principle of “natural equality,” and “government by consent,”"in defense of male
supremacy they invoked the theory of women’s “natuiral inferiority,” according to
which women would consent to their hushands’ appropriation of their property
and voting rights upon realizing their intrinsic weakness and necessary depend-
ence on men.
See Underdown (19852), “The Taming of the Secold: The Enforcement of
Patriarchal Authority in Early Modern England,” in Anthony Fletcher and John
Stevenson (1985), 116-136; Mendelson and Crawford (1998), 69-71.
On women’s loss of rights in 16% and 17%h-century Euarope, see {amoang others)
Merry Wiesner (1993), who writes that:

“The spread of Roman law had a largely negative effect an women’s civil legal
status in the early modern period both because of the views of women which
Jurists chose to adopt from it and the stricter enforcement of existing laws to which
it gave rise” (p. 33).

Adding to the dramas and tracts also the court records of the period,
Underdown concludes that “between 1560 and 1640, such records disclose
an intense preoccupation with women whe are a visible threat to the patriar-
chal system. Women scolding and brawling with their neighhors, single women
refusing to enter service, wives domineering or beating their husbands: al seem
to surface more frequendy than in the period immediately before or afterwards.
It will not go unnnoticed that this is also the period when witcheraft accusa-
tions reach a peak™ {1985a: 119),

James Blaut (1992a)points out that within g few decades after 1492 “the rate of
growth and change speeded up dramatically and Europe entered a period of rapid
development.” He writes:

“Colonial enterprise in the 16th century produced capital in a number of ways.
One was gold ands silver mining. A second was plantation agricolare, principally
in Brazil. A third was trade with Asia in spice, cloth and much more. A fourth ele-
ment was the profic returned to European houses from a variety of productive and
commercial enterprises in the Americas... A fifth was slaving, Accumulation from
these sources was massive {p. 38).

Caliban and the Wiich |

74,  Txemplary i the case of Bermuda, cited by Elaine Forman Crane (1990} Cra]rlie
writes that several white women in Bermuda were owners otj slaves — usua‘ ¥
other women — thanks to whose labor they were able to maintain a certain degree

nemic autonomy (pp. 231-258]. o

75. ;1{;; {1)\Tash {1980) writzs gmt“A significant change came in ?549.when 1'.ac1al_0lrl1t;
gin became a factor, along with legally sanctioned marltal. unions,in defining rlg
of succession, The new law stated that no mulatto (offspring of a black man an lan |
Indian women), mestizo, person born out of wedlock was allowed to haxf: [ndians
in encomienda. .., Mestizo and illegitimate became almost synonymous (p}._140).

76. A coysta was a part-mestiza and part-Indian woman. Rgth Bebar (19.87),. 43.hi |

77.  The most deadly ones were the mercury mines, like that in Huanca@hca,m whic ;
thousands of workers died of slow poisoning amidst horrible sufferings, As Davi
N()‘Pll,zbifg:l: 1‘2 rt?lzstmn:::we:licat mine faced both immediate and long.term dan-

gers. Cave-ins, floods, and falls as a result of slipping s_haf_ts posed daily t?lregts.
Intermediate health hazards were presented by a poor diet, %nadequate vent:lamin
in the underground chambers, and a sharp temperature difference betw.eer; I:f e
mine interiors and the rarefied Andean atmosphere.... Workers who rem:}ine or
long periods in the mines perhaps suffered the worst fate of all. Dust aTld ne par-
ticles were released into the air by the siking of the tools used to break the or-c
loose. Indians inhaled the dust, which contained four dangerous substances: n;e'L-
chry vapo;cs, arsenic, arsenic anhydride, and cinnabar. L(?ng exposure... resulte 1;
death. Known as mal de Iz ming, or mine sickness, it was incurable when advanced.
In less severe cases the gums were ulcerated and eaten away...(pp.205-6).
78, Barbara Bush (1990) points out that, if they wanted to abort, slave Wom;n;er—
tainly knew how to, having had available to them the knowledge brought rom

Africa (p. 141).
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