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of the unmarried adult a difficult one. For Lévi-Strauss the former explains

the universality of what he calls the conjugal family. Cultural assignment of
tacks by sex and the resultant conjugal family are analogous to incest prohibi
tions and the resultant interdependence of conjugal families.

It is this analogy which suggests reciprocity between the sexes. Lévi-
Strauss’s formulations seem therefore particularly applicable to societies in
which the division of labor by sex is equal : the tasks of the sexes are comple

 mentary, and the contribution to subsistence of one sex is nearly as time con

suming and productive as that of the other. Numerous illustrations come to
mind: Kaberry’s description of the Lunga Aborigines (1939), Lee’s study of
the !Kung Bushmen (1965, 1968), Conklin’s study of Hanunóo agriculture
(1957), Tax’s study of Panajachel (1953), Friedl’s description of Vasilika
(1962), Gusinde’s study of the Yamana (1961) - to cite a few examples from
widely separate geographical areas and differing modes of subsistence.

A somewhat anomalous case of equal division of labor by sex is presented
by Barth (1967) in his description of the Fur of the Sudan. Both men and
women are cultivators, but the fruits of their labors are not pooled within the

family: each individual controls his own produce. In spite of this, the case does
 conform to the formulations of Lévi-Strauss. The wife provides the service of
preparing food. The husband provides the wife and children with clothes
which he produces. The relationship is more intricate in what Barth identifies
as the millet-beer-labor sphere of the economy. The husband provides millet
which the wife brews into beer, which the husband in turn uses to pay the work
group he requires for millet production and for house building. Thus although
the contribution of the sexes is “separate but equal” to an unusual degree
among the Fur, the economic interdependence of the sexes is maintained.

But the division of labor between the sexes is not equal in many societies.
This fact was recognized by Hobhouse, Wheeler and Ginsberg (1915) in
their pioneering cross-cultural study. Unequal division of labor by sex in
 African hoe agriculture was analyzed by Baumann (1928). Murdock’s World
Ethnographic Sample (1957) and his more recent Ethnographic Atlas (1967)
contain ratings which indicate that in some societies subsistence is dominated
by one or the other sex. Such dominance has been used as a variable in sub

sequent cross-cultural studies by Barry, Bacon and Child (1957), Heath
(1958), Brown (1963) and Coppinger and Rosenblatt (1968).

It is more difficult to apply the formulations of Lévi-Strauss to societies
in which the subsistence contribution of one sex far exceeds that of the other.

Would it not be possible for the more productive sex to avoid life in the con
jugal family? How is the interdependence of the sexes maintained when only
one sex is productive while the other is engaged in leisure, busywork or

housekeeping?
One of the most dramatic cases of the unequal division of labor by sex

has been described by Phyllis Kaberry (1952) in her study of the Nsaw of
the Cameroons. The major subsistence activity is hoe agriculture. Kaberry
writes: “Most agricultural activities are the concerns of the women” (1952: 54),
and the woman is the “economic mainstay of the household” (1952: 140). Men


