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The Problem

In this paper we shall focus on Fanti domestic organisation in its changing
features as a component of the process of market penetration occurring

in the rural areas of Ghana's Central Region. R ‘

' The data concern six villages selected from a sample of 17 v1llages
in which a survey of occupational dlfferentlatlon ‘was conducted in 1969. !
While prebaring'this survey'itlwas found”neceSSary to undertake a census
of each village as this appeared to be the only way of constructing proper
sampling frames. 'To this aim student-interviewers made an effort at;com¥;
plete enumeration of each7dwelling'group; for each individual member,
inter alia establishing "relationship to head of household." For the six
villages'these data were analysed 2and comperéd'to Fortes' 1945/46 data
on two Ashanti townships. ° o Tmimer e ‘ o '

" ' " With respect‘to‘their domestic organisation'the Fanti are inherently
" 'Akan. Accordingly, their rules of residence’ conform in nearly every detail
to what Fortes has described for the,Ashantl.4 o

- It is the norm that members of a dwelling group be related hY'kinship or
by marrlage, that is, it should be a single” ‘kin group, which the man should
°br1ng into belng by acquiring hlS own house at marrlage, ‘so that he can live
there with his wife and with his children who he is ‘supposed to rear. At the
k'seme'time, however, and:in'contradiction to this rule, the uan is supposed to
offérkhouseroom to his'maternéi kin, notably his sisters' children, while the
wife is expected to live with her mother (and 51sters) or in later life, as an
1ndependent household head, with her daughters and 51sters, as well as their
daughtersa' THis ‘Sméunts to saying that a man has to solve contradictory require-
ments for loyalty toward his own children and his sisters'VChildren.‘tFor a
woman’the'problem is different but eQuall?ﬂawkward: she is drawntbetween her
husband and her mother. ' e ’

The rules for occupancy of the posrtlon of "head of the house"
(fie pany%n) are also ambiguous. Both men and women are said to have an equal
‘right to be "head of'the‘houSe," while among ‘the members of any dwelllng group
the fle panyzn should be the person most senior by age, generatlon or status.

’ " 'As with any requirement for equallty in social relatlons, hlS one remains
unrealised as the opportunities for becomingk"head of the house" are unequal.
Much more than is suggested by the senlorlty rule, lncumbence of the

.p051t10n is dependent upon acquiring the ownershlp of a house o
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and apart from inherltance, bulldlng or buying a house is more a matter

. of economlcwachlevementmthan;ggrsenror;tyj _Even Af _women could undertake

all economic activities toktheVextent that men can, theytwould stlll be
hampered byrhavlng‘to’bear and rear children. 1In addition, the competitive
chances of women are lowered because they do notlhave the same legal
status as men: they cannot hold political office (except the offlce of
queen mother) and they can never fulfil the functlon of llneage head .

( abusua pany'z,n) , o ‘ V .

What we can conclude stralght away from thlS overv1ew of Akan
residence rules is that they do not form a loglcal, non-contradictory )
system whlch allows for an unamblguous deflnltlon of every 51ngle case.

They are, on the contrary, inherently contradlctory with the effect that
_time and again other (i.e. non-kinship) considerations,decide~what balance
will be struck and accordingly what people will go to make up- a dwelling’unit.

Much the same holds true for the rules governing the recrultment -
of "heads of houses." There is a potential contradiction between the rule
that the most senior person will act as "head of the house" and the rule
that thls role is unquestlonably to be fulfllled by the house—owner. kThis,
of course, is not a necessary, unav01dable contradlctlon. As long as '
economic opportunlty continues to be dlstrlbuted in favour of the most senior
personSffthat is, if both economlc andvpolltlcal power are in the hands
’of the most‘senior people (especially males)f-they areimost_likely to .
become‘houseeowners and accordingly "heads of houses." However, as soon,'
as. persons not senior by age or generation receive a greater, stake in,the
economlc resources and flnd a way. to galn more polltlcal 1nfluence, k 
dappllcatlon of the senlorlty rule w1th regard to the role of "house-head“
will be jeopardlsed. ’ ; , ’

The observatlon that. domestlc arrangements——such as the recrultment of
the head of the house and the comp051tlon of the dwelllng unlt——are not
unamblguously determined by klnShlp rules and that the probable appllcatlon
of kinship rules is dependent on economlc:and polltlcal arrangements that
are not necessarily in line“with kinship rules,npoints to the fact that’domestic
arrangements are very much an expression of a configuration of1socio—economic
forces;; If we then realise to what extent domestlc arrangements, once ,k'
established, 1mp1nge in turn on other aspects of socxal llfe, in short that
domestic arrangements are not just a resultant of a changlng configuration

of forces--of which kinship rules are only a comporent and cbviously not the




most effective at that=-but have considerable functional importance,’we
have every reason ‘to focus ‘our attention on what is happening to them.

"~ The functional importance ‘of domestic arrangements centers on the one
‘Hand ‘around the fact that they decide on how people acquire house-room-—one
of the neceSSities ‘of 1ife--and on the other hand around the status accorded
both in the family and ‘the community to house*owners. ' k

: “For the Fanti, house ownership is private ownership, with the exception
* of the family house which is lineage property. Those then who have no chance
“to’ acquire an eXisting house . through inheritance or purchase, or a new one
through building it, are dependent on the house—owners among them who because
of ‘kinship relations of one sort or another, feel obliged to offer house ~-roomn.
In exchange for enjoying shelter (as well as leisure time companionship and
emotional support) the house-owner is recognised as fie panyzn (=head of
the house) to whom some allegiance and obedience Sis7 owed. B

‘Owning a house and being able to offer house-room to (some of) your
“relatives confers a considerable amount of prestige on the owner, both in his
lineage (abusua). and in the community-at—large. Within the abusua it may
become the stepping stone for attaining office well in advance of other'
candidates’ who might be more ‘senior (by age) Within the community it is
likely to enhance his/her political influence.

"It is no wonder then that every Fanti like "every Ashanti, man or
woman ‘aspires to 'have’ his or her own house n The ideal is to build a new
“house--a many—roomed, two-storied house built from cement blocks, iron
“roofed, With a courtyard and with shutters and gutters and plastered walls~-a
house in which you can offer house ~room to many members of your family. We
‘found that more than 75% of our respondents adhered to this ideal 7 and that
‘within the 'context of their value orientations only the education of their
children ‘was given priority over houSing. 8 Building your own house lS one
of the main ways for expressing economic achievement and to make clear to
others that one should get both prestige and influence and, of course, some
amount of preference in acquiring pOSitions of authority. '

We can see now that the changes which are constantly occurring in the
structure of economic opportunity, to the extent that, in terms of age and :

' sex and of education and type of economic‘activity, they favour other groups,
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will be accompanied by changes. in the recruitment of house-owners and

accordlngly of “heads of houses.f If those who beneflt from the changed
production and exchange relationshlps that come about with the growth of -
market partic1patlon, the spread of money transactlons, the increase--through
formal educatlon of marketable skllls--and the expansion of wage employment,

‘are dlfferent as a group from those who used to ‘have control over the
economic resources, the comp051tlon of the house-owning group will alter.
Thls may in turn have consequences for the type and the number of relatives

| to whom house-room is offered so that a concomitant change in the composition

of dwelllng groups is llkely to take place. Indlrectly,w;thln the sphere

of the family thlS may affect the system of kinship obligations,'while in the
communlty at large the appearance of new groups of house-owners may have

polltlcal repercu551ons.

Methodological Considerations\

These 1ntroductorv cons1deratlons present us with-a problem of method,
v12. that domestlc arrangements as they exist are and have to be compromises

between conflicting rules, wh;le we must expect the character of these
compromises to change over time as they depend on changes in the configuration
of socio—economic forces.A However, if we dec1de . to study. domestic arrange~
ments in thlS way we will really need tlme series data while all we have
available are cross-sectional data. Fortunately, they cover six Fanti
villages which show quite different degrees of market penetration and. can
therefore be taken to represent different moments of socro—economic change,

If we proceed along these llnes we shall be. time and again confronted
by the questlon whether the dlfferences in domestlc organisatlon which we
'hdetect, can - be relevantly related to dlfferences in the structure of production
'and exchange relatlons or whether they represent local differences in.residence
rules whlch have been in ex1stence for a longer period. Although we have to
'concede that this may often be undecrdable, there are a-few ways in. which wrong
imputatlons may be avorded , ,

One is: to compare our flndlngs systematically with those of Fortes;
the other: to make systematic use of data we have collected on a 15~year
old pioneer cocoa village 9which, because its set of social relationships

is not yet full-grown'and crystallised, can in many respects be conceived of
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as the "non-village", exemplifying what Fanti social organlsatlon is not.

By looking at -aggregate means ‘and ranges, the comparlson w;Lth Fortes
findings will allow us to search for similarities between Ashanti and Fanti | |
domestic arrangements, the more so because the differences between Agogo .

and Asokore--the Ashanti townships Fortes studied—--can also be viewed as

representing different moments of socio-economic change, Asokore being cleatly
more urbanised than Agogo. 10, Moreover, the nearly 25 years that have |
:elapsed between Fortes' Ashanti Survey (1945/46)and our Fantl survey (l969)
will allow us to treat the Agogo-Asockore data as a momentary situation pre—‘

ceding the present social situation of the Fanti.

The ;Fanti Villages

Of the six villages of which the census data have been analysed'for

this study, 2 are fishing communities, 2 are farming communltles, l is a rural
‘town ‘and 1 a residential community within the Cape Coast municipal area.

Of the fishing communltles, one-~-Kromantse (Bent51r)——is located some'

18 mlles east of Cape Coast along the Cape Coast-Accra motor road. The other,
Ampenyi (or Ampanye) is located some 12 miles west of Cape Coast off the ‘
Cape Coast-Takoradi motor road. At the time of the survey the'Z—mile track
blinkingAmpenyi to the motor road was only passable for Landroﬁers outside
the rainy season, No lorry was stationed in ‘the village at that time.’ In
terms: of ownershlp of boats (their number as well as their 51zes), of o
outboard motors, and of nets, ‘as well as in terms of the difference of trans—
port fa01llt1es and access to markets--from Kromantse to the impoftant week |
market of Mankesim is only 6 miles--Ampenyi has much smaller economic oppor—
tunltles. There is another difference, namely, that the economically active

in Ampenyl are only dependent on fishing for 58%,‘while for Kromantse this is
92%.’11 Many complaints can be heard about diminiéhing catches and while

many older men have stopped fishing, many of the YOunger havefmovedito the
West to Axim and Half Assini. ' k

Of the farming villages, one--Kuradu--can be reached along the Abura

Dunkwa-Mankesim road and a 2-mile track that in July/August léGQ*Was even

less passable than that leading to Ampenyi. The other‘farmingfvillage,
- 0ld Ebu, is located in the Asebu area, some 3 miles from the Cape Coast—Kuma51
road and is accessible along two, qulte passable laterite roé&gl” Whlle the

farmers of Kuradu have mainly gone in for cocoa-~they are well within the
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forest area, some 30 miles. from the- coast--the 0Old-Ebu farmers have linked~
- their lives to the llme trees that they have planted 'since the early
ythlrtles and the fruit of which they sell to Rose's Lime Company w1th
its factory 1n Asebu, .

The rural town, Abeadzi Dominase (further referred to by us as
Dominase) is located along the Dunkwa-Mankesim road., It is the seat
of a paramount stool--to whose resort Kurado belongs-~and as such an’
exception among the six villages, the others being headeduby divisional chiefs.
'Farming, although:less important here than in Kuradu and 0ld Ebu (where
80-90% of the labour force is engaged in farming) still keepsﬁtwo—thirds_
of the population occupied. But many more than the average 15% are engaged
in crafts, trade and.service work, viz, 28%, while 31% of the economically
active are wage—earners. . Here in Dominase, there is a poSt’ office ‘and’ a
’health cllnic, amenltles that are missing elsewhere.

In Essuekylr, located along the Cape Coast~Jukwa : (Dunkwa—on—offin) road
a few mlles north of the city, more than 50% of the labour force is engaged -
out51de the prlmary sector and 47% is wage-earning. More than in - any other

township, people in Essuekyir are dependent on money and the market.

Inter+Village Comparisons

As we have suggested, we shall attempt to catch the dynamics of
domestic organisation by comparing the six villages to the extent that they

represent different moments of socio-~economic change. In terms of our
hypothe51s thls amounts to saying that we will compare them to the extent
that they represent different degrees of market ‘penetration;
 In our view, market penetration is. a process that comes about on’ at
least three levels, v1z..
' products on a market; o L
2) wage_employment,that is, the extent to which people offer their

labour on the market,

3) mOnetlsatlcn, that is, the extent to which people, through buying

g b o S 2oy P s S0

consumption goods, are dependent on money.

On the basis of the available survey data we are able to attribute a score

. . 2
to each township on each of the three dimensions of market penetration. !



For the sake’of convenience we shall indicate the relative position which a

towhship occupies on each dimension as "High"

,: "Medium,"f, ‘or. "Low".

As can be seen from the llSt of scores,. a fourth.characteristic was

added, namely, "level of formal education", because the significance of

wage employment is greatly dependent on the wages people can negotlate,“

and this in turn is dependent on the skills for which they have been
trained. ' Tt o
'Product Moneti- ’Formal' Wage em- Tybe -
marketing | sation education |ployment YP
Kuradu ‘Low Low High Medium
:01d-Ebu Low i Low High Medium T
Kromantse ‘High High Low Low -

C I 177 R : i
Ampenyi High High Low Low _I
Essuekyir Medium |High Medium - High @ o CIITa”
Dominase Medium Medium High High: = “IITb &

~

To the extent that we would like to rank the six villages with respect
to "degiee of market penetration" on the basis of the scores on the four
dimensions, our aim has only been partially attained What v we can say is that
the more urbanised villages in the third group do really represent a hlgher
degree of market penetration than the other two groups. But it is impossible.
on the basis of the information in the above llSt to differentiate between
farming and flshlng v1llages. However, as can be gleaned from the list, if
thesekdo‘not‘represent’different degrees of market penetration,”they do ‘form
,oatspohen typee,ywith,the population of the farming villages having been drawn
more’etrongly;onto;the%labour market (supported by a reasonable level of
skills);kbut a relatively low dependence on money. and: on prodﬁct marketinglf
The pattern which the. fishing villages. exhibit is exactly the reverse: through
their speCLallsed means of subsistence they have been already dependent on
the marketing of thelr product and accordingly on money- for buying the

necessaryhconsumption\goods,for,a relatively long period.
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Although the difference in type between farmlng and fishing villages

spoken than the differences within the latter group, we wish to draw attention
‘to the finer differences, which are that Essuekyir and Dominase are equally
"high" on wage employment but that the people of Dominase are somewhat better

educated and at the same time less dependent on money for their livelihood.

The Ashant1—Fant1 Comparlson

In analysing hlS data, Fortes has emphasised .the Agogo-Asokore comparlson

as a matter of course. From our point of view such 1nter—v1llage comparisons

are certainly of importance, specifically for answering questions about the

way in which domestic organisation;figures in the configuration of socio-
economic_forces, but--as we have pointed out earlier--we shall be better able-
to interpret cross-sectional differences as changes over time.if we can con-*
sider them against the background of Ashanti-Fanti disparities and similarities.
Let us see therefore what can be dlscovered from comparing aggregate Ashantlfv
and Fanti measures. Aggregate Ashantl scores have been calculated from

Fortes' data where necessary. k ‘ | -

The great majority of Ashanti and Fanti dwelling groups are, as the norm

requlres, single kin groups (see table 1).

Table 1: The dwelllng group

Ashanti = | - Fanti.
"% single kiR groups oer | e
% wives residing thh | k.k . 4‘ | , o
husbands © = B A o o 39

To the extent that they are not single kin groups, that is, to the extent that
they have tenants, the Ashanti figure (19%) is higher than the Fantl percentage
(12%). - As the proportlon of dwelling units with tenants can be expected to
rise over time, this confronts us with a dlfflculty. ' '

With regard to the contradictory requirement that wives should and
vet should not reside w1th their husbands, Ashanti and Fanti show great
similarity in the aggregate ' o

Generation depth, that is, the number of generations“included“in avdwelling

group--used as an index of its duration--is greater for the Ashanti (see table 2).



-9 -

Table 2: Generation depth

Ashanti Fanti,
% 2nd.and 3rd generation , , g G
dwelling units 45 67
% dwelling units with ‘a small
“more than 3 generations minority : 2.5
/

Dwelling units lasting longer than three generations seem to be a rare

occurrence anyhow.

The head of the house 13 should be the most senior by generation (or

’ by age and status), but a person junior by generatlon may achieve the status
of head through his economic performance. The 1nc1dence of thls phenomenon,

however, is low and does not show a s1gn1f1cant dlfference between Ashantl

and Fanti (see table 3).

Table 3: Heads of houses

: -
Ashanti ' Fanti
% of house heads being junior by ’
generation e 9 1.8
% female heads of house . ' / C a3 i34
chance of becoming house heads, M/F '35/16%= | 42/18% =
; C ‘ 2020 2.3
% male heads of all malfz over
40 years (resp. 45) o , 6l , 67
"% female heads of all females over
40 years (resp. 45) PR , " .64 I A
% heads of houses younger than ; o 3 .
25 of that age group R 3 4

The proportion of women among all house heads is lesser for the Fantl,
the dlfference belng small but significant The relatlve chances to become
head of house, however, are equal ,

For both male and female heads the percentage of middle and old age
ks higher among the Fanti. If we take into account that the age groups com~

pared extend over 5 more years in the Fanti case, the differences appear
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to be quite considerable. People younger than 25 years become "house-head"
only occasionally,whether among the Ashanti or the Fanti.

)
With regard to kinship in the domestic unit, we note that the ratio of

non-lineage to lineage kin for dwelling groups under male heads 1s very
similar, but striklngly different for units under female heads (see table
4). 1In fact, this ratio is almost inexpressible in the Fanti case, 1nk
female~head groups 724 members are lineage kin while only 1 is non*lineage
kin,

Table 4: Kinship in the domestic unit

In-many other respects kinship has a very different placeiin:thé Fanti

“domestic group of l969 as compared to the Ashanti domestic unit of 1945/46.:

(a) Fanti heads of house quite often reside with their (aduit) Erothers
~and sisters, who make up 12% af‘aII“awelling”groups'(under“male“heéas~

14%, under female heads 10%). As Fortes' table 4 only gives details

on dwelling units with male heads and a counterpart of this table for

groups with female heads is lacking, we can only compare figures for
male heads. These show that the in01dence of brothers and sisters is

'much more marked for the Fanti

Ashanti Fanti

Ratio non<lineage/lineage kin : R

(a) under male heads 22,0, . b L5 ;

(b) under female heads 0.2 ’ 0.0014
% Brothers and s1sters under male ‘heads ,6' ',d14 ‘ “
Filial members (all succeeding genera- '

tions) of all members ' .. 83 79
Filial.members (next succeeding

generation)

(a) of all members _ 54 52

(b) of all filial members E - 65 . | 61
Matricentrality ($sister's children and

uterine grandchildren, mothers) 41 24 .
Ratio sister's children/own children . s : o

{a) under male heads. 0,5 0.004 .

(b) under female heads ’ 0.13 0.09

Py
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(b) The same holds for "filial" members, whose proportion for the Fanti is
higher onieveryicount, no matter whether we look at "filial" as meaning:

members of all succeeding generations, or as members of. the next giicceeding

generation  (that is, sons, daughters,fnephews, nieces).

"Matricentrality" as measured by the % of sisters® children, sisters'
uterine grandchildren and mothers is considerably higher for the Ashanti,
‘while the incidence of sisters‘ children in-dwelling-units under maledheads
is,eo great in their case that the ratio to "own children" is as much as
half (0.5) whiie that for the Fanti can.be neglected. For groups under

female heads the ratios are much smaller and nearly equal.

The size of dwelling units

Any effort to make sense of the Ashantl—Fantl dlsparltles and 51m11ar1t1es that

were described 1n the last sectlons, has to take account of dlfferencesk.;,

in the socro—economlc _pProcess between Ashanti ‘and Fanti. townships and:- also
between Ashantl and Fanti v1llages among ‘themselves. The size of dwelling

units flgures as an important component in the ana1y51s of the relationship .
between domestic arrangements and of socio-economic changes, as we shall now. ..
attempt to show. ‘ »

L In Fortes' analy51s no speciflc attentlon has been given to thlS component ;
no wonder, as Agogo and Asokore are rather homogeneous as far as the size of

dwelllng units is concerned (see table 5).

Table 5: Size of dwelling units

Ashanti . Fanti

Total ______ 8i7 o Total ______ 5.1 _

Agogo 9.0 Kﬁradu‘ 6.3

Asokore . 8.3 0ld FEbu 4.3
‘Kromantse 6.

8
Ampenyi 1
~Essuek&ir A

3

Dominase - .-5.
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However, as soon as we compare with and between Fanti ¥illages, we note that:

(a) dwelling units are significantly smaller in the Fanti case;l

(b) there is quite a range of sizes (4.1-6.3) among Fanti villages.

With regard to the. fact that the average number of inhabitants per

dwelling house is considerably higher for the Ashanti, it is necessary to

realise that this datum is greatly dependent upon the size of thefdwelling

house; notably on the number of  rooms.

In this respect it is ‘guite significant

that the common Ashanti house is a set of 4 or more rooms facing 'a courtyard -

around which it has been built, while many houses in

more than a rectangular: set of: 2 or:3 rooms built in

street.

Not all houses in the Fanti townships studied
some cases the incidence of the courtyard-type house

Apparently this is the type of house to which people

are of thls type,

in

by considerable percentages of houses ‘that are'"on the way ‘to. becomlng" a

courtyard-house, and that are either L—shaped or composed of two lines of

rooms confronting each other.

Table 6 “House type

the Fanti area are nothing

‘one-line and facing the"

is qulte hlgh (table 6).

asplre , as is documented

Kurado | 014 Ebu ‘_'Kromanﬁse Ampenyi | ﬁssueKYir“ .Dominase
% courtyard 59 7 28k qa 3 65
houses '
% potential
courtyard - »
houses 21 19 13 3 7 30
Potal of 1+2 80 26 41 17 10 95
Ihverage no.
of rooms 5.2 3.9 4.9 3.8 3.0 5.7
/[ xho % = 1. 00 7

In row (4) we ‘have added survey ‘data on "average number of rooms“ to the

table, allowing us to observe .that there is a rankcorrelation equal to unity

between the size of a house and its type.

We would, of course, expect the average size of houses to

correlate closely with the average size of dwelling unit.

because we think that bigger houses are built by house-owners who feel

But ig-this

obliged to offer house-room to a greater number of relatives than others--

or that more people will occupy a house if it is bigger?

In both
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cases a high and significant correlation is hypothesised and that is not
what we find. How:can this be accounted for?

What we observe on closer inspection of our data’is that both Kuradu
and Kromantse have average dwelling units that are "too big"vfor ‘the"
average size of houses in these townships, while the reverse is true for
Dominase. ; Old Ebu and Ampenyi occupy intermediate places, both ih the rank
order of house and of dwelling-unit size. '

A likely suggestion is that lineage ties are stronger at a lower level
of market penetration, so that kinship obligations are: experienced more
heavily and dwelling units are accordingly bigger on the ‘average. This holds
" for townships. like Kuradu and Kromantse. The opposite ‘case~-as ‘in 'Dominase~--
is of a,township'at a higher level of market penetration where kinship
obligations have weakened and where dwelling units have become (relatively)
smaller than exiéting houses -allow.

As we have already mentioned, 0ld.Ebu and Ampenyi occupy an intermediate
position... In these villages, being at a lower ‘level of market penetration,
the size at which houses have been built and the strength of kinShip ties ‘seem
to be "in balance". We are not too sure, however, of what this ‘could mean
and will have .to search for 'a clearer interpretation. ‘Essuekyir ‘ranks low,
both in size of house and of dwelling unit, and théreforefreflects in &%
consequent waYgthat it is at the highest level of market penetration in our
sample.

If our-assumption is correct that Fanti people,~in view of their common
aspiratidn,,will build courtyard-type houses if they can, the incidence of such
houses is a measure of their economic capacity to do so. Generally, “therefore,
the size of a person's house is an indication of hiseconomic achievement'and
the "average number of rooms" for any township is an index of-that township's
prosperity (or: level of economic opportunity). Of ' course, one ‘can easily
think of better indicators of economic opportunity. More specifically, the’
sum total of new houses -(by size and quality) built in the last 3-5 years
as a proportion .of the total stock.of houses in a village, would be “a much
better. index. :

. With this interpretation tagged to the factor "size of dwelling house"
we may now -improve on our view of the way in which domestic arréngements fit
into the configuration of socio-economic forces. So far, we have assumed

that at a lower level of market penetration, lineage ties will be stronger
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and, accqrdingly,'dwelling,groups biggef., From this; however, would not -~
only follow ;hat bigger dwelliné units should be expected to occur in
Kuradu but also in '0ld Ebu; not only in Kromantse, but also in Ampenyi;

in fact, as wé have,seen,.thesé four townships all belong in the category
of a "half way" levél,of market penetration.

Once we view house—éize;as‘a measure of economic opportunity we:
can make sense of the fact that lineage ties, ‘as'in 01ld Ebu and Ampenyi,
can-very-well be - strong,-although-dwelling groups are  (relatively) smally
people cannot afford to build bigger dwelling houses, and consequently; -
do not have so much house-room to offer.lG,In our characterisation we have
already éommented on the differences in economic opportunities betweén the
fishing villages Kromantse and Ampenyi. These remarks tie in completely
with the interpretation suggested here.: However, apart from the crude
impression~-mainly based on the outward appearances:of:these townships
(general state of houses, outlay and amenities of the town)--that Kuradu
is indeed more prosperous than 0ld Ebu, there are no convincing reasons why-
theuinhabitants'of the former should earn 'so much more from cocoa than the
latter earn from lime.

The general hypothesis that the size of dwelling groups is the
resultant of at least two factors, namely of the size of houses (being
an expression of economic opportunity) and  of the streéength of lineage ties
(being dependent on the degree of market penetration) whould of course
also apply to Dominase and Essuekyir. As far as the' latteris concerned
there. is no problem: Essuekyir is at a high level of market‘penetration*»
and lineagegties;should therefore be: weak, while--in 'view of the ‘small
houses~~it.is-a poor township and people cannot offer house<room to many -
6f their relatives.

: Dominase, however, does not seem to fit: on the one hand it is
prosperous (even: the most prosperous), on the other hand it is at a hi'ghy, Y
level .of market penetration and kinship ties should therefore be as weak -
as in Essuekyir. ' What this amounts to, after all, is that Dominase is
exposed to cross-pressures so that, with regard to dwelling group size, we
should expect it to remain halfway.. If we note again that dwelling unit
size ranges from 4.1 to 6.8, we may indeed conclude that with 5.3 Dominase

is at an intermediate level.
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Market penetration, economic opportunity and the .commodification of housing

A short digression is in order to examine how we can account for the dlsparate
consequences ‘of market penetration for prosperity V k

~/In the case of Kromantse and Ampenyi, as we saw, there are”sucﬁ\cleat”'”
differences in economic opportunity (in terms of capitalifornation and of
transport and market facilities) that we need not ‘wonder why | ‘two -fishing
villages exhibiting the same type and degree of market part1c1patlon are
not equally prosperous. _

In the case of Kuradu and Old Ebu we are rather at a loss.. And then,

what about Dominase and Essuekyir? . Here we might be able to solve the problem
in the fact that in these townshlps, although the degree of market penetratlon

is equally high, the type of penetration is different.

Table 7: Types of market penetration

- Product o ) Formal - .~ §. Wage
marketing Monetisation §. educationf’ femployment
Fssuekyir o M H M
Dominase M M H '

~+1f we mow look more spe01flcally at this dlfference in pattern (seeyf
table 7), we note the following:' ' :
©(1) = the-inhabitatns of both Dominase ‘and Essuekyir*hayefbecone\greatiy“
' dependent for their' livelihood upon finding wage'employnent.“ '
#+(2) - as the educational level of Essuekyir inhabltants is 1ower, they
“cannot:on’'the average negotlate wages at the same 1evel as k
bominase people. ' ’ .p . ‘
(3) “moreover, monetisation has made more progress in Essuekyir; that is,
~ people in that’ township are more dependent on money while they have
less opportunity to earn it. o _ ‘ o
. (4) * in addition-~-in view of the product"market¥—it?is 1ikely‘that;they:
cannot ‘fall back on subsistence food production to a greater extent

Clearly, the import of the difference in market penetratlon pattern is that

atan equal level of penetratlon Domlnase Wlll be more prosperous than Essuekylr.

‘The question of tenants can now be seen 1n better perspectlve. Rentlng
‘and letting parts of houses and rooms represents a further stage in the '

commodlflcatlon of housing and can generally be assumed to occur as a component
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Asokore, belng the more urbanlsed township, shows a much higher percentage
of dwelling units contalnlng tenants than. Agogo; nor.in the. Fact that both
Dominase and Essuekyir have a higher incidence of tenants w1th their ‘higher

degree of market partlcipatlon (see table .8).

Table 8: %3dwelling units with tenants

Corrected
Agogo 10% 7
___Asokore . 3% V. 0
Kuradu 13 ) 4
014 Ebu 4 )
Kromantse 11 ),9
Ampenyi 8 Y 7
© Essuekyir 22 .
| Dominase — .~ _ 21 ' | ]
~Fanti, Total 12%

However, we should also expect to find more dwelling units containingf
tenants wherever there are more rooms per dwelling house. Under such circum-
stances the opportunity for letting rooms is much greater. On this assumption
we mlght argue that the 1nc1dence of tenants in the Ashanti townships, which
we found to be unexpectedly high (see page 8)is at least. parkly due to the
fact that Ashantl houses on. the average contain more rooms. . We might even
go so far as to correct the Ashanti percentages for: this dlfference by
multlplylng them by the ratio between the average sige: of: houses in the Fantl
and Ashantl samples. As data on average number of rooms" forithe Ashanti
townshlps are lacklng, we shall use the scores for "size of dwelling units"
instead, arrlving at a correction factor of 5.1/8.7. - On these terms we find
the aggregate percentage of Ashanti dwelllng groups with tenants to. be 11,
resultlng from 6% for Agogo and 20% for Asokore, that is, an average of the
same order as the Fanti average (12%). k

Draw;ng on both the level of market penetration and the size of dwelling
houses to account for the 1nc1dence of tenants, we can now try to ekplain
the other inter~village differences in table 8 that have not yet been

interpreted, nameiy:
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(L) the fact that Old Ebu and Ampenyi, which exhibit much the same degree
of market penetration as Kurado and Kromantse, score lower with respect
to the renting,of,rooms. This; it'seems, can be explained by the
smaller size of houses in these townships. ‘

(2) the fact that Essuekylr and Domlnase appear to have an equal percentage
of dwelling groups with tenants, whlle having respectlvely the smallest
and the biggest average house~size. . If we consider only the marked
difference in house-size, Dominase should have more tenants (relatively,
that is) or Essuekyir fewer. More likely kthe latter interpretation is
the more fruitful in view of the fact that Essuekyir is the only village
of the six where the 1nhab1tants'ba51s of ex1stence is not exclu51vely
located. in the village terrltory. In fact Essuekylr is the residence
of qulte a - score of Cape Coast. and u. C. C.C.-commyters. Moreover, it is
also an exceptlon in that 14% of its inhabitants are migrants while the
average for the six townships is only 3%. What thlS amounts to is that
‘the occurrence of tenants is relatlvely hlgh in Essuekylr because this

“isa settlement of which the populatlon is only partly grow1ng from

" natural causes, For another part, people find a home there who have

'moved from their home-town under the 1mpact of the labour market What
this amounts to is that while in other centres——Domlnase 1ncluded—-fi7“¥.
“most of those rentlng rooms are local people, in Essuekyir many mlgrants.q
have flocked together attracted by better employment opportunltles And B
“this is a contingent of wage earners who-—comlng f“om elsewhere yesterday,
“ and maybe mov1ng out agaln tomorrow--are not llkely to settle down and |
build their own houses. They therefore represent an eztra_demand for
house~room that can not be ‘accommodated w1th1n the communal context‘ ..
'Consequently, this extra demand generates a supply, thereby creatlng a

"room market" such as ‘one is not likely to flnd in any of the other

*townshlps.

Generation depthJ

hsawe have -already seen, the.generation depth ‘of Fanti'dwelling groups”is sMaller
thaﬁ;that-ofwAshanti‘dwelling,groups, the percentage of one or two generation
groups being higher (67 vs. 45 per cent). In table 9 we can observe that ng :
Fanti townships exhibit a generation depth equal to that of the Ashanti, and

so the question arises whether this is an expression of an extra 25 years of

socio~economic change or an inherent Fanti-Ashanti difference.
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Table 9: Generation depth

_____ QWEEElEQ-EHléé_YEEE--________--
One or two' Three or more
generations. = .generations
_Bsmanrr, toral | 45 55 ]
<. Kuradu SR 85 ' <45
- Old Ebu 73 ; 27
Kromantse . - : 53 : L 47
Ampenyi 73 27‘
Essuekyir 82 18
_Dominase = ' | ____ et 3]
FANTI, total 67 33
Mpehin 88 12

The answer to thlS questlon is at once stralghtforward and ambiguous It
is stralghtforward in that we can p01nt to the existence of a very close relation-
ship between "generatlon depth" and "size of dwelllng unit", a relationship
that this time does lnclude the Ashant1 townships, as well as Mpehln. We find
a rho-value of .95 which for N=9 is SJ.gnJ.flcant at p(Ol In V:Lew of the
relatlonshlp, elaborated earller, between "51ze of dwelling unit" on the one
hand and "degree of market penetratlon", "type of market penetratlon" and

prosperlty" on the other, the answer is also stralghtforward in that it points
at a dependence of "generatlon depth" Xand of the 512e of the dwelling unit)
on the changlng configuratlon of soc1o—economic forces, ,

The answer, however, is amblguous 1n that we do not feel certain that
market forces had not affected the Fantl -area more heav1ly than the Ashantl
before 1945 ‘in - that case the observed dlfferences might not be the effect of
the 25-year period that separates the two fleld studies but. would also have been
discovered if the surveys had been conducted simultaneously. .

It is doubtful whether this dilemma can be resolved on the baSiskof avail—
able evidence. The Fanti data on generation depth exhibit a characteristic that

was not mentioned by Fortes for the Ashanti, viz. the presence -of one generation

dwelling units (see table 10). These run from only 6% in Kuradu to as much -

as 42.5% of all dwelling units in Essuekyir and their incidence, as might

be expected, is inversely related to "size of dwelling unit."
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Table 10: One vs. many-generation dwelling units

" One’ T More than 3

_generation |  generations
Kuradu N 6% 8
01d Ebu ‘, 24,5 3
- Kromantse : i P13 < 4
Ampenyi ' 30 1 5 4
Essuekyir ; i . 42,5 0

_Dominase ______ L _____ LA S R LR

Thezrank COIrelatiOﬂ is quite ‘high (rho= .94) and significant (p=ll.bl fOf,N¥7l~ i
That lS to say: in townships where dwelling units are on the average smaller,
generatlon depth lS lower in that a smaller proportion of "3 or more generations".
dwelling groups occur, but also in. the sense that a greater proportion of the
dwelling units have a duration of not more .than one generation.s And in view. PR
of the relationship of this phenomen@n With “51ze of dwelling unit",pwe may againﬁ
assume that it is to a great extent due to the penetratlon of market. forces ... ‘mﬁ:
and to the level of economic opportunities ("prosperity") that generation depth ;
{(that 1s, the duration of dwelling groups) lS becoming significantly lowered .. . .
over tlme . y . ¢ R 3 ; i (S o

In this respect we would draw speClal attention .to the. very high 1nc1dence
of one—generation dwelling units in the less prosperous tOwnShlpS,’VlZ.i

Essuekyir k 42 5%,,».,M

Ampenyi'” 30 W% |

OldEbu . 24 5% N : ; . . B

What type of units are one—generation dwelling units7 From table 11 we .
can see that not much less than half of these dwelling units are;"one person"
households (42%), one—thlrd con51sts of two persons, while the remainder (24%)

con51sts of 3 or more persons.
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Table 11: One generation dwelling units by size

. 3
|1-person | 2 persons 3 or more | Total one
' persons generation

Kuradu ‘ 0s | 3% 3% -6
0ld Ebu : 13 .10 1.5 o 24.5
Kromantse B 3 4 6 13

] Ampenyi B 12.5 12 - 5.5 cefreme 30
Essuekyir : 20 15 7.5 0 a2.s

| _Dominase Ll 7 1. R S S AT
Total Fanti 9 7.5 5 21.5
Total FANTI .
as % of l-generation
dwelling units 42% 34% . 24% .. 100%

The ' frequency with whlch one-person dwelllng "groups" occur~—1t is super—“'
fluous to mentlon their relatlonshlp to "51ze of dwelllng groups“ (rho~ 89)—-’ :
is a clear indication of the breakdown of the kinship system as a system of ’
social security: two-thirds of all these s1ngle—person households consist of
middle or. old-aged people (> 45) , many of whom are w1dowed or dlvorced ‘As we'
discovered through an intensive post-survey observatlon and 1nterv1ew study
in Ampenyl and 0ld: Ebu, many of these people are at the mercy of more distant
relatives (if there-are ‘any), who themselves often have little to save. |

Most of the young and lndependent persons in the sample, are 1nhab1tants
of Essuekyir (42%), the majority being wage—employed males (90%) from elsewhere,
attracted by the employment opportunltles of the Cape Coast mun1c1pal area.

The "two-person"-one generation dwelling units consist of marrled couples

(45%) and of brothers and sisters (31%),and for the remainder of a 31ngle

person renting a room l7to a tenant (thlS number should actually be added to
the single person groups) ’

One-generation dwelling unlts blgger than 2 persons are composed of
combinations of single persons or married couples w1th brothers or s1sters N
and/or tenants. o o k

In view of the finding (see: Ashanti-Fanti comparison, table 4) that so

many more dwelling groups under male heads contain brothers or sisters in the
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Fanti than in the Ashanti sample (17 vs..6%), it is of some relevance that of
the one-generation dwelling units a total of 38 were composed of a person with
a brother or sister, or nearly 6% of all dwelling units. This accounts for
43% of all dwelling units in the Fanti sample\containing'brothers‘and sisters.
We may therefore conclude that, dependent on the way in which*they form
patterns of "interference" with economic opportunity (prosperityr, the market
forces as they penetrate deeper into rural communities, lower the. duration of
dwelling groups and isolate people residentially from others,  To ‘the extent
.that this does not lead to the. "single person" household, -the onslaught is
best endured by marital and sibling relationships. ’
As far as the 1ast relationship 1s concerned, there is an apparent contra-
diction between the fact that brothers and 51sters seem to prefer each other
as residential partners over other family members once houses are so small
that house-heads can only accommodate few of their kin, and thehfactfthateeas
we shall see later--with increased market penetration the percentage. of siblings
residing together'decreasedkprogressibely.d We will return to this issue on

. p. 28. -

First order relationships

Fortes has concluded from his data on generatlon depth that "the domestic group
tends to last only as long as 1ts members are bound to one another by direct,
first order kinship ties"l7 (that is, relationships of the order of parent and
Chlld or sibling and sibling) Although this contention lS not documented by
statlstical data from the Ashanti survey, 'so that a comparison cannot be made,,
it might be eluc1dat1ng to see if we can document 1t for our Fanti study.

The way in which our data have been processed hinders us from saying what
proportion of dwelling units in each towmship contains only first order relation-
ships. However,:we can say what percentage:of the total population of each
township(after deduction of’househ01d heads, tenants and spouses, .who should
not enter into the count)iare’first orderkkin;(see table 12). We can observe
from these figures that this percentage . is quite low in some villages--in
Kuradu (53%) and Kromantse (52%) it is very little over half~—while in others
it is strikingly high,'w1th Mpehin again at the very extreme (89%) and Essuekyir
also quite high on this score (74%). And, as we might expect, this aspect also
correlates highly with both "generation depth" (rho=, 99, ;><r 01) and "size"
(rho—.89 p=. Ol) :
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Table 12: Percentage being first order kin

. 1lst order kin
Kuradu ) : 53%
0ld Ebu I 65
 Kromantse o 52
Ampenyi ‘ 66
Essuekyir Do pe et P
Dominase . | . 1 —
__Total FANTI ________{_ ______ ey ]
Mpehin 89

The head of the house .‘,H  i e s . FIOTR e : ?

In the section on "the Ashanti-Fanti comparison" attention was drawn to the
fact that in terms of generation, the seniority rule for becoming "head of
the house" was adhered to equally by the Fanti in 1969 as by the Ashanti
in 1945/6 (92 and 91 per cent}.

However, 1f we conslder to what extent practice conforms td’the rﬁie
that heads should also be the most senior by age, we find a’mﬁch‘more outspoken
disparity, viz. that 15% of the Fanti heéds‘df houses are younger by age than -
some members 6f his or her dwelling unit (seé tablé 13 for data bnASenidrity
of houée~headsi;b For the Ashanti no statistical data are available on this

score.

Table 13: Sehibrity 6fkhbﬁse—heads'bykagé;and generation édﬁpéred'

Ly o K2) o - (3)
Junior | * Junior by S —
K .-} .1 minus 2
- by age generation : }
Kuradu - 18% 13% 1 s
old Ebu v 13 g 8
Kromantse s 19 14 ‘ 5
Ampenyi 16 8 b 8
. Essuekyir 15 1 14
Dominase | ____ 2 < JRN N I
Total FaNTI__ 1 1> 4 8 LA
Mpehin 6 0 6
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If we look closely at the. two columns of figures in table 13
(columns 1 and,2), we note that townships with a higher percentage of
house—heads of a younger generation nearly always have a higher percentage .
of heads who are Junior by age (rho=.86; .Oé}o} 0l at N=7). But
we also note that in townships such as Kuradu and Kromantse, where market
penetration has not yet 1nterfered 80 much with kinship obligations and where
there is sufficient prosperity to fulfil .these obligations; the situation
conforms less to the rule which requires the head of the house to be more
senior than in’townships'representing higher levels of market penetration
and lower levels of pProsperity.

’What we_would have expected to be the case dis that waiving
the seniority rule would occur more often in those townships where the
1nst1tutlons of klnshlp have been more affected by market forces.f How. then
are we to account for thlS seemingly adverse finding?

In trying to solve this problem, we should firstfrealise that -
house~heads.junioryby generation_will most likely be also junior by age.
Consequently, the pbercentages in column (2) are contained in those of .
column (l) ’ , . , : ,

What then, about the heads who are younger. than, ‘but of the

same generatlon as the other members of. their. dwelling group; -that is,

those of whom we flnd the 1n01dence if we subtract (2).from (1) ? - This
we have done in column (3),’arr1v1ng at a set of percentages that gggg
closely correlate with "size of dwelling unit" (rho=.80; Oi}g> 01 at: N=7),
a correlation p01nt1ng to the fact that the occurrence of heads of
houses, younger but of the same generation, is also part of the
configuration determlned by market penetratlon and economic opportunlty
‘ . Looked at from thlS angle, the data’ make perfect sense. We have already
underlined the rule--also stated by ForteslBF-that people junlor by age and/or
.generation can achieve the status of house-head if, through their economic

performance, they have acquired the means to build a house. Being able to
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build a house then, not only means that one has the opportunity to offer house-

_room to_ others, but also that one is allowed (and possibly obliged) to offer
house-room. and accordingly form'a dwelling group. /
We should therefore expect to find more junior heads of houses

where ‘economic opportunities are more plentiful, and this tallies with the

evidence. However, in those‘caSes (1ike Xuradu and Kromantse)'Where"prospérity

goes together with stronger lineage ties, we may expect the ydunger house-
owners to build bigger dwelling houses and to offer house-room to more ‘
relatives, including those of the parental generation.

In the opposite cases, where weaker lineage ties go together with
a low level of economic opportunity, we should expect younger house-owners to
build smaller houses in which they cannot offer house-room except to their
spouses or brothers (sisters). This is the situation inAEssuekyir.

© In between, we have mixed cases'With'either'StrOnger lineage ties
and lower economic opportunity  (as in 0ld Ebu and Ampenyi), or weaker lineaée
ties and’greater prosperity (as in Dominase). Thesé indeed show percentages .
at the,intermediate*leVel. ‘

On- the question of the age at which persons become household
heads and of the chances for males and females (that is, whether these differ
in general and for different age classes), there is not much to be added,
except that for Fanti dwelling groups both male and female household heads are
somewhat older on the average (see Table 14). We suggest that this is not the
expression of a difference in conception of what the proper age'for becoming
head of house should be, but rather of a lower level of economic opportunlty

as. between Ashantl in 1945/46 and‘ the Fanti area in’ 1969

Table 14: ' Percentage of each age group being head of house o

‘Male heads £ 25 25-40(45)  |3> 40(45) Total
Ashanti 2 35 1 e | a2
Fanti . s | 30 .} 75 | a2

o o o o s s M 40 O i T P P T D T o o e G Bl dn O S S o, i S oo B B i Wt G W i W o R S S S S s o, S e e o S S S o O i S oy o
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Ashanti | 3.5 15 39 20
Fanti ‘ 1 ‘ 12 39 18

That no difference in conception divides Fanti and Ashanti is

corroborated by the fact that younger persons (that is, below 25 years of age) do

become head of house among the Fanti as infrequently as among the Ashanti (viz. 3
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~and 4.percent). . It should be acknowledged, however,.that:as. can be seen from:

table 14, Fanti males below 25 clearly have a greater chance than their-Ashanti-
counterparts (8 vs. 2.percent). - This is mainly due to. the fact that:there-are

two exceptions with regard to heads of houses younger than-25, hamely 0Old Ebu

(12%) and. Essuekyir. (15%). The latter case is quite in line with our other~
findings, notably that 12% of house-heads in this township. areiyoung male migrant:
wage . earners. .The former is quite unrelated to anything we: know about Old Ebu. -
Possibly the presence of a considerable group of young house-owners poinksg’ to grow-.
ing economic opportunities for the younger generation, a fact that might help

to explain the dubious position of 0ld Ebu with:regard to our:measure of :
,"prosperityf.‘ It may. actually mean that,lime is only now: beginning. to pay

in an area where the population has already been oriented toward this cash crop
since the early thlrtles (the first Rose s lee factory in the area at Abakrampa
dates back to 192819)

‘Kinship in the domestic unit

Flnally, we arrlve at the question of what is happenlng to the role that klnshlp
used to play in brlnglng together the members of a dwelling group. More o -
spec1f1cally, the questlon should be whether the dominant position of members of
the matrlllneage is belng upheld or whether 1t 1s belng corroded by market
penetratlon. ’ - ;

- We shall examlne thms problem from four different but related:
v1ewp01nts, that is to say, we :shall look at what 1s happenlng to:

l) the ratio of non-llheage to lineage kinj;

25 the proportion of brothers and sisters;

3) the proportion of filial members;

4) the proportion of sister's children, uterine'grandchildren'aﬁdtmothers.
The last item will be used as a measure of matrlucentrallty", that 1s, ‘as a
measure of the strength of the matricentral unlt.20 Z

We shall hypothesise that as a component of a conflguratlon of socio-economic
forces, with increased market penetratlon the role of matrlllneal klnshlp
relations will decrease. Specifically, this amounts to saying that with 1ncrea51ng
market penetration we may expect: ’

1) the ratio non-lineage/lineage kin togincrease{

2) the prOportiohyof brothers and sisters to decrease;

3) the proportion of filial members (hext'sucoeeding generation) to increase,

ind 4 o , T

4) the degree of "matricentrality" to decrease.
Let us now see how these hypotheses stand the test of the data.

According to Fortes, "a strlklng feature.'.“; is the very small proportlon

of non-lineage kin living under female heads."21 This is certalnly supported by



-

- 26 -

the Fanti data: of all the 724 members of dwelling groups under female heads, only
one is "non-lineage" kin, from which we may conclude that non-lineage kin in such
dwelling groups is virtually non~existent. “Assuming the Ashanti percentage
also to: hold for‘the Fanti, we should have found about 50 non-lineage members

under female heads instead of 1.  This is very—different'from what we héd
hypothesized.  As the ratio non-lineage vs. lineage kin under male heads (see
table:15). is also lower for the Fanti (1.5 over aéainst 2.0) apparently these
~differences do not represent socio-economic change. This then raises the old
question whether they should rather be interpreted as an initial difference in -

domestic organisation: between the Fanti and the Ashanti.

Table 15: Rattio non-lineage/lineage kin for male and femalée members under male heads

Male Members Female members Total
Kuradu 1.8 2.3 2. 1'2 2
old Ebu | 3.0 1.7 2.4 1%
Kromantse - .9 . 8'1 o
Ampenyi ' 1.5 1.1 1.31°
Essuekyir _‘ B 4.7 3.8 4.3 15 4
____Dominase _____ e 323 dee 1.8 ___j__.2.31°7
___ Total Fanti __________ ___\____ 1.7 1.3 1 1.5
__..Mpehin _ . Vo 6.5 ______d._____.x4.7 _____1___ 8.6_____
| TotalAshamti | 1.5 | 2.4 1 2.0 _
Agogo , .8 1.1 1.0
Asokore i 2.2 3.7 3.0

Let us ignore the Ashanti?Fanti difference for the present and focus our
attention on the’within-sample differences (see table 15). These éllow us

to draw the follow1ng conclusions: o P

1. The extremely hlgh ratio for Mpehln underlines that, ba51cally, non-lineage and
lineage kin tend to balance each other in Fanti as well as in Ashanti
dwelllng groups. ; V

'2. Such a perfect balance is found for Agogo, and (approximately) for the.
fishing v1llages, Kromantse and Ampenyi.

3. Although both Kuradu and Old Ebu exhibit somewhat higher ratios than the
fishing villages, we can in the main say that at higher levels of market
penetratioh~-represented by Asockore (3.0) and Essuekyir (4.3)--the non-
lineage/lineage kin ratio is higher.

Within this general picture, the disparities can be accommodated, if we
consider not only "degree" but also "type" of market penetration as well as

the role of economic opportunity.
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We have seen that the farming villages have been more exposed to the
labour market than the fishing villages, while the fishing villages:are much:
more strongly dependent on the marketing of their product. - This, however; .
brings to the forefront that these villages have been incorporated in a pattern
of pre-capitalist regional specialisation, and accordingly, that their dependence
on the product markets of the area is not a result of recent change and cannot
be expected to bear on the strength of llneage ties. '

We have then three types of market penetration and three levels of
non~lineage/lineage kin retios, with the fishing villages being lowest (1.0),
and Essuekyir and Dominese,highest (3;3).uWithin each type there are disparities,
but these--as can be easily shown~-are related to differences. in economic
opportunity. For those townships within a type with lower eceﬁomic opportunities,
viz. 0ld Ebu and Ampenyi, ratios are higher than for the otherktownehip of
the same type. This is what one would expect in view of the inferpretation,
suggested earlier,;that'lower economic opportunity means that people cannot
afford to fulfil thevkinship obligatibns which they acknowledge. For the same
reason, the ratlo for Dominase is lower than that for Essuekylr,yas within the
same type economic opportunlty is higher in Dominase.

In summary, lineage as a principle for bringing people together under one
roof is pushedjback to the extent that a township is exposed teethe conditions
of the market, more especielly of the labouf market.  One may wonder why

characteristics of domestic organisation, such as

the extent to which dwelling units are singie kin units (% of tenants)’;

- the size of the dwelling groups; k

- generation depth, and

-~ the recruitment of house-~heads;
which all change with the growing dominance of product marketing, did ‘not
show this special sensitivity for condftions of the labour market. (in terms
of the data: why these characteristics did not show the same difference: as the
non-lineage/lineage kin ratio between the two farming and -the two fishing-villages.

At present we can only suggest that the preference for living with wife
and children over living with lineage kin is the combined effect of formal
education and of wage employment (mere specifically of: the regularity of the
working hours and wage payments), factors that are not so likely to affect the
other aspects ef domestic organisation.  We do not yet have sufficient data

at our disposal to prove this contention, but the available data seem  to point

this way.
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Returning now to other measures of the relative importance of lineage
in recruiting. members for thevdwelling group, the subsequent tables document
the differences observed between the Fanti villagés; In table 16 we see that’
the presence of brothers and sisters in dwelling groups is a feature that

generally declines with the onslaught of ‘market forces."

Table 16: Percentage'adult brother and sisters

F ' Adult brothers
and sisters
Kuradu ‘ 9%
ola Ebu o | 7
~ Kromantse , 15
Ampenyi 19
Essuekyir ' ‘ 5
| Dominase . . . oo Voo 1y oo oo oo
| Total Fanti |\ 12y
Mpehin 6%

Earlier, however, we have discovered (see page 21) that where, as in
Essuekyir, the number of lineage kin has dwindled and patrilocdlity asserts
itself strongly, there is a tendency for the lineage bond to exhibit itself
most outspokenly as a bond between‘siblings. |

We would like to add, in contradiction to Fortes' statement "that there
is not a single case, in either township, of a man and*his?wife'é brother
sharing a dwelling,"22 that we found a few cases of~"brcther3"'Who‘actuélly
were "brothers-in-law" to a male head of the house, while his wife was living
under the same roof. We hasten to say, however, that thesé'cases*support'rather
than weaken the statement, as they consisted of: V

~m-a-younger-brother-of -the:-wife-of school*going*age‘whO"she7wa5'obligéd"““"“
‘to raise owing to the lack of other, older brothers;

- a crippled brother, not able to look after himself.

From table 17 we can similarly conclude that the filial generation increases
relatively with market penetration, although we find a contradiction between
the Ashanti and Fanti percentages. The relative increase of the filial generation

is closely correlated with the decrease in generation depth.
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Table 17: Filial (next succeeding generation) of all filial members - -

Agogo o o he o 62%
| __Asokore | ___ ey .
| __Total ASHANTI . | __ 63 ..
Kuradu ‘ 60
0ld Ebu 62
Kromantse | 57
Ampenyi " 56
Essuekyir l o 65
| _Dominase | el _____
| _Total FANTI .| . _ el .. __-
Mpehin 81

‘Table 18, lastly, documents the strength of the matricentral unit as
k,belng clearly less for the Fanti than for the Ashanti and as also generally

decreasing with market penetration.

Table 18: Percentage of 51sters' children, s1sters' uterine grandchildren

and mothers of all members

Agogo ' 47%
__.Asokore .| .33 . -
__.Total ASHANTI _ | a1

Kuradu I 26

0ld Ebu 23

‘Kromantse : ‘ 31

. Ampenyi ). 30

‘Essuekyir 13
_.Dominase | 23 ]
--.Total FANTI __ |} 24 oo

Mpehin 5

In all these tables Mpehin fulfils its function of the "non-village", exposing
what could certainly not be considered as an expression of Fanti residence rules.

Closer inspection of the tables just mentioned shows that they all exhibit
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the same pattern of differences as table 15. This is what we should expect as

they refer ‘to closely related features ©f the same. conflguratidhl Table 19
glves further proof of these relationships by means of the rank correlations

between the four characterlstlcs (rho—values)

Table 19: Rho—values &

(1) () @) (4)

Non-lineege/ _ % brothers % filial Matricen- §
lineage kin & sisters members trality §
(1) Non-lineage/ S — =90 +.96 -.94 :
lineage kin i
(2) % brothers - | | - -.93 +.87 :
& sisters ' : ;
(3) = fitdal | 4 o S TR RS-
members
(4) Matricén-
trality ' v -

# All rho-values are significant, P .01 at N=7.

The occurrence of negative and positive rho-values points to the fact
that some features--viz. non-lineage/lineage kin and the percentage of filial
members~~relate negatively to the strength of the lineage, others--viz. the
percentage of brothers and sisters and tﬁe matricentrality measure--relate
to it positively. ' . V:,, ’

These very close relationships go far to.show both the :eliability of the
measurements and that the explanation of the differences in the ratio non-lineage/
lineage kin, developed in this sectlon, can equally serve to explain the
-differences occurrlng for the other characteristlcs. That is to say, that
the weakenlng,of l;neage ties is generated by ‘the combined effect of market

penetration and changing economic opportunities.
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FOOTNOTES

1.

cf. Emile V. W. Vercruijsse and Tom A. Boyd, Occupational

Differentiation in Rural Areas. A Research Design -(Social Studies
Project, Research Report Series No. 2, Cape Coast 1.970). ‘

’The basic data for these villages are:

Population _ No. of dwelling units
Kuradu ' ‘ ' 241 38
+.-0ld . Ebu S - 335 . : e T8
Kromantse 891 . O R N 1 &
Ampenyi v 700 170
Essuekyir . . . , . 329 . .- . 80
Dominase . _ .. _ .. ' ... .82 . ... . _______
Total 3,078 607

10.

CE. Meyer,Fortee,l"Timeeand,Social Structure: An Ashanti Case Study",

in M. Fortes, ed. Social Structure, Studies presented to A. R.:.
Radcliffe-Brown, (Oxford 1949), . pp. 54 - 84. . We shall also . base our-
selves on: Meyer Fortes, et.al, "Ashanti Survey, 1945-6: An. Experiment
in Social . Research", in Geographlcal Journal, 110, 1947 pp. 149-79.

Fortes, "Time and Social Structure. . E 01t., malnly PP. 63 69.

cf. Emile'V}lW. Veréruijsse gt;al! "Comp051tlon of chseholds in some
Fanti Communities. A study of the.framework of social integration.”

J(Instituteypf,SQcial Studies Occasional Paper, 1971). In this paper

(cf.p. 17) we have attempted to show how limited the authority
of the fie panyin really is. .

kFortee;i"Time and Social Strﬁeture ;. p. 68.

These data are taken from the actual sample survey. The survey

report is in preparatlon.

,Cf T A. Boyd, Value Orlentatlons Influenc1ng De01510n Maklng in

Rural Communities (Social Studies Project, Research Report Series
No. 5, Cape Coast 1971).

This village, named Mpehin, has been founded near the Western border
of the Central Region (north of Kissi) by migrants from Agona

_state. ' Its. ‘population, -according to our 1969 census, was 147 divided

over 35 dwelling units. Mpehin is much like'the "farmlng ‘village"
mentioned by Fortes in ."Ashanti Survey" (p. 168), where some 70 percent
of the dwelling groups were nuclear families. - In Mpehin the
percentage was 59. '

Fortes, "Time and Social Structure. . .", pp. 161-63.
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11
12
13
14

15

16

17

18

19

20
21

22

w.CE. o also, Vercruljsse, "Comp051tion of Fanti households. ", op.

i These percentages 1nclude—~apart from the flshermen~-the flshsmokers

and fishmongers. =

The context of this paper. does not allow an explanation of which data

~ were used as indicators for the different dimensions.

' We want to empha51se again that the import of the office of “house-

‘head" w1th1n the house 1s of small gignificance.

The class boundaries of our age: class1ficatlon do not 001nc1de w1th
those used by Fortes.

In view of the population data of the 1960 and the 1970 Population

~Censuses, our 1969 census presents a clear case of under~enumeration.

However, we have to take into account that both the preference of
many people to be counted in their home areas and the tendency of
chiefs to aim at inflating the population numbeér (on which 1ocal

‘authority ‘appropriations are based)  lead to over~enumeratlon in the

rural .areas-at census time;y The. offic1al Census data therefore
cannot: be. used to valldate our count. ' L

- If populations were larger, the "average size of dWelllng unlts" would

not represent the real situation; ‘however, ‘in a rélative way, it -
would Stlll be a-useful measure. :

In our post-survey observatlon study of Ampenyl we have 1ndeed noted
that many other types of kinship obllgatlons which are acknowledged
can'. no longer be fulfilled for lack of financial means.

cit., pp. 18-20.

Tenants are often referred to as belng either 'friends° or 'strangers"~
In view of the fact that face-to<face ‘relationships are still very
much governed by the rules of reciprocity, the label 'friend' suggests
that- house—room is given to a locally-known person ‘to whom only - '
token rent is charged. But it is not felt to bé wrong to enter into
contractual relationships with 'strangers’. Accordingly, migrant
inhabitants, if they want house~room, have. to enter a hous1ng market
thatis qulckly coming into existence. S :

Fortes, "Time and Soc1al Structure. . "y gg, cit., p. 65

Cf H. T. M Wagenbuur, Lime Farmérs. A’ Case Study of'a-Cash Crop ina

rrSubsistence Economy " (Social” Studies Project, Research Report Series,
‘No. 1, Cape Coast 1969) s

CE. Fortes,~"Time and Social Structure. . . ,"/op. cit., p. 73.

Ibid, p. 72.

Ibid. p. 76.



