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Development for whom?

Even though incomes have increased asfishing
becomes moretechnology- and capital-intensive,
they often do not trandate into a better quality
of life for the fishing community, particularly
for women

by Nalini Nayak, a member of Protsahan, an
NGO based in Trivandrum, India, and aM ember
of ICSF

| recently saw thefilm Darwin’sNightmare. While,
on the one hand, it highlights the impact that the
introduction of the Nileperchin LakeVictoriahas
had on the ecosystem, on the other, it also vividly
reveals the interlinkages between neoliberal
globdizationand patriarchy that resultininhumanlives
for people who actually live around this ‘highly
productive’ lake. Thefilmwaswell done, athougha
bit long-drawn-out. Yet it hasthe effect of entering
one'shonesand arousing anger fromwithin.

| al'so saw another filmin the making, which depicts
child labour inthefishery of the Upper Voltaregion
of Ghana. The childrenlead ahard and precarious
lifeand, inthe process, are denied thenormal rights
of children. This is another face of neoliberal
globdlization, wherechildren'slabour isexploited. And
yet society is supposed to be progressing and
technology so highly advanced. Itisclear that dl these
advances are not aimed at creating better livesfor
most people, but at profit and well-being for afew.

Inthiscontext, | would liketo mentionastudy that |,
together with two other colleagues, have just
completed, on theimpact of development on coastal
popul ation dynamicsand theenvironment. Thisisa
study undertakeninthreelocations onthewest coast
of India. Although thereisno spacehereto shareall
the complexities and findings of the study, some
disturbing factsareworth highlighting.

Oneof thelocations of the study wasacoastal town
(population: 158,000) that houses two major
indudtries, thefishingindustry and achemica industry
that producesrayon. Both theseindustriesemploy a
large number of people, and the town buzzeswith

activity. Theharbour there saw largefish landingsin
the 1980s and 1990s, and fish exports from there
generated agreat deal of foreign exchangefor the
country.

Thereisonly onecommunity (caste) that controlsthe
fishery there, and their membersare the owners of
thetrawlers, thedominant fishing craft. Thereareover
2,500 trawlers(32-45feet long) injust one harbour.
These boats have no modern equipment, not evena
global positioning system (GPS). The boatowners
themselvesdo not go to sea, and severd of themare
illiterate. Themajority of theworkerson the boats
aremigrantswho cometo theareafor the nine-month
trawling season. Throughout thisperiod, they liveon
theboats, astheir fishing tripsarelong, between nine
to 11 days, with one day at the most in the harbour
for offloading fish and loading ice and provisions,
before they return for the next trip. Whilethey get
wages, they remain invisible workers who have
absolutely no other rights.

As mentioned earlier, the fishery in this areawas
booming until about threeyearsagowhen overfishing
resultedinfalling catch per unit effort. But what has
been theimpact? Some of the boatownerscertainly
did make money, constructed big housesand were
ableto educatetheir children, and some even moved
into other businesses. But thelife of theworkerson
board the trawlersispitiable, and soisthelifefor
womeninthecommunity.
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Thetown receiveswater for afew hours, onceintwo
days. Itisthewomen'sburdento fetch and sorewater.
Some women have to walk one kilometreto fetch
water, or pay for it. Thecity hasabsolutdy nodrainage
system so al wastewater runsonthestreets. Thereis
no organi zed sawage disposa system either. Children
usethe open drains and the pigs act as scavengers.
Most of the sewageflowsinto the canal andinto the
harbour.

Itisasoworth noting that asfishing hasbecomemore
capitd-intensive, the practiceof dowry (‘ gifts incash
or kind given by the girl’s parents at the time of
marriage) has become more common. Thewomen
becomethe medium through which capitd transfers
aremadeat thetimeof marriage. Parentsof girlswho
cannot afford a dowry remain unmarried. The
community sometimesarranges collectivemarriage
ceremoniesto cut down marriage costs. Thefemale
sex ratiointhistown hasalso fallen: 1n 2001, there
wereonly 953 femaesto 1000 maesinthepopulation
and, worsesitill, only 913 femalesto 1000 malesin
the 0-6 agegroup. Fema efoeticide hasbeen reported
from somepartsof India. Onewonderswhether this
ishappening heretoo.

Assurprigng, inthisotherwise prosperoustown, there
aredtill alarge number of peoplewho cannot afford
to sendtheir children to school. Around 26 per cent
of children between 6 and 16 years do not attend
school. Our study reveal sthat despite devel opment
improving grossincomes, it doesnot trandateinto a
better lifefor peoplein thecommunity at largeand
for women, in particular. The role of the State in
providing basicinfrastructureand socia servicesis
pitiably absent. Ironically, this State happensto be
one of themost economically advancedinIndia. As
women, we need tolook more closely at theimpact
of present-day devel opment onwomen, inparticular,
and beginto dream of another devel opment paradigm
that respectsboth lifeand livelihood.
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