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Good afternoon everyone, it is both a pleasure and an
honor to be here today at LASA to share with you sone of ny
prelimnary findings. Hopefully, they wll find thensel ves
into ny Ph.D. dissertation in the future. There are several
reasons why | have selected this research topic. | ama
Chil ean- Anerican. That is | was born in the U S of Chilean
parents. Therefore | have a strong tie with Chile and its
people. | was raised to be socially conscience of
i ndi viduals so | found anthropology to fulfill these needs.
| can both study and apply the know edge that | gather for
the prosperity of people, in particular canpesinos (farm
wor kers). | have spent several years doing research anong
Mexi can and Mexican origin farmworkers within California’s
thriving agribusiness. The realities of the social
consequences that they face day in and day out have brought
me to study why this is happening. The reality that
industrial capitalist agriculture requires its farm workers
to work as "cheap" labor in California and now i n other
countries. This reality of industrial agriculture has grown
inthe fields of Chile.

Chile, with a population of 13.3 mllion (Censo Chileno
1992), is the world' s | eading exporter of winter fruit for
the Northern Hem sphere(Long 1994). Chile exports its cash
crops around the world, 52 percent to the United States, 36
percent to Europe, and the rest is divided anong the Mddle
East, Latin Anerica, and East Asia (see G aph #1 & 2,
Associ aci on de Exportadores de Frutas 1995). It has a |long
grow ng season and the capacity to supply its sumer fruits
to winter markets in the Northern Hem sphere from Decenber
to March (Gol dfrank 1991; de | os Reyes 1992). Evi dence
indicates that this export agriculture is primarily (however
not solely) the result of introducing and adopting
California agricultural managenent and marketing net hods.
Field recogni zance during January and February 1997 al |l owed
me to observe how Chil ean agri busi ness had grown fromthe
previous years that | had visited, as well as research
whet her Chilean farnms were imtating the California nodel of
agriculture. The California nodel of agriculture
denonstrates certain characteristics that other nations are
attenpting to enulate. According to Walter Gol dschm dt
(1978), three fundanental and divergent traditions of
farmng my be isolated in Anerica. First, is the snal
| andhol di ng pattern introduced in New England and the North
Atl antic by early colonization; second, is the plantation
system of the South; and third is the industrial farm ng and
| ar ge-scal e ranching and farm ng of the Sout hwest
(Gol dschm dt 1978:3). The third tradition is what we find
in California, that is, the industrialized agriculture or
agribusiness as it is referred to today. “The
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industrialized agriculture pattern has its origins in an
amal gamati on of several historic traditions. It received
its early inpetus fromthe Spanish hacienda and it was
further devel oped by the giant |land grants and | and grabs of
the early period of California statehood” (Gol dschm dt
1978:5). Certain characteristics and the conbi nati on of
social, economc, political, environnental, and historic
assets allow the California agricultural nodel to thrive
year after year. The history of industrialized agriculture
in California has been well docunented by schol ars
particularly; Paul S. Taylor, Varden Fuller, Walter

ol dschm dt, Carey McWIIlians, and Tom Vasey. It is these
scholars along with nore contenporary scholars that realize
that together with crop intensification and |arge-scale
organi zati ons has cone the commercialization of California
agriculture. This commercialization is highlighted by its
hi gher capitalization, increased production for cash market,
and increased technology thus offering increased yields.
According to Gol dschm dt;

Though the nature of California’s climte and terrain
make industrialized farmng profitable, we nust beware
of the sinmplistic explanation in this statement. The
early establishment of great I|and holdings acquired
t hrough genuine and spurious Spanish grants presented
the background for the present agricultural pattern.
The introduction of cheap |abor, which heightened |and
val ues, has been a heavy contributing factor, as
[ Varden] Fuller has shown (CGol dschm dt 1978:23).

The characteristic of farmlabor in California farns has
been around since its beginnings. California agribusiness
has been and is a heavy user of labor. In contrast to other
states California has been and is dependent on a | arge | abor
pool of hired wage |aborers rather than famly | abor (Pal erm
1997:10). *“Experts agree that California farns early on
created a distinct and separate | abor market (MWIIians
1939 and Fisher 1953) and at | east one clainmed that the
devel opment of California agriculture was possible only
because an inexhaustible supply of inmmgrant workers were
readily available (Fuller 1940)” (quoted from Pal erm
1997:10). Therefore it is the conbination of these
characteristics that enconpass the California agricultural
nodel .

Taking the California agricultural nodel |abor history
as a base for conparison, | have been investigating the
probability of simlar patterns in |abor recruitnment and
| abor managenent developing in Chile. A necessary aspect of
my research i s devel opi ng an understandi ng and anal ysi s of
t he | abor changes that are occurring, and describing the
different nethods that Chileans wll use to solve their
agricultural |abor needs. The question arises; wll Chile
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develop a simlar |abor systemgiven its “new California
structure of agriculture? 1In addition, as in the case of
California, industrial agriculture cannot depend solely on a
donestic | abor force. That is, the problens faced with the
use of distressed dust bowl mgrants from Okl ahoma and
Arkansas is evidence to the difficulties of using donestic
| abor in California (G egory 1989, Daniels 1981, Steinbeck
1939). Therefore, it appears likely that, any nation
i npl ementing the California nodel will also need to turn to
a new source of “cheap” |abor rather than solely dependi ng
on a donestic workforce.

| hypothesize that Chile will have four options in
solving their agricultural |abor needs. First, Chile wll
engage in the use of transnational mgrant |abor from
nei ghboring Peru and Bolivia. Second, Chilean wonen wll be
incorporated into Chile s nodernizing agribusiness. Third,
a proletarization of the peasantry in the communities
surroundi ng the growi ng corporate farms will take place.
Fourth, the donmestic mgration of noving | aborers from
southern to northern Chile will occur. In sum capitalist
agriculture in Chile will pursue | abor devel opnent and | abor
recruitnment as an intensified use of inported m grant
| aborers as seen in California history. Furthernore, |
hypot hesi ze that the | abor managenment techni ques used in
Chile wll change, simulating California agricultural |abor
managenent strategies. | predict that there will be several
out cones based on these changes. One will be denonstrated
by a rise in the level of poverty within the rural
communi ties surroundi ng “corporate” capitalist agriculture.
The hypot hesis on “corporate” agricultural comrunities
described by Walter Goldschmdt’s in his ethnography As You
Sow 1947 and | ater devel oped further in 1978 has
denonstrated this outcone for California. Goldschm dt
reveal ed that there is a causative relationship between
| arge-scale “industrialized” agriculture and quality of life

in California. In his work, he denonstrated that this type
of “industrialized” farm ng creates class difference in
surrounding conmunities. It is also evident by the studies

of nore contenporary schol ars who have reached sim |l ar
conclusions for California; LeVeen (1976), Palerm (1991),
Garcia (1992), and Giffith and Kissam (1995). |In addition,
Gol dschm dt’s ideas are applied to other areas throughout
the United States and around the world (Young 1994; G een
1985; G lles & Dalecki 1988; Harris & Gl bert 1982). The
California nodel of agricultural production, with its large
| and hol di ngs and high capital investnents, Goldschm dt
argues, needs a large farmlabor force in its production;
and because of the nunbers involved, the workers are not
housed on the farnms but in the surrounding comunities. In
addition, due to the nature of agribusiness |aborers are not
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paid a "fair wage" nor guaranteed pernmanent enpl oynent.
Therefore, they can only afford to live in substandard
housi ng. Lacking political clout and financial resources,

t he workers do not becone active in civic affairs and do not
open businesses in their conmmunities. Hence, together with
| ow i ncomes and poor living conditions a result is an

i npoveri shed farm worker conmunity in the m dst of
agricultural economc prosperity. | plan to ascertain this
cause of poverty in the rural communities by docunenting the
per capita inconme as well as their living conditions of
these farmworkers. | foresee that evidence wll
denonstrate a lowering in the per capita incone of farm

wor kers and destitute and distressed |iving conditions
caused by overcrowdi ng and dil api dat ed houses, apartnents,
and other fornms of living quarters. This will be further
conpounded by a |ack of infrastructure denonstrated in the
comunity as a whole. Further, as California is evidence,
Chile wll need to incorporate an i mense shift in their
agricultural technology. This will be nmade possible by
establishing and continuing the systens of cooperation with
nations and corporations that offer technol ogical advances.

Wiy is Chile Imtating California Agribusiness?

The process that | refer to as the “Californization” of
Chilean farnms builds off of the hypothesis that Chile is
inporting the California agricultural nodel. Wy is Chile
imtating California agribusiness? There are several
reasons behind this devel opnent that is occurring. One
factor that drives nations to change is the reality of
denonstrating economc profits. Therefore it can be seen
that economically California s agricultural profits of $26.8
mllion in 1997 are nothing but inpressive (See G aph
#3, CDFA 1998). In addition, according to sone schol ars
California is the unchall enged epitonme of capitali st
agriculture (Palerm & Urquiola 1993:314). Hence, it is not
surprising that the California agricultural nodel is envied
by nost and enul ated by many, including Chile. California
enbodi es the ideal quest of nost agricultural devel opnent
efforts within the U S. and worl|l dw de (Pal erm 1997:9).

The successful developnent of California s |arge-scale
and lucrative agriculture is the result of the
felicitous conbination of various natural, historical

social, and political circunstances. Anmong them (a)
its benign climate and rich soils; (b) the devel opnent
of a state-supported irrigation infrastructure; (c) the
Spani sh- Mexi can | egacy of |arge [|andholding systens;
(d) the harnessing of university resources and
scientific expertise for research devel opment purposes;
(e) the entrepreneurship of farnmers; and (f) the
availability of cost-effective |abor (Palerm 1993: 315).
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Anmong t hese circunstances Fuller (1940) clainmed that
the supply of |abor was the determ ning factor in the
evolution of farmstructure in California. Chile has
several of the sane ecological, political and soci al
conditions. They include: (a) favorable climatic conditions
and fertile soils, (b) the use of university resources to
devel op marketing and technol ogy for agriculture, (c) high
| evel s of educational attainnment by Chilean growers, (d)
cooperation agreenments with nations that offered
agricultural nodernization, (e) free-market agricultural
policies passed by politicians, and (f) the availability of
cost-effective labor. It is these conditions that enabled
the strengthening of Chilean agriculture in global markets.
Not with standing, Chile is also environnentally and
ecologically simlar to California, or as sone schol ars have
stated, Chile is nerely California on its head.

Overview of Chile and California Agricultural H stories

It is ny opinion that it is not possible to discuss
Chile's agricultural history without giving sonme attention
to changes in its political econony, nanely its investnent
in Neoliberalism Today Chile is portrayed as a “Free-
Market Mracle” (Collins & Lear 1995). |In addition it has
captured the hearts, m nds, and pocket books of the United
States establishnent. In particular, with discussion of its
i ncorporation into Hem spheric Free Trade Agreenents, that
woul d renove tariffs of inported goods fromChile (dinton
1994). As aresult, Chile s economc nodel is being hailed
as a successful case of free-market denocracy. These signs
of econom c prosperity for a few and poverty for many has
denonstrat ed enornous social, economc and political changes
over the last twenty years in Chilean society.

Three transitions have been instrunmental in producing
Chile' s current economc status. First, the transition from
a denocratic socialist econony into a free-market econony.
Second the transformation froman authoritarian mlitary
reginme to an elected civilian regine. Third, a shift in
exports, primarily agricultural, fromtraditional forns of
donestic consunption to capitalist farns dedicated to export
pr oducti on.

Al t hough Chile’s dom nant political culture supports
neol i beral policies, protesters have taken to the streets in
an attenpt to regain what was lost during the mlitary
dictatorship. Neoliberalisnms revival in the 1980s and
1990s entailed the repression of the revolutionary Left
during the 1970s.

The violent overthrow of Sal vador Allende’s sociali st
government in 1973, by the mlitary regi me headed by GCeneral
Pi nochet initiated what was to be one of the continent’s
nost radi cal experinments in social change. By halting and
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reversing a broad trend in soci oeconom ¢ devel opnents that
had been several decades in the making, unfortunately the
coup acconplished its ains. The regine’s ains clearly
stated by General Pinochet on Septenber 11, 1973 were to
bri ng about profound transformations in Chile. H's program
had four primary initiatives: 1) open the Chil ean econony to
t he worki ngs of global capital by renmoving existing barriers
toits free novenent in and out of the country, 2) reorient
national production toward the world market and export
agriculture, 3) increase the scope of the free enterprise in
t he econony through | arge-scale privatization of the neans
of production and drastic cuts in state spending, and 4)
expand capitalist production (Petras & Leiva 1994). This
experinment yielded annual rates of aggregate growh beyond
the normfor the region as a whole, giving rise to tal k of
an “economc mracle.” For exanple, MIlton Friedman stated

t hat Pi nochet “has supported a fully free-market econony as
a matter of principle. Chile is an economc mracle”
(Newsweek, Jan. 1982).

However, this so-called “economc mracle” arose due to
substantial intervention fromthe United States, in
particul ar the appropriation of economc strategies fromthe
University of Chicago (Collins and Lear 1995). The pillar
of the mlitary regine was a program of econom c policies
desi gned by the “Chicago Boys,” a group of young econom sts
W th postgraduate training at the University of Chicago.

The role of this cadre of intellectuals cannot be
understated. They have maintained a close relationship with
the mlitary since 1972 and, according to sone experts, they
pl ayed a key role in the coup itself;

In August of 1972 a group of ten econom sts under the
| eadership of Os de Castro began to work on the
formulation of an economic program that would replace
[Allende’s]... In fact, the existence of the plan was
essential to any attenpt on the part of the arned
forces to overthrow Al l ende as the Chilean arned forces
did not have any econom c plan of their own (Bortzutzky
1991: 8).

The apparent econom ¢ success of this nodel of export-
oriented free-market devel opnent has risen a series of
critical concerns for the people of Chile. In its 16 years
of dictatorial control of the state, the Pinochet regine
i nposed the conditions necessary for the inplenentation of
an austerity programof structural adjustnents based on a
neol i beral nodel of capitalist developnment. This gain has
been characterized as “Prosperity through Pain” (Petras
1994) .

Today’s tw ce-elected civilian reginme that was brought
forth by Patricio Aylwin's victory in Decenber 1989 has
gi ven new hope to the people of Chile. The optimsm
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denonstrated at the end of the Pinochet dictatorship would
al so attenpt to bring about the end to w despread suffering
and poverty inflicted upon them by nore than a decade and
hal f of neoliberal economc policies. |In contrast to

Pi nochet, President Aylw n’s devel opnent strategies have
included the follow ng: 1) devel op an unbreakabl e comm t nent
to macroeconom c stability, 2) create a fuller and inproved
commercial and financial integration wth the world econony,
and 3) enhance social services within the constraints of a
bal anced fiscal expenditure program (Petras & Leiva 1994).
The political changes that Chile has undergone over the past
decades have nmade its export agriculture thrive. It is
evident that both regimes had plans of integration into the
wor |l d econony. This was acconplished by entering into a
capitalist node of production, enabling themto conpete in a
gl obalized world. Collins and Lear (1995) state that

econom sts such as those fromthe University of Chicago
triunphantly point to Chile’'s fruit boomas a “mracle” that
justifies faith in the free market, denonstrating what can
be achi eved only through opening up an econony to the

i nternational w nds of conpetition and free private
enterprise fromgovernnent neddling (Collins and Lear 1995).

Chilean fruit exports are in high demand around the
wor |l d; however, this was not always the case throughout
Chilean history. In the md 1950s, the United Nations
Econom ¢ Conm ssion for Latin Anerican and the Caribbean
(ECLAC) stated that the backwardness of Latin Anmerican
agriculture was a consequence of |ow productivity of |and
and |labor. They maintained that this was the result of a
| ack of capital and nodern technology. It was evident
during the 1950s that agricultural production was al nost
stagnant. The concentration of |and ownership in Chile was
anong the highest in the world. By 1955, 4.4 percent of
Chi | ean | andhol ders owned approximately 80.9 percent of the
total farm and, 77.7 percent of the agricultural land, 51.5
percent of the arable |and, and 43.8 percent of the
irrigated |land (Thi esenhusen 1966:10). The Mnistry of
Agriculture of Chile states that from 1955 to 1960 “...while
t he popul ation of the country grew by 2.7 percent
agricultural production grew by a nere 2.29 percent” (de |os
Reyes 1992:7; Thi esenhusen 1966: 4).

The geographic and climactic conditions of Chile have
al so made it possible for the country to develop a fruitfu
systemof agriculture. Chile s tenperate |atitudinal
position and its |ocational position on the Wst Coast have
given it a Mediterranean type climate, simlar to that of
Italy, Greece, Palestine, or the Southern portion of Spain.
This nade the introduction of Mediterranean agriculture
pl ausible. Gains and fruits found a new hone with few
difficulties. The readily adapted introduction of wheat,
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barley, alfalfa, olives, grapes, figs, and citrus fruit
brought from southern Europe had little to no problem
However, this climate is present only in Central Chile. 1In
1936 McBride stated, “it is seen that agricultural Chile is
limted to alnost entirely the central |ongitudinal trough
this small area of Mediterranean climate has constituted
the basis of Chile s agricultural devel opnent.” Therefore,
Chil e needed to turn to another nodel of agricultural
devel opnment in order to feed its grow ng popul ati on and
conpete in the global markets, and California s agricultural
hi story offered one.

California Agricultural H story

California has denonstrated a prosperous history of
economc profits for its capitalist owners. California
occupies 2.5 percent of the nation’s cropland and a nere 11
percent of the state’'s territory. In addition, its twenty-
sone billion dollar agricultural industry easily out
performed and out produced all other major agricultural
states in the United States, as it has for the past 50 years
(California Agricultural Statistics 1995).

As many have realized, rural California is not |like the
rest of rural America. California farnms produce over 250
different coomodities that translate to roughly 25 percent
of the nation’s table food. Fruits and vegetables are the
| eading contributors to the state’s farm val ue (See G aph
#4). However for this lucrative agribusiness to succeed,
prosper, and flourish it nust depend on a |arge influx of
“cheap” labor. Immgrant workers have historically filled
this. In the past and present, California has been |inked
to the presence of highly exploitable | abor forces; that is,
farmworkers willing to work | ong hours for |ow wages,
anenable to insecure, irregular, and intermttent jobs with
few enpl oynent opportunities (Palerm 1991:2). The |abor for
these farnms has been accumul ated through a process of
i mm grant repl eni shnment as described by Carey MWl lians in
Factories in the Field (1939). Currently evidence suggests
that the success of California agriculture hinges, in great
measure, on the presence and availability of cost-effective,
immgrant and mgrant farmworkers from Mexico (Palerm &
Urqui ol a 1993: 311).

In 1871, 516 nen in California owned 8, 685, 439 acres of
land (MW IIlians 1939:20). Wth such |arge spreads of |and
it was only a matter of time before they would need to hire
| abor to tend to the farnms. However, it was not until the
conpletion of the Transcontinental Railroad in the 1860s
that California agriculture turned to inmmgrant | abor.
Chinese inmmgrants generally filled the demand for |abor in
the construction of the transcontinental railroad, and by
1860 there were 45,000 Chinese immgrants in California
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(MW I lianms 1939:66). The inmm grants were working in the

m nes, railroad and beginning to work on the bonanza farns

t hroughout the state. Through legal and illegal nethods a
smal | nunber of Anmericans began to cultivate California,
thereby creating a | arge-scale industry. By 1870, 90
percent of the agricultural |abor of California was
performed by Chinese. California farns devel oped on the
strength of inmm grant wage | abor and on the assunption that

i nported workers, able to accommobdate thenselves to the
requi renents of the industry, would continue to exist
indefinitely (Fisher 1953; in Palerm & U quiola 1993: 319).
As stated above, first the Chinese inmgrants becane the

| abor used in the fields, however it did not take |long for

t he Japanese, Filipino, and other immgrants to be
exploited. The reason behind the replacenent of different
immgrants for California agriculture is denonstrated in the
discrimnation legislation passed in California. The
sentinment of aninobsity towards the Chinese rapidly becane
crystallized into a fixed determnation to drive them out of
the state. It was during 1882 that the Chinese Exclusion
Act was passed, putting to a close the Chinese inmgrants as
agricultural |aborers. The follow ng wave of inmgrants
cane at the sane tine as the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882.
The Japanese were recruited quickly in order to supply | abor
to the California farms. However it did not take |long for
the anti-Japanese sentinent to grow. It escal ated when they
began to own small plots of agricultural |land. Hence no

| onger being wage | aborers, but in contrast becom ng owners.
Therefore by 1913 the Alien Land Act was passed as well as
federal restrictions on further Japanese inmm gration in
1924. The follow ng waves of immgrants used in California
agriculture were the Hi ndustani. They began to harvest
cotton in the Inperial Valley when it becane evident that
they were able to |l abor in areas of extrene heat (McWIIians
1939). As nentioned above, one of the principle factors
that nade California agriculture an econonm c success was the
anpl e supply of “cheap | abor” (Fuller 1940). Therefore, any
nations intending to enulate this nodel needs to set into
notion sone drastic changes in their |abor managenent and

| abor recruitnment.

Chilean Agriculture and its Dependency with Labor

The increasing inportance of agriculture in Chile has
caused a shift in the |abor demand. Currently a |arge
nunber of agricultural |aborers are needed during the nonths
of Novenber through March. Currently enploynent in
agribusiness is primarily seasonal. Chil ean soci ol ogi st
Sergi o Gonez notes,

desde la situaci 6n de |a hacienda donde preval ecia el
i nquilino y otras cat egori as de trabaj ador es
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per manent es, se ha pasado a constituci 6n de | os grandes
conpl ej os agroindustrales - fruticolas y forestales -
en los quales predomnan |os asalariados tenporeros
(Gonmez 1991:17).

(since the situation of the hacienda where tenant
farmers and other categories of permanent workers
prevail ed, this has <changed to the |large-scale
agroi ndustrial conplexes - fruits and forestry - where
seasonal wage | aborers predom nate)

The | abor required by agribusiness in Chile is separated
into two types: permanent workers nunbering 100,000 and the
seasonal workers ranging from 350,000 to 460, 000 (Gonez
1991:17). Currently Chile’'s fruit grow ng area has expanded
from 116, 000 acres in 1965 to nearly 400,000 acres in 1991
(Gol dfrank 1991). Through a series of cooperation
agreenents Chile has been able to increase its agricultural
yields. Technol ogical transfers, including genetically

i nproved plant varieties, high-tech irrigation, field

packi ng, el aborate packing houses, cooling facilities,
advanced commodity transportation, and a systematic | abor
system have mad this possible and profitable. Mny of these
transfers can be traced to California, where agriculture
thrives and continues to play an inportant role in Chile

t oday.

Wthin the | ast decade the governnent of Chile has nade
an intensive effort to develop the nation’s agricultural
exports. In order to achieve this goal Chile had to change
its methods of production and |abor managenent. In 1981, an
agreenent between Chile and the United States was of
particular inpetus to this change. The Menorandum of
Under st andi ng Between the United States of Anerica and Chile
(Aug. 28, 1981) set into notion the agreenent of cooperation
in agricultural research and devel opnent to further advance
t he technol ogy of both countries. Under this agreenent
Chi |l ean agronom sts were able to transfer the nost advanced
fruit and vegetabl e production technology to Chile.

A val uabl e conponent was a program | inking the
University of California and the Universidad de Chile. The
University of California and Universidad de Chile link
contributed to the inproved agricultural production and the
advancenent of plant genetics that has nmade California farns
so bountiful. The agreenent also created a |ink between the
Uni versity of Chicago and the Universidad Catolica de Chile
that enabled the training of a |arge nunber of agricultural
econom sts and trade experts that hel ped create a new
manageri al strategy for Chilean agrarian firnms to enter the
gl obal market. In addition, a strong link with Israel also
aided Chile in nodernizing its agriculture. Experts on
irrigation systens fromlsrael helped Chile place the
northern desert regions into production (CGoldfrank 1991;
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Rivera 1991). This can been seen conparatively to
California s San Joaquin Valley in the North and the
Coachella Valley in the South. The agricultural potenti al
of these desert valleys in California was not expanded until
a state irrigation systemwas installed. These sane events
are beginning to be docunented in the case of Chile's Norte
Chico (northern desert valleys). The desert regions that
were said to have no agricultural value in Chile during the
1960s (Thi esenhusen 1966: 8) are now producing a fair share
of the table grapes for export, primarily to the United
States (See Graph #5). The conbination of Israel and
California irrigation technology has actualized a new
agricultural zone that was historically barren. The
production of these new export commodities has created a
need for nore and nore seasonal |aborers. The fact that
Chil e has dedi cated so nmuch energy to the incorporation of
agricultural technol ogy and marketing while ignoring the
reality of who will harvest all the new crops is not
unusual . Thi s phenonenon has been occurring throughout
California s agricultural history. However, California has
been fortunate to have imm grant |abors able to work as
“cheap” labor. Chile had to try to do sonething different
to supply its growng agricultural industry with cost-
effective labor. Chile’s four options stated at the

begi nning are; the use of transnational mgrant |abor from
nei ghboring Peru and Bolivia, the incorporation of wonen as
| aborers, the connection with the peasant conmunities
surroundi ng the growi ng corporate farnms, and the use of a
donestic workforce that mgrates from southern to northern
Chile are all solutions to there | abor demands. The rising
i nportance of capitalist agriculture had been concentrated
in afewregions in Chile. O the twelve regions that
conprise the nation with the first bordering Peru too the
twel fth region that reaches Antarctica, the primry
capitalist regions are in central and northern Chile. The
nost recent incorporation of the northern desert regions as
agricul tural powerhouses directs nme to investigate their
devel opnent .

Case Study Location

The area that | have selected to conduct ny field
research is the Limari valley in Chile’'s sem-arid Norte
Chico. This area is located in the IV Region approxi mately
29°-32° south parallel and 70°-72° west neridians. It is
t he begi nning of the Desert Zone as one travels north from
central Chile where Santiago is |located. The IV Region has
a surface area of 3,964,700 hectares, which represents 5.24
percent of the total area of Chile. The principal export
econom c activities in the region are mning, agriculture,
and fishing. Docunmented in the 1992 Chil ean Census, the
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regi on has an estimated popul ati on of 420, 000 i nhabitants of
whi ch sixty percent are urban and forty percent are rural.
Urban centers, such as the region’s capital of La Serena,
are honme for sixty percent of the popul ati on, whereas
communities on the peripheries of the larger cities are
predom nantly rural. The region is divided adm nistratively
into three provinces (Elqui, Limari, and Choapa) which have
15 t ownshi ps.

The main econom c activities in the agricultural sector
are grape production, both table and pisco grapes (Pisco is
an al coholic beverage made with the rinds of grapes). Wth
Chi | ean macroeconom ¢ policy favoring exports, the regional
conparati ve advantage of producing early grapes in Chile's
Limari Vall ey could operate on the scal e of global econonic
mar kets. Al though several exotic specialty crops are
produced in this area, the primary export crop is table
grapes. The timng of the harvest period (Novenber to
January) becane particul arly advant ageous by supplying the
grow ng demand in the Northern Hem sphere. In addition,
table grape prices in the United States are high in Novenber
and Decenber, as it is the time of year when gl obal supply
is outstripped by the demand in the United States. The
productions of these export crops are predom nantly around
the valley floors with irrigation; (e.g.: Elqui, Limari, and
Choapa Valley's). Irrigation projects have greatly
facilitated farnmers’ productive transformation as in the
irrigation of former drylands. The greater security and
consistency in the supply of irrigation water |leads to
increases in yields and allows the introduction of new crops
and ot her productive activities which previously were
unfeasible, risky or unprofitable. Therefore, today fruit
production for export dom nates the region. However, there
is also the production of vegetables for both donestic and
export markets.

The IV Regi on has denonstrated del ayed progress in
conparison to the rest of the country. This was primarily
due to the sem -dry desert environnent and neager ness of
advanced irrigation systens that made the regi on unsuitable
for agriculture in the past. |In contrast, today fruit
production occupies a surface area of 11,125 ha., based on
estimates of Instituto Nacional Estadistico (INE) that
corresponds to 6.5 percent of the fruit surface area of the
entire nation. Along with the nain crops of table and pisco
grapes, other crops have grown in inportance and acreage,
nanmel y, avocados, chirinoyas, papayas, |enons, pluns, pears,
appl es, and | tcunas (Pouteria lucuma) regularly produced for
specialty donestic consunption. Oher varieties of fruit
such as, Kiw and strawberries have al so been introduced
nore recently.
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Bot h et hnographic and statistical data denonstrate that
table grapes in the 1V Region and other fruit producing
regi ons have grown exponentially. |In particular if current
production data is conpared to data fromthe 1975 Chil ean
Agricultural Census. This data reveals that grape
production has increased 18 tinmes in hectares and today
represents 67 percent of the fruit production surface area.
Furt hernore, grapes have a regional production |evel of
68, 000 tons, based on estimates of the 1988-89 data. Table
grapes are sone of the nost inportant crops for the IV
Region. During the 1989-90 season the port of Coqui nbo
exported to the Northern Hem sphere 12,100, 000 cases of
whi ch 8, 000, 000 canme fromthe IV Region and the rest from
the Il Region, also desert area.

Based on estimates by the Chilean Institute of National
Statistics (Instituto Nacional de Estatistica) the IV Region
had a popul ati on of 459,600 inhabitants in 1989; of those,
107, 400 (23.27% of the population lived in rural areas.

The percentage of the rural popul ation varies from province
to province. There is a convincing percentage in the
agricultural provinces of Limari and Choapa with a 41.51
percent and a 37.1 percent respectively. The province of
Elqui in contrast is classified nore as a urban area, thus
only denonstrating 9.11 percent of its popul ation
concentrated in rural areas. Both areas offer distinct

enpl oynent opportunities to their populations. Wthin the
rural areas the predom nant form of enploynent is either
agriculture or m ning.

Cl osi ng Renar ks

The “Californization” of Chilean farnms has opened the
opportunity for a conparative study of rural agricultural
communities in Chile. | predict that the Chilean rura
agricultural communities will soon resenble the corporate
agricultural communities of California. The fact that
industrialized farm ng creates poverty in the surroundi ng
communities (Goldschmdt 1978) will becone a serious issue
for the future of canpesinos in Chile. It is pertinent that
nmore studi es of the social consequences of canpesi nos be
done in Chile. In particular the inpact that the California
agricultural nodel of industrial capitalist agribusiness
wi |l have on the rural Chilean population. Wth the use of
California agricultural history, I aminvestigating the
probability of simlar patterns of |abor recruitnment and
| abor managenent developing in Chile. Furthernore, |
hypot hesi ze that this | abor wll be denonstrated in the form
of immgrant |aborers; therefore causing simlar social,
economc, and political inmgration problens as historically
and currently experienced in California.
G aci as,
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