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ECONOMIC DIFFERENTIATION AMONG GHANAIAN
MIGRANT COCOA FARMERS

Kwame Arhin

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper examines the econcmic basis
of differentiation awng migrant cocoa
farmers in the Central and Western Regions
of Ghana. Poily Hill, the pioneer student
of migrent farmers on the Gold Coast (now
Ghana), saw the earlier migrant fammers
as uwiformly capitalistic, embattied
entreprenaurs who deserved serious study
becaise they were capitalists.  (Hill:
19833 203-223; 1963; 1970). But ocertainly,
in the first two decades of cocoa produc-
tjon what Grnarsson (1978: 107) identi-
fies as the socio-economic factors of
differentiation could not have existed.
Hopkins (1973) believes in the emergence
of Kulak-type farmers at a point in the
production for eport, ad writes: “On
the Gold Coast a small group of wealthy
farmers, who were responsible for a dis-
proportionately large amount of cocoa
shipped in the colony, had already
appeared by 1930 (1973: 238-239).
@mnarsson (op. cit.) goes at same length
imto the question of “socio-econamic
stratification” of farmers but in the
older cocoa growing areas. He describes
the factors of stratification as the
comercialization of lad ad the
marketing system based on cash financing,
which led to the concentration of wealth
in the hands of a group of landlords,
brokers and factors, ad the oon'esgmdxng
impoveristment of the large majority of
farmers who took advances and pledged
their crops to the brokers and factors
{pp. 110-121).

Bernstein (1979: 430) has suggested two
bases of differentiation within African
peasantries, among whom must be included
the migrant cocoa farmers (Howard, 1980:
61-77; Arhin 1983%: 471-475), Bermstein's
two bases of differentiation are those in
the 'materialist sense" that Is, in terms
of relations to the means of production,
and in the "sociological sense” or in
terms of life-style. This paper examines
differentiation among the migrant cocoa
farmers in the 'materialist sense", and
mt the "sociological sense”. There are
no visible bases for differentiation in
the sociological sense.  The migrant
settlements gemerally consist of simply
constructed  wattle-and-dab  isolated
hamesteads, which do not form communities,
so that differentiation, even in terms of
traditional ranking (Arhin, 1983a: 2-22),
does not. exist. The living conditions of
the farmers are those of frontier farmers
with inconsidersble material culture. At
the same time it was clear from obser-
vation and questioning amng the migrant
cocoa farmers that there were substantial
econcmic differences among them; and that
on the basis of these differences it is
possible to distinguish growps with diffe-
rential relations to the means of produc-
tion and who, consequently, correspond to
the groups Bemstein distinguishes as
“poor, '"middle” and "rich" peasants.

Before examining the basis of this
differentiation, I point aut some of the
characteristics of the migrams in the
Central and Western Regions.



I1. THE MIGRANTS

Unlike the migrant cocoa farmers of
the late ninetesth century, who were
Aowapem, ad the Ga-Adangme of the present
Eastern axi Greater Accra Regions (Hill,
op. cit.), the migrant cocoa farmers in
the Central and Westem Regions are drawn
from all the ethnic groups and the regions
of €hana and beyond. Responses from &9
migrants interviewed show the ethnic
comosition of the respondents as follows:

Aan 60 o 823%
Ga~Adangne o 9%
Eve o 4%

Northern/Upper
Region Nationals o 1%
Other Ghanaians Sor 1%
Aliens 2Zo 33
Total et 1007

The Aan, who are predoninant in the
Ashanti, Brong-Ahafo, Central, Eastem
and Westerm Regions, consist of the Agna
Aoipem, Akyem, Asante, Assin, Brong
Derkyira, Effutu, Bamfi, Gomoa, Kwahw
Neema and Senya, and collectively consti-
fute 2bout 43.5% of the peoples of Ghama,
according to the 1970 Census. They inha-
bit the forests of central and southem
thana and following the lead of the Awa-
pem pioneers (Hill, 1956; 1963) have,
since the begiming of this century, been
the major producars of cocoa. The Aovapan
established the tradition of migrant
cocoa farming in the Jate nineteenth
century, .and migrant ococoa farming has,
since then, been a continuation of the
faner's ocowpation in virgin  forest
lands, The Central and Westem fegions
are the latest such laxis.

The Ga-Adangre (Ga and Krobo) and the
Fve of Southeastem and Easterm Ghama,
have also been long associated with coooa
cultivation either as cocoa farm owners -
for the Krobo on land purchased from the
people of Akyem Abuakwa - or as labourers
{Hill, 1963). The various peoples of the
Northemy and Upper Regions of Ghana and.
of Burkina Faso have been comnected with
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cocoa production but meinly as labourers
on the fams (Beckett 1944: 60-61; Metcalfe,
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average age of the mi was 45
years and 86% of them were over 30. 71%
were jlliterate and 28% literate, 41%
had previously been cocoa farmers; 354
had tumed from food crop and vegetable
farming to cocoa farming. The rest (24%)
had engaged in -multiple oocupations,
including the cultivation of citrus/orange,
cocordt, oil palm, coffee or cola. Some
had been custodians of family property,
lgnd and buildings. The migrants included
traditional office-holders such as stool
occupants  (sub-chief's) lineage heads, and
palace functionaries.

The migrants, then, had not all been
cocoa famers. Just over 40% of them had
gne to fam coooa in rew areas. About
0% had tumed to cocoa farming from
other ocopations in response to the high
cocoa prices of the nineteen-fifties.
Investment in cocoa then seamed worthwbiile.
The data shows that while ome or two
migrants had moved to the new cocoa produc-
tion areas before 1950 the westward migra-
tion really took off in the fifties. The
presence of literates in cocoa farming is
of same interest as & new development: in
the territories that now constitute Ghama,
literates were not expected to g0 into
gg;lirg of any sort., (See Addo, 1974:

In the context of this paper, the signi-
ficant point relates to property ownership
among Migrants. A migrant's command over
the means of production in the area of
settlement on whether or not he
owed property and the kind of property
he owned, This is because farming in the
mid-twentieth century requires considerable
odtlay. The size of the farm depends on
the farmer's ability to purchase land (See
kali, Omusu-Ansah and Rourke, 1974:
175-179) labour and farm inputs such as
matchets, weedicides and pesticides; some
farmers even need to invest in a cocoa
shed or storage building.




Responses fram 814 respondents to ques-
tions on property {cash and equipment)
showed the following: in the Assin area
the average amout Tarmers took to the
farms was £76.70; in Wasa €148.57; and in
Sawi £227.70. The figures in Wasa and
Setwi probably reflect the predominance
of Asante migrant farmers in the two
areas,  Farmers generally had amounts
ranging from under €10 (about £5 sterling
at the time} to €1,000.00. 91% of the
respondertts had between €1 and £400; a!
9% bebween €400 and £1,000.00. There
were a fow outstanding individuals, such
as an erstwhile cocoa farmer who arrived
with £2,000 and comlained that it was

inadequate.

Besides cash, fammers also brought with
them some equipment. This included farm
tools such as matchets, hoes, axes and
sharpening  stones; personal  effects,
household goods such as cooking utensils,
mats and beddings; and "business" jtems,
including quns, sewing machines, smithing
tools, looms and lorries.

The amunt of cash and equipment a
farmer brought into the field depended on
his occupstional background, and deter-
mined his standing as a famar., His
equipment. facilitated his settlement in
the new area and the cash gave him access
to the means of production, land, labour
and famm inputs.

I shall now go on to examine how diffe-
rentiation among the fanwers is related
to access to the means of production.

I1 {a) FARMERS AD LA

The size of farm laxd a farmer
acquires and the temms of its acquisition
depend on the amount of cash he has o
arrival in the farming area {(kali et al.
op. cit.). The Cenmtral and Westem Regions
are inhabited by the Assin, Selwi and Wasa
peoples, all Akan sub-growpings with
cantralized political and corresponding
land tenure systems, Amng the various
Aan suwb-groups, land sales may have been
rare before the late nineteenth century
for a variety of economic and religious
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2 But since the Adepem moved
the Ayem Audlom ares in the last

of the nineteenth centwy, land

sales have become a fimly establjshed
cocoa production in areas other
producer's oW Lirth-place,
heofhél?ﬁ bund]. s i and
rate. 3 s e of socio-political

The survey showed that in the Centya)
ad Westem Regions, lad wes available
for outright purchase (tram) in all the
three landowners  included
chiefs, stool occupants and citizens; the
primary owers of the land, and (ii)
migrants, relatives of migrants and spouses
of migrants; secondary owners of  land. 4
This means that all the three areas had
reached the point where land had become a
commodity; whoever acquired 5 or purchased
}a%) could sell it (See also Bemneh,
970).

It was not possible to establish the
cost of land in any of the wnits of size
mentioned by the famers; poles, "amn-
lengths” (abasaj, or ropes {(shama). But
in relation to the estimated amunt of
money migrants brought with them to the
field, it was high, so that some indivi-
dual fammers had to form companiesS in
order to be able to afford autright
purchases.  Unspecified areas of land
were estimated to cost between £71.14 and
€76.8 in the three areas. But these
suns must be setl agrinst the estimated
aout of £147.09 that migrants had on
arrival. '

The data shows that not many farmers
aoquired lend through outright purchase,
so that outright purchasers of land them-
selves becae lardlords and land specu-
lators, and formed a growp apart from the
migrant farmers who obtained land on the
following terms:
abusa: an arrangement by which a cultiva-

tor dividad his cultivated fam or

harvest proceeds into three with the

%harﬁmr ad tok two/thirds or a

1rg;

‘f
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abuu: an arrangement Dy which farms or

proceeds were divided into two, and the
ml)abu.mer( gmgock a h)alf;

rent): an arrangavent

which the landowner claimed varyibng

proportions of proceeds as tribute,
These arvangements, other than outright
purchase, turmed the migrant famer into
& dependent. labourer of the landlord, and
gave him uncertain tenure cn two grounds.
The landlord could vary the terms of
holding to an extent le 1o the
tenant so that either he quit the famm or
took to litigation;7? and it was never
clear to a tenat that his heirs oould
inherit his farms. Landlords were very
much inclined 1o take advantage of
migrants so that in the three areas the
most usual arrangement for land acquisi-
tion were in the following order:-

1) dwsa 2) dwmu 3) nto 4) tram
Accordingly, the survey showed the
following order of preference amng the
migrant farmers for the various terms of
land acquisition:
Rk Tems
autright purchase
abusa

abuut

free (gift)

ay

contract
ground rent o
share

Two dbstacles stood in the way of outrigit
land purchases: lack of cash and land-
lords' increasing uwillingness to sell
land qutright. . A man who arrived in the
field with a sizoable amunt was able to
purchase land, often in enough quantity
to enable him to speculate in land, and
join the group of landlords. He was then
freed from the burdens of tenancy, uner-
tain tenure, varying tenurial terms and
possible litigation.

On the other hand, those who abtained
land on abusa, s ad ™Mo tems
belonged to the class of tenant or depen-
dent farmers, whose status was  only
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slightly above that of labourers. They
differed among themselves only on the
basis of the different terms of tenmancy;
a two-thirds share in cultivated farms or
harvest proceeds was more profitable than
a third share or indeterminate ground-rent
or tribute exacted by the landiord as he
pleased.

Migrant farmers might then be differen-
tiated econcmically on the basis of the
terms on which they aoquired land for
Cultivation, The ™o broad groupings were
outright purchasers of land and tenant
famers,  The first growp consisted
of previous cocoa farmers and others who
went 1o the field with cash and equipment
to contine the “business" of cocoa
farming in new areas. The second aQroup
may or may not have been previously asso-
ciated with cocoa farming but in either
case they did not have enough cash to
enable tham to set themselves up as inde-
pendent cocoa fammers.  The first
can be identified as among Polly Hill's
cepitalist famers while the second group
constitutes the rural working class.

IT (b) FARMERS AD LABOR

As with land so has labour also
became in part a comudity that a farmer
oould obtain through purchase. Labour is
identified as, in part, a ocommodity
because the data shows that fammers used
three kinds of labour on the fams.
These were family, hired and co-operative
(Akan, mnoboa) labour. Family labour was
nominelly unpaid service of a wife, chilg,
sister's son or daughter (as amng the
matrilineal Akan) or of any other relation.
Hired labour was of three kinds: (a)
casual or 'by day' labour; (b) permanent
or full-time labour and (c) comtract
labour, Casual or 'bDy day' labour meant
that a farmer recruited the labourer for
a day's work on the farm, paid him the
basic wage prevailing in the area and, in
some cases, provided him with food and
drink, as well, in the course of his
work. Permanent or full-time labour
consisted of (i) amnual and (ii) seasonal




Iabour. An annwal labourer was recruited
for the whole year and received remunera-
tion in cash plus other incentives such
as food, clothing and shelter. A seasonal
labourer was hired to undertake certain
farming duties at the peak season, Octover
to January, and for as long as the need
for which he was employed existed. With
regard to contract labour, agreement is
reached with a labourer or a growp of
labourers to do a specified piece of work
for a specified cash payment. Co-operative
labour is mutual aid labour, an adaptation
of an of the past by which
young men mutually satisfied family and
affinal demands in the fam and for other
household tasks. The responses from 814
questionnaires showed that:-
53% used family labour;
33% hired labour; and
14% used nnoboa labour: 8
Hill says of labour on the cocoa fanms:
Ad while on the subject of farm
labourers, it must be noted as a most
important poirt of principle (though,
again, one that has gone unnoticed)
that farmers never ‘“wasted" their
savings on farm labour employment; they
rarely employed labouwrers umtil with
the help of their families they had
established sufficiently bearing cocoa
farms to reward their labour with a
share of the cocoa incame (Hill, 1970:2).
Killick also states:
These figures suggest that the cocoa
industry is essentially run by those
who nn the fams with the help of
their families (Killick, 1966: 238-239).
Hill and Killick are right only to a
limited extent. The average cocoa farmer
Is usually not in a position to emwloy
anmual or seasonal labour although larger
farmers employ all the categories of
hired labour. Ewn in the late 1930's the
Camission on the marketing of West African
goooa remarked on labour on the coooa
ams:
The original conception of the (old
Coast farmer ... is of a peasant culti-
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vator who, with his o labour and the
help of his family, grows his food and
tends an acre or two of cocoa trees.
This picture is no longer true of more
than a minority of farms, and these of
the smallest size, The emloyment of
labour has become a regular feature of
cocoa  growing, even where the  owner
resides on the farm (Metcalfe, 1964:653).
The commission probably exaggerated the
extent to which paid labour had replaced
family labour, but it was clearly the
case that the use of paid labour parti-
cularly of migrants on the cocoa farms
was increasing.  Addo (1974:206) has
written of labour on the cocoa farms:
of those who did not require permanent
labour the main reason given was that
the farm(s) was {were) not large -enough
to justify employing such personnel,
Many felt that they could always deploy
family labour and therefore did not
require permanent labour.
The use of hired labour is more urgent in
the migrant farming areas where, awing to
the campetition for land, a farmer has to
clear his acquired land within reasonable

periods in order to awoid litigation
arising from counter-claims (Okali et al.
1974). Ad the bigger the fam, the more
hired labour is needed 1o supplement
family labour, Thus it was found that7/8%
of all hired labour was used for weering
and clearing, while 66% of all family
labour was used in weeding and planting.
{Addo 1974:206) 27% used only one kind of
labour, that is, family labour, to esta-
blish and maintain their cocoa fams, as
carpared to 5% who used ¢nly hired labour
for this; and 58% of the sample combined
their own services with those of family,
casval and ive labour in cocoa
cultivation (See also Addo 1974:206).

Farmers enployed various Kinds of labour
on their fams, and the use of hired labour

was a matter of the capacity to pay. This
becomes clear when labour costs are exa-
mined in the light of the average amount
of money that migrants claimed to have

——




brought with them. The following were our
estimated costs of labour:

Casual or 'by day' labour - & pesewas

per person, per day,

Avual labour - 98.92 pesewas per person

per year,

Contract labour - 34.15 pesewas per

contract, per year.

It was noted above that fammers had an
average of £147.09 on arrival, The migrant
could barely subsist on this amount, much
less use it for hiring labour. In addition,
the acquisition of land on any condition
involved the use of money and purchased
drinks as consideration.9 After the acqui-
sition of land, not much money was left
for hiring labour.

In sumary, a migrant cocoa farmer with
eough cash was likely to employ hired
labour on his farm; and, in fact, he had
0 employ hired labour for clearing purpc-
ses in order to validate his claim to his
acquired land. Land left uncleared for a
year or more after acquisition was likely
to attract counterclaims and become an
apject of litigation. It is more than
likely that those who hired labour were
those who made outright purchases of land.

They not only owned land, the basic means
of cocoa production; they also bought the
labour of others.
11 (c} FARMERS AND FARM INAUTS _

In order to safeguard his farm against
pests, and in other ways maintain high
prodxtivity, the famer requires sqch
farming inputs as matchets, spraying equip-
ment and sprays, and fertilizers. Before
1973, a Division of the Ministry of Agricul-
ture, Cocoa Services, administered the
supply of these inputs to the farmers.
Since 1973, the Cocoa Services Division
has become part of the cocoa Marketing
Board.

It was found from the 807 responses to
the questionnaires that 84% of the faimers
regarded the administration of supplies as
highly unsatisfactory. The average dis-
tance from farms to the supply cenires was
nineteen miles, and the extramely poor
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network  of roads prevented access 1o
lorries, so that supplies had to be head-
loaded to the farms. OF the 84% of the
respondents who considered the adminis-
tralion of supplies wnsatisfactoiy, 9 out
of the 10 thought the cost of the services
was too high, and made such statemwents as;

;ggngabt? mso hig} prices, I have not

e a sprayi i

from toem: ly spraying machine
"I am unable to pay for their services.,
I camot buy gammalin"; and
“their supplies came in at a time that
1 have not the money to buy any”.

Tne high _costs meant that only the rels-

tively rich famers could afford them,

m?ftmfanmmmofmisam
said “they feel my fam is not big enough
to warrant their working on it". The rich
had altemative sources. Some of the

farmers stated "I buy these things from
Kumasi” or "I buy my OOT from a buying

In some areas, supplies of the spraying
material were linked up with possession of
the spraying machine. Famers complained
that officials refused to sell gamalin to
them because they did not possess chit

coupons  issued to owers of spraying
machines, who were considered to be the
only people entitled to buy gammalin; that
gamalin was supplied on rationing basis
o non-holders of "blue cards"; and that
these restrictions made it impossible for
the famers to benefit from the services.
Farmers said "I camnot buy DOT from them
because I have no permit to do so" and
“they attend only to those with certifi-
cates, but I have not got ome". “Blue
cards” and “certificates" were issued to
the owners c('f spraying mechines, the big
farm owners. ' 0

As is comon experience in Ghana in
respect of scarce conmedities, the rels-
tively rich farmers, in control of hired
labour, also had access to most of the
farm inputs.



I11. THE PROBLDYS (F SETRLBMENT

The possession of "capital" in the form
of both cash and equipment enabled a
migrant to deal satisfactorily with the
early problems of settlement; the absence
of capital induced a recourse to solutions
that generally curtailed the independence
of the farmer and gave him a labourer's
status, fram which it is usually difficult
to recover. The respondents to our ques-
tionnaires stated their problems, other
than the lack of capital as:

45% said it was difficult to maintain

their family owing to;

insufficient food (25%),

lack of accommdation (16%), and

iéghealth of merbers of the family
or the general inability to meet the bare
necessities of life:

312 referred to financial problems which
were related to difficulties in obtaining
farm land, lack of capital for farm deve-
lopment {lack of farming implements and
other imputs) ad poor conditions of the
farm, poor soils, and threats posed by
pests and crop diseases;

14% stated their problems as social:
they had difficulties in adapting to the
new enviroment; the non-Akan arong them
had language difficulties; the host-
camunities were wunfriendly; there was a
general absence of such amenities as markets,
medical and transport facilities and good
drirking water; or the settlements were
isolated. _

The problams were basically financial.
With adequate money, a migrant could deal
effectively with the problems.

Farmers were then asked how they dealt
with their problems, and answered as
follows: 61% hired thamselves out; 194
stayed with friends and relatives; 104
borrowed from friends, relatives and others;
and 2% fell back on resources fram home
such as proceeds fram farms, especially
cocoa, or remts from buildings or savings,
or the sale of personal property; ad 8%
did not reply.
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~ The 2% who had resources at home must be
included in the growp of the well-to-gg
farmers, A great majority of the rest
msst De seen as dependent fanmers, whase
farming career could be inperilled

lack of adequate attention to their own
farms, while working for their living,

11]r_:e::ec1t=me acc;modatim. or i S,
uture migrants with inadequate
capital is fairly predictable. They either

fall victim to the demands of a landlorg,
to whom a tenat farmer is little nmore
than a labourer, or they get into perpetual
indebtedness because their autput is small
anr;gds they have inter-seasonal monetary

IV, CONCLLSION

Migrant cocoa farmers constitute a well
stratified peasant group, with their ini-
tial capital for farming operations as the
major determinant of stratification. The
initial capital outlay detemines the
migramt's relationship to the means of
production, land, labour and farm inputs,
It makes a crucial difference that a migrant
is able to {a) purchase his fam land, ()
hire labour, and (c) secure famming inple-
ments and services. A man who
land (often more than one plot) attracts
labour for hire, and also through well-
placed gifts is able to attract more than
average attention from those who adninister
the supply of farm inputs. He is also a
full-time farmer who devotes full attention
to the "managarent” of his farm business.
"Managament" includes supervising labour
ad ensuring supplies of implewents and
other inputs. His business includes conti-
nuous 1and purchases, and speculation in
land provides him with additional funds
for the farm Hiil, 1963a, 1970).

The "pusiness" or capitalist farmers,
perhaps only 5% of the migrant farmers,
must be distinguished from the tenant or
dependent. farmers, many of wham are both
farmers and labourers. But it is possible
to make distinctions within this broad
second grop, on the basis of relationship




to the means of prodxction axd the extent
o which a farmer works for others in
order to make a living. Fram the response
given to questions relating to problems of
settlarent, it is possible to suggest that
aout 37% of the migrants belong to a

miadle rark © fag'ers who are only sami-
dependentt, and 67° 1o a rank of dependent
farmers who may also be classified as semi-
labourers ad form the pool of rural labour.

The ultimate basis of the differentiation
fs the occupational backgraund of the
migrants., Rural socio-econimic organjzation
in the older cocoa growing areas is trans-
ferred to the mi areas. Capitalist
farmers in the older cocoa growing areas
and some townsmen become capitalist farmers
in the migrant areas, where there are also
the same strata of “wpert, “"middie" and
"ower” ranked farmers as are found in the
older cocoa growing areas.

MTES

1. This peper is based ¢a » soclio-sconomic
survey of wmigrant cocos farmers in
Contral snd Westarn Regions conducted
in 1972-73. The resesrch tesm combingd
the methods of observation and ques-
tlonnsire sdministratlon through inter-
views of fermers scattered In settle-
sents in Assle, Sehwi and Wass. Res-
ponase te the interviews was qood, The
teme vas sble to interviev as sany s
814 respondents in the thrse arsas in
the sress In the two regioas, This
peper teflects on some of the materisl
presented in  Arhin  (mimsographed)
tegon, 1985, The CExpansion of Coces
Production: the werking conditions of

sigrmmt ceces farmers is the Ceatrsl
sad VMestera Reglems of Ghesa. As

stated in thst voluss, =y informstion
from Asante migrant farmers shous that
the conditions in which they work have
not changed %o any significant extent
so¢ that the findings retain their
value. Miss Karen Legge, University of

+
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2.

5.

6.

7.

9-
1.

o - R

Liverpool, resd » dreft of the paper
snd made some vslusble suggestions,

for example 3s among the Asants, see
Rettrey 1929; snd Senned's survey of
20th  century developments 1in lend
tonere, Bemach 1970: 4361,

On the principles of Akse land tenure,
sse  Serbah 1897, (F. Cess, 1968),

Rattesy 1929, Susle 1951, Ollenv 1962,
1962.

The termss "primery" and “secondery”
ere uasd instesd of "native™ snd “aon-

native™ to sigaify original end non-
originel sccupaney.

Land ves sometimes obtsined as » gift
sfter a long sojesre in an ares, parti.
culerly if doaor sad reciplent were
follow wmembers of any of the Akan
clans; see Arhin 1986: 22.

Accordiang to Hill, land-purchesing
companies are orgamizations for land
purchasing purposes assoclated with
pstrilinesl pecples, Hill 1563:8. But
s "company® could be s group of mutuslly
scquaiated farmers who pool their
resources together In order to obtain
lond of the desired size.

Answers to interviews showsd that 17%
(1.0. 1 out of 6) of the migrant farmers
hed been involved in disputes of two
kinds; 59% vere disputes over ownership
of 1sad and 34% over bresches of con-
troct, snd the average cost of dispute
settloment was (240.00. There ves s
susber of unreported ceses, the farmers
preferring to lesve well aloas to
entangling themsalves in 1litigstion,
Uarsported cuses srose from arbitrary
variations In terms of land grents,
arbitrary incressss in reat, ate, and
the grant of the sams land to two
persons.

On lsbour see 3lso Beckett 19%h: 60.
Swe Sarbah (1897) 1966: 86-87,

Killick 1966: 247 gives a short account
of the various cocos diseases, and the
measures taken to combat thes.

H



REFERENCES

Addo, N.0. 1974. fome employment and
labour comditions on Ghana's cocoa
farms, in R.A. Kotey, L. Dkali and

B.E. FRourke editors, The Ecomomics of
Cocoa Production and Marketing. {pp.
204-218).

Arkin, K. 1983a. Rank and class among the
Asante and Fante in the nineteenth
century, in Africa, Vol.53. 1, pp.2-22.

1983h. Peasants in 19th Century
Asante, in Curreat Antkropolegy, Vol.%,
No.&, August to October.

1986. The Expamsion of Cocos
Production: the workiag condltions of
aigrast coces Tarmers i the cestral
snd westera regions of Ghama. Mimso-
graphed, Legon,

Beckett, W.H. 1944. Akokoaso: A Survey of
s Gold Cosst Village: Percy Lund,
Humphries and Co. Lid.

Beaneh, G. 1970. The impact of cocos
cultivation on ths traditienal 1land
tenure of the Akan of Ghana. Ghana

Jourmal of Sociolagy, Vol.6, No.1.
Bernstein, J.H. 1979. African Peasantries:
g2 theoreticel framework, Jourssl of
Peasant Studies, 6, &,
Busia, K.A, 1951. The Position of the
Chief in the Medeen Political Systes
of Asheati. Oxford Unfversity Press.

Gunnarsson, C. 1978. The Gold Coast Cocoa
Industry 1900~1939: Production, Prices
and Structeral Chamge. Lund.

Hill, Polly, 1956. The Gold Cosst Cocoa
Farmer. tondon: Oxford University
Press.

1963a. Migraat Cocos Farmers
of Souwthera Ghems. Cambridge Univer-

sity Press.

1963b. Three types of Southern

18

Ghanajan Cocoa Farmers, in Biebuyck
ed. African Agrarian Systess. Inter-
national African Institute/Oxforg
University Press.

1970. Studies in Rural Capits-
lise in West Africa. Canmbridge Univer-
sity Press.

Hopkins, A.G. 1973. An Ecowsstc Histery
of West Africa. Longman.

Howsrd, R. 1980. Formation and Stratifics.
tion of the Peasantry in Colonis)
:ha:a. in Journsl of Peassat Stedies,

3 -

Killick, V. 1966. Cocoa, in W. Birmingham,
1. Neudatadt and E.X. Omaboe eds, A
Study of Contemporary Ghkama, VYol.1.
The Economy. Evanston: XNorthwestern
University Press.

Kotsy, R.A., C. Qkali and B. Rourke, eds,
197k, The Economics of Cocoa Produc-
tion and Marketing, Legon: ISSER.

Metcalfe, G.E. 1964.  Great Britsin and
Ghana: Documents im Ghana
1807-1957. T.H. Nelson and Sons Lid.

Okali, C., Owusu Ansah, M. and Rourke,
B.E. 18974. The development pattern of
some large cocoa holdings in Ghana, in
Kotsy, Okali and Rourke eds.

0llenu, N.A. 1962. Primciples of Cestomary
Land Law is Gbsas. London: 3Sweet and
Maxwell.

1967. Aspects of land tenure,
in Birmingham et. al. op cit, Vol.ii,
Some Aspects of Social Structere, pp.
251-263. .

Rattray, R.S. 1929.  Ashaati Llew and
Constitution, Oxford University Press,

London.

Sarbsh, J.M. 1897. Fanti Customsry Laws.
Londan. reprinted by Frank Cass,
1966.

History




