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Women are major actors

The new approach:
WOMEN ting pov eii’}’;t’v from a in the fight for survival. When
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realization that analysis at the advanceshavebeenmade, orthat Despite the obvious re-
national level and of the official anyone atthenational orinterna-  sults of poverty and the shock
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The significance of this EconomicCrisis,7/illustratehow  themes for each session of the
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The ideas and actions that poverty and its social costs. The
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The excerpts below are especially in rural Af-  such bias if women's poverty is
from the papers presented by rica and the urban tobe effectively alleviated is not
the two consultants at the slumsofLatinAmerica.  systematically addressed.” §/
seminar, Diane Elson, Faculty Female members of a
of Economic and Social Stud- poor household are Elson’s aim is to provide
ies, University of Manchester, often worse off than agender-aware analysisof some
United Kingdom of Great Brit- male members be- frameworks for poverty allevia-
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Naila Kabeer, Institute of De- differences in the dis- draws on the concept of public
velopment Studies, University tnbut:on of food and action, as put forward by Dreze
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a set of guidelines for public ac- policy formulation. The fol- ment in making a living
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with past efforts to as- fective use of scarce themindesigning ways
sist women in their fa- resources by guarding of meeting their child

‘welfarism’, 'the provi- iﬁapprapriately de-
sion of welfare goods signed services, em- “All of this re-
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infrastructure fromtheir  betweenmeans and ends. It can- erny, on the other hand,
Linr"ﬂ , Altthoritigs_anr  nat he identified evelusively i s ripfinpd_hv the nan-

resisted official at- ther with deprivation itself or
tempts to encroach on  with the lack of means to escape
theircustomary entitle-  deprivation.

eral standard ofliving in
a given context. It re-

ments through ill in-
formed projects andin-
equitable laws. Despite
alltheirdisadvantages,

“The conven-
tional economic ap-
proach has been to fo-

lates to the level of
needs considered to
constitute an accept-
able standard of living
in a particular society
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labour market. Finaily, women work longer hours than tributed resources. The
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that poverty in general, poverty specifically. ants of the State, and
and extreme poverty in These circumstances they often embodied
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This gender dimension economic factors orthe real needs. Incontrast,
helps to explain why absence of a spouse, social services should
P VYT :‘” f.,‘r- o L. D PP (P gy




16

“Governments “Policies and fabour market, social,
and the international programmes shouldbe political and cuitural
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. need to take a heoadecand more _this hos peen recognized in familv plannina oro-
realistic view of theimpediments  theory, ithas only beeniranslaied grammes to the as-
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autonomy. The objective of re- -especially gitls. Infact, populations and the
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world women, over- The restrictions thatpov-  United Nations Confer-
whelmingly poor and erty is imposing on progress t0-  epce on Environment and
lacking political clout, wards equal rights for women Develonmentand
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InApril 1972, atitseighth  The solution to this type of proaches to planning;
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clearly devastating effects of the  heeded and implemented at the Economic Cooperation among
acquired immunodeficiency national level and with urgency, Developing Countries in the sec-

“ ; e R PO T T T e ) S £ JU U S % P S
—_— .- T -

of ST







