

  

    

      

    

  




  




  

    Down Country Lanes, Behind Abandoned Houses




    Authored By




    Keith V. Bletzer




    

      School of Human Evolution and Social Change

    




    

      Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ (USA)

    


  




  




  




  

    

      


    


  




  

    

      BENTHAM SCIENCE PUBLISHERS LTD.




      

        End User License Agreement (for non-institutional, personal use)




        This is an agreement between you and Bentham Science Publishers Ltd. Please read this License Agreement carefully before using the ebook/echapter/ejournal (“Work”). Your use of the Work constitutes your agreement to the terms and conditions set forth in this License Agreement. If you do not agree to these terms and conditions then you should not use the Work.




        Bentham Science Publishers agrees to grant you a non-exclusive, non-transferable limited license to use the Work subject to and in accordance with the following terms and conditions. This License Agreement is for non-library, personal use only. For a library / institutional / multi user license in respect of the Work, please contact: permission@benthamscience.org.


      




      

        Usage Rules:




        

          	All rights reserved: The Work is the subject of copyright and Bentham Science Publishers either owns the Work (and the copyright in it) or is licensed to distribute the Work. You shall not copy, reproduce, modify, remove, delete, augment, add to, publish, transmit, sell, resell, create derivative works from, or in any way exploit the Work or make the Work available for others to do any of the same, in any form or by any means, in whole or in part, in each case without the prior written permission of Bentham Science Publishers, unless stated otherwise in this License Agreement.




          	You may download a copy of the Work on one occasion to one personal computer (including tablet, laptop, desktop, or other such devices). You may make one back-up copy of the Work to avoid losing it. The following DRM (Digital Rights Management) policy may also be applicable to the Work at Bentham Science Publishers’ election, acting in its sole discretion:


        




        

          	25 ‘copy’ commands can be executed every 7 days in respect of the Work. The text selected for copying cannot extend to more than a single page. Each time a text ‘copy’ command is executed, irrespective of whether the text selection is made from within one page or from separate pages, it will be considered as a separate / individual ‘copy’ command.




          	25 pages only from the Work can be printed every 7 days.


        




        3. The unauthorised use or distribution of copyrighted or other proprietary content is illegal and could subject you to liability for substantial money damages. You will be liable for any damage resulting from your misuse of the Work or any violation of this License Agreement, including any infringement by you of copyrights or proprietary rights.




        

          Disclaimer:




          Bentham Science Publishers does not guarantee that the information in the Work is error-free, or warrant that it will meet your requirements or that access to the Work will be uninterrupted or error-free. The Work is provided "as is" without warranty of any kind, either express or implied or statutory, including, without limitation, implied warranties of merchantability and fitness for a particular purpose. The entire risk as to the results and performance of the Work is assumed by you. No responsibility is assumed by Bentham Science Publishers, its staff, editors and/or authors for any injury and/or damage to persons or property as a matter of products liability, negligence or otherwise, or from any use or operation of any methods, products instruction, advertisements or ideas contained in the Work.


        




        

          Limitation of Liability:




          In no event will Bentham Science Publishers, its staff, editors and/or authors, be liable for any damages, including, without limitation, special, incidental and/or consequential damages and/or damages for lost data and/or profits arising out of (whether directly or indirectly) the use or inability to use the Work. The entire liability of Bentham Science Publishers shall be limited to the amount actually paid by you for the Work.


        


      




      

        General:




        

          	Any dispute or claim arising out of or in connection with this License Agreement or the Work (including non-contractual disputes or claims) will be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the U.A.E. as applied in the Emirate of Dubai. Each party agrees that the courts of the Emirate of Dubai shall have exclusive jurisdiction to settle any dispute or claim arising out of or in connection with this License Agreement or the Work (including non-contractual disputes or claims).




          	Your rights under this License Agreement will automatically terminate without notice and without the need for a court order if at any point you breach any terms of this License Agreement. In no event will any delay or failure by Bentham Science Publishers in enforcing your compliance with this License Agreement constitute a waiver of any of its rights.




          	You acknowledge that you have read this License Agreement, and agree to be bound by its terms and conditions. To the extent that any other terms and conditions presented on any website of Bentham Science Publishers conflict with, or are inconsistent with, the terms and conditions set out in this License Agreement, you acknowledge that the terms and conditions set out in this License Agreement shall prevail.


        




        

          

            	

              Bentham Science Publishers Ltd.


              Executive Suite Y - 2


              PO Box 7917, Saif Zone


              Sharjah, U.A.E.


              Email: subscriptions@benthamscience.org


            



            	[image: ]

          


        


      


    


  




  




  




  

    PREFACE




    


    Keith V. Bletzer




    

      School of Human Evolution and Social Change


    




    

      Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ (USA)


    




    


    


  




  

    Agriculture has led to continuing shifts in human lifestyles. With it, we moved to growing what we once gathered as nomadic bands, and selling foods whose ancestor species we gradually domesticated. Industrialized farming, the present-day version, has never had the full protections legislated for other U.S. labor categories. Willful negligence permeates agriculture, resulting in isolation and social exclusion, and inattention to basic human needs. Hidden within agriculture are the seeds for a gray zone where workers experience the bare life that is re-created by local infra-structures that render them marginal to privileges experienced by and guaranteed to others. Drug and alcohol use are among the positional consequences to farm workers. Though fascinated by agricultural production, in the end, we too often ignore the men and women, both young and old, who perform the labor that provides our food.




    Despite their role in the production of perishable fruits and vegetables, sold canned or fresh, and the grains used in the manufacture of synthetic foods, farm workers are the people who are “invisible and voiceless”, when we think of full labor rights and the systematic enforcement of existing occupational health and safety laws. Farm workers put in long hours generally outdoors, experience sub-standard housing, receive low wages for demanding work, all the while they remain isolated from the rest of society. Routine tasks simplify their labor but generate fatigue, body aches, and the potential for serious accidents as well as the boredom that accompanies succession of the same tasks performed by repetitive body motions.




    To ease the pain and cope with their working and living conditions, many workers drink and some use drugs. They seek illicit supplies in familiar areas where they live and/or accept what is offered by labor contractors and third parties while traveling on-the-season, and rare few sellers who arise from their ranks. Borrowing from idioms of criminal justice and addiction services, we can speak of a process of “willful neglect” in agriculture that “enables” farm worker drug use.




    Based on six years of extended ethnography in multiple states, this monograph explores the lives of farm workers who use drugs/alcohol. Six additional years were spent analyzing materials for formal presentations to professionals in academia and, importantly, to frontline workers who provide health services to agricultural workers at forums in three regions of the United States.
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    This is a beautifully written ethnography that richly describes the gray zones of society where many agricultural workers in the U.S. spend their lives. Keith Bletzer’s ethnography adds to those anthropological works that through their detailed and sensitive portrayals of lives lived in extremes contribute to developing more just labor conditions and a more just world. This work is a must read for understanding the labor force that puts food on our family tables.




    Bletzer’s book is based on over six years of fieldwork in and around multiple communities of farmworkers in several states. Bletzer uses a strongly ethnographic approach complemented with short personal insights from his background that help the reader to understand why he researches in the way that he does. Much of Bletzer’s time is spent being with the subjects of his studies in the places where they spend their time hanging out between field jobs. It is on the street corners, in the bars and in the abandoned lots where the encounters between the ethnographer and, as he calls them, his “tutors” happen. We get the feel that we are hanging out and listening in, too, in the most intimate of ways.




    While the overall theme of the book is addiction and the activities that surround using drugs and alcohol, this book brings to the reader a sensitive contextualization of these activities. He makes apparent the logic of drinking, drugging and sex work. We are given the narratives of insiders that show how individuals living in bare life situations use substances like alcohol and crack to dull the pain and the hunger and also how they use their highs to strut their stuff, to engage in power plays, to perform their lives to the best of their abilities. Bletzer gets into the lives of these men and women in a very real way.




    With the current and on-going debates related to unauthorized immigration to the US, especially from Latin America, this book describes the tenuous places that individuals have come to occupy years and decades after their journeys crossing borders looking for better lives. While not all the farmworkers described by Bletzer are from Latin America, many are. These narratives give us a picture of uprooted lives.




    The reader gets a feel for how one learns addiction on these difficult roads. The need and/or desire to take drugs and drink are embedded in the struggle of searching for work, for respect and for a way to get by. We also see how the different kinds of drugs used by individuals change over their lives and in evolving circumstances. They are in and out of mental hospitals, rehab programs and jail oftentimes spiraling down to very personally dangerous lows. Bletzer’s thoughtful accounts of the cultural meanings of sex and of food create a nuanced background for the reader to understand the choices and the foibles of the individuals he brings to his readers.
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    Trained in medical-cultural-social anthropology and public health, Keith Bletzer has focused on prevention-education activities and field research that blends community training-teaching and social justice. Bridging academia and non-academia, his long-term work has considered the impact of socio-medical adversity on low-income populations. Interest in adversity began with earlier work on youth services utilization as one response to poverty among immigrant families (Latinos in the Northeast), matured through medical anthropology fieldwork on life-threatening afflictions (health-seeking in lower Central America), and expanded into new populations with work on HIV/AIDS (farm workers in the Midwest; migrants in the Southeast; Native Americans in the Southwest), drug/alcohol use (migrants in the eastern United States), and sexual violence (sex workers in the Southeast; women of three populations in the Southwest). He has worked with team projects of varied methodologies and performed single-investigator studies, and has taught grades 9-12 (charter high school), community college (social science), and university (undergraduate-graduate seminars in medical anthropology, cross-listed with public health). His publications increasingly have included articles that bring the contributions of anthropology to a non-specialist audience. He currently is adjunct faculty at Arizona State University.
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      Abstract




      This chapter provides an overview of the monograph, grounded in extended ethnography; describes the rationale for its format; outlines basic characteristics of primary and secondary field sites; explains the purpose served by selecting life story excerpts from 24 randomized narrators; summarizes the story behind the monograph’s title; presents snippets of “people in the data” through extreme cases and events that extend beyond structural vulnerability into experiences much like our own, yet more severe in social adversity. Two monograph data sources are described, the Migrant Worker Risk Study and the Drug Use Onset Study. In the latter project, Narrative Life Stories were taped and transcribed. Men and women currently or once active in farm labor comprise the sample of 127 narrators, who at the time of their interview were using or had previously used drugs and/or alcohol.




      I introduce Jay, the first life story that I randomly selected. Like many of the narrators in the sample, Jay first used alcohol and marijuana before leaving his hometown, but unlike most, he limited his continuing use to these two drugs.


    




    

      Keywords: : Being there, breadbasket, casual site, Drug Use Onset Study, emergent discovery, emergent sampling, extended ethnography, farm labor, field, house of habitus, industrial farming, life stories, Migrant Worker Risk Study, mobile colonialism, primary site, randomized narrators, secondary site, social exclusion, structural vulnerability, text, voiceless/invisible.


    




    


    


  




  

    

      CHAPTER 1


    




    

      

        The probability of problems related to drinking among farm workers is the highest of all occupational categories, including those who are unemployed in American society… Psychoses due to alcoholism and drug addiction would be expected at rates nearly three times that of the working middle class…. --Testimony by Robert Coles before Senate Sub-Committee on Migratory Labor, Hearings, Migrant and Seasonal Farm Worker Powerlessness, Part 2, 91st Congress, July 28, 1969 (cited in Helen Johnston, 1985, p. 215).


      




      If I were asked to identify recent impacts on farm work, I would select five moments in the transformation of agricultural labor in the United States. These would include (a) depression of 1930s that re-structured the reservoir of urban/rural labor, where occasional lack of employment pulled-pushed some urban workers temporarily into seasonal farm labor in rural areas; (b) the 1942-1964 government-to-government Bracero Program that provided workers with pragmatic knowledge of U.S. travel routes, utilized on unauthorized returns when the program ended; (c) Civil Rights Movement of 1960s and the legislation of 1964 that opened work opportunities for African Americans, especially in the southern United States, where the resulting reduction in farm labor was filled by farm workers from countries of Central America, particularly Mexico; (d) North American Free Trade Agreement that eliminated restrictions on distribution and sale of agricultural products among Canada, United States and Mexico, reducing the outlets for poor farmers and others in rural Mexico for profitable remuneration from agriculture; (e) stricter immigration policies from 1990s to the present with “legislated liability” to employers that hired illegal workers, at a time when neo-liberal practices began to infiltrate global political-economy and government-generated regional surveillance, enhanced by technology, was increased along the Mexico/U.S. border areas in the new century.




      With my work on farm labor issues, I have encountered remnants and residues and continuing evidence of these moments. They were there during six years of extended ethnography across field sites and agricultural settings in the eastern United States, and voiced by frontline service workers during six years that I presented field materials at regional migrant health conferences and worked for community organizations. Throughout these phases, I was following the canons of ethnography as “field” (six years) and “text” (six years).


    




    

      Background




      The five moments identified above occurred against a backdrop of “industrial farming” that emphasizes large-scale farm enterprises and crop production measured by quantifiable output. Agriculture adopted an industrialized model that viewed the farm as factory after World War One (Fitzgerald, 2003). Commensalistic technology for preparing farm land (e.g., tractors), planting (e.g., drills) and harvesting (e.g., cherry tree shaker) reduced the need for labor, whereas symbiotic technology such as application of chemical fertilizers and pesticides, and the irrigation of fields and orchards, greatly increased that need (Albrecht and Murdock, 1990, pp. 88-98). The industrial model for farm management continues to evolve, where time is oriented to high crop yields, immediate gains and profit (Comito, Wolseth, & Morton, 2013), rather than production based on clock time. The serialization of tasks has not been all that efficient as a work model to assure maximum farm productivity (Fitzgerald, 2003, pp. 111-122).




      Mechanization was already-in-place, having steadily evolved for more than a century. After available farm land had been consumed by the end of the 1800s (Waters, 2007), and the system of gridded fields “squared up” these lands for occupation and crop production (Linklater, 2002), growers were introduced to the industrial model. Some elements of farming were not so easily amenable to industrialized management. The grower as “business manager” was expected to assume primary responsibility for employees beyond work, given the isolation of most rural worksites from urban services. “Farms as factories” generally were far from settlements, where workers might have secured accommodations, meals, and everyday supplies. Thus, meeting their needs took place close to and/or on the farm. Overall, the need for labor is greater at beginning (planting) and end (harvesting) of a growing cycle, rather than during crop production (Albrecht & Murdock, 1990), which differs from production models in non-farm enterprises. Global forces impose on regional markets for manufacturing and agriculture alike, creating unpredictable situations for the requirements of distribution and sale of crops (Barlett, 1993, pp. 174-187). Farms continually increase their efficiency. One hour of activity in 1990 produced fourteen times what it did 70 years earlier in 1920 (Albrecht & Murdock, 1990, p. 45), shifting labor pools that add to agrarian complications and challenges (Haley, 2009, pp. 13-16).




      Labor requirements have changed. Individuals at the margins of society, living reasonably close to farms, have been a common solution, beginning with Native Americans and others defined as “non-citizens”, who were drawn from racial-ethnic minority and/or immigrant populations. The current labor pool includes mostly Mexicans and Central Americans. Initially, these workers were “sojourners”, who returned to home countries, before they began to settle in the United States (Chavez, 1998/1992). Mobility became possible with active transportation that altered strategies of labor recruitment and retention. Mobile colonialism was the outcome. In the past colonial labor pools were located at manageable distances from locales that required labor. Current labor pools are scattered at varied distances from farm areas. Modern transportation made possible travel over great distances. Transportation, no matter where labor originates, usually remains outside the responsibility of a farm owner. Recent models of worker recruitment but not retention are based on a trans-national transfer of labor with remnants of internal colonialism existent in home countries (Cheah, 2010), especially nation-states with agrarian communities (Chatterjee, 2010), such as the workers in this country from Mexico and other countries of Central America (see Bacon, 2012; Cockcroft, 1998; Ortiz, 2002).




      The social science literature on farm labor in the United States provides snippets of theory, which invariably suggest the uniqueness of local agrarian conditions that pre-date formations within industrialization, urbanization and capitalism. These processes began to take hold over centralized areas of the world in the 1600s and 1700s, becoming rooted in the late 1800s and early 1900s with less heterogeneous labor in the latter half of the 1900s to current complexities of shifting labor that we experience in the 21st century.




      I have been aware – as have the advocates with whom I worked – that farm labor is among the least protected and most structurally vulnerable forms of North American employment, which leads to poorly remunerated, impermanent, stress-inducing and economically precarious working and living conditions. Molded to an agro-techno-industrial complex, the roots of agriculture within multi-regional agrarian economies retain the structural problems of bygone times, while recent transformations (Holmes, 2013; Benson, 2012; Barndt, 2002; Griffith & Kissam, 1995) incorporated neoliberal policies exacerbating agricultural conditions through willful negligence, resulting in less-than-adequate protections and minimal enforcement of existing protections.




      Agriculture has long resembled a “gray zone” (Levi, 1996/1979) where its labor reserves live and work within an “intricate and stratified microcosm” (p. 20) scattered among farming locales where short hired employment compels a re-constitution of workers, as an imagined community. To survive one must adapt to the seasonal conditions of each farming area. It should come as no surprise that I liken everyday labor practices in agriculture to a gray zone (see also Holmes, 2013, p. 86), where a few produce so that many can live. The elaborated structure that makes this possible overrides “human decency… for a shred of advantage” (Bourgois, 2009, p. 24). Agriculture ensures survival for masses of people who rely on farms for food and/or the derived products from which packaged foods are synthesized.




      In bits and pieces I develop the idea of an agricultural gray zone where “normative boundaries are dissolved” (Auyero, 2007, p. 27) and structural vulnerability is exacerbated by temporary accommodations, irregular travel, and routines that are grueling and harsh. Minimal necessities, social exclusion reinforced by spatial isolation, lack of full legal protections, management in work sites by a single authority, transnational mobility, limited living space, and the experience of everyday violence place the worker in situations resembling the model of “bare life” proposed by Giorgio Agamben (1998). In this monograph I extend his model of structural-political relations, where neglect of legal rights leads to social non-existence and exploitation, to suggest a stigmatized intra-subjectivity among farm workers, as outsiders, within a society sustained by the food produced by their labor. Whether we view agriculture as a gray zone of disproportionate advantages or the bare life of social non-existence, or both (see Appendix K), neglected workers are a consequence. Where a sense of self-worth varies from others who have societal privileges, we find this reality has been evolving since our species shifted to producing rather than gathering food. I return to this idea in drawing closure to the monograph in the final chapter.




      In a classic sense, a gray zone combines the formal dominance of state-engineered processes with everyday practices that increase personal threats and decrease opportunity for livelihood, the assurance of basic necessities, meaningful lifestyles, and at times life itself (Levi, 1987/1966; Maher, 2010). The conditions of everyday violence stem from opportunity structures that evolve through time, which exclude individuals and groups, and give rise to the inner experiences of bare life, where people wonder about their survival and self-worth. Through migratory lifestyles, physical isolation, demanding work and less-than-adequate housing, among other conditions, farm workers experience the ambiguity of bare life within an agricultural gray zone that makes existence precarious and vulnerable to the minimization of what the rest of us take for granted.




      As I use the concept in this monograph, a gray zone becomes possible during any encounter when one or more persons is/are viewed as different, where exclusion in various forms can be a reaction. Hostility or hospitality is a potential outcome (Eva Hayward, personal communication, February 18, 2014). The alternative response in situations of encounter is that of cooperation-collaboration. Encounters include pre-contact and the early stages of interaction, or they can be based on hearsay without contact. Limited information leads to stereotypic impressions, prejudice and overt acts of discrimination, among possible reactions. Social encounters also can lead to cooperative actions, if not collaborative relationships that accompany acceptance and immersion into society. Conditions that arise from unresolved issues of contact are exacerbated, where exclusionary practices become formalized to the detriment of out-groups, for more selective in-group benefits. Practices can be rationalized by assuming their necessity to sustain a society. Those excluded become “second-class citizens”, or non-citizens, restricted from access to resources and labor protections, participation in political decision-making, and suitable living arrangements, which are the supposed assured privileges of societal membership. As I extend the model beyond that developed by Agamben, bare life is an intra-subjective sense of how well one’s work and lifestyle measure up to what is potentially possible within society.




      To disadvantage any individual or an entire group has the consequences of giving advantage to other persons or groups, at the same time that society retains advantages for those involved, among whom are those who control the political economy. In the early stages of acquisition and independent ownership of farming lands during settlement and the formation of this country, agricultural labor engaged individuals of different backgrounds. During the colonial period, for example, the operational policies of English-based companies created labor hierarchies, where servitude by indentured workers was common, as a means of retribution for certain anti-social actions. Designated persons were contracted to manage these exploitive enterprises created in the New World. The owners of allotted land in early North American farming, as it were, differed little from those who provided the labor. While they shared common origins of birth and/or race-ethnicity, segmented class differences set them apart. The ideal of independent farm ownership came closer to reality for colonists after gradual formation of a republican form of government. Open land was available for homesteading and individuals could move about to earn their livelihood (Gates, 1973), at the same time that remnants of earlier hegemonic practices continued (Ballagh, 1969/1895; Wyman, 2010) and market forces infiltrated agriculture to lessen the practiced independence on which this country was formed (Waters, 2007). Labor segmentation has been an enduring legacy of the continuing process of re-molding North American farming.




      Survival in agriculture is not the extreme situation of state-engineered annihilation examined by Primo Levi (1996/1979, 1987/1966) that led to his concept of Gray Zone. Instead, we find in agriculture that willful negligence and conscious indifference have been pervasive through time and in space over wide regions of the United States. Management practices in agricultural labor have experienced inattention from government, whereas actual production receives interventions through subsidy, support for cooperative extension (Fitzgerald, 2003) and laws that regulate the transportation of farm products (Albrecht & Murdock, 1990). This legacy of disinterest in farm worker well-being is evident in the lack of full protective legislation similar to that established and strengthened over the past century for other categories of labor in the United States (Bletzer, 2004, pp. 531-532, 535; Benson, 2012, pp. 63-95, 171; Holmes, 2013, pp. 13, 102-103).




      As the chapters unfold, I explore practices and consequences of gray zones embedded within local infra-structures, after industrial agriculture continued the process of assuring a place for farming within evolving market structures (Waters, 2007) that intensified with state-guided implementation and 20th century legislation (Fitzgerald, 2003). In the conclusion I develop the idea that agriculture might have been among the earliest gray zones, as evolving infra-structures supported the advantages of food production that fluctuated between negotiated collaboration and aggressive incursions that compelled defensive measures. Divergence between exclusion and cooperation-collaboration was made possible by gradual shifts in human habitus. The experience of socio-legal non-existence is a potential outcome. Gray zones affecting structurally vulnerable populations, supported by habitus, are difficult to eliminate at any stage of history.


    




    

      Farm Labor as a Way of Life




      Most social science and public health literature assumes that farm laborers are transient or “migratory” by virtue of locale to locale travel in pursuit of employment. Considered seasonal when working a part of the year within the local community and/or the surrounding area, workers are considered migratory when they travel across state and/or county borders to secure agricultural work that requires overnight accommodations. In the social science literature, “seasonal” refers to a time dimension for an assumed impermanency, and “migrant” emphasizes a spatial element to an assumed transiency.




      Research on farm workers generally is conducted in one of two ways. First, researchers might investigate an area where they have access, most notably a study site within driving distance of a university. Students gain experience, such as nursing students who collect clinical specimens or sociology students who interview. Second, researchers increase comprehensive coverage with multiple sites of investigation. Usually, the geographic space covers a particular region, or the entire country. This strategy of locale-to-locale began with John Steinbeck’s The Grapes of Wrath (1996/1939), where representation of travel generated an analogy for farm labor from one region (Midwest) to another (West). In recent decades film crews have “followed” the assumed paths taken by migrants in one region of the country, such as exposés of agriculture in television documentaries, Harvest of Shame (Morrow & Lowe, 1960), and New Harvest, Old Shame (Galan, 1990). It has been common for authors “to move” sequentially across states in describing migrant-inhabited locales, such as Immigrant Reform and Perishable Crop Agriculture by Monica Heppel and Sandra Amendola (1992), Wandering Workers by William Heaps (1968), The Slaves We Rent by Truman Moore (1965), and Ill Fares the Land (1942) and Factories in the Fields (1939) by Carey McWilliams. Reminiscent of this gambit minus travel descriptions is a seven-site “ethno-survey” that includes offshore workers from Puerto Rico by David Griffith and Ed Kissam in Working Poor (1995) and a similar single-case portrayal by Rubén Martínez in Crossing Over (2002) of scattered sites where residents of a single town in Mexico were performing farm labor within the United States.




      Despite a few expansive monographs, coverage of farm workers in the literature is limited to those living in but a few of the innumerable labor camps in less than half of 3,000-plus counties where agricultural labor is found in the United States. Studies focused on a home-base are less common, which is the locale to which migrants return and reside when the season is over, when not migrating, that is, when not traveling to “follow the crops” (Griffith & Kissam, 1995) or “follow the sun” (Heaps, 1968). Most home-base studies of the few published were conducted in central California farming towns (e.g., Du Bry, 2007; Goldschmidt, 1978/1947; Haley, 2009; Hatch, 1979), or covered through multi-sited studies of specific locales in southern home-base states (i.e., California, Texas, Florida) and the island of Puerto Rico (Griffith & Kissam, 1995).




      I consider breadbasket an apt term to describe any infra-structure with intensive agriculture. A breadbasket is dependent on one or more major crops and possibly minor ones, such as citrus primarily or citrus with tomatoes and peppers; tobacco with sweet potatoes; watermelon with asparagus and other vegetables; and apples or cherries with carrots. Perishable crops provide an economic base for the infra-structure of an area typically covering multiple counties. On a visit to a community agency in an area that I regularly visited a day’s travel from my home-base, an outreach worker used the term, “breadbasket”, to explain how rural areas differed from cities. She was describing the service sector that provided assistance and education to men and women, as she phrased it, “working in this breadbasket”. The concept but not the term frequently appears in the social science literature on farm labor, such as the two California towns investigated by Walter Goldschmidt and reported in As You Sow (1978/1947):




      

        7,000 persons living in and around Dinuba look to that community for their basic needs, supported directly or indirectly by the 2.5 million dollar annual agricultural production… Greater age of the community not only means a more firmly established set of institutions, but also affects the character of the population (pp. 190-191)




        Arvin is community center for an area devoted predominantly to large-scale industrialized agricultural enterprise… [over] exceptionally fertile land … 22 units… hold over two-thirds of all the acreage in farms within the community… Not only are Arvin farms large in scale, but they have all the other attributes of industrialization (pp. 203-204)


      




      For field research in New York supervised by William Friedland and Dorothy Nelkin (1971), each camp where one of sixteen student researchers lived and worked was an area of specific production: “different areas specialize in different crops… Long Island and Steuben County grow potatoes; parts of the Catskills grow corn; central New York, snap beans and strawberries; upstate New York, cherries and apples…” (Nelkin, 1970a, p. 5). The concept also appears in popular literature. Linking crops to locales appears in the novel, Chicano (Vasquez, 2005/1970), where Juan Rubio and his family settle in the Imperial Valley. Juan works melons in Brawley, where he lives, and performs “nomadic labor” for particular crops around southern and central California, identified by place name: lettuce in Salinas, grapes in Parlier, oranges in Ontario, figs in Santa Clara and cotton in Firebaugh, where the two-generation family later settles (pp. 57-58). Finally, “breadbasket” has been used to refer to a settlement site in archaeology: “La Plata River Valley in northwestern New Mexico… was a breadbasket…” because of “well-watered location and accessibility to major population centers to the north and south” (Martin, 2008, p. 167).




      I myself encountered people using this concept in the field, without speaking the actual term. Early during fieldwork, I spoke with agricultural experts in two adjoining southern states. Each identified particular “areas” [breadbaskets] known for crops to which contractors of other states regularly brought work crews. As each spoke, I recognized two or three areas among five or six identified (respectively) where labor contractors from my home-base regularly brought workers. These areas were popular destination sites for Agton crews, more than others in the two states, based on historic linkages that began with contractors and crews decades earlier.


    




    

      Fieldwork




      This monograph is based on six years of extended ethnography across varied agricultural settings east of the Mississippi River, where men and women live and move-about, seek-find intermittent work, interact and share information that they believe will assure their continuing survival, for the most part, most of the year, as agricultural workers. “Structural vulnerability” (Quesada, Hart, & Bourgois, 2011) permeates farm labor arrangements and affects both working and living conditions. These conditions include but are not limited to housing (Arcury et al. 2012; Benson, 2012, pp. 171-174; Vallejos, Quandt & Arcury, 2009; Denner et al. 2005), segmented labor hierarchies (Arcury et al. 2014a, Arcury et al. 2014b; Holmes, 2013; Maldonado, 2007), uneven privileges and wages (Wells, 1996, pp. 174-175), varied assignments, owing to crop variability and discretionary choices by management (Duke, 2011; Snyder, 2004; Friedland & Nelkin, 1971), segregated mobility with limited advances in responsibility and corresponding income (Holmes, 2011; Thomas, 1985). Finally, social exclusion (Du Bry, 2007; Lobao, 1990) leads to situational violence (Cartwright, 2011) that farm workers experience daily (Benson, 2008a). Subjectively internalizing inconsistencies that stem from economic exploitation and racial-ethnic discrimination (Holmes, 2013; see also Quesada, 2011; Quesada et al. 2011) compelled by the need-desire for economic survival, agricultural workers have long sought to accommodate to these difficulties as best they can (among others, see Friedland & Nelkin, 1971; Griffith & Kissam, 1995; Wells, 1996, 1984). At times, opportunities arise for workers to reverse their structural vulnerability (Smith-Nonini, 2011). When left alone, agricultural workers build resilience, acquire emotional scars, damage bodies, circulate stories of successes and mishaps, commiserate by sharing the pains and joys of survival with lessons learned, and celebrate cases of superlative performance in work and daily adversity (see Bletzer, 2007, 2004).




      Based in a small town with the fictive name, Agton, I conducted fieldwork across 13 states in eight primary sites, eight secondary sites, and many more that were casual. Sites varied by their distance from Agton. Areas I visited were breadbaskets of more than one county, where acreage and population were devoted to growing and processing selected crops. Across the field sites, farming and food production were a primary means of livelihood. Outdoor settings I observed in each site ranged from staging areas and shape-up zones where men and women waited for rides and/or sought work; community parks; gathering spaces by grocery stores and public buildings. Indoor settings in contrast included billiard halls and game rooms, kitchens and living rooms offered by respondents for interviews, and camp dormitories and worker barracks, among others.




      I spent nearly four years with a university-sponsored research-education project (seven of us), the Migrant Worker Risk Study, and more than two years with funding that I secured for the Drug Use Onset Study. Besides formal data collection with a survey for the first study and formal in-depth interviews taped for the second (Appendix B) – respondents were reimbursed “for their time” – I conducted informal interviews and observations in settings across Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, Michigan, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia and West Virginia. Eight primary sites were located in three states, and eight secondary sites in these three and three other states. Eleven casual sites overlapped the states with another seven for a total thirteen states. These “polymorphous engagements… across a number of diverse sites” (Hannerz, 2003, p. 212) varied in size and proportion of farm workers and in the amount of time spent in each, which decreased from primary to secondary to casual field sites. Several sites were unique to one or the other study, and a few were the same for both.




      I moved from the Midwest to the southern United States, where I directed the four-year team project. I was responsible for supervising staff in client recruitment and follow-up, monitoring risk behavior interviews, and coordinating HIV testing-counseling-referral, where I sometimes counseled clients with testing results in the Migrant Worker Risk Study. As a research team, we co-trained local staff in the base station and four field stations in the Lower South, Middle South, Upper South, and Midwest. I lived in, and later near, Agton, which was “base station” for the Migrant Worker Risk Study and Drug Use Onset Study, serving as my home-base for both. Before moving to the southeastern United States, I spent three years developing-implementing a camp-based HIV prevention-education program for migrant farm workers in the Midwest.




      My first months in Agton focused on research. The team project occupied my time on the weekends and four evenings during the week. This provided time in the early morning (dawn), late afternoon and night to conduct observations in the town’s staging area (Chapters 2 and 6). For the first 15 months that I resided in Agton, I could return to the small trailer I rented and prepare field notes from scratch notes, as I ate breakfast; go to the county-owned clinic-pod (rented by the university) for administration of the Migrant Worker Risk Study; walk to the staging area in the afternoon and after an hour or two walk back to secure my car to return to the trailer to prepare dinner, before I was again in the clinic-pod to work with staff and clients in the evening. The farm town was small enough that I walked or rode a bicycle among the two places where I spent most of my time: the staging area and the clinic-pod. When I moved to a nearby community, twenty minutes from Agton, I usually left home at dawn and returned after sunset. Occasionally, I was stopped by the local police on rural roads to remind me that one or another vehicle light was not functioning (for other lawful encounters, see “Climb Up”, Chapter 11).




      I began working with the university project in the final months of the long season in Agton, at the time that the research team was beginning what they called a “feasibility study”. I arrived in April during Year One. The project in the field started in early March and continued for three full years over an eight-month season, September to May. This multi-crop season provided me with the opportunity to learn about agricultural labor from the context of a home-base. To know study participants and community better, recognizing the importance of staff visibility, wishing to offset discontinuity between the clinic-trailer and the street, I spent most of the first full year in the community with project outreach workers. The next year I focused on administrative tasks for monitoring data collection. For the final year I divided time with intake staff, interviewers, HIV counselors, outreach workers, and a recently hired data entry specialist. Over one short year for the “feasibility study” followed by three full years, I gained ethnographic experience by hanging-out [diffusing time; hacer la ronda] in the staging area, centrally located in Agton’s commercial area, where both men and women waited for rides to where they were working. When the team project concluded, I could devote more time to open-terrain fieldwork.




      Field research through both projects merged into extended ethnography, which in turn contributed to the Migrant Worker Risk Study in ways that improved formal data collection and strengthened our relationship with the community (Bletzer, 2011). The Drug Use Onset Study enabled me to explore the lives of farm workers through life stories and field observations across field sites. Multiple methods informed the field strategies for both studies.




      

        Sites and Settings




        Across 13 states, I spent time in farming communities that shared similarities in having small, rural populations that were economically dependent on agriculture. Comparing the primary sites of *Agton, *Citrus City, Courgette, *Endive, *Lauch, Pepperton, *Persea and Soffione (asterisk identifies sites where I taped Narrative Life Stories), the population of Agton was half the size of Citrus City, the largest site, and twice that of Pepperton and Endive. In turn Pepperton and Endive were twice the size of Lauch and Soffione. Persea and Courgette were rural areas. Most sites were accessible by state and county roads. Persea and Courgette had limited access by county roads, and Citrus City and Endive were located near an interstate highway. All the sites were served by a passenger and/or commercial railroad with rail lines in or near the locale, except Agton, and the rural sites of Courgette and Persea. All eight primary sites were within a day’s travel among each other, where “day” is defined less by distance than the need to consume a work day in travel. In each site, whether primary or secondary, farm workers were present in varied numbers, often interacting with persons of other labor categories.




        Throughout the text I use terms that denote population size. A rural area has less than one-thousand persons, rural town less than 10,000, small town less than 20,000, small city less than 50,000, large city less than 200,000 and a metropolitan area more than one million persons. Thus, Courgette and Persea were rural areas; Endive, Lauch, Pepperton and Soffione were rural towns; Agton was a small town; and Citrus City was a small city. Similarly, a small county has less than 20,000 persons, which was rare. Locales of birth and places of prior employment for a few workers were large cities. Designating variations simplify the slight shifts that occurred in population size over extended ethnography. Importantly, it better reflects the socio-demographic milieu that ranged from childhood through adulthood for people in the field data.




        For comparison, Arvin, Dinuba, Mecca and Shandon (all in California), respectively investigated by Walter Goldschmidt, Travis Du Bry and Brian Haley, were rural towns at the time of each study, whereas the Midwest counties for the Rural Health Study organized by researchers at Wright University were larger and included farming among various occupational activities (Draus & Carlson, 2009b, p. 387; Draus et al. 2005, p. 168). In Arvin, two-thirds the population came from other states with 12% born outside the United States (Goldschmidt, 1978/1947, pp. 205-210), whereas half the population in Dinuba was “American-born” and another half had resided in town for 20 years or more (pp. 190-194). The towns of Dinuba and Arvin were studied five decades before respective studies in Shandon and Mecca, or my fieldwork east of the Mississippi River. Hispanic and Latino populations in central California had increased to nearly 50% in Shandon (Haley, 2009, p. 222) and to more than 90% in Mecca (Du Bry, 2007, pp. 40-43), according to 2000 census data reviewed by respective authors. Similar fluctuations occurred for rural locales where I encountered farm workers, as the southern United States increasingly has become the place of residence for persons of Spanish-speaking ancestry (Painter, 2008; Reif, Geonnotti, & Whetten, 2006).




        Most fieldwork locales were characterized by main-street commerce, where the principal business area was concentrated along the town’s main street. Locales were not large enough to have a “Historic District”, as might a small city. The main street was usually a state or county highway that doubled as the primary surface route through town with a few intersecting roads. Commerce sometimes was found on side streets parallel to the main street with convenience stores in areas at the edge of town. Towns were “hubs” that attracted individuals from outlying rural areas. Across sites, the state roads sometimes coincided with a federal highway. Rural locales seldom had traffic lights beyond a main street. In one rural town serving as a secondary site, main street led to the entrance-exit of an inter-state highway, where one could see-hear traffic from the edge of town, whereas the inter-state highway closest to the base station was accessible by a 20-minute drive on a two-lane state highway. The county seat was an hour away in another direction from Agton.




        Primary sites were visited regularly over extended ethnography. I visited all 13 states for the first Work-Travel Study (third summer, Migrant Worker Risk Study), spending time in primary (Citrus City, Courgette, Pepperton, and Soffione) and casual sites near secondary sites (one near Russett and Chicory, two near Karashina, four near Bimen). I intensified efforts in Citrus City and Pepperton as the main sites for the second Work-Travel Study (fourth summer). To Norman Weatherby and Jenny McCoy, I extend my gratitude for this opportunity. When I transitioned to the Drug Use Onset Study, I continued contacts in the primary sites of Citrus City, Courgette, Pepperton, Soffione, and, of course, Agton, to which I added Endive, Lauch, and Persea.




        Local infra-structures catered to agricultural economies. The breadbasket for Agton centered on tomatoes, peppers, cucumbers, citrus, and watermelon; for Citrus City, citrus production, specifically, oranges, grapefruit, limes and tangerines; and for Pepperton, tomatoes and peppers. Vegetables were common in Lauch and Soffione. Sweet potatoes and tobacco were grown in Endive and Persea, whereas apples were the predominant crop in Courgette.




        Field settings varied. In Agton, agricultural workers predominated, joining day laborers and townspeople around the staging area. In Pepperton, pinhook workers and the contractors who hired them, and occasionally a few townspeople, spent time around The Market and behind a convenience store, serving as a reduced-space shape-up zone, where men and women gathered. Most of the men housed at the Treatment Center in Persea had formerly or recently worked in agriculture, and nearly everyone living in the House of Recovery in Endive had agricultural experience in the United States and/or home country. Among those at the Apple Orchard Camp near Courgette everyone but one man was a seasonal fruit picker. At the Billiard Room near contractor-leased trailers in a mobile home park in Soffione, most men and women worked in poultry or agriculture. In Lauch, men living in the Bungalow were hired as farm workers. In Citrus City the Street Stroll was an exception, where my contacts around Dot’s store were female sex workers, who serviced migrants in nearby low-income neighborhoods. A few of the women were currently engaged in and/or formerly had performed farm labor.




        The secondary sites of Bimen, Karashina, Lanatus, Loblollie and Russett I originally visited as casual sites during the first Work-Travel Study. To these I later added Chicory, Fraise and Nabana for a total of eight (Fig. 1). Secondary sites included a grocery store owned by a former farm labor family, farmer’s market and migrant housing (Nabana, citrus breadbasket); farmer’s market and community health clinic (Lanatus, watermelon breadbasket); county park and recreation area located outside town (Karashina, multi-crop breadbasket); an in-town trailer park and the shape-up zone outside a laundromat in the town’s one commercial plaza, visible to townspeople shopping in surrounding stores (Chicory, tobacco and sweet potato breadbasket); grower-owned labor camp with family units (Loblollie, tomato and vegetable breadbasket), clustered migrant housing units owned by labor contractor and owned/operated by local residents (Bimen, fruit-vegetable breadbasket); and several motel rooms rented by a labor contractor along a small town boulevard where watermelon workers were seasonally housed, whereas those at the community park across the street were townspeople (Russett, watermelon breadbasket). These secondary sites share similar histories with the eight primary sites, as in each one agriculture had developed in tandem with railroad and highway construction.
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Figure 1)




        Schematic map of field sites (Extended ethnography). Primary field sites are identified by a solid oval and secondary field sites are shown as an open square. Given highway speed limits and road conditions, travel time is not proportional to travel distance, which is schematically suggested by the chart layout.




        Census-enumerated minorities in the primary field sites ranged from less than ten percent (Courgette and Persea), to one-third (Soffione), to nearly half (Citrus City, Endive and Lauch), to sixty percent African American in Pepperton, and more than sixty percent Latino in Agton. The proportion of families with children in Agton has fluctuated between one-half and two-thirds, making this locale a youthful community. Less than one-third of families have children in other field sites. Median household income ranges from $33,000 in Courgette, nearly $30,000 in Pepperton and Endive, and less than $25,000 in Agton, Soffione, Citrus City, Lauch and Persea.


      




      

        Data Collection




        I was with the Migrant Worker Risk Study for 42 months and the Drug Use Onset Study for 32 months, conducting fieldwork across both studies (Fig. 2). For the first, I supervised formal data collection by local interviewers (co-trained by the university team) in the base station and four seasonal field stations. Based in Agton I monitored two field stations in states of the Lower South (one summer, two summers, respectively), one covering three states in the Upper South (two summers), and one in a Midwestern state (one summer). While monitoring the seasonal field stations, I accompanied locally-hired staff on visits to labor camps (Appendix H), where they collected survey data and drew blood for HIV testing. I visited labor camps and gathering sites in nearby areas when not working with project staff in the field stations.
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Figure 2)




        Sampling during extended ethnography. Some individuals in extended ethnography were intertwined through the Migrant Worker Risk Study and the Drug Use Onset Study. Many were unique to one or the other.




        For the Drug Use Onset Study I audio-taped each narrator, conducted informal interviews, engaged in casual conversations, and made observations in field settings across the primary and secondary sites. A client received prevention education and completed protocols for the Migrant Worker Risk Study (n=680 in base station, n=301 in field stations). The first year I observed participant-users, or players, in “La Calle” that comprised the main staging area of Agton. Third and fourth summers, I conducted a Work-Travel Study (64 days and 60 days, respectively). The first covered primary, secondary and casual sites in 13 states, including seven where the Migrant Worker Risk Study had field stations. The second focused on two sites located six hours apart, where I conducted observations and interviewed sex workers at one site, whose life stories I later coupled with the Narrative Life Stories. Over six years of research, 24 tutors aided my efforts in the field. I also conducted 16 interviews with rural drug users not involved in agriculture.




        In the Drug Use Onset Study I conducted in-depth interviews with men and women from five primary sites, including the two jails that serve Agton (one outside town, one in the county seat), and Agton itself. Having supervised follow-up interviews at the corrections facility in the county seat (Migrant Worker Risk Study), I re-contacted the jail supervisor to secure permission to tape life stories for the Drug Use Onset Study at the same facility to which I added the smaller jail outside Agton. Formal interviews taped for the Drug Use Onset Study differ from paper-and-pen sociological-epidemiological protocols used by staff with clients enrolled in the Migrant Worker Risk Study. Both sets of interviews took place one-on-one. Survey interviews were computerized in a program called Nova and transferred to Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) to manage the data for quantitative analysis. These data were compatible with that from the other studies in the Cooperative Agreement of which the Migrant Worker Risk Study was a part. In the Drug Use Onset Study, I taped interviews that I later coded for qualitative analysis in Atlas.ti. These data comprised the Narrative Life Stories (see Appendix G).




        Data varied in extended ethnography. Men and women sampled for Narrative Life Stories provided most of the quotations and excerpts I include in the monograph. In total, I taped 173 life story interviews with 127 narrators for the Drug Use Onset Study in five locales of three states, including visiting areas and booking rooms of two correctional facilities, conference room at a residential drug treatment program, apartments and trailers, occasionally family homes, and in my automobile at two local parks. I recruited men and women whom I knew, approached new individuals with an invitation to interview, and accepted referrals “sent” or “brought” to me by someone already interviewed. The transcribers I trained in the Southwest were college students in anthropology or linguistics, and in the Southeast I recruited two university specialists with prior experience in transcribing audio-tapes. In both the Southwest and Southeast, I checked each transcript against the field tapes and made adjustments where necessary, usually for terms that were particular to agriculture and/or drug use (see Appendix G).




        Eight women from the Sex Work Study with agricultural experience in Citrus City I merged with the 119 individuals interviewed in Agton and elsewhere for the Drug Use Onset Study; thus, 8 + 119 = 127. The Sex Work Study included a total 38 women (17 in Agton, 21 in Citrus City). One man whom I later interviewed as a narrator in the Middle South had performed sex work. Sixteen individuals whom I taped in the Drug Use Onset Study beyond the 127 were drug users without agricultural experience (127 + 16 = 143), not included in analyses for this monograph. Altogether, forty-six individuals of 680 in the base station from the Migrant Worker Risk Study became narrators. An additional eighty-one new individuals I recruited or they were “sent” or “brought” by someone who already had become a narrator (46 + 81 = 127).




        Beyond taped interviews for the Drug Use Onset Study, I conducted 27 informal but in-depth interviews with 32 persons (20 men, 12 women) on the same themes as the Narrative Life Stories and 158 casual conversations with 239 persons (194m, 45w). I conducted many more informal interviews and conversations during the Migrant Worker Risk Study but kept no counts. Twice during the Work-Travel Studies (Migrant Worker Risk Study) and once for the Drug Use Onset Study, I used a field intercept strategy, where I queried individuals in different states on specific topics and themes, such as knowledge of towns they might visit near worksites. The distinctive mini-schedule yielded data from 40 to 50 persons over one to two weeks on three occasions.




        Apart from the analysis of field materials in this monograph I provide behind-the-scenes glimpses at methods for field research in farming areas. Colleagues have suggested that I write on methods. Responding to their invitation, I comment on ways that I collected data through formal-informal-casual interviews and conducted field observations in multiple sites.


      




      

        Presentations and Beyond




        I benefited from presenting field materials at more than a dozen migrant stream conferences in the western, Midwestern and eastern United States. Preparing information to share I sought to make it useful to lay audiences of outreach staff, social workers, nurses and clinic personnel, and researchers. Although my research focused on the eastern United States, conferences I attended mostly took place in the Midwest and West, where I learned which parts of my data touched on common aspects of farm labor. This enabled me to better focus this monograph.




        Living in the Southwest, I worked with two capacity building projects as co-evaluator. One was regionally focused on Latinos in the southern United States and one was nationally focused on migrants. I worked with capacity building trainers and myself conducted occasional trainings in locales across the country. I also served as the advisor-consultant to a national HIV curriculum project designed for migrant/community health centers. After teaching for five years at a charter high school (grades 9-12) where many students were children of migrants, I became a prevention trainer and curriculum specialist for another capacity building assistance project that provided knowledge transfer and skills-building for staff at community-based organizations and health departments serving persons at high risk, whether or not they knew their serostatus, and those living with HIV/AIDS. After nine months I reduced training and shifted to project evaluation.




        These diverse experiences outside fieldwork resemble a university researcher who continues learning by collateral work with students (Foster, 2002) and stakeholders (Faubion & Marcus, 2009; Kemper, 2002; Cahn, 2002). Mentored projects benefit local people (Foster, Scudder, Colson, & Kemper, 1979; Kemper & Royce, 2002) through collaborative research (Lamphere, 2002; Villa Rojas, 1979; Vogt, 2002). Audiences and co-presenters at migrant conferences, and staff at agencies where I was employed and/or had consulted, were like me, advocates for farm workers who in their own way were becoming community innovators. In presentations at various conferences, we sought to learn about the structural conditions of farm labor that challenge workers to survive within an agricultural gray zone, or avoid it the best they can.


      


    




    

      Plan of the Monograph




      My intent in this monograph is to introduce men and women in farm labor, provide a view of extreme adversity in agriculture through drug/alcohol use outside everyday hardships of unsafe working and living arrangements, and examine the consequences of exclusionary practices. This focus took me beyond the usual explorations of people in farm labor faced with strenuous work and less-than-standard living conditions. Men and women I encountered made choices that we associate with marginal lifestyles that deflate a sense of self-worth. Those consuming alcohol are more common than the few who use and abuse drugs, whereas the number of farm workers who use neither is unknown. These behaviors have social origins found in agrarian infra-structures generated and supported by industrialized agriculture.




      Through fieldwork I became aware of the pervasiveness of drug and alcohol use in space (farm communities) and through time (lifetimes) for men and women who performed farm labor. Common drugs were alcohol and crack, accompanied by those from ten other classes. Alcohol was usually the first and crack was often the last new drug someone might initiate (see Bletzer, 2014, 2009). For those sampled in the Migrant Worker Risk Study, current and lifetime drug use shared proportions for the two common drugs, alcohol and crack, but not marijuana, cocaine or heroin, where these less used drugs had greater lifetime than current use (Fig. 3).
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Figure 3)




      Lifetime and current drug use by farm workers. Data on the “Big Five” (Alcohol, Crack, Reefer, Cocaine, Heroin) were derived from unpublished survey data secured through the Migrant Worker Risk Study.




      My efforts might resemble a drug ethnography. I relied on methodological mainstays that identify ethnographic research on drug use, namely, interviews-in-context with field observations and formal in-depth interviews (in my case, Narrative Life Stories), without focus groups, for three of the four signifiers that make a drug use/distribution monograph (Page & Singer, 2010). Various conceptual threads appear in the intellectual fabric that I use to weave the monograph. My interest in narrative analysis, for example, rekindled informal exposure to interactive methods of analysis I learned as a graduate student through department colloquiums and working with a faculty member (to Brigitte Jordan, I am grateful). This led to active narrative interviews through extended ethnography and beyond, when I began to code and analyze the transcripts. Later I continued earlier efforts to merge coded field notes with a continuing appraisal of the quantitative data on drug use from the Migrant Worker Risk Study (Chapters 2 and 6).




      Drug ethnographers often gain field experience with drug users and/or distributors, before they add HIV/AIDS to an investigative repertoire. A few have prior experience outside their drug research (Page and Singer, 2010). Paths to drug research usually occur close in time to graduate training. Unlike investigators who produce a drug ethnography followed by later research on HIV/AIDS (ibid.), I began with fieldwork on HIV education, conducted in Midwest labor camps, where I evaluated a camp-based program that I was asked to design, develop and implement (to Joseph Spielberg Benitez, I am grateful). Drug use was assumed present for some individuals within a model for prevention education on risk for HIV/AIDS. At the time, I had completed dissertation research in Central America and had returned to the Midwest.




      Moving to the southeastern United States, I continued farm labor research, expanded to include drug use behaviors that increased HIV risk. My three-year Midwest experience included camp contacts five to six nights per week and weekends, May through October, with “seasonal” (local) and “migrant” (outside) workers. In the Southeast, I conducted field research and directed a field project in a home-base where agriculture dominated the economy. Migrants were joined by townspeople in winter-demand farm labor and both left Agton to pursue on-the-season work.




      Most of the terms I use replicate those in the literature. Specifically, I borrowed the concept of “on-the-season” from William Heaps, Wandering Workers (1968), to refer to migratory travel. From others, I use home-base to indicate a locale to which workers return for winter months, whereas seasonal labor is locally performed around a home-base, and migrant labor requires travel from a home-base with an assumption of overnight accommodations (see Appendix C).




      

        Multi-Sited Research




        My research was multi-sited (see Hannerz, 2003) rather than a single community common in ethnographies, including those of farm labor, whether single-sited by labor camp or home-base locale. Within anthropology, diverse formations have become possible as study populations. People of study share adjoining spaces, where speech is mutually intelligible and social activities are conjoined. New formations include people in transition (e.g., Malkki, 1997), those active in virtual (e.g., Doostdar, 2004; Weston, 1997) and imaginary (e.g., Kelty et al. 2008) units, who engage in shifting practices through real-world (e.g., Warren, 2011) and/or virtual acts in cyber-space (e.g., Shipley, 2013; Palfrey & Gasser, 2008). In similar ways, farm workers are a people in transition who share membership in an imaginary community across distanced spaces, linked by agriculture. Yet they are segmented by living arrangements (Du Bry, 2007) across the labor spectrum (Barndt, 2002; López, 2007) and during short-term residence in camps (Benson, 2012, 2008a; Holmes, 2013, 2011). These camps are often located purposely out-of-sight, off dirt roads down country lanes, obscured by wooded outgrowth and/or rows of trees, which generates a labor force that has been typified as “invisible” and “unnoticed” by the surrounding communities (McWilliams, 1942, p. 173), and, importantly, “voiceless” in relation to participation in society (p. 9; for other uses of “invisible” to describe farm labor, see Moore, 1965, p. 50, Gregory, 1989, p. 58, Barndt, 2002, p. 234, Thompson, 2002, p. 72). By obscuring camp locations within an expansive rural area, infra-structures of opportunity exacerbate a sense of abandonment, which, for some, leads to a return to already-familiar drug/alcohol use.




        The phrase being there refers to many places (settings) and encounters (experiences) that become possible through fieldwork (Davis & Konner, 2011; Watson, 1999; Bradburd, 1998). Many men and women in the interviews I formally conducted and taped had spent time in one or more of the sixteen field sites that I was visiting/observing concurrently. It was more than my being there. Wherever I went, I casually met people with experience in places where I spent time (enhanced by Work-Travel Study Intercepts). Many knew and/or were familiar with settings in these field sites. If not, they were likely to have spent time in another setting at that site or in a nearby site. Their experience was extensive. Experiences we shared while I was present, and not, which they shared among themselves, attest to an irregular movement of workers over multiple sites. They were in transition constrained by employment generally but not always based on their securing work in common crops within a circumscribed “breadbasket”.




        This process of socio-economic re-constitution was further elaborated when I re-connected with someone known from another field site. I mostly re-encountered people whom I knew in the Lower South and Middle South, given greater time spent in these areas. Traveling to sites and settings in the eastern United States, I observed the shifting movement of people from locale to locale, which permitted me to re-connect and interact with some of the same workers in other sites. The first day of field observation in Pepperton seven hours from Agton, for example, I re-encountered six men from the Migrant Worker Risk Study among a cluster of men behind the convenience store where I would spend time over two summers. One of the men, Cien (A189), regularly returned to Agton; four of the six had left Agton and were working on-the-season; Santo (A170), the sixth, left Agton and re-settled in Pepperton. Nacho, Luto and Lino I met at The Market in Pepperton for the Work-Travel Study the fourth summer of the Migrant Worker Risk Study, and each man I later re-encountered in Agton. More familiar with Agton than the other two, Nacho spent time in the staging area. He alternated for more than a decade between winter in Agton and summer in Pepperton. Luto and Lino switched from clusters at The Market (Pepperton) to a few infrequent appearances in one of the several barrooms that I was observing as a mini-study in Agton. The men and a few women from Agton who spent their summers in Pepperton more often were migrants than townspeople.




        Most distanced was a re-encounter in Agton (Lower South) with a man who first enrolled in the Migrant Worker Risk Study in a seasonal site of the Upper South. We recognized each other, as I had accompanied local staff on the visit to his labor camp. Another distanced re-encounter was with Taro from The Market in Pepperton (Lower South) with whom I spoke one afternoon as he was visiting occupants at the House of Recovery in Endive (Middle South). I interacted with him two years earlier when he was a pinhook worker in Pepperton. This time he was wearing a carpenter’s tool belt in Endive. Our re-encounter was brief. To my initial comment of recognition, “It’s the same Taro” (Es el mismo Taro), he told me without expression, “I’m not the same” (No soy el mismo), to let me know that he no longer held to that time of his life when he was part of the clusters in Pepperton. As an apprenticed carpenter he had more responsibility. I detected a reluctance on his part to reflect back on his past, a time that was “abandoned” at our moment of re-encounter. How many times he changed paths and locales, and what he might have thought of Agton, which he reportedly had once visited (Chapter 5, Second Summer), I never explored with him. He had pressing matters related to his current work, and left before I did.




        I spent time with Fabio, Rafa and Seco at the Bungalow in Lauch during the first Work-Travel Study, where they co-rented a small apartment (once a “bungalow” for domestic help) accessible in an alley behind a large two-story house converted into multiple rooms and rented to workers. One day in Agton, I re-encountered these three while visiting in-town camps several blocks from La Calle. After accepting their offer of lunch, I spent the afternoon. I re-encountered Hayes (A231) and Atkins (A254) from the Migrant Worker Risk Study at the Farmer’s Market in Lanatus. Atkins had driven his car, whereas Hayes came with a contractor and introduced me to him (whom I had never met in Agton). Hayes on his return to Agton I later visited a few times in the rooming house where he stayed in La Calle. Atkins left Lanatus, as he had said he would, to return to his hometown a few hours from Agton. Each of these and other similar cases of re-connection took place across a landscape of a day’s travel one from the other in the Lower South. Tacito (A572) who enrolled late in the Migrant Worker Risk Study, as another example, I visited in the Middle South at the Apple Orchard Camp more than a day’s travel from Agton, after unexpectedly meeting him inside the game room of the only convenience store in Courgette. He was surprised as much as I was. He told me “to stop by” the camp, which I did, several times.




        Traveling unrelated to fieldwork, I less often encountered someone from Agton. In Goodwin (hour from Agton), walking from a county bus stop to the immigration project where I worked, I re-connected with Nathan (A247) on a narrow side street. He and A176 were two players often encountered in La Calle (Examples #1 and #2, Chapter 2). I also re-encountered Bosede (A153) in Goodwin, who earlier had completed a Narrative Life Story for the Drug Use Onset Study. He was staying at a mission house where I had gone to meet with staff for the immigration project. As I was leaving, I noticed him in the open dormitory and took a few minutes to speak with him. I briefly saw Henry (A127) at a service station where I stopped for gas, three hours from Agton, while traveling with my wife. He was among the dozen men and women whom I interviewed (taped) at the homeless shelter my first year with the Migrant Worker Risk Study. Finally, I rode the bus one year to the annual anthropology meeting in the Northeast and spent time en route with a small-landholder tomato grower from Agton. After our informative talk, I wondered why more growers in agriculture couldn’t express the abiding passion that he embodied for his important work and the silent compassion that he felt for his workers.




        Stories also bridged the spaces of research. I met Doñoni in Pepperton and later heard a story of him about the time he drove a car into Cane Lake (Lower South), told one morning by a man who was visiting the Apple Orchard Camp in Courgette (Middle South). Seated with Cholón, the man had “been there” when the event occurred. Although I introduced myself as a researcher, as I did with people unknown to me, he had no idea where I had traveled or whom I knew. Over the first summer at the apple camp, Cholón told stories of living with his brother in Agton. The two bars that he named led me to surmise that he had connections to contracting. Located near the farmer’s market, both bars were patronized by crew bosses. Later that summer, I learned that his brother was the main contractor for fruit workers in the camp. Thus, Cholón was the one person present in the camp who was not a “farm worker”.




        Blush (A368) and Kim (A342) were iconic figures in stories that Doñoni told one evening at The Market in Pepperton. By this time I had taped an interview with Blush at her kitchen table in Agton and often spoke with her when I spent time in the evening in La Calle. First year of the Migrant Worker Risk Study, Kim enrolled. He visited Agton the third year of the team project and explained that he had moved to another town of the same state. He was very fortunate. Given his street activity and drug use, he could have been deported. This actually happened to Santo from Agton who re-settled in Pepperton (above). When I visited The Market one year after my fieldwork ended, Ulises (pinhook contractor) told me what became of people present at the time of visits to that field site. Most surprising to me, he and Gallo had joined efforts as pinhook co-contractors. Less surprising, Santo was deported for “lack of moral turpitude” on reaching the statutory limit on arrests for petty theft, a practice whose outcomes we often had witnessed at The Market (5th and 12th visits, Chapter 5). Nacho told a few stories about Amado and summer “girlfriends” at The Market in Pepperton. I later met Amado in Shadow Lounge to which he and his Agton girlfriend rode bicycles, which they parked and locked outside with the same chain.




        No doubt men and women with more common names were missed or unverified in stories told in distanced locales from where I had known them. The uncommon names and nicknames, mentioned above, were those less easily confused. Unique names unknown to me would have been persons not yet encountered. Altogether, “places” (settings) and “spots” (nested niches) where we had spent or still spent time were iconic locations whose remembrances we exchanged. These spaces provided a backdrop to the stories that men and women told through which they consolidated an identity as locale-to-locale migrants in agriculture, and revealed how structural vulnerability was affecting their lives.




        With people I met I occasionally shared familiarity with locales known to be farm towns on where jobs might be available, to spark conversation … and offer my knowledge. I interviewed in-context DYO in front of his room along Motel Boulevard, for example, where he was staying in Russet (Upper South) and MNO at a migrant camp in the Midwest (Chapter 2). DYO spent winters in Pumela and had worked in Agton. Learning about worker lifestyles and labor crews gave me a view of migrant life outside the immediacy of time and space, when I individually encountered and/or re-encountered men. Not surprisingly, women constrained by drug use I did not re-encounter but heard stories of their adventures. Immersing myself in a world of inter-locale travel and shifting farm labor, I became part of lived experiences that centered their lives. I was beneficiary of having been there. I could talk reasonably informed of certain places and spots, much like MNO could tell fellow workers in the Midwest about the Migrant Worker Risk Study in Agton, the unknown worker could tell stories to Cholón of events generated by Doñoni in another state, whom both had known in Agton, and Doñoni could tell stories of Kim and Blush, whom he remembered from Agton. Inter-personal contacts provided me with a view of farm labor, as it was (being) articulated (there) through an active multi-sited worker discourse.




        In sum, multi-sited research provided me with a vantage point that replicated the movement of workers and their re-constitution from locale to locale by disaggregation and seasonal assembly. By naming these workers, describing our experiences in re-connecting, which include my recognition of names in stories told in distanced sites, I have used the gambit of showing the reader, that having been there I was immersed in field research. Ethnographers cannot calculate response rates to demonstrate confidence levels in their data. But we can describe how the people we met and knew were the right ones to provide valid and reliable data through telling their stories and permitting us to share in past experiences, and present, as they were happening.


      




      

        Naming People and Places




        I find fascinating the fictive names that ethnographers utilize in their monographs. Those that come to mind include diverse street names created by Claire Sterk for the 46 sex workers named in Tricking and Tripping (2000) and more numerous female drug users in Fast Lives (1999), in contrast to use of full names by Ana Aurelia López in The Farmworkers’ Story (2007) for mostly kin-related men and women she interviewed in west-central Mexico and in Watsonville/Salinas, California. These extreme cases portray the hidden worlds of drugs and sex, and demonstrate the need for coded identification (Sterk), in contrast to labor-intensive work in fields, orchards, and processing plants, which is essential to agricultural productivity (López). A notable feature of the naming practices by these fieldworkers was maximum inclusion of respondents. In Fast Lives, we find 96 female drug users with excerpted quotations, where 86 are identified by name; in total, Sterk presents 140 interview excerpts and brief field notes on three men and three women. In The Farmworkers’ Story, field interviews over several trips with 33 families and 22 growers incorporated social networks that yielded 12 prefatory quotes that anticipate the chapter themes (a few also from “authorities”), 17 vignettes and five photo figures, and more than two dozen other mentions of names in the text. López incorporates more than eighty unduplicated typically full names in the text, with several unnamed individuals identified with kin terms, such as spouse, son or daughter, and aunt or uncle, among others.




        Names serve multiple purposes in popular literature (Nilsen & Nilsen, 2007). Fictive names that I selected for this monograph were meant to establish the tone and mood for life stories that appear in the text, personalize the events they describe, and serve as memory aids when persons re-appear elsewhere in the monograph. I sought to confer a sense of dignity to sampled men and women by randomly choosing common names of well-known individuals from the same groups represented in the sample. Not using full names will remind the reader these men and women were part of a hidden world of drugs and sex, where some might lack official documentation. Fictive names were used for tutors, narrators, and players whom I observed in La Calle (e.g., Kealing in the stamp to this chapter) and others from either or both studies; case numbers the first time that I mention a respondent who was part of the Migrant Worker Risk Study but not the Drug Use Onset Study; and three letters for persons briefly encountered in fieldwork whose names were unknown (such as MNO and DYO). This presentation style will help readers to recognize where a person fits among the data sets that I collected during extended ethnography.




        I took fictive names for locales from agriculture. These provide readers with a clue that data from that site were related to farm labor. Given a need for protecting participants, particularly where hidden behaviors were witnessed, I follow conventions of prior research on farm workers. I do not specify the locales or the states where I worked. I follow naming practices for the representation of places and locales, and adjust the way that I identify regions of the southern United States in the style of writers who use general terms for areas broader than the states:





        

          	> Upper South: Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia;




          	> Middle South: Arkansas, Kentucky, North Carolina, and Tennessee;




          	> Lower South: Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, and South Carolina.


        




        This breakdown varies slightly from “Agricultural Regions” defined by the U.S. Department of Agriculture in the National Agricultural Workers Survey (NAWS) and more closely follows the designation of boundaries adopted by other federal agencies.




        This arrangement represents historic sectors. A concentration of enslaved men and women for several centuries, for example, was found across the “Black Belt” of all Lower South states except Florida. These states contributed many families and individuals for two diasporas by African Americans after World War One and World War Two (Tolnay, 1989). Hardships were great. Livelihoods were difficult and economic gains often differed little between persons who re-settled in the North or South (Eichenlaub, Tolnay, & Alexander, 2010). As another example, historic appearance of horses in North America and newly settled areas of the Lower South originated in Hispaniola and Caribbean islands. Horses in the Middle South and Upper South in contrast were brought from the Lower South, transported on English ships (Davis, 2007). Crop variability has been evident across the regions, notably for cotton, sugar cane and turpentine in the Lower South, and tobacco in Middle South and Upper South. Lower South became known for the production of citrus (recent) and Middle South for tobacco production (historic). “Cotton… demands more work… and yields less reward than all the rest” (Agee & Evans, 2001/1941, p. 288). Heavy agricultural labor is what made it infamous in numerous professional analyses, films and documentaries. Otherwise, the southern states are well known for perishable crops that include an assortment of berries, tree fruits and nuts, and vegetables and fruits, which grow on or in the ground, and/or in the trees of orchards and groves.




        Primary and secondary field sites, as it were, were not the only ones with farm workers who used drugs. I witnessed (experienced) the wrath of local people, not the study participants, in one or another rural town that had been the focus of a study or documentary before my interest in drug/alcohol use among farm workers. A milder sentiment is reported by Brian Haley in Reimagining the Immigrant (2009), where local residents expressed their disappointment (p. 51) over an early study of Shandon by Elvin Hatch in Biography of a Small Town (1979). For me the most memorable were towns where the television crew for Harvest of Shame came, enjoyed Southern hospitality, and left. After Harvest of Shame (Morrow & Lowe, 1960) aired on Thanksgiving Day in 1960, a few residents remembered how they felt misrepresented. I spoke with people who could recall or had heard about the documentary. It was localized comments on the treatment of workers that understandably bothered them. Although exclusionary practices were common in farming across the southern United States, certain locales received more scene coverage in this particular documentary. Thus, my intent to present a general view of the context for the agricultural gray zone experienced by farm workers is without specific locale names.


      




      

        People in the Data




        For the Narrative Life Stories, I used English with 57 men and 25 women born in the United States, usually the South, and Spanish with 44 men and one woman born in Central America or the Caribbean (N=173 interviews from drug-using farm workers; see Appendix G). Several of the 45 Spanish-speaking workers came with family to the states the first time. A few persons spoke a European-derived language of a home country other than Spanish (English or French) or a non-European language (three Creole-based, six indigenous). For some of these I used English; for some I used Spanish. Some of those speaking more than one language were the only members of family to have spent time in the United States. I conducted 25 interviews in the early months of the Drug Use Onset Study with sixteen persons who performed farm labor but did not use drugs, and several users who never worked in agriculture. Apart from these, I taped a dozen exploratory interviews my first year with the Migrant Worker Risk Study.




        One similarity among sampled drug-using farm workers was their means of transportation. More men and women rode a bicycle or walked, than owned and drove an automobile in their lifetime. This is not surprising. The National Agricultural Workers Survey (U.S. Department of Labor) has consistently found vehicle owners among less than half of farm workers sampled in perishable crops. Percentages range from high to low 40s; sometimes they fell below but never above. In my study, more than 85 percent of the 127 sampled men and women relied on walking and several rode a bicycle. Many used public transportation in areas where it was available, and/or solicited rides among and between the small towns where they lived. Most were transported for free but a few paid a fee for transportation in harvesting buses, vans and trucks to fields, orchards, groves, nurseries, packing houses and warehouses where they worked. Other individuals who “provided rides” expected a small fee for their services.




        A second similarity was incarceration. Four-fifths of the men and more than one-fifth of the women among the 127 had been incarcerated at some point in their lifetime. At the high end, 15 men and women served sixty-plus years in state prison, mostly for street-level drug sales and auto theft. Another 48 spent time “in and out” of local jails for disorderliness and drunkenness, robbery and burglary, and parole violation. Twelve women and men spent a few days or weeks in jail, no more than once or twice in their lifetime. High frequency of time spent “incarcerated” is not surprising (see, e.g., Fuentes, 2014). Published estimates derived from data supplied by the Border Patrol, for example, suggest that ten to fifteen percent of the undocumented individuals apprehended in this country have prior arrest records in the United States (Banks, 2008, p. 22).




        Apart from similarities of minimized mobility in transportation and maximized immobility with incarceration, and the criteria of drug/alcohol use and agricultural experience to determine eligibility for the Drug Use Onset Study and Migrant Worker Risk Study, men and women who became narrators of Narrative Life Stories told various stories about good and bad experiences. Some were sought, some were not. A few were horrendous. Many were similar to a life story imaginably told by someone from mainstream society. Some common things taken for granted through life in the United States were experienced as “successes”, often with fondness and humor, by male and female narrators in the drug-using farm worker sample. Humor in adversity lightens but does not totally erase its effects, or potential for future repetition (Bletzer, 2010).




        More men and women born in this country graduated from high school than those born outside the United States. Less than half of the foreign-born workers were high school graduates. One woman and two men born in this country achieved distinction at two-year and four-year colleges, being named as chancellor’s scholar and dean’s list, respectively. Two of the three earned a bachelor’s degree. One woman (see Anna, Chapters 2 and 10) and one man received a sports scholarship to attend an out-of-state community college. Both earned an associate’s degree. Another man was active in a Future Farmer’s Program but never became a grower. His father had performed migrant work in childhood and as an adult; his mother did migrant labor as an adult, after she married (her father owned a farm). At the other extreme of academic notoriety, one man had “first sex” with a female teacher in middle school (see Alejo, Chapter 3). Four men born in this country and one born outside the United States were “kicked out” of high school. Of the three suspended, two in this country returned; one competed in wrestling, both graduated. Two of the five men were permanently expelled for fighting and dealing drugs, respectively.




        For respondents who reported non-agricultural work before and/or during the period when they were using drugs, most were employed in semi-skilled positions in factories (generally textile or sawmill), construction (carpenter’s apprentice), general delivery (e.g., floral orders) and/or clerical work (e.g., secretary for a national charity, harvest-company bookkeeper). Before entering this country, one man worked for a mining company outside the United States (see Ólnico, Chapters 7 and 9). A few performed odd jobs “off the books” (e.g., collecting salvage metal and discarded cans [known as canning]; washing cars; sweeping a commercial business). During the later stages of drug use, when they had reduced their intake, eight men were self-employed as part-time mechanics or in a lawn service they had established. Several men in the Middle South treatment program that I visited were placed in semi-skilled positions such as busboy, dishwasher or cook in restaurants. As older teenagers, before becoming heavily involved in drugs, one woman served food in her father’s restaurant in the Northeast (see extended quote, Chapter 10), and another bussed tables and washed dishes in her mother’s café in the Lower South (see Sibel, Chapters 4, 7, 9). One man built a restaurant in his home country from the savings that he earned as a migrant.




        Several men had worked as youth on family land (“plot” or parcela) outside this country. These narrators I mostly encountered at the House of Recovery, where I stayed while conducting interviews at the treatment program. One who lived in the co-rented house had worked on coastal plantations as an adolescent, traveled as an older teen musician, and co-founded a development project as a young adult, before coming to this country (see Kuiche, Chapters 4, 7, 9). One man raised in “the backwoods” of the Lower South left town with his family’s permission, went to a northern city, and worked in two grocery stores (daytime) and clubs (night). He gained grocery store skills in his hometown (winters) and performed farm labor on the east coast (summers), before he later upgraded to butchering skills and nighttime jazz-blues deejay in the North. As a teenager, an interest in music led him to learn from knowledgeable adults in Agton. Two other men briefly worked in grocery stores in the Middle South. Before this, one had worked with mother and siblings in seasonal agriculture, and two had no experience in agriculture until later in life (see Cal and Custis, Chapters 7 and 9). Another man briefly delivered prepared meals.




        No one else born in this country reported experience in food distribution (e.g., supermarket, grocery store) or meal preparation (e.g., restaurant, café). A man once self-employed as a tailor in Mexico worked a few months as a stock-man for a grocery store in the Middle South, before working in agriculture. Another man from the Caribbean worked for several years as camp cook in the Lower South. I found surprising this scarcity in work experience at later steps in the food process. Places where food was sold, prepared and/or served, from crops these men and women harvested, was rarely a form of alternative employment. Similarly, no one currently worked in long distance shipping, although two men occasionally drove produce trucks short distances to nearby counties and, for a few years, two men drove trucks cross-country (one was Lanton, Chapters 2, 6 and 8). Most workers whom I encountered had remained at the beginning stages of agricultural labor, rather than the end that extends to distribution, delivery and preparation for consumption. More than one writer has called farm workers, fittingly, first handlers of fruits and vegetables (see Rothenberg, 1998, p. 1; cited by G. Thompson, 2010; also Holmes, 2013, p. 43). Grocery stores (with rare exceptions, noted above), supermarkets (another exception) and restaurants (two women were exceptions) were infrequently reported work sites. As I describe in the penultimate chapter, this end-point extends to the potential practices of survival maintenance.




        One man left home at age 11 to work at odd jobs in a nearby city of his home country, before he came to this country in his 20s. He was instrumental in organizing several Spanish-speaking Alcoholic Anonymous groups in a multi-county area of the Middle South (see Polo, Chapters 4, 7, 9). One woman briefly employed in county corrections in the Lower South had a brief experience in agriculture, which lasted a few days. Another man after childhood and adolescent migratory labor experience worked five years as addiction counselor for a non-profit agency in an adjacent county. When he came back to live in his hometown, he relapsed by initiating crack-cocaine. Otherwise, no one reported prior employment in law enforcement or criminal justice, or helping professions, except the woman who worked as day care assistant for head start on arrival in Agton, before a job with a national charity field office (above), before she became heavily involved in drug use and corresponding contractual sex work.




        No one born in this country who performed farm labor had received advanced training, such as architecture, dentistry, engineering, finance, journalism, law, medicine, music, pharmacy, public health, radio/television, sail making, and taxidermy or tax assessment, among others. Nonetheless, family members born both inside and outside this country worked as professionals: attorney (brothers of two men), banker (brother), county judge (aunt), nurse (two mothers, two sisters), physician (two fathers, one sister), among others. In the Middle South, one U.S.-born man worked at a nuclear power plant, another at a chemical plant. Each plant closed. The first man left (Black). The second left (White) when he found his wife cheating on him (see Jeff, Chapters 7 and 9). Both turned to agricultural labor to supplement work as a free-lance mechanic (first) and odd jobs (second). Two persons born in this country held government jobs for a few months or few years. By far, the longest was a man employed fourteen years with the county to which he had moved after high school graduation. As child and adolescent, he had performed farm labor (see Wesley, Chapters 7, 9, 11). One woman worked as custodian with the federal government, before invited by a cousin to drive a van of workers from Upper to Lower South. After that, she re-settled in the Lower South (see LS01-Agton-1, Chapter 8). Two men trained outside this country worked as accountant and engineer in home countries, respectively, before farm labor in this country. Both were involved in heavy alcohol use, rather than illicit drugs.




        Eight men and women received Job Corps training in southern cities. Less than a third later acquired work, and then only briefly, in the area of their structured training (e.g., mechanic, cook). Two U.S.-born men (one Black, one White) had once worked as contract fishermen in the Gulf of Mexico. Similar to non-agricultural experiences described in the Narrative Life Stories, this work was limiting, but the men showed an entrepreneurial spirit mixed with opportunities that were often not-so-fortuitous.




        Several men and one woman became citizens or legal permanent residents. One man became a U.S. citizen during fieldwork. After obtaining sobriety a few months before we met, he legally brought a woman from his home village into the country and married her. Two men after years of separation reunited with family members. One returned home, and one reunited with his wife, daughter and daughter’s husband, all of whom I met one morning in an apartment that he and his wife were renting in a small town (see Kuiche, Chapters 7 and 9). He earlier told me that he once worked with an anthropologist in his natal community, before a period of drinking. I gave him the phone number to contact the anthropologist (which he did) with whom I later spoke at a professional meeting. In addition, three men told stories of phone contact with family in home countries after years of no communication. Others maintained contact and periodically sent money to family members or spouses. I recognized one of the men a few years later, when his picture appeared on the Internet. Otherwise, workers born inside and outside this country often stopped communication with their family, after beginning to become more heavily involved in the use of drugs and/or alcohol.




        I met men with incredible scars, accompanied by sobering stories of injury inflicted by others (next paragraph), through accidents of teenage exuberance (see Maní, Chapter 2), or agricultural complicity (see Kevin, Chapters 7 and 9). Sometimes men and women acted in reverse. Their actions prevented injury or death. One man, for example, delayed his border crossing to seek assistance for a man whom he found along the Rio Grande River in South Texas, near death, bleeding from stab wounds. In the states he stayed in contact with the man, who later told him when he obtained U.S. citizenship. The man who acted selflessly later secured legal residency and has spent most of his adult life, as a different kind of hero, earning money to support his wife, children, and aging mother, who had raised him as a single parent in their home country. Before he obtained sobriety, he drank excessively and briefly used drugs. Other individuals told stories of kindness which they provided and/or had received from both family and friends.




        Several persons survived severe bodily harm outside war. Maní was shot in a local bar fight, for example, where he went to help his brother attacked by men wielding knives. Friends of his brother came to request his presence. Another man mistaken for his cousin was attacked by a gang in a barrio. The first man carries entrance and exit scars across his abdomen, and the second carries a small caliber bullet at his elbow (never removed surgically). Both incidents took place in agricultural breadbaskets.




        Outside agricultural settings, more than a dozen men had served in the military in this country or home country. None served in a war zone. Two had worked in drug eradication patrols in Mexico. Despite a potential for ironic humor, given their later drug use after honorable military discharge, each described their experience, matter-of-factly. At the time of military service, they were not fond of drugs or alcohol. Many women in the sample experienced childhood abuse and/or street violence. Although long existing but typically underreported (Cediel, Bergman, & Yeung, 2013), none of the women who had performed farm labor reported they were “raped” in the fields. Instead, they had experienced sexual violence in relation to sex work and/or when not working, after they had begun to earn money in this way.




        Four men had lived “in the woods” for economic reasons and social privacy. Each experience took place after they had begun using drugs. Several men spent periods of time on the street as “outdoor homeless”, before finding a place to stay. A few said that they occasionally slept in “abandoned automobiles”, a euphemism for cars left unlocked (see MS03-Endive-1, Chapter 8).




        Telling me she was “shy”, one woman as we sat at her kitchen table asked to hear a part of her taped Narrative Life Story. I obliged, after rewinding and playing a portion of the tape. After I moved to the southwestern United States, she sent me a news article based on an interview that she permitted with a local reporter, where she discretely, and in less detail than our interview, revealed her reasons for moving to the Lower South and past activities in commercial sex work and related drug use (see LS01-Agton-3 and LSO1-Agton-9, Chapter 8).




        Most men and women who performed migratory or seasonal labor had worked previously and/or were currently working with labor contractors. A few as children and adolescents traveled with families that arranged work with growers outside their home-base community. Others had work experience in packing plants and distribution sheds outside fields or orchards. Two men in the drug use sample were contractors: one formerly (US-born) and one currently (transnational). One non-drug-user with whom I taped an interview (outside the 127) was a transgender crew leader whose workers were mostly immigrant women. She was appreciated by local people for her knowledge of immigration law and willingness to help people “without papers”. The family members of those in the Drug Use Onset Study who were labor contractors included five fathers, two brothers, and four brothers-in-law. One man formerly drove a harvest van in the West, and one woman, already mentioned (above), drove her cousin’s van from the Northeast to the Lower South. Three men had driven tractors in the field and/or trucks from the fields to packing houses.




        Most sampled respondents were born in farming communities or small towns, and a few in medium-sized cities. Rare few were born in metropolitan areas and even fewer chose to visit large cities near a birthplace or the rural locations where they worked, unless they had extended family members living in these locales. One man was born on-the-season in the Northeast; another was born in a year-round labor camp in the Lower South that had closed a few years before I began fieldwork; and one woman reminisced how she was born “on-the-road” when her mother and father were traveling by motorcycle to a migratory job in another state.




        Having introduced my sample as I remember them as people with experiences similar and different from those whom the reader may know, let me introduce them as “research subjects”. To summarize their commonalities, 65 percent of the 127 men and women currently performed farm labor, 22 percent were working or had worked in agriculture, and 13 percent were disabled (most received compensation) and/or were recently injured (with or without compensation) and not currently working. Fifty-seven percent currently used drugs and/or alcohol, with 27 percent in treatment, 17 percent in recovery (Table 1), or “recovered” (see Grantfield & Cloud, 1999).




        

          Table 1 Narrator sample for the drug use onset study
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        These, then, are the women and men whom I came to know through Narrative Life Stories. Many others whom I came to know shared similar experiences of limited education; time in jail and prison; entrepreneurial spirit grounded in a strong work ethic and respect for family; injuries and scars accompanied by resilience forged by their hard work and experienced hardship; and willingness to sacrifice for others. Experiences of overcoming adversity before returning to the complexity of drugs/alcohol, again and again, paint a picture of an operative gray zone within local agricultural infra-structures generally not told in news media or scientific literature. Similar to the vast majority of farm laborers, they work hard when and where employed, if jobs are available. Many still work in farm labor. At the same time, their multi-layered lifestyles have left an indelible memory of the bare life of living with, near and around adversity, as each man and women continues to acquire and internalize gray zone experiences.




        Workers whom I interviewed represented several cultural identities (Black, Latino, White, Native American), birthplaces mostly in the South or Northeast and outside the United States (Mexico, Central America and the Caribbean), languages (mostly English, Spanish), and time in farm labor (youth, adults, or both). Each feature appears multiple times both among the 127 and remaining respondents recruited and sampled in the Migrant Worker Risk Study (Appendix B).




        I interviewed more men and women than might be considered necessary, owing to concern for thematic adequacy (O’Reilly & Parker, 2012), an issue debated within discussions of “theoretical saturation” (Bowen, 2008). Given the heterogeneity of the targeted farm labor population (see Small, 2009; Kozak, 2009) I wondered whether I could secure and generate a representative view of drug-using farm workers, from a few narrators, if over the full sample they varied by place of birth, language spoken at home, amount of time in farm labor, skills by different crops, age, former or current marital status, among other characteristics. So, I sampled more to secure more information. Hopefully, it has Benefitted the presentation of material in this monograph.


      




      

        Selection of Cases




        I start by introducing Jay, a farm worker raised in the Lower South. He was recruited to the Drug Use Onset Study by Quentin, one of 24 tutors who regularly helped and supported me.




        Jay was born in a rural southern town which never reached 5,000 persons, the entire time he was growing up. Youngest of five siblings, he worked the summer months in local vegetable fields and pecan orchards, when school was out. One summer he secured short-term employment as a janitor at the county hospital. Another summer he spent a few weeks with an older sister in a large city of an adjacent state, where he later moved and lived with her, once he graduated from high school. None of these are unusual experiences for farm workers born in the United States. As teens, men and women raised in migrant families work in agriculture during summers and sometimes secure alternative jobs outside agriculture. As children they rarely spend time in summer school or “lie around” the house. Raised in agricultural areas, migrant families use summers to perform farm labor or visit family members living outside their locale. Sometimes, this experience might lead to re-settling in a new locale after high school, followed by a younger sibling or cousin to the same locale. This practice of following a family member to another locale is similar to that noted for immigrants in general, born outside the United States.




        At age 19, Jay began working year-round for a large agro-business that grew vegetables and fruits two hours from the city where he lived with his sister. He and his stepfather were hired at the same time. Men and women in my sample, and those interviewed in other contexts, often covered two-three generations of a single family on the same job. This was common for African American and Latino workers. Jay and his step-father lived year-round on the company labor camp. They worked winters in the Lower South in citrus and traveled to other states during the summer for seasonal crops, such as pears in the Middle South and apples in the Upper South. When finished, they returned to the company camp, which simultaneously served as their “home-base”. Over some 15 years with his step-father, Jay worked a few seasons in watermelon, as a passer from field to the truck, and in ground crops, such as cabbage, cauliflower, onions, tomatoes and peppers, and in vine crops such as grapes and peanuts. The availability of work was greater with the agro-business than that existing in his hometown.




        Jay named varieties of oranges, grapefruit and tangerines that he learned working in citrus groves. He knew their differences for picking and what made them desirable for early or late season harvesting. Most varieties were ones his employer grew. Given his height, he told me that he preferred tree crops like citrus, apples and pears, rather than ground crops like tomatoes and cabbage. He evidentially held to a stereotype that short workers should work in ground crops, a popular view that differentiates foreign-born versus U.S.-born workers. More than once I heard someone verbalize this belief (see, for example, Vasco, 12th-13th-14th-15th-16th Visit, Chapter 5; on similar attitudes in the western United States, see Holmes, 2013, pp. 155-181).




        When his stepfather retired from the agro-company and returned home, Jay moved to Agton, where he worked with contractors in citrus and watermelon and sometimes traveled for apple harvests on-the-season. It was the same town where Quentin earlier had moved from the company camp. Quentin introduced me to Jay. When I met him, Jay was 40-years-old and active in farm labor. Several men in agriculture whom I met were over 40 years of age, and some were over 50. Farm labor was a way of life, when few opportunities were available to them. Women rarely stayed in agriculture beyond the age of 30 or 40, or at least this was true of the women whom I met through extended ethnography.




        What I remembered about Jay, when I drew the random number that told me he would be my lead narrative story, was a chance encounter with his high school sweetheart, far from the clay soil of the southern state where each had been raised. At the time Jay was staying with his sister. This reunion led to their getting back together, temporarily. They first met when bussing was initiated in their school district. Several in my sample experienced bussing as students. Jay’s girlfriend was raised in a nearby community of 1,000 people, one-fifth the size of his hometown. More than 60 percent in each were African American. For their re-encounter Jay says, “I ran up on her in the grocery store. I was shopping for my sister and paying at the counter. When I turned to leave, she said, “Jay!” I said, “Who is you?” At this point in his story, Jay paused, before telling me, “When I last saw her, she was slim”, moving his hands in a feminized silhouette to show me how she had grown since the last time he saw her. He shifted to a southern register to distinguish his speech (Jay) from his girlfriend, Dora Mae (DM).




        DM: “You don’t know me?”




        Jay: “No”. I said, “Who you is?”




        DM: She say, “I’m your girlfriend, Dora Mae”.




        Jay: I say, “What?” I said “Lord have mercy!”




        Smiling, he continued, “When I see her again, she done got weight and sure was fine”. Telling me how surprised he was, he explained, “Other women never appealed to me. That one sure did. She was my favorite woman”.




        Jay was fourteen when they first had sex, three years before they graduated from high school. Although they talked of marriage after reuniting, it never happened. Dora Mae and Jay resemble the star-crossed lovers, Evangeline and Gabriel, who were betrothed in the epic poem by Henry Wadsworth Longfellow (1897). They were separated and only reunited before death, after the farmers of Acadie (north of Maine) were scattered over the colonies and sought their livelihood among unexplored lands not yet states. Like Jay who traveled and worked with his step-father, Evangeline’s beau, Gabriel, accompanied his father, Basil Lajeunesse, to settle in the Louisiana bayou country (line 816), before he “sought in the Western wilds oblivion of self and sorrow” (line 835). Like Evangeline in her long quest to find Gabriel, Dora Mae came on her own. Evangeline was searching; Dora Mae was not. She found Jay when each was young, whereas Evangeline re-united with Gabriel in Pennsylvania, when both were older, where each had been drawn to a locale of Quaker residents, whose religion was closer to their own.




        Neither reunion had a Hollywood ending. Gabriel was dying in an almshouse, where he was encountered by Evangeline, after the city was struck by a pestilence (Longfellow, 1897, lines 1343-1380). Like Dora Mae with Jay, Evangeline recognizes Gabriel despite the passage of time. Her voice awakens in him reciprocal recognition. Lacking the soul-bonding that is possible through published poetry, Jay required a little nudging. The reunion of each pair was brief: but moments for Evangeline/Gabriel and several weeks for Dora Mae/Jay. Gabriel passes in Evangeline’s arms in the same almshouse where she first encountered him (lines 1374-1380). Jay passes from Dora Mae’s arms to continue in farm labor. He was starting a lifetime of short hire livelihood, whereas Gabriel had completed years of wilderness labor. Evangeline and Gabriel were buried side by side in the church yard (lines 1381-1389). And what became of Dora Mae? Jay later learned that she had married someone else (see Chapters, 7, 8, 9).




        Further resemblance comes from circumstances that sent each couple from their hometown. In the case of the French-speaking Acadian farmers, the English plotted to exclude them from their lands. Nearby people in Canada mistrusted the Acadians because they felt that they were loyal to English-speaking colonists and the English disliked them because their knowledge of French was perceived as loyalty to the French in Canada (see Hale, 1897). Yet, decades later when colonies became states and people were homesteading farm land, the new Constitution was prepared in three languages, English, French and German, so that colonial settlers could read the country’s charter. The area where Jay and Dora Mae attended school was a small breadbasket. Jay chose to re-locate, knowing the difficulty he would have finding a job in or outside agriculture. Although he had graduated on time, Jay missed school owing to farm labor. To earn a living for people in his community, when someone was excluded from stabilizing employment, that person moved to another area of the state or, like Jay and Dora Mae, they re-settled in another state.




        Their chance encounter had an unexpected consequence, at least before they separated again. Migrants move in circuits limited or enhanced by information sharing on where to work or move (see Appendix I). I knew of one other individual from Jay’s hometown who came to Agton, where Jay re-settled. The locale where Jay moved to stay with his sister was the residence for two men whom I met in Citrus City, and Kevin from Agton had lived there briefly (Chapter 9). Jay’s reunion with his former girlfriend reinforces the idea of migrant workers who follow inter-connected paths where, from time to time, they find others they know. Work-travel paths are embedded in a life for these people of mobility that mixes expanding and limiting opportunities that fluctuate over time.




        I might never have met Jay. His shy demeanor dissuaded him from spending time in Agton’s staging area, where I was conducting observations. Quentin introduced him to me. His circle of acquaintances was wider than Jay’s. He knew, and was known, by many women and men active in street-level pastimes, when not working. Quentin knew Jay from the time that they had lived on the company camp in the neighboring county. Jay trusted Quentin and allowed him to arrange the interview. Jay might not have reunited with his former girlfriend, had she not spoken up, when she recognized him in a store. He might have left. Jay could take action, at least briefly, and he did, which led to their reunion. But briefly: things can happen and he remained in farm labor. Like the men and women I will tell you about, things do happen – sometimes for better, sometimes not, but always within a gray zone long grounded in willful negligence.




        Jay introduces this monograph for different reasons than the way most ethnographies begin. Jay was not hand-picked. Although his story represents agricultural labor for workers hired through more traditional employment practices, his lived experience becomes his personal story. In it, he did things and pursued activities he felt to be appropriate. Similarly, men and women whom I interviewed narratively pursued experiences they felt were appropriate. Any one of them could have introduced this monograph, if randomly chosen. Jay is the first of 24 cases from my sample of 127 narrators that I randomly selected to include. In many ways he represents men raised in rural African American communities in the southern United States, who spend a lifetime earning a livelihood through agricultural labor. Stories by these men and women differ from those of men and women of other ethnicities and cultural backgrounds who labor in agriculture, and the experience of those born inside this country differ from those in agriculture who were born outside the United States. Farm workers comprise a diverse population, despite the inclusion of large numbers of persons of similar backgrounds and heritages.




        Farm workers share in common with each other vulnerability to marginal situations generated by political economies of agriculture at key historic periods. Responding to these periods, the reserve labor pools of workers made life-affecting choices under limited opportunities, seeking a better life to secure and/or maintain the activities that bring basic necessities. What they share in common with us is the desire to earn a livelihood. Where they differ is their choices are often circumscribed and limited, which generally and too easily lead to extremely difficult conditions. Like us, they desire a better life. They seek to secure a lifestyle that can bring enjoyment, if not comfort and safety and some semblance of financial security. When these aspirations cease to provide social dividends, they might choose to move on and find another locale to call home.




        Why did I select random cases? In ethnography, anthropologists rarely use randomized sampling. At the beginning of fieldwork, randomization is seldom used to identify and/or select participants. Ethnographers rely on emergent sampling to develop a sample over time (Johnson, 1990) and emergent discovery to write-up ideas unexpected when research began (Marcus, 2012). They gather data from knowledgeable people. Comparison of responses to the research questions lead to further ideas to explore. Narrative transcripts and annotated field notes can be coded for systematic review. Findings come from continuing analysis with preliminary review, before time in the field comes to an end. At least this is the path I took for this study. At times, my responsibilities with the Migrant Worker Risk Study constrained me to research in high-risk settings in a home-base community and on-the-season summer travel. These data led to ideas that I wanted to examine with narrative materials. As the team project came to a close, I secured funding to continue fieldwork with formal interviews in the style of a single investigator. By the time I selected the randomized cases that I examine in this monograph, I had already conducted a few analyses for presentations and written materials for a few publications.




        When reporting research findings, anthropologists develop materials for analysis, based on cases they select as representative for what they wish to illustrate. These cases “appear” while organizing and analyzing the data through emergent discovery, which precedes their selection for presentation or publication. Data become important, based on immersion in social settings and consistent engagement with people over time. Field data are generated and gleaned by personal contacts, both pre-arranged and spontaneous, which might be complemented by sorting through pre-existing data bases. Computer programs can provide researchers, including ethnographers, a means to search-organize-sort and review-analyze data to upgrade and/or complement analysis. In this monograph I use minimal information from pre-existing data bases.




        For me this style of anthropology became unwieldy. I was immersing myself in places where actors changed over time. Although I spent most of my time in a home-base community, I was traveling and collecting data in sites and settings across several states. In one sense, this style of fieldwork replicated the multi-sited, interrupted lifestyle that migrants experience. Travel/return home/move and re-settle/travel again/followed by more returning and going. For farm workers time to go and/or return was not always fixed. People shifted with whom I interacted. Some left and returned one, two, three or four years later. Some left and were never seen again. Others replaced them. Building the emergent sample of people to whom I am indebted, I asked myself how I might best illustrate, effectively, fairly and accurately, illustrative aspects of their lives in agriculture and their subjective experiences of bare life. Exploring their lives, I wanted to tell the story of the people in my data. This was my main goal in writing the monograph.




        Similar to other ethnographers, I have many cases I cannot include, given space limitations. Rather than choose those with data easy to elaborate, I present cases randomly selected. A few cases supplement common findings in the traditional style of ethnography, much like my broad-stroke overview presented for the full sample (above). As anthropologists, we pride ourselves on ability to collect detailed and robust field data that are “substantive”. From the data, we make generalizations, propose analytic points, draw conclusions and proceed undeterred by possible subjective bias in cases we select. If field data saturate the focus of inquiry and are truly robust, we feel confident the analysis will support the conclusion. If this is true, it should be possible to choose randomized cases from a larger sample and have choices “fit” the essential findings embedded within the data. This is one aspect of what I was seeking to achieve by randomizing twenty-four cases to include in the text. If I had selected the stories of certain narrators, this could lead in directions that were influenced subjectively by my choices, not their experience. Stories I collected on tape, conversational snippets I heard informally, and all of the observations that I made, were important. I needed an equitable way to select among materials. So I decided to randomize their selection. Eventually, I settled on the number of “24” narrators (Appendix A).




        Field materials varied by setting, level of experience of workers active in farm labor, and the activities described on tape or annotated in my field notes. Random selection is close to the instruction we use in teaching. Setting aside multiple-choice formats, we make creative use of prompts that we systematically compose for essays and short-answer responses. Responding to each prompt is the student’s task to demonstrate individual (or team) skills and the corresponding knowledge, acquired to that point in time.




        In a monograph, responding to randomized cases, as prompts, serves as the test of a researcher’s skill in interviewing and observation, where I-as-the-author cannot glean the best cases to present. I am required to go with the stories in the data, as they appear in transcripts, supplemented by field notes. Cases selected by randomization build the narrative. Second time a narrative emerges, it becomes important, analytically and theoretically. In responding to a request for proposals, we often read, “You may develop additional activities, but you must incorporate each of the following…” Once the 24 narrators were chosen, I incorporated excerpts from each of their Narrative Life Stories. Occasionally, I present material on other “activities”.


      


    




    

      Conventions




      My research community moved from town to town, state to state, and/or country to country. Thus, extended ethnography was the feasible means of investigation. For people of mobility migratory movement is embedded in infra-structures influenced by preferred crops, information on work availability, and selection of workers by contractors (compare Appendix D). Work is temporary, uncertain and irregular; physically demanding and repetitive; low in income. Agricultural jobs remain difficult, despite a few progressive reforms since the 1960s for social security, unemployment, and insurance. Transition can be abrupt. Survival requires unexpected solutions. When these fail, humor is a possible means to re-energize (Bletzer, 2010; Torres, 1997; Friedland & Nelkin, 1971, pp. 149-172). The compelling struggles of the sampled men and women have social origins precipitated by localized gray zone practices.




      In this monograph I seek to demystify the anthropology I draw on, provide information to illuminate drugging and drinking as a lesser known dimension of farm labor, and create a broad-based monograph. I write outside some conventions of traditional ethnography. The presentation at times replicates the variability that workers encounter in agriculture. Chapters differ in length and content, and the methods used to analyze the data. Chapters 4, 7 and 9 explore life stories from randomized narrators. Merging risk behavior data with quantified field notes, Chapter 2 and Chapter 6 focus on gathering sites in the home-base (Agton). Chapter 5 on disaggregation and seasonal assembly (Pepperton), and Chapter 8 on sex work (multiple sites), are generated from field notes, as elaborated qualitative data. Chapter 10 examines associations in food-sex and popular literature where agriculture figures in the storyline. Chapter 3 and Chapter 11 review aspects of extended ethnography; the first compares field strategies with those of exemplar fieldworkers, and the second collates fieldwork stories. Chapters 1 and 12 begin and end the monograph. Snippets precede each chapter to connect the field research to personal experiences, and Coda (thematic extension, narrator update) ends the chapters by resolving “loose ends”.




      Farm workers rely on multiple strategies over variable periods of time. These strategies result in a patchwork of experiences. The manner in which one stakes and ties tomatoes, for example, differs from cutting and turning watermelons before they are passed to the trucks, or picking citrus for placement in deep shoulder sacks, or stooping and gingerly setting picked strawberries on flat boxes, before they too are carried to nearby flatbed trucks. These techniques differ among themselves, outdoors, and from racking tobacco in indoor curing barns. Moreover, each of these differs from work where men and women must match the speed of a vehicle moving through the field, which sets the pace for work performance, such as that which occurs in lettuce harvesting (see G. Thompson, 2010, pp. 11-93).




      In agriculture the ideal of “progressively more responsible jobs” is possible (Du Bry, 2007) but it is not a trajectory for most farm workers. A farm worker follows a path of irregular labor opportunities, as he acclimates and is compelled to adapt to new locales. When she has finished seasonal work, before he returns to a home-base, where she seeks to be re-hired in previous employment or he seeks a new job, the process compels spatial mobility. In this ongoing process, a pool of workers is re-constituted by sojourns and translocations in new communities (see also Appendix C). Evidence of the uneven experience of migratory/seasonal life appears in works such as Y No Se Lo Tragó La Tierra [And the Earth Did Not Part] by Tomás Rivera (1992/1971), where a short anecdote (“stamp” estampa) serves to link the vignettes as “chapters” (Olivares, 1991, p. 417). As mentioned above, I adapted Rivera’s model with a snippet before each chapter that link personal experiences to the research I conducted. As an aside, a precursor to a stamp-anecdote appears at the beginning of Chicano by Richard Vasquez (2005/1970), where the author sets the stage for Juan Rubio’s “escape” from Mexico via railroad in the once desolate border area between Mexico and the United States.




      I utilize narrative style for excerpts. I introduce them in past tense to mark their occurrence as events that have taken place, shifting to present tense for the ethnographic present. Phenomena, practices, beliefs and values are rendered in ethnographic present, without suggesting lives with “no progress”, or people “frozen in time” and unable or unwilling to change (Willis, 2010, based on discussion by Fabian, 1983, pp. 71-104). To not confuse the reader, I use double quotation marks to identify speech from taped Narrative Life Stories and the words of reported speech from informal interviews, summarized from conversations, as soon as possible in scratch notes from which I developed field notes. Having conducted fieldwork prior to research in agricultural areas provided me with relevant skills in memorizing spoken phrases to reasonably re-construct essential portions of interview-conversations in the field. Understandably, re-constructed speech is short when it appears in the text, much like its shortened appearance in field notes. Transcript excerpts in contrast were derived from an ongoing conversation, which I could later render as a longer, verbatim statement from the narrators.




      I do not use the term, “informant”. Names for helpful persons implicitly describe an attitude about the research process. “Consultant” (Briggs, 1989) emphasizes expert knowledge from selected individuals and “accomplice” (Marcus, 1998) suggests complicity or mutuality, where an understanding is shared by an “insider” with an “outsider”. “Cultural guide” (Page & Singer, 2010) is an appropriate term for extended ethnography, because it emphasizes the important role that certain people play in taking the fieldworker through many facets of experience. The term that I prefer is tutor for the 24 men and women who acted as “cultural guides”, by assisting and instructing me. Tutoring was sporadic. When I might have thought everything was going well, someone would recognize a need for adjustment or modification or addition. This is when a tutor made suggestions worth my consideration or validated some method that I already was using.




      I use fictive names in the monograph, based on lists that I developed of common names for distinguished Latinos and African Americans. Native American names were “created”. From the lists I randomly selected those utilized in this monograph. This is my attempt to avoid subjective choices in personal naming, which is similar to the rationale for randomizing the narrators.




      I use months to distinguish time between and among contacts. That is, each month represents roughly 30 days (I annotated field visits by month, day, time). Except for Work-Travel Studies, visits to seven primary sites lasted three to five days or longer (Agton, my home-base, was the eighth). Visits to the eight secondary sites were often one or two days, when I spent the night nearby and returned the next morning to the field setting, or occasionally spent the night on-site (see Chapter 5). One gains through an intensified visit of several days and augments collected data by a passage of time ranging from a few weeks to one or more months with additional visits.




      In sum, this monograph is neither chronological in relation to fieldwork nor sequential in its chapter themes. It doesn’t fit sequence art with a storyboard to tell a story with rising action and issue resolution. It is similar to the way that a migrant moves over multiple paths to secure work and, in each secured job, performs tasks required to get the work done. Each job/each chapter tells its own story, united in this monograph by themes of bare life and gray zones in agriculture.


    




    

      Choosing a Title




      How is a monograph title chosen? To show interest in the lives of people with whom she has lived and about whom he writes the ethnographer might use a phrase from the local language. This phrase can be someone’s actual words, heard and recorded at some point in the research, or major theme, research problem, or “big idea” appearing throughout the monograph. For my title, “Down Country Lanes, Behind Abandoned Houses”, I combine two basic ideas. The second phrase, “behind abandoned houses”, I heard one evening at a meeting of Alcoholics Anonymous (A.A.) conducted in Spanish. During a testimonial in front of the group, one man was explaining the situation of “immigrants” in the United States. At one point, he spoke slowly to highlight a graphic image, “Inside old houses, behind abandoned houses” (Adentro las casas viejas, detrás de casas abandonadas). He was describing the precarious lives of migrants living in old houses, rented in low-income areas, and the activity that he knew best, that of drugs and alcohol, which often took place behind abandoned houses. By this, he meant that marginal conditions generated by farm work led to alcohol and drug use inside living sites and/or behind uninhabited places.




      What he said that evening remained with me. We earlier had an extended talk, where he told me his life story (informal interview) of military training as a teen in his war-torn country to agricultural labor in the rural South. I listened without taping, since I honored a request by men and women who chose to tell their life story without a tape recorder. One locale he described, where he had lived, I recognized, because I had visited it. That night, when he slowly enunciated, inside old houses, behind abandoned housing, I envisioned isolated trailers and houses, scattered on a country lane between rural towns. What he described could have been any number of living sites in rural locales and the corresponding country lanes that connected them.




      I wanted to embellish his idea, so I replaced the first phrase to refer to country lanes typical of studies in rural areas, and my travel through farming areas of several regions of the country. To this notion of country lanes with a sense of social intimacy, I used the gambit of a road trip, where the writer introduces an ethnography by a description of traveling, say, from a capital city to a field site, such as a rural locale in the Northeast, “The fields are completely overgrown… This was once a lively hamlet… further along… at the end of the cluster… an old house… already old and in poor condition…” (Fitchen, 1981, pp. 3-5); or a farm town in the Southwest, “One must descend… hills… peppered with shrubs, piles of rocks… rolling sandy soils… into the heart of the valley… from the highway … over railroad tracks… one enters into Mecca’s business district” (Du Bry, 2007, pp. 31-37); or sketch the past to understand the present, “The heroin clinic lies at the end of a typical road in the [valley]… The road is unpaved… Artifacts of a prior agricultural life remain… once brimming with apples” (Garcia, 2010, pp. 37-38).




      Gambits such as these appear in studies of rural life in the states of New York, California and New Mexico, respectively. An alternative style is used with exposés, where locale-to-locale imagery from chapter to chapter replicates migratory farm labor circuits. Instead, I limit my use of road trip to the title, as no single community was the focus of extended ethnography, and avoid sequential transition from chapter to chapter, as drug-using farm workers experience a life of structural vulnerability that is other than sequential or consecutive or one of logical order.




      To create the title, the description that I had in mind was used by Peggy Barlett (1993) to introduce her study of decision-making by farm families in a rural county of the Lower South. Through a mega-trope she describes what it was like to travel from the “pink-tinged marble” university that employed her across six counties “to the country roads where the nation’s food is produced…” (p. xiv). She regularly drove three hours over a cross-section of rural terrains, similar to those I often traveled, to reach the farming county where she conducted fieldwork:




      

        Eroded red subsoil of the cotton heartland is covered with bustling suburbs, quiet pastures, forests, and small towns… The drive feels completely rural… dense pines mixed with oaks … sparsely populated counties, flowing up and down gentle swells… forested… hills of green… tiny rural communities… farmland, pasture and woods hint at the rural economy… farmland and woods… large pecan trees… Paved roads and dirt roads intersect, leading to small rural communities that give a sense of identity and place… To visit some farm families in the study, we head down one of the county’s dirt roads… Nearing a creek, the land becomes swampy and forested… Sides of the road close in with jumbled vines and trees; filtered sunlight dapples the dust… A wooden frame farmhouse appears on the left… shaded by an enormous oak tree… Down the road… a brick ranch house… at the edge of plowed fields. These homes are our destination; they stand in quiet tribute to the dreams and successes of the farm families who live in them” (pp. xiv-xvii).


      




      Barlett collected field data on household decision-making by farm owners (men and women) who made their living by growing crops on large and small farms. When I read her description, I could imagine the country lanes where I had traveled in the eastern United States, which led me to remembrances of those where I earlier had conducted ethnography in the Midwest.




      Extended ethnography revealed men and women who were struggling to survive. The title is fitting. The first part, “country lanes”, depicts a scenic countryside. The second part, “abandoned houses”, represents the lived experience of drug using farm workers. Many had left childhood homes, even home countries, sometimes as children or teenagers. For some, family domiciles no longer exist. Going back occurs rarely. Thus, “behind” represents the action of leaving behind a known domicile. In street/drug culture, “behind” refers to one action following another, well-known with the phrase, “to shoot behind”, to describe someone injecting with the same needle. In Agton, I often was asked whether “drinking behind” someone might transmit HIV. I explained it was unlikely, owing to the small probability that minimal HIV in saliva, compared to blood and genital fluids, would take hold in the digestive tract through the oral cavity.




      Linking phrases in the title identifies consequences of drug/alcohol use among farm workers. Travel on the idyllic road of country life for a farm worker might require an abandoned house, where one stands behind the self that once was or could have been, as a person enters rural areas once and repeated times, thereafter. The departure of adult men and older adolescents from rural Mexico has led to deserted towns and abandoned houses, noted by Daniel Rothenberg (1995), Ana Aurelia López (2007), Debra Lattanzi Shutika (2011) and others. Family fragmentation is examined in an often-cited article, “Family life across the border: Mexican wives left behind”, by Nellie Salgado de Snyder (1993; see also 1996). Family members of all ages and genders are affected by departure (Antman, 2012). Temporary abandonment can become permanent, as depicted by James Gregory (1989) and Dorothea Lange and Paul Taylor (1969/1939) for internal migration from interior states into California in the 1930s, or the diaspora of African Americans from southern states over several periods of the 1900s described by Stewart Tolnay (1999). Thus, the current situation, and one’s slowing shifting predisposition, where one is living, is not what might have occurred according to one’s habitus, if a person had remained in a hometown.




      I never knew how I would use Gregorio’s words spoken that night in the A.A. meeting. His words were worth repeating, especially the implicit reference to using drugs and alcohol. Beyond the translation of drug use “behind abandoned houses”, his words implied that one’s house is “abandoned” with continuing drug use from wherever one originated on arrival in the states, after exploitation and hardships through farm labor. One is denied life opportunities. That is, one’s habitus is altered to fit the system wherein one struggles. As one becomes immersed within farm labor, one ceases to be “the same” (No soy el mismo de ayer in Spanish). An individual’s prior habits of mind are re-molded into practices that enable survival. Under certain conditions that rarely are possible in agriculture, “slow and laborious” shifts in habitus are cultivated (Hilgers, 2009; Wacquant, 2011), whereas generally they are compelled and molded outside the conscious design of individuals through “structuring structures” (Mutch, 2003; Crossley, 2004).




      As proposed by Pierre Bourdieu (2004/1962) in his ethnographic study of a peasant village, habitus comprises “a synthetic unity” easily perceived by others, and reportable, which includes posture, gait, clothes, and expression (pp. 582-583), “look… bearing… gestures and attitudes… a person’s whole presentation… [deducible] deep personality from external appearance… a body marked by the social stamp” (pp. 584-585), ultimately affected by “cultural norms that govern expression of sentiments… between boys and girls” (p. 588). His essay focused on reasons why some peasants get married and some do not, and respective outcomes for each. Hence, in his quote, he emphasizes separate predispositions, and visibility and sensibility, for men and women. Because dispositions, and schemes of perception, are corporeal and rooted in organic processes (Atkinson, 2011; Bourdieu, 2004/1962, pp. 584-585), I consider “house of habitus” to be more congenial than the lone concept of “habitus” proposed by Bourdieu and others. Apart from the complimentary alliteration of |h| and |s| sounds that begin and end each word, several conditions support this usage. Habitus changes with time by shifting-absorbing-jettisoning predispositions; relies on constructions beyond socialization and enculturation basic to childhood learning, which continue throughout a lifetime; and is grounded amidst an individual’s ongoing participation in culture and society. This potentially means that habitus can change over the course of a lifetime. My preference for house of habitus emphasizes the body (see Holmes, 2013, among others) and bodily enactment of habitus, which is a primary consideration that makes a labor force desirable. Someone whose body is able and physically experienced through past work in agriculture has an acquired advantage over others, however slight it might be.




      A well-known use of house was in a speech by Abraham Lincoln in his home state of Illinois (June 16, 1858). Known for his effective use of language (Wineberg, 1998), Lincoln adapted a Biblical metaphor (Matthew 12:25): “A house divided against itself cannot stand. I believe this government cannot endure permanently, half slave and half free… I do not expect the house to fall; but I do expect it will cease to be divided”. At that point in history, exclusionary practices were dividing the nation (polity viewed as “house”) as culmination of a process set into motion at the time of nation-state formation, when colonial politicians made compromises in structuring the soon-to-be United States. Elimination of slavery in England in the late 1700s was disturbing to plantation owners. Abolished in the British colonies by 1833, slavery took time before it too was terminated in the early 1860s in the United States (Blumrosen & Blumrosen, 2005).




      Debra Lattanzi Shutika (2011) in contrast expands the concept of house in another direction, referring to its common definition, as a space for family, “houses far from home… [embody] expressions of personal power and autonomy… ineluctably connected to a place” (p. 76).




      Whether referring to political entities and individuals or families, houses provide security and a sense of longevity, much like habitus provides predispositions to continuing actions that should bring or assure a sense of personal security. The “house” that is the repository of the habitus merges past and future with experience of the present. Habitus is embodied. It does not change all that rapidly and, thus, is more than processes of acculturation and enculturation (Pine, 2008). When the house of habitus is ignored and excluded by society, the individual, to borrow from the concept generated by Agamben (1998), experiences the bare life of social non-existence.




      A body in a literal sense contains the essence of habitus. Pat Mora in House of Houses (1997), for example, tells us, “The house of self is the repository that creates a sense of heritage, belonging, and identity…” (p. 3) “[where] our past is simultaneously available to us…” (p. 25). Aspects of “our past” replicate the predispositions that lead to “rhythms and intonations… of life both visible and hidden” (p. 249). Habitus housed in the body is “all the selves we’ve been and are, held together by skin, fragile yet sturdy” (p. 289). Reflecting on a residential move that her family made when she was young, Mora tells us, “We discard in life for the person we are. How can we make wise decisions about what to save for the person we’re becoming?” (p. 202). For her the move of family occurred without significant loss, as social connections continued with a favorite aunt, maternal grandparents, and others. Much less easy it is when prospects for the future are unclear, and opportunities are less than desirable in moving far from one’s family. Further still, “to abandon the house” in far-way places by inward-turning drug and alcohol use inhibits a farm worker from settling-out and settling-in, and becoming a collaborating member of a community (see themes described in Chapter 4), or return to a home country outside the United States.




      That life can be viewed as a path and the body-containing habitus as a repository for a slowly changing personal history with potential for continuing constructive change, was celebrated in a New England novel written more than a century ago, introduced by a long ago road metaphor:




      

        Halfway down a by-street of one of our New England towns, stands a rusty wooden house… The venerable mansion has always affected me like a human countenance, bearing the traces not merely of outward storm and sunshine, but expressive also of the long lapse of mortal life … The story would include a chain of events, extending over the better part of two centuries… [House owner] was executed for the crime of witchcraft… That terrible delusion which should teach us… The influential classes, and those who take it upon themselves to be leaders of the people… They persecuted, not merely the poor and the aged… but people of all ranks; their own equals, brethren, and wives…”. (Hawthorne, 1991/1851, pp. 5-8).


      




      Significant for my purpose is brief mention of the Salem Witch Trials (final phrase above), that led Nathanial Hawthorne to write The House of Seven Gables (1991/1851). Michael Davitt Bell (1991) has suggested that the novel’s aim was to examine “the folly” of falsely acquired wealth and advantage (p. xvii). More than the social realism that one finds in the novel is the link that Hawthorne had to the Salem witch trials through his great-great-grandfather, John Hathorne (original spelling), who was one of the judges (p. 320; see Roach, 2002, p. xxxii). Importantly, the novel serves to show how settled life and entrepreneurial initiative in a (later) New England town bring with it another approach to being-in-the-world, which differs greatly from tensions that appeared between agriculturalists living outside, and townspeople in, the town of Salem.




      Exclusion linked to the witch trials was intra-societal, stemming from animosities between farmers (village) and non-farmers (town), institutionalized racism (i.e., Native American slaves, including those brought from Barbados), behavior viewed inappropriate for that period (e.g., childbirth before marriage, extreme poverty) and disagreements (e.g., quarrels over land), where social-economic advantage could be secured with the “disappearance” of someone accused (Aronson, 2003; Hanson, 1969). Thirty-three of 73 afflicted persons were from the town or village of Salem with some from 15 other locales in Massachusetts and a few from Connecticut. Fourteen of the 73 were farmers, four were laborers; no more than one or two represented other occupations, such as carpenter, healer, magistrate, merchant, minister, physician, and weaver. Thirty-two individuals made 158 accusations. Tituba, the Barbados slave, had the most at four; some had two, the rest had one, including another slave in Salem (Roach, 2002, Appendix E, pp. 619-622). Nineteen men and women were executed. Important to my theoretical interest in agricultural gray zones is identification of five of six men as “farmers”, and the sixth a minister, the only accused person executed in Maine (Roach, 2002, Appendix A, pp. 588-608).




      Nathanial Hawthorne carried an inter-generational burden that found its way into his tale of inter-generational habitus. Trials that covered nearly a year, two generations earlier in 1692, were supported within a colonial infra-structure extending over the Massachusetts Bay Colony. Between village and town of Salem, each dependent on the other for services and goods, tensions were exacerbated by the French and Indian wars, affecting territorial outposts and populated areas alike, before those who held power stopped the “folly” of incivility (Boyer & Nissenbaum, 1974; Roach, 2002). People affected were excluded at inter-sections of class, race/ethnicity and gender (Schulz, Freudenberg, & Daniels, 2006) with emphasis on food production by farming.




      Expression of social exclusion continues to the present in agriculture. It is not an unknown story that must wait a generation to appear, as researchers of farm labor have regularly examined outcomes of exclusion. The story of drug use in agriculture in contrast has not been told except by rare few articles in scientific journals outside the reach of the general public. As farm workers provide us with the foods that are required by masses of people and full societies, they merit our attention to learn more about the conditions of agriculture within which they live and work.




      Coda: I am indebted to many people. Conversations with Chris Larsen and Greg Schell revealed the legal concept of willful negligence and current practices in farm labor slavery, respectively (see also Benson, 2012, p.171). From David Griffith (1997), I modified the idea of first events for species-predominant behaviors (drugs in Chapter 7 and sex in Chapter 9). I often re-read his co-authored work on transformations in farm labor (Griffith & Kissam, 1995). Travis Du Bry (2007) and Brian Haley (2009) provide rare insights into home-base locales, and Seth Holmes (2013) broadens the field with an experience-near trans-national approach. Philippe Bourgois and Jeff Schonberg (2009) introduced to a non-academic readership, the concept of “gray zone” first proposed by Primo Levi (1996/1979, 1987/1966) later elaborated by Javier Auyero (2007). In a brief mention among other terms (e.g., “collective bad faith”), Seth Holmes (2013) equates U.S. agriculture to a “multi-layered gray zone” (p. 86). I adapt “structural vulnerability” that was re-formulated by James Quesada, Laurie Kain Hart and Philippe Bourgois (2011) from models of Nancy Scheper-Hughes and Philippe Bourgois (2004) on structural violence (injustice) and symbolic violence (humiliation), and re-work their models with farm workers as the case. Adapting the concept of “camp” offered by Giorgio Agamben (1998), also cited by Quesada, Hart and Bourgois (2004, pp. 347-348), I extend his premise of bare life to extrapolate my notion of an intra-subjectivity in the social non-existence experienced by farm workers. To many others I am indebted for concepts and information that I incorporate and credit in the text.




      Because agrarian society provides material for storylines, as a backdrop to tales of exclusion and struggle, I occasionally incorporate themes from literary works with agricultural settings that parallel those of men and women whom I met, starting in this chapter with Jay and Dora Mae, and my reference to exclusion that grounds The House of Seven Gables, based on animosities generated two generations earlier, where farmers and townspeople were at odds.




      In the next chapter, we find that townspeople are often migrants, and that each/both form an inter-dependent relationship with farmers (growers), when work is available. When it isn’t, these men and women find ways to occupy time … Or they seek work in other areas of agriculture.
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      Abstract




      This chapter focuses on the home-base community’s staging area, where men and women interact in small-group clusters, seek work or secure transportation to farmlands surrounding Agton. The staging area provides settings for comradery, exchange of information on future work, and access to stores and taverns. I describe the history and current circumstances of Agton, and through data from extended ethnography, explore the rootedness of “players” in and around the staging area. Despite their structural vulnerability, farm workers in Agton express an amiability in these settings that supports an evolved strategy for defusing potential violence and avoiding fights in downtown streets and bars.




      The chapter introduces Quentin and Anna among several users who were players around Agton, and ends with a description of two brothers, Lanton and Payson. One field note snippet (like the life stories, also randomized) includes Anna and Quentin as cluster participants. Each of these two individuals, and others such as Howard, had a unique style that represents the divergence in social interaction within the street life of the small town of Agton. Each was respectful of other men and women the many times that I observed and interacted with them in the staging area of Agton.


    




    

      Keywords: : Behavioral isolates, clusters, flophouses, generational depth, home-base, infra-structure, La Calle, migrant labor, nucleated settlement, participant-user, places/spots, rootedness, rugged communalism, scrapping, seasonal workers, segmentation, social aggregation, staging area, townspeople, Walk-About, waves of workers.


    




    


    


  




  

    

      The knowledge of the new language, the love of a few kindred as poor as himself… His country is now that which gives him land, bread, protection, and consequence… where all nations are melted into a new race… His labor is founded on the basis of nature…. --J. Hector St. John de Crèvecoeur, “Letters from an American farmer” (2009/1925/1782, pp. 37-38).


    




    I never heard Quentin shout. Quiet-spoken he was a gentle force in the rural streets of Agton. Respected by local merchants, he was sometimes paid to clean the outer premises of a store or discard empty boxes. Owing to an injury, he was not asked to move heavy objects. Respected by sex workers, he was among the few men called to their assistance, when they were mistreated or not paid by a customer. He was visible in the streets. If a working lady needed him, they knew where to find him: “He was around, he’d be there”. I once watched a young man hurriedly leave on his bicycle to fetch Quentin, after a sex worker requested: “Go get Quentin!” From down the street, he quickly arrived. Sex workers often gave Quentin a little money from their business. One of 24 randomized cases, Quentin appears as a player in one of three examples in this chapter on activities of “participant-users” who spent time in the commercial area of downtown Agton.




    A part-time sex worker, Anna was a “former girlfriend” of Quentin, according to a story that circulated in the streets. I never observed her ask for his help and I only saw them converse once (see Example #2, below). Neither one ever mentioned a previous relationship. She and Quentin were known in La Calle (“The Street”), but for different reasons. Anna was sometimes loud, openly playful, and assertive. She was a force of her own. Quentin was pleasant in conversation, sometimes colloquial in Black speech, and firm in his own gentle way. Both Quentin and Anna were respectful of others. Anna came to Agton with her family, several years before Quentin, graduating from high school in Agton and community college in another state. She later worked as a resort cleaner in a city three hours from Agton, before she returned to raise her daughter, where both lived in the house built by her father. Quentin re-settled in Agton after a period of employment by a citrus-producing company in another part of the state.




    Quentin mostly spent time in La Calle, outdoors. The eleven months that I was conducting barroom observations in downtown Agton, I twice noticed him playing pool in a tavern. A year after I met him, Quentin began living with a young woman, who was, he told me, the daughter of “one of the first Hispanic families to settle in town”. Having lived in Agton, Anna spent time with her family, occasionally visited people in the downtown commercial area or a bar in the center of town other than where I had observed Quentin.




    Quentin was born on a farm in the Lower South, where he spent his early childhood. His mother’s father later moved the family to a small town in a breadbasket in the center of the state, 3.5 hours from the farm, in one direction, and two hours from Agton in the other. Each summer he migrated with his family to a farm in the Northeast, where he worked in the fields at age ten, under the supervision of an older sister, age 13. He spent the remaining year in school in his family’s re-settled home-base community in the Lower South. At that time African Americans played a prominent role in East Coast agriculture throughout the middle decades of the 1900s, resulting in several southern farming towns that were Black-centered (see Hahamovitch, 1997).




    Workers like those in Quentin’s family once worked farm lands but turned to migrant work when farming was no longer feasible in a changing economy. Quentin spent a dozen summers in the Northeast shortly after field data were collected by college students for Migrant Agricultural Workers in the Northeast (Friedland & Nelkin, 1971). Because Quentin traveled with his family rather than a labor crew, nothing he reported resembled camp activities depicted in that study. Quentin spent time in the surrounding town, befriending White and Black youth. Emphasis in Migrant Agricultural Workers in contrast was “camp life”. The summer contacts he made outside the camp led Quentin to successive experiences with “seasonal initiation” atypical among the new drug practices reported by full and randomized samples in extended ethnography.




    After brief marriage to a high school sweetheart in his parents’ home-base, Quentin worked with an agro-business, until he was injured. In the camp, he met Jay (Chapters 1, 7, 9). Quentin moved to Agton a few years before Jay, who came after his step-father retired. Arriving in Agton, Quentin knew no one. He recognized a young man who knew his brother. He approached the man, mentioned his brother, and introduced himself. The man assisted him to get re-settled in Agton. Jay had a similar experience in Agton. His first contact was Quentin.




    Elements in Quentin’s story are typical of African American farm worker narratives: early marriage followed by separation (with/without children); migrant labor as adolescent and adult with occasional interruption by work experiences outside agriculture; and for the half-dozen men and women raised on farms, growers status for maternal grandfather (landowner or sharecropper). Where his story is unusual is new drug use in a place of sojourn, which was a labor camp in the Northeast. He first used several drugs under circumstances of short-term living arrangements. Despite strong reliance on migratory labor that characterizes worker mobility, men and women rarely told a tale of new drug use for a situation of temporary accommodation, such as a labor camp or visit home to family (Bletzer, 2014). I return to this idea in Chapter 7, “Drugging”.




    Anna’s background was childhood with a father and uncle who were labor contractors, which provided her an opportunity for farm labor. Unlike Quentin, she briefly attended community college. Male family members and her husband provided college support, at least for awhile. Unlike African Americans in my sample, who finished or attended high school in hometowns, she and Quentin graduated from high school in a locale not their natal birthplace. Quentin’s family moved from the family farm to a breadbasket in the same state (where he graduated), whereas Anna moved with her family from another state to Agton (where she graduated).




    Five weeks into my field observations in Agton the first year of extended ethnography I saw Quentin in the commercial area. He was enrolled in the Migrant Worker Risk Study. His looking in my direction gave me credentials by those who spent time “hanging out”. There was no need “to challenge” or “to negate” my right to be present. I later noticed Quentin remained in places I was observing, which I started four months after I began to work with the team study. Talking with others, he watched what I was doing. He too was observing. Over time I spoke with him casually. Three years later, when I began narrative interviews for the Drug Use Onset Study, Quentin was open to share his experiences. I recruited him as the tenth person in my sample. The man characterized in the street as “quiet” generated one of the most comprehensive interviews. He referred Jay, who was among the first 25 persons. When I interviewed Anna I had completed more than fifty interviews but had not yet interviewed Quentin a second time. Anna’s second interview was last among the 127 persons whom I sampled for the Drug Use Onset Study.
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