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ABSTRACT 

The dissertation investigates communal forest use and management in the munidpio 

(county) of La Campa, Honduras, and the multi-leveled interrelationships that influence 

ongoing transformations in the forests. The work takes a political ecology perspective, thus 

it evaluates the interrelationships between local, national and international processes that have 

shaped historical and current forest and land use patterns in the municipio. State policies have 

constituted an important factor in encouraging forms of forest management; the communitarian 

tradition imposed on Lenca Indian communities by the Spaniards following the Conquest 

provided a context which the people adapted to their own situation and propagated into recent 

years. Low population density, a relatively homogeneous populace, the pattern of subsistence 

agriculture, limited state interference and minimal interaction with national markets apparently 

contributed to the viability of common property management and the survival of forests into 

the present. The local context has changed in recent decades with a growing population, 

increased market involvement, socioeconomic differentiation, and state policies that undermine 

communal forms of forest management. Domination by the state forestry development 

institution (COHDEFOR) during the 1970s and 1980s led to logging, forest degradation, and 

disruption of traditional forms of forest management. A majority of the population evenmally 

organized to oust COHDEFOR and prohibit market-oriented timber exploitation within the 

municipio, but communal forest management has suffered a number of shortcomings in the 

aftermath of COHDEFOR's deparmre. At present, the situation indicates an unsustainable 

level of forest exploitation and a gradual transformation of communal forests into private 
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holdings. New national legislation regarding agriculture and forestry encourages the 

privatization of communal lands, while international market forces and economic development 

initiatives favor the production of agricultural export crops, such as coffee. The analysis 

considers the factors and interrelationships that inhibit sustainable use of communal forests in 

La Campa; it also recognizes the benefits and difficulties that relate to common property forest 

management within the current context. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Alcalde auxiliares (auxiliary mayors, or auxiliars) from La Campa's fifteen aldeas 

(villages) stride out of the munidpio's (county's) pine-covered hills and sloping fields to 

converge on the town hall around 9 a.m. Some of them have been walking for over three 

hours firom outlying villages in the mountains. Many carry machetes and wear work clothes 

that attest to agriculmral activities interrupted to attend the bimonthly municipal council 

meeting. 

It is November 1, 1993; this is the first time that I attend a council meeting and 

introduce myself to the broader community as a researcher studying the communal forests of 

La Campa. Two aldeas, Mescalio and Apangual, have submitted a petition with numerous 

signatures to the council: they want to sell a tract of communal forest timber to fund the 

completion of a road that will open their villages to vehicular traffic. The alcalde (similar to 

a mayor), municipal secretary, alcalde de policia (municipal police officer), and county 

treasurer are present, along with the sindico fiscal (the regidor, or council member, charged 

with overseeing land use) and four of the five other regidores. The auxiliars take seats on 

several benches facing the mayor and council members. The atmosphere is formal; people 

sit stiffly in their places, but over the course of the meeting, the atmosphere livens and other 

La Campa residents stop in briefly to observe the proceedings. 

Routine administrative procedures move quickly, as do reports on various other issues. 

The mayor, Don Jose, introduces me to the gathering, and since no one objects to my 

presence, I settle on a bench to one side of the hall. Debate then ensues over the controversial 
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proposal. Don Jose expresses concern that he will be accused of illicit dealings if he approves 

a timber contract; only 80 days remain in his term. He reminds the gathering of the turmoil 

over timber sales during his predecessor's term; citizens had protested the deforestation caused 

by timber companies and united in a movement that ultimately expelled the state forestry 

development institution (COHDEFOR: Corporacion Hondurena de Desarrollo Forestal, or 

Honduran Corporation for Forestry Development) from the municipio. By public acclaim, 

further logging in the municipio had been prohibited. 

The auxiliars from Mescalio and Apangual respond, emphasizing three points: timber 

is their only resource; they have been trying to build the road for many years; and the road 

is necessary for the villages' development. Fanners in both areas have been expanding coffee 

production for market sale, and a road is critical to their success. A resident from Mescalio 

stands and asserts that the people expelled COHDEFOR to defend their own interests, not to 

protect the forest. He argues that people will fell the trees evenmally, and given their shared 

poverty, they would benefit more by selling timber to finish the road. 

The mayor invites the council members to speak, and calls them in turn. The smdico 

speaks first, and supports the petition to sell off timber. He declares that old trees will only 

rot, therefore selling the timber would prevent waste. 

The second regidor observes that loggers destroyed so much that people must now use 

small pine trees for house repair and construction. The comment elicits concurring murmurs 

from the audience. "We agreed that timber would never be sold from the municipio again;" 

he continues, "...we must operate within the agreement that we made. I insist that we honor 

the agreement."' 

"Yes, all of us have need of timber;" the next regidor notes during his exposition. 
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"If we sell the timber some will be satisfied but others, resentfiil."-

"I agree, no more COHDEFOR here," adds the following speaker. "The forests 

belong to us."^ He speaks at length, reminding people of the municipio's past problems with 

logging contracts and the paltry income obtained after COHDEFOR took its cut. The last 

regidor reprises his colleagues' arguments against timber sales. 

Don Jose, who recently attended a seminar on forest management, proceeds to explain 

the complicated bureaucratic steps required to sell timber. The municipio would have to hire 

legal counsel to prepare the necessary documents, and acquiesce to a costly, time-consimiing 

study conducted by COHDEFOR. If the municipio committed any legal misstep, it would be 

defenseless against timber company transgressions. He points out that this timber sale would 

benefit only a portion of the populace, and might prove detrimental to others. He concludes, 

"After listening to the talk, I'd say no [to a timber sale]. I request that the communities not 

press [the petition], but have patience, our terms are ending...Look, if a mayor doesn't do as 

I tell you, COHDEFOR is going to come and could finish off La Campa [forests]. 

Tempers fray as the mayor, councilmen, and various representatives from different 

aldeas hold forth repeatedly, speaking simultaneously, reiterating points and adding comments. 

Except for the petitioning communities' residents, few people favor selling timber under any 

circumstances, but everyone supports completing the road. They acknowledge that options 

are limited. As one regidor says, "A municipio with few resources cannot provide all the 

development desired. Several people recommend exploring alternatives to a timber sale, 

including fundraisers, communal labor, and assistance from state instimtions or non-profit 

development organizations. 
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The council meeting lasts until 1:30 p.m., well past the time generally considered 

necessary for a council meeting.® My hand cramps from note-taking and the penetrating cold 

of the thick adobe walls. Finally, the council as a whole declines to act since their terms of 

office end in January. Representatives from Mescalio and Apangual withdraw the petition to 

await the coming elections, but stress that they will persevere because completing the road is 

critical for their aldeas. Don Jose closes the session observing, "It's not easy to develop a 

community - I see now — it requires that everyone be united."' 

*** 

The struggle for basic infrastructure and better living conditions characterizes La 

Campa's experience in this century. The municipio's circumstances reveal local 

manifestations of problems facing many other poor, rural populations. Competition for land 

and natural resources, a marginal natural environment, economic insecurity, and population 

growth are among the factors that confound lacamperos' (people of La Campa) efforts to salir 

adelante (move ahead). 

The people are descendants of Lenca Indians.^ Their livelihoods and aspirations, for 

the most part, relate to the land, its forests, and its agropastoral potential. Subsistence 

production of maize and beans provides the staples for consumption, but households also plant 

a variety of other crops (including sugar cane, coffee, bananas and fruit trees) to supplement 

their livelihoods. As national economic incentives and development programs have penetrated 

the area, those who are able have begun to expand coffee production and experiment with 

nontraditional crops. Recent decades have brought several important improvements — a dirt 

road has connected the county seat and neighboring communities with the departmental capital; 

elementary schools have been built in every aldea; and community projects have brought 
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potable water to most residences. Municipal residents, with erratic fimding and occasional 

technical assistance, labored in communal workgroups to obtain these improvements. Yet 

access to primary health care remains inadequate; malnutrition and a shortage of trained 

medical personnel compromise the quality of life. Telephone lines and electricity exist only 

in the realm of unrealized political promises, and the region suffers from a chronic shortage 

of employment opportunities. 

My interest in La Campa began in 1992, when I accompanied a Honduran sociologist 

(Mario Ardon Mejfa) and a student agronomist on a field trip to several communities in the 

Departments of Ocotepeque, Copan, and Lempira. In contrast to the naked peaks, eroded 

hillsides and cleared pasture that dominate the landscape through much of western Honduras, 

the hills around La Campa retain stands of pine and oak. The people told me that they held 

forests communally, that they protected their forests, and that they had expelled timber 

companies. La Campa was also the only municipio in Honduras to have ousted the national 

forestry development institution, COHDEFOR {Corporacion Hondurena de Desarrollo 

Forestal). Given the problems of deforestation that trouble the rest of Honduras, the 

possibility that La Campa had a sustainable common property forest system proved intriguing. 

Moreover, state policies favor private landowners for recognition of land rights, granting of 

credit, and other legal purposes. The fact that La Campa's communal forests had survived 

despite these circumstances suggested that they met needs that private forests could not. A 

number of studies have shown the advantages of common property systems — as opposed to 

unmanaged, open access commons ~ but relatively little has been written concerning common 

property forests in Latin America. Given that tracts of forest are still claimed in common by 

indigenous peoples and ejidal communities in Latin America, this form of forest management 
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merits investigation to leam whether it can be sustainable, and what factors influence its 

survival. 

My curiousity was further piqued by the limited information available on the Lenca 

people. Although the Lenca are the second largest autochthonous group in Honduras, with 

a population estimated between 80,000 and 100,000 (Rivas 1993:56, Institute Hondureno de 

Antropologi'a e Historia et al. 1993:23), only Chapman (1992[1985], 1986,1978) has published 

major studies of the Lenca. The works focus on mythology, religion and history; and 

although the Lenca have lost their language and suffered profound cultural changes since the 

Spanish conquest. Chapman discusses a vibrant set of traditions. A handful of works provide 

generalized characterizations (Stone 1948; Johnson 1948a; Rivas 1993; Institute Hondureno 

de Antropologi'a e Historia et al. 1993; Salinas 1991; Ardon Meji'a and Herranz n.d.), 

historical data (Chapman 1978; Weeks and Black 1991; Weeks et al. 1987) or linguistic 

analyses (Hamp 1976; Campbell 1978; Ardon Meji'a 1990; Ardon Meji'a and Herranz n.d.; 

Herranz n.d.). Several works discuss Lenca artisanal pottery and include brief ethnographic 

information (Castegnaro de Foletti 1989; Ardon Meji'a 1987,1989). No study, however, 

provides detailed ethnographic information on a Lenca community, its resource management, 

or the people's experiences in the modem Honduran nation. 

A year after my first visit to La Campa, I returned to conduct fieldwork (September 

1993 - August 1994). My research aimed to investigate communal forest management in La 

Campa, to leam what factors contributed to its survival, and to discover how political, 

economic and social processes were influencing common forest and land use in the municipio. 

I hoped to discover a sustainable common property system, but I was equally interested in 

investigating the advantages and purposes of communal forests, and whether any Lenca 
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traditions existed that played a role in communal forest conservation. Recognizing that the 

Lenca's current situation reflected a history of subordination to the colonial and post-colonial 

state and church, I knew that the existence of communal forests in La Campa could not be 

credited to isolation from external influence. Rather, it was necessary to consider the political 

ecology of La Campa, in other words, to interpret historical and contemporary human-

environment relations within the context of the broader political economy. The research 

questions can be summarized as follows: 

1) How are communal forests used and managed? How do communal forest use and 

management relate to land use and economic activity in the municipio? 

2) What organizational, historical, ethnic and/or other factors contribute to the survival 

of communal forests? 

3) What are the political ecological relationships and processes that influence La Campa 

and its communal forests? What changes are occurring in relationship to these 

processes? 

Fieldwork brought no clear evidence that Lenca ethnicity played a direct role in 

communal forest use or management. As a result, issues of ethnicity did not become a critical 

dimension of research. Although most people considered themselves to be indios, several said 

that they were not - one man explained that once a person leams to think about the future, 

he is no longer an Indian but a civilized man. La Campa residents had little to say about 

Lenca identity. When I used the word "Lenca," they often asked what the word meant. 

Those who recognized the word, and believed that they were Lenca, had attended 

presentations given by promoters of the Lenca Indian Organization of Honduras {Organizadon 

Indigena Lenca de Honduras - ONILH). Three residents had performed La Campa's 
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traditional music and dance at ONILH gatherings in Tegucigalpa, but ONILH did not have 

an active group where I was living. La Campa neighbors told me that traditional agricultural 

rituals - recognized as Lenca by scholars (i.e.. Chapman 1992[1985], 1986; Rivas 1993; 

Ardon Mejia and Herranz, n.d.) — were prohibited by the Church. Months passed before I 

learned that certain families continued the rituals in secret. I was able to attend two of these 

rituals, but they did not indicate any relationship with communal forest management or land 

use decisions. 

Early in fieldwork, it became obvious that La Campa's communal forest system 

suffers from internal contradictions and organizational shortcomings. Municipal and national 

regulations exist to protect forest resources, but they are enforced inconsistently. The demand 

for agricultural land generally outweighs the concern for forest conservation; moreover, 

municipal politics and kinship ties confound strict implementation of regulations. People 

observe that it is becoming harder to find firewood, and that many forested areas are being 

fenced and cleared for fields. Farmers fell trees on ever steeper slopes to make more space 

to grow maize and beans; fields once left fallow for decades are being brought under 

permanent cultivation. Instead of sustainable management, these circumstances indicate 

unsustainable forest use. 

The current conditions contrast with those that older La Campa residents recall from 

their youth. Formerly, communal forests covered expansive tracts that ostensibly exceeded 

the population's needs. As recently as thirty years ago, few people claimed permanent 

usufhict rights to any land except for their house plot, finca (an area used primarily for the 

cultivation of perennial crops - fhiit trees, coffee, sugar cane and other plants) and 

occasionally a fenced pasmre. Most people requested a different plot of land to clear for 
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slash-and-bura agriculture nearly every year, and officials in county council supervised the 

distribution of tracts to avoid disputes. After the harvest, clearings were generally left fallow 

until pine trees had grown back. Thus, agriculture and forests were intimately linked in a 

cyclical relationship that provided for subsistence and forest renewal; the boundaries between 

forests, fallows, and fields shifted continually over the years. 

The linkage between agriculture and forests endures, but in the present, the 

transformation of forests into agricultural fields has increased with population growth and 

incentives for market production. A few individuals have accrued more resources than others; 

they are able to claim more land and buy out neighbors' usufruct rights. National 

development programs have been encouraging the expansion of coffee plantations through 

rural seminars and technical support; prices for coffee have been attractively high in recent 

years and La Campa residents now view coffee production as a means to escape poverty. 

With the improvement of roads into the municipio, production for the market has become 

more feasible. Market goods have also become more accessible as traveling salesmen and 

local merchants sell staples from tiny one-room stores in their homes. Ambitious fanners try 

to produce more than their households need for subsistence, so that they can sell the surplus 

to purchase other necessities. These and other factors interact to expand agricultural lands and 

diminish the area once reserved for common use. 

These processes indicate La Campa's increasing ties to the market economy, and may 

augur the decline and eventual elimination of commimal forests. As this work intends to 

show, however, common property in La Campa involves uses, meanings and values that a 

majority recognize as integral to their lives and subsistence. Moreover, communal 

management encompasses hiunan and natural resources in addition to forests, and these aspects 
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have contributed to a social environment favorable for the maintenance of communal forests. 

Despite a trend toward privatization, most Lacamperos continue to depend on communal 

forests for firewood and construction materials, freshwater springs, grazing land, useful 

plants, and other resources. People reaffirm their communal rights to resources through 

community traditions and appeal to the county council. Although forests have undergone 

significant transformations, they have thus far survived. To understand this, a political 

ecology of La Campa must investigate the people's relationship to the environment, their 

historical experience, and their interactions with the state. 

Description of the Area 

The municipio of La Campa is located in the Department of Lempira in western 

Honduras (see Figure 1.1). Rugged topography and limited namral resources typify the 

region. Honduras' highest point, Montana de Celaque (2849 meters above sea level), lies 

within the department. Level expanses occur but rarely; precipitous slopes, sheer cliffs and 

craggy gorges rend the land. The soils tend to be shallow, acidic and nutrient poor (Pineda 

Portillo 1984:109-110). Due to the topography, generally meager soils, a high risk of 

erosion, and variable rainfall, 97% of the land in western Honduras (the departments of 

Lempira, Ocotepeque and Cop^) is considered inappropriate for intensive agriculmre. Except 

for valley floors and occasional flat hilltops, slopes average 30-60 degrees and are best suited 

for the naturally occurring pine-oak forest (Chavez 1992:54; Pineda Portillo 1984:118-120). 

Timber comprises the only significant natural resource. Pine trees (Pinus oocarpa 

between 600m and 1800m, Pinus patula ssp. tecunumanii up to 2300m, and Pinus 

pseudostrobus above 18(X)m) thrive on the acidic soils (Styles and McCarter 1988; 

SECPLAN/DESFIL/USAID 1989:34). Oak {Quercus spp.) grows where soils are deeper 
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(SECPLAN/DESFIL/USAID 1989:34). Timber companies have been extracting lumber since 

the 1950s; logging in conjunction with shifting agriculture has largely deforested accessible 

areas. Patches of forest survive, particularly in remote areas and where community action or 

political considerations countered logging (as is the case for La Campa). 

The climate of the area is temperate, with a wet season and a dry season. The start 

and cessation of wet season rains vary from year to year, but Lacamperos expect rains to 

begin in April or May and continue into September or October. The dry season runs 

approximately from October to April, but a few light rains or drizzles may fall (particularly 

at higher elevations) during this period. La Campa receives an average of 1293.4 mm of 

rainfall per year (based on records for 1972-1994), and is one of the driest areas in the 

Department of Lempira. By contrast, die Montaiia de Celaque receives approximately 2400 

mm of rainfall annually (Zuniga Andrade 1990:95). 

La Campa's position within Honduras' national economy compounds the difficulties 

related to its natural environment. Economic resources are concentrated in urban areas, but 

the Department of Lempira is largely rural, and lies in one of the most resource-poor and 

inaccessible regions of the nation. National surveys rank the department at or near the bottom 

in the provision of fundamental human services and infrastructure. A single paved road, 

completed in 1994, connects the department capital, Gracias, with the neighboring department 

of Copan. An under-staffed, ill-equipped hospital in Gracias serves a departmental population 

that numbered 175,450 in 1988 (SECPLAN 1990). Most rural people depend upon medical 

care from the small health centers found in larger aldeas, or traditional herbalists and healers. 

There are only five secondary schools and one high school; a few aldeas have yet to obtain 

a primary school. Malnutrition affects a staggering proportion of households (Rivas 
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1992:121). A national study revealed that in Lempira, 55.1% of the sample suffered 

malnutrition relative to their weight/age ratio, 61.5% were chronically malnourished with 

reference to their height/age ratio, and 9% had severe malnutrition in terms of their 

weight/height ratio (Encuesta Nacional de Nutricion, cited in Chavez 1992:58). Although 

Lempira's infant mortality rate has been falling in recent decades, it remains the highest in 

Honduras at 120/1000 live births (Ministerio de Salud Publica, 1985, cited in Chavez 

1992:58). 

Furthermore, the department is stigmatized for its Lenca Indian heritage. The 

majority ethnic group in the population is ladino - people of mixed European and indigenous 

descent, who emphasize their European heritage and dominate national spheres of power. As 

is true throughout Latin America, Honduran national rhetoric betrays contradictory 

representations of its indigenous peoples.' It praises indigenous dance, crafts and music, and 

honors the Lenca hero, Lempira (for whom the department is named), as a brave and noble 

warrior-chief who fought the Spanish invaders. The word "Indian" nevertheless carries 

connotations of limited intelligence, backwardness, and indolence. To some extent, the Lenca 

have internalized this rhetoric, even as they have nourished an alternative discourse. One man 

informed me that indigenous "blood" bestows superior stamina and strength; several people 

affirmed that they know things about God and nature that Ladino priests cannot comprehend. 

Others indicated that poverty and lack of progress proves their indigenous heritage. In 

response to my questions about ethnic identity, one woman sighed, "I know I am an Indian 

because I am poor" {se que soy india porque soy pobre). Insofar as Lacamperos understand 

their Indian identity in terms of their poverty, they are similar to the Indians of Hueyapan 

described by Friedlander (1975) — their culture involves a "diacritic of low socioeconomic 
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status within a national system of social stratification" (Urban and Sherzer 1991:3). Although 

Honduras has never been a wealthy nation, the Department of Lempira (along with other 

departments in western and southern Honduras) has received a disproportionately small share 

of national assistance for development (Rivas 1993:113). The combination of environmental, 

economic, and ethnic attributes have apparently contributed to a generally consistent, historical 

pattern of governmental reluctance to invest in the department. 

The municipio lies in the center of the Department of Lempira (see Figures 1.2 and 

1.3). To the west, the peaks of Celaque dominate the landscape and obstruct himian passage. 

Traffic from the south of Lempira must travel through La Campa or diverge east through the 

neighboring department of Intibuca. Therefore, La Campa is a crossroads for people from 

the southern and western municipios of Santa Cruz, San Sebastian, and San Manuel. To the 

north lies the departmental capital of Gracias, in the largest municipio of the department, also 

known as Gracias. (As is customary in Honduras, all of the counties in Lempira carry the 

name of their centra urbano, essentially similar to "county seat"). A dirt road meanders for 

16 kilometers around hills and ravines to reach the centro urbano of La Campa from the town 

of Gracias, then continues for approximately 10 more to San Manuel de Colohete, the seat of 

the municipio west of La Campa. Two dilapidated, 30-person buses alternate the seven-hour 

roimdtrip route between San Manuel and Gracias, but many people — finding their legs more 

dependable - still prefer the aged, rocky footpaths that cut a more direct route to the 

capital.'" 

Until November 1994, La Campa encompassed 209.1 square kilometers. At that time, 

the aldea of Caiqum and its seven associated aldeas obtained their century-old goal of separate 

municipal status. The new municipio took the name "San Marcos de Caiqum," and reduced 
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La Campa's area by roughly half. The boundary lines between La Campa's and Caiqum's 

territories remain the subject of a dispute that can be traced back to the 1800s. Since 

Caiquin's independence occurred after the 1993-1994 research period came to an end, the 

references in this work to the municipio of La Campa include Caiquin unless otherwise 

specified. 

The population of La Campa was 5,545 inhabitants in 1988, the most recent census 

year. At 28 inhabitants per square kilometer. La Campa has a lower population density than 

the departmental average of 41 inhabitants/knf, but the population has been growing rapidly. 

Between 1974 and 1988, the population grew by more than 1500 people, a 40% increase. 

The population increased by just over 1000 people during the previous 23 years (1961-1974), 

and until 1950, the municipio had fewer than 3000 inhabitants (see Table 1.1). These figures, 

in conjunction with informants' recollections, suggest that in earlier decades, shifting 

agriculmre may have been a sustainable use of communal forests due to the low population 

density. Current unsustainable conditions cannot be attributed solely to population growth; 

as the previous discussion suggests, recent population growth has coincided with greater 

interaction with the market economy and a concomitant interest in surplus production. Young 

households have cleared land for subsistence, but of equal importance, better-off households 

and extended families have taken advantage of accommodating municipal councils to fence in 

large parcels for coffee production, cattle grazing, and private woodlots. As the better-off 

have consolidated their position with expanded land claims, the gap between between richer 

and poorer residents has widened. Since increasing inequality may have destabilizing effects 

on resource distributions in common property systems (Runge 1986:625), this process carries 
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TABLE 1.1 
Population of La Campa 

Census Year Total Municipal 
Population 

1804' 1159 
mT 951 

1606 
1930 1932 
1935 2103 
1940 2118 
1945 2198 
1950 3066 
1961 2927 
1974 3959 
1988" 5545 

Poblacion de las Provincias de Honduras, matricula de 1801 (reprinted in Leyva 1991:276-
289). This is the total population of La Campa and Caiqum, which were listed as 
separate pueblos de indios (Indian communities). Records of these pueblos' 
boundaries in 1801 have not been found, but it is likely that they experienced changes 
before incorporation into the municipio of La Campa. 

Republica de Honduras, Censo General Levantado el 15 de Junio de 1887. The figure 
includes the populations of La Campa, Caiqum and Guanajulque, which were listed 
in this census as separate aldeas of Gracias, but later joined as the municipio of La 
Campa. 

1926-1974: Republica de Honduras, Censos de Poblacion y Vivienda Levantados en 
Honduras de 1791 a 1974. 

SECPLAN [Secretaria de Planificacion, Coordinacion y Presupuesto], Censo Nacional de 
Poblacion y Vivienda 1988. 
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ramifications for the future of the communal forests, as well as for residents' ability to 

collaborate on communal projects. 

The Research Setting 

Upon arrival, I settled with my husband in the centro urbano, also known as La 

Campa (hereafter Centro to distinguish references to the municipio from references to the 

village). During my first visit to La Campa, and with the assistance of acquaintances familiar 

with the area, I had established contacts with several Centro residents. They arranged for us 

to rent one of the few available vacant houses. With their support, I gained permission for 

the study from the mayor and municipal officials. I considered moving to Caiqum, and visited 

the village in October 1993. The information gained during the visit convinced me not to 

relocate." 

We remained in the Centro, the focal point for the municipio's political activities and 

religious events. Due to its location on the principal road (historically the main trail) that 

traverses the area, and its position as county seat, the Centro has had extensive historical and 

contemporary contact with representatives of state institutions. Given their relative 

accessibility, the forests around the Centro had been among the most heavily logged, and 

people from the area had played major roles in the movement to oust COHDEFOR and the 

timber companies. As a result, my study focused on the section of La Campa that had 

experienced the greatest external challenges to the maintenance of communal forests and 

traditional land use practices. 

Since the Centro serves as the hub for the rest of the municipio, the internal 

contradictions and problems that trouble the extended community of aldeas are manifested in 

the municipal council sessions and daily conversations (see Table 1.2). Land disputes and 
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TABLE L2 
Principal Aldeas of the Municipio of La Campa 

La Campa, Centre Urbano 
Canadas 
Nueva Esperanza 
Cruz Alta 
Tontolo (Santa Catarina) 
Apangual 
Mescalio 
Mataras 
Caiqum* 
Coalaca* 
Arcamon* 
Guanajulque* 
Azacualpa* 
Laguna Seca* 
Suntulm* 

* Aldeas included in the auxiliatura (auxiliary municipal area) of Caiqum, which obtained 
independence from La Campa and became the municipio of San Marcos de Caiqum, by 
Honduran congressional decree in November 1994. 
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tenure issues are by law and custom presented to the council for deliberation during its 

bimonthly meetings, which are open to all residents who wish to attend or express a concern. 

The Centro thus provided an appropriate setting in which to investigate the complex processes 

and interrelationships that influence commimal forests, as well as land use, throughout the 

municipio. Moreover, my contacts in the village, and the Centro's exposure to outsiders 

(especially its past experience with two highly-regarded Peace Corps volunteers'^) eased my 

acceptance by the people. Therefore I concentrated my research in the Centro proper (the 

main settlement), and the contiguous areas associated with it: Barrio San Mati'as, Fratemidad 

(Monqueta), Pena Blanca, and Jilguarapis. 

Theoretical Framework and Review of the Literature 

The research integrates theoretical perspectives from smdies of common property and 

political ecology. Conunon property smdies address the envirormiental, sociopolitical and 

economic contexts in which this form of resource management survives and changes. Political 

ecology provides an integrating model to analyze land use and linkages between local, 

national, and international processes; these issues inform many works on common property. 

The study originally intended to include the role of ethnicity as a major theoretical 

aspect. But as indicated, Lenca ethnicity played no apparent role in La Campa's current 

communal forest management or land use. Thus, it constimted a tangent to the questions 

addressed in this dissertation. This is not to suggest that ethnicity is not a factor in La 

Campa's history or its present experience, but only that it has limited relevance for this work. 

The history and experience of the Lenca Indians are addressed briefly in reference to the 

historical events that provide the context for contemporary circumstances. 
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Political Ecology: Political ecology has several interpretations, but they share an 

integration of enviroiunental issues with political dimensions. As Blaikie and Brookfield 

(1987:17) state: "The phrase 'political ecology' combines the concerns of ecology and a 

broadly defined political economy." The approach has emerged in recent decades with 

increasing awareness of the dialectical relationships that exist between himian-environment 

relations, and the political, economic, and social contexts within which human groups live and 

relate to each other. 

One version of political ecology emerges from the environmental movement. This 

form is inspired by a conviction that degradation of the biosphere, along with a perceived 

collapse in the structures and ideologies that have shaped twentieth-century social life, presage 

drastic transformations for life on earth (Atkinson 1991:1-2). 

Political ecology is about building a radically new social, political and cultural world 
out of the ruins of the old, one which will obviate the environmental catastrophe 
ahead and establish an economic and social system which incorporates a sustainable 
relationship between society and nature (Atkinson 1991:2). 

Such an approach constitutes an environmental politics; it provides a program for change as 

well as a way of interpreting environmental matters politically (Hershkovitz 1993:327). 

Although the goal of establishing sustainable human-environment relationships is one 

with which most scholars of political ecology would sympathize, the majority of works in 

political ecology do not advocate a normative agenda. Rather, they aim for an objective 

analysis. In this vein, Greenberg and Park (1994:1) note that political ecology is "...a 

historical outgrowth of the central questions asked by the social sciences about the relations 

between human society, viewed in its bio-culmral-political complexity, and a significantly 

humanized nature." 
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In the social sciences, political ecology integrates the theoretical approaches of 

political economy and ecological analysis, particularly cultural ecology (Greenberg and Park 

1994:1,4; Sheridan 1988:xvi; Hershkovitz 1993:329). Political economy investigates the 

relationships of power that influence a group's or society's position with respect to other 

political entities in the regional, national or international economic system (Sheridan 

1988:xvi). This involves a concern with modes of production, and how these modes shape 

(and are shaped by) the distribution of wealth and power (Wolf 1982:7-8). Political economy 

has proven to be a productive approach for analyzing social and political inequalities, the 

ramifications of these inequalities for social life, and historical processes of political, economic 

and social change (e.g., Roseberry 1989). It has shortcomings, however, in failing to 

recognize that the namral environment (and the ways in which humans interact with it), also 

shapes the conditions in which people live, work, and interrelate. Political economy "...has 

tended to reduce everything to social constructions, blatantly disregarding all that is not 

human" (Greenberg and Park 1994:1). 

Scientific interest in human-environment relations contributed to the development of 

cultural ecology. Under Julian Steward, it became a way to explore humans' place in 

ecological systems without committing the errors of environmental determinism or economic 

determinism. Cultural ecology took a micro-level approach, and focused on how himian 

groups adapt to a local natural environment through cultural practices and institutions; as 

opposed to prior theoretical schools, it permitted for individual variation and sociocultural 

change (Netting 1986[1976]:6-7, Steward 1972[1955]:36-37). Yet studies in cultural ecology, 

and related ecosystemic approaches, were inadequate because they tended to define local 

groups as closed systems (Moran 1990:14), and thus neglected the relationships of these 
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groups to the larger political and economic systems of which they were a part (Greenberg and 

Park 1994:4). As Sheridan (1988:xvii) notes: "The ecology of any human group is political 

in the sense that it is shaped and constrained by other human groups." 

Political ecology combines the strengths of political economy and cultural ecology, 

and also provides a way to transcend their inadequacies. Although political ecology is 

relatively new, a number of scholars have adopted it as a fruitful approach to analyze linkages 

between environmental and political processes (Bryant 1992:12). Blaikie and Brookfield 

(1987) propose "regional political ecology" as a method to study local processes of land 

degradation; the method is "regional" in order to recognize the roles that environmental 

variability, spatial variations, and regional growth and decline play in land use and 

degradation over time. They discuss political economic relationships, such as the state's 

tendency to privilege dominant classes and certain productive activities, and employ historical 

and current examples to argue that "damage to the land and damage to certain classes in 

society are interrelated" (Blaikie and Brookfield 1987:19). Bryant (1992) and Hecht and 

Cockbum (1992) identify political ecology as an emerging agenda in the Third World, for 

marked inequalities in the distribution of wealth, political power, and control over namral 

resources are increasingly recognized as principal issues in environmental degradation and the 

quality of life for marginalized groups.'^ Hershkovitz observes: 

The political ecology approach, true to its cultural ecology roots, is tied closely to the 
study of physical systems and processes, as well as local production systems. It is 
also behavioral in its approach, asking questions about why the users of land follow 
particular courses of action that in many cases exacerbate destructive physical 
processes that in the long run jeopardize their own livelihood. Although this approach 
situates the questions at the individual or household level, it locates the answers at 
higher levels within the realm of political economy (Hershkovitz 1993:330). 
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A number of political ecological studies in various parts of the world investigate 

processes of environmental change. In Amazonia, M. Chapman (1989) examines fisheries 

depletion, and Schmink and Wood (1987) consider degradation of forest resources. 

Degradation of agricultural land is integral to studies conducted in southern Honduras (Stonich 

1993), the Loess Plateau in China (Hershkovitz 1993), and northern Portugal (Black 1990). 

Sheridan's work (1988) includes a discussion of factors related to cattle range degradation in 

northern Mexico (see also Wilson and Thompson 1993), and Saldanha (1990) notes processes 

related to deforestation and soil erosion in India. While the foregoing studies involve cases 

of environmental degradation, some works discuss other forms of environmental and social 

change. Bassett (1988) investigates the political economic simation that has inflamed peasant-

herder conflicts over land use in the Ivory Coast. D. H. Johnson's (1989) historical study of 

the upper Nile, where enatic flooding restricts access to land, examines how ethnic, political 

and linguistic variations evince dynamic responses to changes in the environment. These 

diverse works share the key features of political ecology as a theoretical approach that 

"...focuses on the linkages between society, political economy and the environment" (Bassett 

1988:470), and relates current processes to their historical contexts. 

Political ecology has not entirely escaped the pitfalls that have limited other theoretical 

approaches. Bryant (1992) warns that political ecology is susceptible to economic 

reductionism, and points to three ways it can compromise analytical accuracy; First, 

economic reductionism overlooks the importance of ecological factors by explaining natural 

resource degradation in terms of social and political economic factors. Second, it underrates 

the importance of other factors, such as the influence of national and international forces and 

events that shape environmental processes. Third, economic reductionism underestimates the 
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role of peasants and other under-privileged segments of society, and thus ignores their capacity 

to resist and influence the more powerful (Bryant 1992:13-14). All of these inadequacies 

result in an impoverished understanding of the "complex interaction of contextual sources 

which together, but in differentiated and often contradictory ways, relate to and are affected 

by environmental change" (Bryant 1992:14). Black (1990:44) notes similarly that emphasis 

on the larger political economic context may minimize die importance of local political 

structures in environmental outcomes. In addition, he advises that the chain of causality needs 

to be truly dialectical; not only must it discern how political economy influences local societies 

and land use, but also the reverse (Black 1990:43-44). Due to the great degree of specificity 

involved in any given case of environmental change, however, the connections between local 

processes and higher level conditions may prove difficult to establish (Hershkovitz 1993:331). 

Common Propertv Smdies: As used here, common property refers to shared use of 

a resource base by a group or groups of people. Common property smdies distinguish 

between open access resources for which no rules of management exist, and closed access 

resources for which rights are defmed. In the literature, the terms "commons," "communal 

resources," "common-pool resources," and "common property" tend to be used 

interchangeably.''' Due to variations in usage, these terms do not consistently specify the 

type of access that exists to a resource. On the other hand, the terms "common property 

system," "communal management," "common property institution" and "common property 

regime" indicate that a social institution exists to delimit and define access to a communal 

resource. 

Communal management of a resource base has typically been presented by economists 

as anomalous to the capitalist system, founded as it is on principles of private ownership. The 
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prevailing economic perspective, expressed most influentially by Hardin (1969), argues that 

"a tragedy of the commons" results when land is held communally. The "tragedy" model 

assumes that access is uncontrolled (open access), and that all commonly held resources are 

overexploited. But successful commimal systems restrict access to a defined group and delimit 

the boundaries of the resource (closed access) (Berkes 1985; McCay and Acheson 1987:8, 

Stevenson 1991:3-5,40-41). Where a common property institution exists, "...a particular 

group of individuals share rights to a resource. Thus there is property rather than non-

property (there are rights rather than the absence of rights), and these are common, not to all, 

but to a specified group of users" (McKean and Ostrom 1995:6). Under this type of 

institution, there is shared private property; McKean and Ostrom (1995:6) argue that it ought 

to be considered as having similarities to cooperatives, joint-stock corporations and business 

partnerships. 

The "tragedy of the commons" argument can be seen as a recent sally in a long 

history of attacks on common property. McCay and Acheson (1990:2) trace deprecation of 

common property back to Aristotle, who stated: "that which is common to the greatest number 

has the least care bestowed upon it." Elite groups and states have been expropriating and 

redefining common lands for their own purposes at least since the sixteenth century (Behar 

1986:190; Hoskins and Stamp 1963:51-52,54; Fem^dez 1987:269-270; Scrutton 1970[1887]; 

Brouwer 1995a:285; Kerridge 1992:49; Cabo Alonso 1956:611). State policies and 

development programs tend to ignore or legislate against common property (Ostrom 1990:8-

10; Jodha 1992:3-4; Stonich 1996:33; Alonso 1995:149-152; Chamley 1996:41). Economists, 

policy-makers, conservationists, and others convinced of the "tragedy" model have argued that 

the only means to protect communal resources from degradation is either through state 
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intervention or privatization (Ostrom 1990:8-10; McCay and Acheson 1990:xiii-xiv; Wilson 

and Thompson 1993:302-303; Townsend and Wilson 1990:311; Peters 1990:172-173). Land 

tenure policies and titling programs that favor either privatization or state ownership of natural 

resources (including recent Honduran legislation), have been based upon these arguments. 

Processes of population growth have also led to division of common lands into private 

holdings (Netting 1982:479-480), and other types of social change and disturbances (wars, 

land conflicts, epidemic disease, environmental or climatic phenomena) are likewise implicated 

in historical transformations of common property. 

Common lands and communal management systems nevertheless survive in the 

present. Ostrom (1990:xv) notes that over 5000 case studies documenting common property 

systems exist in a dispersed literature representing numerous disciplines. In Latin America, 

a number of works discuss Mexican ejidos — common lands granted to communities or 

municipios by the Crown and the state (e.g., Sheridan 1988; Ballesteros Porta 1964; Wilson 

and Thompson 1993; Fernandez y Fenmdez 1974; DeWalt 1979; Ronfeldt 1973; Glantz 

1974; Sabloff 1981). Studies in Switzerland (Netting 1976), Japan (McKean 1982,1990; 

Totman 1985), North America (Berkes 1987; Acheson 1987; Ostrom 1990), Spain and 

Portugal (Behar 1986; Fernandez 1987; Ostrom 1990; Brouwer 1995a, 1995b), the Philippines 

(Ostrom 1990), Ethiopia (Bauer 1987), India (Gadgil and Iyer 1989), Africa (Thomson and 

Coulibaly 1995; Chamley 1996), and other areas (Berkes et al. 1989:93; ), indicate that 

common property regimes can manage communal resources without creating an environmental 

tragedy. 

The success (in terms of sustainable use) of certain conunon property systems, as 

opposed to those that lead to environmental degradation, can be found in the institutional 
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arrangements adopted by the community (Berkes et al. 1989:91). A delimited resource and 

a defined user group are not adequate to guarantee a successful, and potentially sustainable, 

common property system. Based on comparative studies of long-enduring, self-organized and 

self-governed common property systems, Ostrom (1990) delineates six additional factors that 

are integral to success: (1) principles governing resource use, and required contributions of 

labor, material or money, suit the local situation; (2) collective-choice arrangements allow 

those with access rights to participate in modifying the rules; (3) monitoring helps to control 

common property appropriation; (4) appropriators who violate the rules face graduated 

sanctions; (5) conflict resolution mechanisms exist; and (6) external government authorities 

recognize minimal rights to organize. Not all common property institutions operate under 

these conditions, and to the extent that they do not, the institution and its resource base may 

experience difficulties. Common property thus encompasses a range of circumstances, from 

entirely open access to carefully managed closed access. 

Depending on social, historical, and environmental factors, common property can 

entail advantages over private property arrangements. Where a resource base encompasses 

multiple zones, as in a watershed catchment where uphill activities can have a negative affect 

on downhill resources, communal management offers greater potential than private ownership 

to coordinate decision-making across zones and mitigate negative outcomes. In other words, 

common property institutions can improve productive efficiency by internalizing externalities 

(McKean and Ostrom 1995:7; White and Runge 1994). For resource bases with diffuse or 

low productivity or unpredictable yields, common property results in a relatively fairer 

distribution of resources. Common property also reduces risk in the face of ecological 

uncertainty by assuring that scarce resources will be accessible to everyone in the group 
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(Runge 1986:625; McCay and Acheson 1987:19; Wilson and Thompson 1993:300,305; 

Netting 1982). Common property involves lower transaction costs, and greater administrative 

efficiency, than private property (Runge 1986:624, McKean and Ostrom 1995:7-8). Runge 

notes that: 

...the social overhead required by assigned defined and transferable private property 
rights and the capacity to support this superstructure through legal fees and taxes often 
goes unrecognized. This capacity is difficult to maintain without an expensive support 
structure capable of effectively recording, administering and adjudicating local 
disputes over these claims (Runge 1986:624). 

These advantages can be critical to poor, rural populations who depend on their resource base 

for survival. Moreover, certain resources are not amenable to physical demarcation or 

division, either because the resource system resists subdivision (oceans, groundwater aquifers, 

the stratosphere) or because the resource in question moves over a large territory (wildlife, 

fish). For these types of resource, communal institutions provide a means to manage and 

coordinate resource exploitation across large areas and multiple user groups (McKean and 

Ostrom 1995:6-7; Stevenson 1991:4; Berkes 1985). 

Although certain common property systems achieve sustainable management, a number 

of unsustainable examples have been found. Environmental degradation in communal systems 

can result from a variety of forces that undermine the efficacy of traditional instimtional 

arrangements; in other cases, adequate institutional arrangements may never have been 

present. When a communal resource base serves multiple purposes, there can be a continuum 

from open access to closed access uses. Forests, for example, contain resources other than 

timber, such as wildlife, non-woody vegetation, and water sources. Some resources may be 

unmanaged (open access), while others are carefully governed (closed access). Common 

property regimes may also fail to completely delimit access, as when poachers and trespassers 
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intrude. Berkes et al. (1989) note that the James Bay beaver was harvested sustainably by 

indigenous groups respecting customary laws, until they lost control over their territory 

because of an influx of non-native trappers. Other factors that may have disrupting effects 

on communal management include population pressure, commercialization, adoption of new 

technology, and state policies (Jodha 1985; Cruz 1991; Peters 1987; Gadgil and Iyer 1989; 

Thomson and Coulibaly 1995; McKean and Ostrom 1995; Moorehead 1989; Azhar 1993; 

Brouwer 1995b). 

Although traditional communal systems can disintegrate under state policies and 

development pressures, it is sometimes possible for them to adjust to changing conditions. 

Baines (1989) considers how traditional resource management systems in the Melanesian South 

Pacific have adapted to current sociopolitical changes with a fair degree of success, even 

though pressures for modernization, and resource allocation legislation, have weakened them. 

As is typical in many parts of the world, Baines (1989:278) observes that "there is a consistent 

tendency by agents of resource development to characterize traditional forms of resource 

administration as 'problems' impeding development" (cf. Rohde 1993:61). Indeed, many 

economic development strategies assume that private property systems prevent environmental 

degradation, but privately-held lands also suffer from it (Goodland et al. 1989:149; Peters 

1987:177). 

Studies of common property, similar to political ecology, interpret environmental 

change and human uses of the environment with respect to local, regional and national 

conditions. Moreover, common property studies address political economy implicitly through 

analyses of the roles of the state, economic policies, and development programs in 

transforming (or attempting to transform) communal land uses. Studies of communal 
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resources may also suffer some of political ecology's analytic pitfalls; examinations of 

degradation processes may tend to accentuate the influence of the broader political economy 

and underestimate a group's potential to respond innovatively to protect their livelihoods. In 

addition, the focus on property rights may result in a lack of recognition for ecological 

processes. 

Since common property studies and political ecology share areas of overlap as well 

as distinct perspectives, they provide complementary insights for this work. They both point 

toward the important role of local populations in resource management; they recognize that 

people (and/or communal organizations) act in relation to their local environment and 

conditions as well as in response to broader economic, political, and social processes; they 

also acknowledge that state policies and programs (as well as international circumstances) may 

constitute an important influence upon local decision-making and management of namral 

resources. Common property studies suggest that where state policies undermine effective 

common property institutions, the result may be open access and resource degradation (Jodha 

1992:3-4; Gadgil and Iyer 1989). Political ecology studies show that state policies can lead 

to unexpected results at the local level, because policies are applied universally and 

indiscriminately even though local conditions vary widely. The history of La Campa reveals 

that state policies have included mandates requiring communal organization as well as more 

recent regulations that undermine common property institutions. The influence of state 

policies upon La Campa's communal forests, and Lacamperos' responses to these policies, 

thus become a noteworthy aspect of the research. 

The role of forest ecology remains in the background due to inadequate information 

available on La Campa's pine-oak continuum forests. Insofar as possible, I include ecological 
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information. This study does not adequately address the ecological issues that must be 

understood to make claims of sustainable (or unsustainable) management, and to interpret the 

ecosystemic ramifications of degradation. Nevertheless, diis work constimtes an initial effort 

to understand communal forest use and management in La Campa, their roles in subsistence, 

and their interrelationships with the changing socioeconomic, political, historical and 

environmental contexts within which Lacamperos live. 

Research Methods and Data Collection 

The quantitative and qualitative information in this study derives from a variety of data 

collection methods: (1) a demographic census, (2) socioeconomic and land use surveys, (3) 

formal and informal interviews, (4) archival research, (5) oral histories, and (6) participant 

observation. In presenting information firom interviews, oral histories and participant 

observation, I have used pseudonyms for Lacamperos, but I retain the names of non-

Lacamperos whose identities and positions are matters of public record. 

Census and Survey Collection: I administered a socioeconomic and land use survey 

to the 108 households in the Centro of La Campa and its associated areas — San Mati'as, 

Monqueta, Jilguarapis, and Peiia Blanca. In conjunction with the survey, I conducted a 

demographic census. The households had a total of 633 members, for an average number of 

5.86 members per household.'^ The survey occurred between April and June 1994. I 

carried out the survey with the help of a resident who worked as my guide and assistant; he 

accompanied me to households that I did not yet know at the time of the survey. Due to La 

Campa's tradition of courtesy toward visitors and my assistant's introduction, 100% of the 

households agreed to participate in the survey. 
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I designed two forms of the survey — a long version and a short version. Both 

versions covered forest use, agricultural production, livestock and land ownership, and 

participation in organized groups, but the longer version included additional, detailed questions 

regarding forest use and agricultural production. While the short version required 30-60 

minutes to complete, the long version (or detailed survey) generally required 2 hours. A few 

households that were not involved in agricultural activities (mainly school teachers in the 

Centro and a few elders largely retired from agricultural work) answered either version of the 

survey in less than 30 minutes. I selected 38 households at random (35% of the households) 

to receive the detailed survey.'® Whenever possible, I conducted the surveys with both the 

male and female co-heads of household present. The women tended to have a better recall 

of demographic information (dates and places of birth), and knew details about household 

firewood consumption and the plants raised in the solar (house yard and garden). The men 

usually provided more details about agricultural production, livestock, and land use. When 

I encountered only one of the household co-heads, we covered as much of the survey as 

possible, and I returned another day to visit the other spouse if necessary. 

Problems with the Survev Data: Most of the households provided accurate 

information during the surveys, but inconsistencies and imcertainties exist with regard to land 

areas and imits of measurement. For example, every household that responded to the long 

survey was asked how much maize they obtained from their last harvest; I learned that many 

people start picking maize to eat as soon as it ripens and harvest it gradually, so they could 

only estimate the total. A few household heads were not accustomed to evaluating their 

production in a unit of measurement, but they could estimate how many months it would last 

the household. Several households apparently underreported their land and livestock - and 
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in one case a household exaggerated its holdings. As I sought details about La Campa 

households' economic resources, I realized that my activity could be likened to asking my 

United States acquaintances to delineate the status of their checking and savings accounts, 

taxes, and investments. Not surprisingly, a few Lacamperos responded cautiously. According 

to my assistant, some inaccuracies reporting land area arose because people measure land only 

when usufruct rights are granted or purchased, and thereafter they expand the holding 

incrementally by clearing more area and building fences out further (unless their land abuts 

other holdings). Inaccuracies became clear through observations and additional interaction 

with household members, or discussions with other Lacamperos who volunteered appraisals 

of their neighbors' conditions with a perspicacity bom of long association. I made follow-up 

visits to nearly half the households to discover additional information and verify survey 

responses that appeared anomalous. It proved difficult to learn more from reticent household 

heads, but I learned a great deal by visiting the fields and gardens of households that were 

willing to share their knowledge with an interested, and rather novel, guest. 

Formal and Informal Interviews: I conducted interviews with informants who lived 

in and outside of La Campa. Within the municipio, I interviewed community leaders, elders, 

and individuals with particular knowledge or experiences. These included 5 men who served 

as mayors (including those in office during the research), leaders and participants in the 1986-

1987 movement to oust COHDEFOR, and the eldest residents of La Campa. Outside of La 

Campa, I interviewed employees of state institutions and representatives of non-governmental 

organizations (NGOs) operating in the region. Time constraints and unforeseen circumstances 

undermined my plans to interview national government officials and representatives of NGOs 

in Tegucigalpa.'^ As a result, I found it most productive to interview government employees 
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and NGO representatives who lived and worked in the Department of Lempira. They 

provided a more knowledgeable perspective on policies and events influencing La Campa than 

national authorities in Tegucigalpa could have done. In particular, I met with employees of 

COHDEFOR, the Ministry of Natural Resources, World Vision, the Honduran Federation for 

Community Development (Federacion de Desarrollo Comunitario de Honduras, or 

FEDECOH). I also spoke with members of ONILH. 

With permission of interviewees, I taped most of the formal interviews. Some people 

did not wish to have their words recorded, and others asked me to shut off the recording when 

they discussed particularly sensitive matters. I rarely taped informal interviews because they 

tended to occur spontaneously and opportunistically. Moreover, I discovered that setting up 

the tape recorder could interrupt or inhibit conversation (many Lacamperos had never seen 

anything like my miniature one). On the other hand, a few people became unusually 

loquacious with the tape recorder on. 

Archival Research: 1 examined documents in La Campa's municipal archives, the 

National Archives of Honduras in Tegucigalpa, and COHDEFOR archives in Gracias. I 

obtained uiu'estricted access to the COHDEFOR archives in Gracias, which had records dating 

from 1979 to the present. A number of documents had suffered infestation and water damage 

during storage in a prior, inadequate office, and some records were missing (discarded as a 

result of the damage). The director of COHDEFOR had worked in the area for over a decade 

and provided invaluable information as I reviewed archival documents. 

Early on in research. La Campa's outgoing mayor allowed me to see several specific 

archival documents. As my year of research drew to a close, the new mayor and council 

granted me supervised access to the only existing copies of La Campa's municipal actas 
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(minutes of municipal council meetings that include a summary of every council decision); I 

returned in 1995 to read, photograph and photocopy as many documents as possible in a 

month. The limited time prevented me from reviewing all of the actas generated in 74 years 

of municipal history ~ thirty-eight volumes containing over 5500 pages of handwritten text. 

One volume was missing, several volumes had faded with time, and some handwritmg proved 

nearly illegible. Therefore, I photographed volumes that were in legible condition, and 

selected sections that I knew to contain important information. Within the severe time 

constraints, I reviewed nearly half of the documents, and copied approximately one third of 

the documents. Although my review was incomplete, the records provided crucial information 

that assisted with the interpretation of past and current events, and helped verify data reported 

by informants. 

Quotations and excerpts from archival documents appear at various points in this 

work. The translations are mine, and the original Spanish is presented in the endnotes. In 

the Spanish quotations, I reproduce the same spelling, capitalization and abbreviations — 

despite the occasional errors - as found in the original document. The photographs of La 

Campa actas, taken under the less than satisfactory conditions of natural lighting, resulted in 

poor copies that made for difficult reading. Certain documents contain words that are illegible 

or unclear; these are indicated in brackets. With recognizable words, I could not always be 

sure of the use of accents or spelling (e.g., "i" and "e," "a" and "o" appear similar in cursive 

writing); in these circumstances I assumed correct Spanish spelling. I use the editorial "sic" 

only when the grammatical construction or subject-verb agreement violates Spanish rules 

(reflecting either a unique Lacampero usage or a secretarial error). 
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Oral Histories: I collected oral histories from those among La Campa's eldest citizens 

who were willing to share their memories widi me. Several women expressed disbelief that 

their life history would be of interest to anyone, and found it difficult to talk. I taped their 

words when I received permission, but several informants did not want to be recorded. The 

oral histories added to my information concerning the past, and provided perspectives that I 

could not have gained through other means. At the same time, elders' memories concerning 

the timing of events often proved to be inaccurate when checked against municipal actas. 

Participant Observation: As a resident of the Centro, I took part in the La Campa's 

daily activities. I attended municipal council meetings, rose before dawn to walk with farmers 

to their mountain fields, observed potters at their work, gathered firewood with members of 

several households, planted maize and picked it, stirred boiling sugar cane juice, shucked 

maize and made tortillas, and hiked to Gracias when the bus broke down. Like most of La 

Campa's residents, I attended Mass intermittently, walked in religious processions, and prayed 

the Rosary for saint's days and wakes. Unlike La Campa's residents, I learned with difficulty 

to do many things that they did effortlessly. Insofar as possible, I became familiar with the 

tenor of their lives. 

Organization of the Text 

The second chapter provides an overview of the historical context that shaped the 

current conditions of La Campa. After a brief consideration of prehistoric Lenca society, the 

focus moves to the impact of Spanish conquest and colonialism. Information from historical 

sources provides clues as to demographic trends, land use, and environmental change. The 

chapter closes by considering the socioeconomic and sociocultural conditions that bespeak 

historical and current processes of transformation. 
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The following two chapters describe La Campa's subsistence base, first considering 

forest use and then agropastoralism. The chapter on forest use describes the variety of 

resources that Lacamperos obtain from their communal woodlands, with a focus on the 

importance of firewood for daily survival and artisanal production of pottery. The chapter 

on agropastoralism examines the crops, technology, and land use patterns that sustain daily 

life. Both chapters recognize changes that have occurred since La Campa became a municipio 

in 1921, including the influence of state policies, population growth, and the introduction of 

new technology. They include empirical data and qualitative information that describe current 

conditions and ongoing transformations that influence forest resources. 

The fifth chapter focuses on communal management in La Campa. The discussion 

investigates the influence from Spain's communitarian tradition and state policies that have 

shaped communal organization in La Campa. It examines traditions and local ordinances, as 

well as the council's role in adopting, interpreting, and resisting departmental and state 

policies that mandated certain forms of management. The analysis encompasses not only 

forest resources but also other resources, both human and natural, that have been communally 

managed. It evaluates the degree to which La Campa's form 

of communal forest management represents a common property institution as defined by 

Ostrom (1990), and explores the trends that appear to be eroding it. 

The sixth chapter focuses on the 1970s and 1980s, when state forestry policies and 

municipal development goals interacted to allow uncontrolled logging of La Campa's old 

growth forests. The analysis appraises the circumstances that inspired Lacamperos to resist 

the national forestry institution, the methods they employed, and the evenmal outcome. The 

discussion investigates how the tradition of communal management, subsistence needs, 
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processes of demographic and technical change, and national policy interacted to influence a 

course of action. 

The final chapter evaluates the current situation in La Campa with respect to its 

communal forests, economic activities, changing social and demographic structure, and new 

state policies for agricultural development and forest management. In closing, it presents 

conclusions, discusses the implications of the findings for the future of La Campa's communal 

forests, and suggests directions for further research. 
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Endnotes 

1. Hicimos que ya no se venda madera dentro del municipio....Debemos operar dentro del 
acuerdo que hemos hecho. Insisto que respetemos los acuerdos. 

2. Si, todos tenemos necesidad de madera. Si vendemos, algunos van a quedar contentos 
pero otros resentidos. 

3. De acuerdo, ya no mas COHDEFOR aqm. Nosotros tenemos el bosque como propiedad 
propia. 

4. Despues de escuchar la charla, yo diria que no....Yo pido a las comunidades que no 
presenten, mejorpaciencia; nuestro tiempo ya esta terminando...Mira, si un alcalde no hace 
la que les digo, COHDEFOR va a venir y puede terminer con La Campa. 

5. Un municipio con pocos recursos no puede dar todo el desarrollo esperado. 

6. The secretary recorded that the meeting came to an end at 11 a.m. (Acta 21, November 
1, 1993; LCMA Tomo 37). This error is probably due to (1) habit -11 a.m. is the scheduled 
ending time; (2) inaccurate memory — he takes notes during the meeting, and writes the 
formal version of the acta at a later date; (3) he has no wristwatch, nor does the town hall 
have a clock; and (4) the people of La Campa rarely concern themselves with exact time (for 
example, the meeting starts when a quorum has arrived, rarely on time at 9 a.m.). 

7. No esfdcil desarrollar un pueblo — ya veo - require a todos unidos. 

8. The affiliation of the Lenca Indians is a matter of scholarly debate. Of those who 
comment on the issue, some hold that the Lenca are an independent cultural and linguistic 
group, who settled western Honduras prior to the arrival of the Mayan people in the area 
(Ardon Meji'a and Herranz, n.d.; cf. Stone 1948, Johnson 1948). Rivas (1993:57) states that 
the Lenca are descendants of the Maya. 

9. Honduras' eight indigenous groups are: Tolupan, Tawakha, Pech, Miskito, Chorti, Lenca, 
Garifuna and Creoles (Instituto Hondureiio de Antropologia e Historia, et al. 1993; Rivas 
1993). Except for the Chortis and the Creoles, these groups compose the pan-indigenous 
organization toown as CONPAH (Confederacion de Pueblos Autoctonos de Honduras, or the 
Confederation of Autochthonous Pueblos of Honduras). CONPAH, and its branch 
organization, CAHDEA (which provides legal and technical support), are governed by 
representatives elected from each of the member groups. The organizations defend indigenous 
human rights and support the member groups' grassroots efforts for economic development. 
The Chortis and Creoles may soon join (personal communication, Mauricia Castro, 
CAHDEA, July 26, 1994). 

The Gan'fima and Creole are unique groups; they emerged rather recently, and have 
a distinct history. They are descendants of African slaves who escaped captivity on 
Carribbean islands and intermarried with Carib Indians. They were once known as "Black 
Caribs." A group of approximately 2500-3000 Black Caribs (some estimates are higher) were 
deported by the British from the island of San Vicente to the Bay Islands and the port of 
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Trujillo, Honduras, in 1797. The population that established itself in the Bay Islands became 
known as Creoles. The others spread out along the Caribbean coast of Honduras, Belize and 
Guatemala, where they became known as Garifiina (Rivas 1993:257-261; Instituto Hondureno 
de Antropologi'a e Historia, et al. 1993:30-31). 

10. One bus leaves from Gracias in the early afternoon en route to San Manuel, and returns 
to Gracias the next morning; then the other bus leaves that afternoon for the next roundtrip. 

11. Caiqum had a small group of people involved with the Honduran Lenca Indian 
Organization {Organizacion Indigena L^nca de Honduras — ONILH), but the Centro and 
neighboring aldeas had had a falling out with the organization and did not have active 
members. Caiqum was a three-hour, uphill walk on an unmarked path through pine woods 
and gushing streams. I hiked in with a Centro friend as a guide, and found the village to be 
smaller and more dispersed than the Centro. We spoke with various Caiqum residents — 
mostly women because the men were away working in the fields. They professed not to be 
involved in any indigenous organizations, but they knew of ONILH. They told me of one 
resident — an acquaintance of mine from my first sojourn in Honduras - who worked with 
CONPAH (see Endnote 9, this chapter). He spent most of his tune in Tegucigalpa. 

While in Caiqum, we encountered a Peace Corps volunteer who had recently arrived 
in the village. She was trying to establish herself, with some difficulty, in the insular social 
milieu. I had already found greater acceptance in the Centro than she had managed in 
Caiqum. Accounts of her experiences and plans convinced me that two gringos in Caiqum 
would be problematic for the residents, and needlessly complicate our distinct projects. 
Moreover, she had had difficulty finding permanent lodging, and it appeared that she had 
acquired the only inhabitable dwelling for rent in the vicinity. 

12. The first volunteer had assisted with commimity water projects, and was known for his 
easy-going namre. The second volunteer, a vivacious young woman who was departing as 
I arrived, had worked with adult literacy classes throughout the region. 

13. While Bryant (1992) focuses on political ecology as a research agenda, Hecht and 
Cockbum (1992) see it also as a stimulus for political action. 

14. McKean and Ostrom (1995:5) prefer to use "communal resources" and "common-pool 
resources," in reference to the physical qualities of a resource system; they reserve the terms 
"common property" and "common property regime" to refer to a "...property rights 
arrangement in which a group of resource users share rights and duties toward a resource." 

15. The demographic census included an additional eight people who were temporary 
residents in the Centro: Two telegraph operators in training who lodged in rooms beside the 
telegraph office, and six smdents attending the local colegio — junior high school — who 
resided in loaned houses during the school year with occasional visits to their own households 
in other aldeas. 

16. To select households randomly, I obtained a list of households from the local health 
center, and numbered every house on the list. Then I wrote every number on an equal-sized 
piece of paper, folded the papers in half, put them in an opaque plastic bag, and shook it. 
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Next, my husband and I took turns selecting numbers from the bag with our eyes closed, 
while the other held the bag at shoulder level. During the course of administering surveys, 
I encountered two households that had not been listed. Three households that had been 
selected for the long version were replaced: in one household, the husband died immediately 
before the survey was to be administered, and I concurred with my assistant's recommendation 
not to subject the grieving household to the detailed questions concerning their holdings 
required in the long survey — besides, the wife had limited knowledge of her husband's 
agricultural activities. In the second case, the household was composed of a deafinute man, 
his young children, and his deafinute brother. Due to difficulty in communication, the short 
survey was conducted using the 13 year-old daughter as an informant. In both of these cases 
a replacement was selected by drawing another number from the bag. In the third case, a 
household of a single mother who was not involved in notable agricultural production was 
purposively replaced with the household of another single mother who did conduct a variety 
of agriculmral activities. 

17. When I arrived in Honduras, the nation was in the final months of a hotly contested, and 
rather bitter, presidential campaign. The National Party sought to extend its domination of 
government for another four years, while the Liberal Party endeavored to regain the reins of 
power. Since most government employees obtain their posts through political appointment 
when not by election, many were dedicating themselves to the reelection of the National Party. 
In the politically-charged atmosphere, I found that I lacked the connections to obtain a meeting 
with officials who had higher priorities than to meet with an unknown foreign researcher. The 
Liberal Party won the November elections, and began to replace government officials and 
staff; I decided it would not be helpful to interview officials whose tenure in office numbered 
days or weeks. I visited the offices of several NGOs, but the representatives with whom I met 
had little information on programs in the Department of Lempira. Moreover, COHDEFOR 
was in the throes of a major reorganization and redefinition of responsibilities that continued 
throughout the research period. 
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Much of La Campa's present has been shaped by the socioeconomic, political and 

demographic transformations associated with key historical events. The most calamitous 

changes occurred with Spanish conquest and colonialism. As in the rest of the Americas, the 

conquest brought violent conflicts, forced labor, slavery and epidemics that decimated the 

indigenous population. Most of those who survived were forced to settle in centralized 

villages, provide labor and tribute, accept Christianity, and alter many of their cultural 

traditions. Spaniards competed brutally for control of the region's namral and human 

resources. Chamberlain states: 

The history of Honduras to 1550 is extremely complex and is the story of one of the 
most perpemally turbulent provinces of the Indies for the first two decades of its 
history. Its remoteness from other centers of colonization gave wide scope for 
individual action, to governors and colonists alike. The fact that thrusts of Spanish 
expansion from several directions (over from Santo Domingo, down from Mexico, 
and up from Panama) met there, created rivalry and violence among the Spaniards 
from the first (1966:1). 

The violence and competition among the Spaniards provided opportunities for 

indigenous rebellion and resistance, but also took its toll on the native population as avaricious 

officials, settlers and mercenaries strove to make their fortunes from selling Indians as slaves 

and compelling labor in mines. Newson (1986:127-128) notes that conquest and slavery 

occurred in tandem; she estimates that 30,000 to 50,000 Honduran Indians were killed in 

campaigns of conquest, and that 100,000 to 150,000 more were enslaved and deported to the 

West Indies.' The Lenca of western Honduras were among those who most valiantly resisted 

the Spanish conquest; but because their territory offered promising mines and a relatively 
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dense indigenous population, the Spaniards resorted to every means at their disposal to 

subjugate them. 

Pre-Hispanic Lenca Society 

When the Spaniards arrived, the Lenca people comprised one of the largest indigenous 

groups, if not the largest, in Honduras. The pre-Hispanic Lenca inhabited much of central 

and western Honduras, and were also to be found east of the Rio Lempa in El Salvador 

(Chapman 1992[1985]:65; Weeks and Black 1991:246; Newson 1986:19,24-25, ArdonMejia 

1990:55). Although the precise boundaries of Lenca territory are subject to debate. La Campa 

lies within the area that scholars identify as Lenca (e.g., Chapman 1978,1985; Weeks and 

Black 1991; Newson 1986; Ardon Meji'a and Herranz n.d.; Castegnari de Foletti 1989; 

Johnson 1948). 

Lenca society had a division of labor and a hierarchical social strucmre composed of 

elites and commoners. The elites included caciques (chiefs), priests, and high-ranked 

warriors. Herrera (1728 Tomo 2:385) describes an unidentified Honduran people, evidently 

Lenca due to their location and pronounced social hierarchy. He notes that chiefs were 

interrelated, and that a chiefs son generally married another chiefs daughter. The chiefs 

passed their position on to their sons; thus, descent was evidently traced through a patrilineal 

system (Chapman 1978:23). Each village was governed by a senor justicia mayor (chief 

justice or judge), aided by four assistants (tenientes, or lieutenants) who participated in 

decisions concerning war, government, justice, and agriculmre (Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:384-

385). Priests lived in shrines built away from settlements, where they served gods of stone 

and clay. The highest ranked people consulted with the priests, and offered gifts of food, but 
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no one else was permitted to see the priests because they were regarded with great veneration 

(Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:384; Newson 1986:63). 

The Lenca maintained large fortifications in the mountains and on hilltops for times 

of war. They waged war against neighboring populations, and took captives to serve as 

slaves. Warring groups that spoke the same language recognized periods of peace (Herrera 

1728 Tomo 2:383; Weeks et al. 1987:68-69; Newson 1986:63). 

Similar to other Mesoamerican groups, the Lenca grew maize, beans, cucurbits, 

chiles, and a number of minor crops. Slaves taken in war worked in agriculmral fields 

(Herrera 1728:Tomo 2:383), but commoners probably worked in the fields as well (Chapman 

1992[1985]:69). Women made pottery and produced textiles. The commoners paid tribute 

of honey and white cloth to the noble class (Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:383; Chapman 

I992[1985];69). The Lenca apparently participated in trading networks; Herrera (1728 Tomo 

2:383) notes that during peace times: "they exchanged birds, cloth, feathers, salt, cacao, 

achite {achiote), which is like vermillion with which to paint themselves, and other things." 

Some of these exchanges may have been arranged to confirm the cessation of hostilities, but 

salt, cacao and certain other goods had to be obtained through trade because they were not 

everywhere available (Chapman 1992[1985]:77; Weeks et al. 1987:68-69). 

The Lenca, like the Maya, believed that individuals had a nagual, or a certain animal 

that provided them with luck and protection. Herrera explains that a person sought a nagual 

by retreating to the wilderness, and sacrificing a dog or a rooster. A vision would come to 

the person, and instruct him to go hunting; the first animal seen by this person would be his 

nagual. The destinies of the hxmian and the animal were intertwined so that if one died, the 

other would also perish (Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:384; cf. Burgos-Debray 1984:18-20). 
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Chapman (1985:80) reports that Lenca informants professed a belief in naguals as recently as 

the 1960s. A resident of La Campa told Chapman: 

When a woman is going to give birth, they spread ash either in the house doorway 
or around her. The animal that leaves marks in the ash will be the nagual of the 
newborn child. It's bad (for the person) because if the nagual is killed, the person 
dies. (But) we all have naguals... You can take advantage of your nagual for a while, 
but it's dangerous (Chapman 1992[1985]:80).^ 

Conquest and Colonialism of Western Honduras 

No permanent Spanish settlement was founded in Honduras until 1524. By 1536, the 

Spaniards sought to establish a permanent settlement to exploit western Honduras' human and 

mineral resources. The first group of colonists founded Gracias a Dios (hereafter Gracias) 

to the north of its present location, then soon moved it to a second site. The Spaniards 

implemented the encomienda system, whereby indigenous populations were assigned to an 

encomendero. The encomendero had the right to demand labor and tribute, and in return he 

was responsible for providing a Christian education and protection for the people (Newson 

1986:100,104). In reality, encomenderos rarely fiilfilled their obligations, and the system 

facilitated exploitation. Spaniards at first believed that the Lenca people would not resist the 

encomienda system, but this proved to be untrue (Chamberlain 1966:79). 

In the years immediately preceding Spanish penetration to their land, rival Lenca 

groups had fought fierce wars. Under a renowned Lenca leader, Lempira, antagonistic 

factions united in 1537 to oust the Spanish invaders. Lempira's allies included the Care 

people (a Lenca sub-group) who lived in the area of La Campa, the region north and west of 

La Campa, and east into what is now known as Intibuca (Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:279; Newson 

1986:22, Chapman 1978:18,21; Stone 1954:5). Lempira's reputation for having killed 120 

men in battle without injury inspired confidence and gave him an aura of invulnerability 
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(Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:279; Chamberlain 1966:80). The Lenca united by Lempira waged war 

on the Spaniards for approximately six months; the uprising spread to involve other 

indigenous groups of western Honduras, the central region, the northern coast, and San 

Salvador as well (Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:279; Chamberlain 1966:84,89). The indigenous 

alliance far outnumbered the small Spanish contingent and its Indian reinforcements recruited 

from the regions of Mexico and Guatemala. The Lenca forces proved nearly impervious to 

Spanish attacks upon their hilltop fortresses, and they augmented Spanish insecurity through 

campaigns to convert the Spaniards' indigenous allies to the Lenca cause (Chamberlain 

1966:80-81). Finally the Spaniards resorted to treachery, and killed Lempira. The resistance 

collapsed in conftision, for Lempira's followers and allies had believed him to be invincible 

(Herrera 1728 Tomo 2:279; Chamberlain 1966:80,90). The stunning defeat, combined with 

the Spaniards' devastating techniques of subjugation, apparently inhibited the Lenca people 

of western Honduras from organizing further violent, widespread resistance.' 

Shortly after Lempira's demise, the Spaniards relocated the settlement of Gracias for 

the third time. The permanent location was selected because of its proximity to the indigenous 

population; it lay approximately 16 kilometers from the present Centre of La Campa.'' With 

its third founding in 1539, Gracias a Dios became an administrative center for the province 

(Lunardi 1946:52-53, Pedraza 1946[1539]:121-123). The Spaniards consolidated their power 

in western and central Honduras through enforcement of the encomienda system and 

resettlement of the population. A number of Lenca people resisted resettlement and inclusion 

in encomiendas; they remained fugitive in forbidding mountain recesses. Famine eventually 

drove many back into villages, while others died of malnutrition (Newson 1986:119-120,130-

131). 
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The original inhabitants of La Campa's area must have suffered Spanish abuses as well 

as pressure to accept Christianity and Spanish mores. Given La Campa's proximity to 

Gracias, the Spaniards would have regarded the area's people as a high priority for 

pacification, subjugation, and assignment into encomiendas. Inhabitants of La Campa and 

other sources report that the village was originally called Tecaucina (also Tecauxina or 

Tecauxinas), and located in the mountains near the present site of Cruz Alta (Castegnari de 

Foletti 1989:261, Chapman 1978:45-46, Ardon Meji'a 1989:70, Fiallos 1991:257). In 1536, 

Pedro de Alvarado mentioned a pueblo called Tiquixima; this may be a reference to Tecaucina 

(Castegnari de Foletti 1989:261). A Lacampero told Chapman that the Spaniards founded 

Tecaucina on the site of an indigenous settlement, and the village later moved to the valley 

where it was renamed La Campa (Chapman 1978:45-46). Tecaucina may have been resettled 

following Lempira's death; in this period Francisco Montejo (the adelantado; or regional 

governor and high authority in civil and criminal matters, named by the Crown) tried to attract 

Indians back into settlements, and he also relocated certain villages to sites advantageous for 

the Spaniards (Chamberlain 1966:120). A Honduran sociologist, Mario Ardon Meji'a, 

informed me of a colonial document in which a priest assigned to Tecaucina objected to the 

village's inconvenient location, and ordered it moved to the valley floor. I did not locate this 

document, but it is clear that the Catholic Church ordered the establishment of pueblos de 

indios (Indian villages) and reducciones (consolidated settlements of the dispersed Indian 

population) to impose Christianity and European cultural standards upon the Indians compelled 

to reside there (Weeks and Black 199L-248; Vasquez 1714 Tomo 1:107). As a 1598 

document approved by the King of Spain stated: 

For a long time it has been ordered and desired that in New Spain the Indians be 
reduced to separate and distinct populations from those of the Spaniards...because it 
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is the most important thing for them to be indoctrinated and instructed in the aspects 
of our holy Catholic faith, and so that they live with order and as Christians...' 

Localized indigenous settlements facilitated indoctrination in Christianity; they also 

expedited encomenderos' exploitation of encomienda labor (Fletes et al. 1994:111). Indians 

were forced to work in mines distant from their homes under conditions that vanquished 

many. Due to a shortage of mules and horses, Spaniards used Indians as tamemes (burden 

carriers) to haul goods for long distances with little food or rest. Many died en route. 

Encomenderos sold Indians as slaves, loaned them out on demand, and even bought and sold 

encomiendas; it made little difference that these transactions were illegal (Chamberlain 

1966:124-125,130,196; Newson 1986:101,104-105). In 1539, Cristobal de Pedraza reported 

from Gracias that "more than 6000 people, men and women, young and old, were killed or 

taken away, and from them 3000 were made slaves..." (cited in Chapman 1978:5; cf. Newson 

1986:110,128). 

The indigenous population of Honduras plummeted throughout the sixteenth cenmry 

as malnutrition, epidemics and profound social disruption magnified the devastation wrought 

by Spanish abuses (Herrera 1728: Tomo 1:19-20,183; Newson 1986:128-129; Chamberlain 

1966:196; cf. Jackson 1994). In the vicinity of Gracias, Montejo reported drastic population 

declines between 1536 and 1539 for five settlements: Taloa had 400 houses and it shrank to 

40 houses with 35 men; C&camo's 500 houses was reduced to 20; Araxagua declined from 

250 to 40 houses; Opoa's 200 houses fell to 30, and from 400, Lepaera dwindled to 70-80 

houses (Chapman 1978:5). Montejo concluded: "...there is not one pueblo destroyed, but all 

have been destroyed..."® Montejo, and the Protector de Indies (protector of the Indians), 

Cristobal de Pedraza, advocated that the Indians be treated with consideration. They 
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encountered strong opposition from encomenderos who regarded Indian slaves and forced 

labor as necessities. 

The population decline was accentuated by a fall in fertility; the psychological and 

physical stress of mistreatment, malnourishment, and social disruption probably contributed. 

There are indications that Indians purposefully abstained from intercourse and practiced 

infanticide so that their children would not become slaves (Newson 1986:131). Central and 

western Honduras had an estimated population of 600,000 when the Spaniards arrived; by the 

mid-sixteenth century, the number had declined to around 32,000 (Newson 1986:126). This 

decline, a ratio of 18.8:1, reflects only the initial decades of colonization, and Honduras' 

indigenous population continued to decline into the nineteenth century (Newson 1986:126; cf. 

Dobyns 1991:543-544). 

Agricultural productivity declined with the population. Spanish demands for Indian 

labor reduced the time and energy that Indians could dedicate to cultivation, and conditions 

worsened as Spaniards appropriated the best lands. Despite promising natural and human 

resources, the province produced little. Even fertile lands that had once supported multiple 

annual harvests under indigenous management produced meagerly. Spaniards as well as 

Indians faced hunger due to inadequate harvests (Newson 1986:120-121; Stone 1954:107-

108,129; Herrera 1728 Tomo 3:20). 

The situation in Honduras came to the attention of the Spanish Crown. The dismal 

provincial economy, administrative disorder due to disputes between officials, and indigenous 

population decline augered poorly for Spain; and in addition, little progress had been made 

to Christianize the native peoples (Chamberlain 1966:145-159,214; Stone 1954:132-133). To 

remedy the simation, the Crown decided to create a new Audiencia with the responsibility for 
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enacting and enforcing royal will in Honduras and the rest of Central America. The 

Audienda de los Confines was established in Gracias with jurisdiction over Honduras y 

Higueras (now Honduras), Guatemala, Nicaragua, San Salvador (later El Salvador), Costa 

Rica, Panama, Chiapas, Yucatan and Tabasco (Herrera 1728 Tome 2:130; Remesal 1932 

Tomo 1:293; Newson 1986:99; Chamberlain 1966:214-215). The first president, Alonso 

Maldonado, installed the Audiencia in 1544 (Vasquez 1714 Tomo 1:107; Remesal 1932 Tomo 

1:293; Stone 1954:133-134; Chamberlain 1966:215-216). 

The Crown expected the Audiencia to enforce the New Laws of 1542 that aimed to 

protect the rights of the indigenous people, encourage fair treatment, and abolish Indian 

slavery. Since slaves did not pay tribute, the end of slavery would also provide more income 

for the Crown and encomenderos (Newson 1986:110; Stone 1954:135). The laws sparked 

protest from the president of the Audiencia, who argued that the only income in Honduras 

came from the branding of slaves and the precious ore that they mined. Slavery continued 

in Honduras until 1548, when a new president of the Audiencia, Alonso Lopez de Cerrato, 

effected the emancipation. He would not have been successful but for deterioration in the 

Indian slave market, and concern among colonists for indigenous population decline (Newson 

1986:111). The people and officials of Gracias provided little cooperation with the Crown's 

goals for the Audiencia, and in 1548, the Audiencia was transferred to Santiago de Guatemala 

(Stone 1954:138-139; Chamberlain 1966:248). Although Gracias continued to serve as a local 

administrative and mining center (Newson 1986:99; Chamberlain 1966:248), Nuestra Seiiora 

de Valladolid de Comayagua (now Comayagua) became the military, economic, and 

agricultural center for the province of Honduras (Stone 1954:139). 

Exploitation of the indigenous population persevered despite the end of slavery. The 
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Crown prohibited personal service, but Indians continued to work as servants within Spanish 

households (Newson 1986:197). Encomenderos could still utilize Indian labor for agricultural 

work (Carlos FV 1805:108), but in fact required other services as well (Newson 1986:105-

106). Aside from the labor due encomenderos, royal decrees prohibited forced labor, and 

required that any "volunteer labor" be fairly reimbursed. These regulations were roundly 

subverted by the application of mandamientos, or obligatory labor requirements, which paid 

a pittance if anything. The Crown repealed the encomienda system in 1720 (Newson 

1986:10), but mandamientos and tribute obligations continued unabated. 

Tribute pa3mients were levied without regard to ecological context, and were changed 

periodically. Prior to 1549 and after 1562, tribute included maize, beans, chili, honey, rush 

mats and wax. In the Gracias area, many tributarios (Indians required to render tribute, or 

tribute payers) paid part of their tribute in wheat, but they also had to pay a measure of cotton 

— which did not grow in the region (Newson 1986:106-107,191,197). To obtain goods that 

they could not produce, tribute payers generally had to purchase them at excessive prices. 

Although royal orders mandated that tribute payers could pay in monetary equivalents for the 

goods they owed, many officials insisted on payments in kind. The amount of tribute payable 

in cash varied over time and by region; in the 1750s it averaged of 11.5 to 13.5 reals^ per 

capita, and it rose to 12 to 15 reals by 1811. After 1591, all tribute payers also had to pay 

the servicio del toston, a capitation tax instituted to cover the costs of defense (Newson 

1986:197-198). Qualifications for tributary status also changed over time, but a series of laws 

exempted certain Indians from paying tribute. Exemptions were granted to Indian leaders 

(caciques), elected officials such as alcaldes and regidores, and assistants in religious services 

(Jiscales, cantores, sacristanes) (Newson 1986:195; Carlos IV Tomo 1:164-167). Until 1578, 
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only married adult males had to pay tribute, then bachelors and widowers were included. 

From the early 1600s until 1754, Indian women aged 18-50 years also counted as tribute 

payers (Newson 1986:126,193-194). 

Documents from pueblos de indios within several days' journey of La Campa illustrate 

the tribute burden carried by Indians in the jurisdiction of Gracias in the eighteenth century. 

In 1752, the pueblo of Piraera requested to be pardoned from supplying 40 men each month 

to work in the port of Omoa. The port was a 16-day march to the north, and many men died 

in the unaccustomed tropical climate. The people noted that this mandamiento was in addition 

to the tribute they already owed each year: 530 tostoni? and 25 maravedis for the Caja Real 

(royal treasury), 200 tostons for the governor of Honduras, 8 tostons for various religious 

collections, 15 fanegas^ and 7 half fanegas of maize, and nineteen chickens.'" Lepaera's 

residents complained in 1795 that the mandamiento to work in tobacco fields caused them 

great suffering; they received only one peso per week for their work, and two small tortillas 

to eat each day. The obligatory labor prevented them from planting their own crops, but 

regardless they had to pay 100 fanegas of maize every year as tribute. To meet this 

obligation, they had to purchase maiz at two reals per almud (unit of measure for dry goods) 

and haul it to Gracias, where officials counted each almud as one and one-half reals worth of 

maize." The documents reported that residents were abandoning the pueblos in order to 

avoid the misery they faced with the excessive tribute and labor demands. 

The tributary system permitted officials and encomenderos considerable opportunities 

to exploit tribute payers (Newson 1986:198-200). Indians had the right to request reductions 

in their tribute payments, as in times of famine or sickness, but they were not granted 

consistently and lasted for a limited time. Some Indians avoided paying tribute by residing 
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away from their pueblo in Spanish towns, mining areas, or on isolated homesteads (Newson 

1986:193,195-196). 

Land Rights, Demographic Trends, and Local Conflict 

Spanish dominion and abuses depopulated La Campa's area. A Relacidn (report) for 

the Spanish Crown, dated 1582, lists the pueblos of Honduras; La Campa appears as a pueblo 

de indios with 20 tribute payers under an encomendero, Marcos Cana. Cayquin (Caiqum) 

appears as a pueblo de indios with fifteen tribute payers; the encomendero, Corporal 

Enrriquez, also controlled Coloete (Colohete, now San Manuel de Colohete) and two other 

pueblos.'^ Newson (1986:126) estimates that for each tribute payer there were four other 

inhabitants, between women and children. Therefore it can be roughly estimated that 80 

people lived in La Campa in 1582, and 60 people resided in Caiqum — these are the only 

aldeas pertaining to the present municipio of La Campa that appear in the census.'^ The 

same census reported that 30 Spanish vecinos (married adult males counted as permanent 

residents with full legal rights) lived in Gracias. Twenty-two of these men held encomiendas 

within the region pertaining to Gracias, which covered most of the territory now belonging 

to the departments of Ocotepeque, Lempira, Intibuca, and Cop^. Given the indigenous 

population decline and the limited number of Spanish colonists, the availability of land 

exceeded the populations' needs and there was little demand for the portions unfavorable for 

agriculture or lacking in mineral resources. As a result, portions of land bordering La Campa 

remained realengo (unclaimed Crown land) until the eighteenth and nineteenth cenmries. 

Residents of La Campa, Caiqufn, and their nearest neighbor, Colohete, apparently faced little 

competition for agriculmral land or pasmre even from the Spaniards in the early years. 
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Nevertheless, the diminished population, demands for labor and tribute, and continuing social 

disruption prevented the people from utilizing the land fully for their own benefit. 

Over a century passed before Lacamperos tried to assert land rights. In 1724, La 

Campa sought title to a section of unclaimed land abutting the parcel allotted to it as a pueblo 

de indies. According to a 1573 royal decree, pueblos de indios had rights to one square 

league of land as ejido to be shared among all residents (Carlos IV 1805 Tomo 1:108; Newson 

1986:210). Although La Campa's ejidal land was not formally recognized until 1732,''' the 

people recognized a certain territory (that may or may not have corresponded to one square 

league) and they found it inadequate for their needs. Representatives from the pueblo 

appeared before the juez subdelegado de medidas (the official responsible for surveying land 

in the province) of Gracias, and presented their petition: 

[I], Pascual Peres, current Alcalde of the pueblo of La Campa in the jurisdiction of 
the city, Gracias a Dios, my principal regidores and the rest of the comun [residents] 
of this pueblo...come before your honor, Juez Subdelegado de Medidas in this 
jurisdiction, and declare that near our pueblo lies an area to the north that is called 
Quesuncelca; it is realenga and baldia,^^ without an owner; and because the children 
of the pueblo need it for their work with sugar cane and to raise some cattle and 
horses, we request and beseech your service to send a surveyor to mark the indicated 
plot of land, for the residents request it and we are prepared to [cover the cost] with 
the amount indicated for the caballerias^^ it contains, and obtain title...." 

The people of La Campa were successful, and in 1725 the title was duly approved and 

recorded in the capital, Santiago de Guatemala. La Campa purchased Quesuncelca's four and 

a fraction caballerias (approximately 180 hectares) at ten tostons each. 

Perhaps the most telling aspect of the petition is the evidence that residents of La 

Campa had enough resources to cover the costs related to land purchase and titling, even 

though they still owed tribute. Moreover, the people had sufficient knowledge of the legal 

system and land titling process to effectively represent their community before the regional 



69 

government. The surveyor's report noted that the people of La Campa had already planted 

many plots of sugar cane in the area, and the rest of the land was dense with pine, but 

appropriate for grazing. Lacamperos' desire for Quesunceica may have been related to 

population growth and increased demands for land, but the petition did not declare that the 

land was required for houselots and milpas (maize fields). The title was granted shortly 

before a recovery in indigenous populations became evident in the mid-to-latter eighteenth 

century (Newson 1986:296, 303-304). Therefore factors aside from population growth are 

implicated, such as an increase in the number of cattle and horses owned by Lacamperos, and 

the emergence of sugar cane as a desirable crop. It is not clear whether Lacamperos raised 

sugar cane primarily for subsistence or the market,'^ but Quesunceica included sections with 

a lower elevation and milder climate more suitable for sugar cane production than that found 

around the Centro. Sugar cane, cattle and horses probably had local exchange value, 

therefore sales of these Spanish imports from the Old World may have provided the income 

needed to purchase the area. Today Quesunceica is known by the name of its principal aldea, 

Canadas, which is renowned locally for its more ample rainfall, a longer growing season, and 

production of fruit. 

Confessional records from 1796 and 1797 provide the next glimpse of La Campa and 

Caiqum. The priest recorded the gente de confesion, whom he describes as everyone who 

confessed and took communion aged 10 years and up. In 1796, the lists noted a total of 342 

people in La Campa, and 278 in Caiqum." For 1797, the records for La Campa indicated 

389 confessors, while Caiqum had 239.^ Therefore, at least 628 residents over the age of 

nine years resided in La Campa and Caiqum at this time (Table 2.1). The La Campa lists 

were legible enough read each name, and showed that adult women outnumbered the men (148 
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TABLE 2.1 
Colonial Population in the Pueblos de Indios of La Campa and Caiqum 

Tribute Pavers Confessors' Population 

1582' 
La Campa 20 80? 
Caioufn 15 60? 
Total 35 140^ 

17963^ 
La Campa — 342 
Caioum — 278 
Total — 620 

1797^ 
La Campa - 389 
Caioufn — 239 
Total ~ 628 

1801^ 
La Campa 143 671 
Caiguin 99 488 
Total 242 1159 

* Gente de confesion, or all those aged ten and older who confessed before the priest. 

' Relacidn hecha a su Majestad por el gobemador de Honduras, de todos los pueblos 
de dicha gobernacion. Ano 1582. Reprinted in Leyva, 1991:58-74. 

^ Based on Newson's (1986:126) estimate of four inhabitants per tribute payer. 
^ Curato de Gualchay pueblos anexos: Colusuca, Coloete, La Campa, Caiqum, y Valle 

de Sunsulaca, April 8, 1796. Archivo Eclesiastico de Comayagua, Caja 1: 1758-
1799, Padrones. University of Texas at Arlington Special Collections, Roll 1. 
Curato de Gualcha y pueblos anexos: Colusuca, Coloete, La Campa, Caiqum, y Valle 
de Sunsulaca, 1797. Archivo Eclesi^tico de Comayagua, Caja 1: 1758-1799, 
Padrones. University of Texas at Arlington Special Collections, Roll 1. 

^ Poblacion de las provincias de Honduras. Matricula del ano 1801, Gobemador de 
Honduras Ramon de Anguiano. Reprinted in Leyva 1991:276-289. 
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to 98).-' These figures imply a high rate of emigration or high monality for adult men.-

It may be that demands upon La Campa's men for obligatory labor and tribute continued at 

inhumane levels, as in Piraera and Lepaera, over 300 years after the conquest (cf. Newson 

1986:199).^ The lists probably omitted a few adults and adolescents who did not come for 

confession and communion — although the strict expectations of the Catholic Church would 

have made avoidance problematic, and a visit from the priest was a rare event that people may 

have enjoyed as a break in routine. 

In 1801, the governor of Honduras took a census of the population. The document 

reported that La Campa had 671 residents {almas, or souls), including 143 tribute payers. 

The population of Caiqum totaled 488, with 99 tribute payers.^'* Although the census 

probably missed some people, the total population of 1159 appears well below the level at 

which competition for land would have become an issue. 

Honduras gained independence in 1821. In the years immediately following 

independence, violent conflict arose between factions that favored Central American union and 

those that preferred separate nationhood (Bancroft 1890 Vol.3:60-127; Oqueli 1985). Due to 

the inaccessibility of many regions and the power of local elites, there was a notable degree 

of local autonomy; Honduras did not develop a centralized national government. Civil wars 

recurred throughout the post-independence period; eighty-five different presidents governed 

Honduras between 1821 and 1876 (Lapper and Pamter 1985:19). The political instability may 

have disrupted small rural communities such as La Campa, especially to the extent that men 

were conscripted into the fighting forces. There is little to suggest, however, that the 

turbulent period seriously impacted La Campa's population or their land rights. 
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In 1836 the national government passed a law which permitted pueblos de indios to 

claim two square leagues of land. The law doubled the Spanish standard, but unlike many 

pueblos de indios throughout Honduras that lost land during the colonial period (Newson 

1986:209), La Campa and Caiqum apparently augmented the lands they controlled through 

usufruct of the unclaimed lands (tierras realengas and baldios) surrounding their ejidos. 

During the period of liberal reform (oriented toward government centralization and export-led 

growth) that prevailed throughout Mesoamerica during the later 1800s, the Honduran state 

allowed ejidos and other forms of communal land tenure to persist. This contrasted with El 

Salvador and Guatemala, which enacted policies that expropriated indigenous lands, 

transformed communal properties to private holdings, and dislocated many peasants and 

indigenous peoples (Lapper and Painter 1985:19). 

By the second half of the 1800s, residents of La Campa and Caiqum entered into 

conflicts over the terrain that lay between the two pueblos, and both sides asserted that they 

had territorial rights established through centuries of use. It is unclear when or why 

Lacamperos and Caiquines began to dispute the area. It is likely that the region first served 

as forest pasmre used by both pueblos, and as fanners began to clear land in the sector they 

may have discovered competition where it was unexpected. If so, population growth is 

implicated as a factor. The indigenous population grew notably through the nineteenth 

century, and Gracias had the largest concentration of indigenous people in Honduras (Newson 

1986:296,304). The demographic information for La Campa, however, provides 

contradictory indications because the 1887 census indicates fewer residents (951 people) than 

were counted for the 1801 census (1159 people). Although the post-independence civil wars 

might have displaced some of the area's inhabitants, the 1887 figure was probably an 
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underestimate. This conclusion is supported by notes from the census compiler, who reported 

several problems and discrepancies in the census-taking procedure in the Gracias area.^ A 

population decrease is improbable, not simply because demographic trends show population 

growth throughout Honduras in the 1800s, but also because the pueblo of Guanajulque became 

an aldea large enough to merit recognition in this time period. Thus immigration or 

population growth probably occurred. 

Whether or not population grew in the aldeas of La Campa and Caiqui'n during the 

1800s, conflict between the two pueblos over land became intense. In 1864, both pueblos 

turned to the government to resolve the feud; they presented petitions to the government to 

survey and title their ejidos, and to definitively mark their borders. La Campa's petition, 

presented in person by its alcalde auxiliar, laid out the situation: 

Whereas security of property is an essential requirement to avoid damaging 
disputes... currently the pueblo that I represent believes itself harmed by that of 
Caiqui'n which disputes part of the land that we recognize as our own... since we lack 
the corresponding title, we find it difficult to defend the part that the comun of 
Caiqum intends to take away. The pueblo of La Campa legally and legitimately 
recognizes ownership of the land that it possesses, but it does not have die document 
that would serve to prove the dominion that has been transmitted for many years into 
the present. 

I ask and beseech your excellency, in the first place, for protection of our 
land, and secondly, may it please your excellency to order that our land be surveyed 
according to the same borders recognized by the pueblo, hence resulting that we be 
given title...^ 

A government official responded on the same day: 

In sight of the preceding petition, the government agrees to grant as ejidos to the 
pueblo of La Campa the land that its residents say they have possessed for many 
centories, as long as the area does not exceed the two square leagues indicated in 
Article 15 of the June 23, 1836 Law. The interested parties may request survey and 
auction of any excess land there might be, according to the regulations in force..." 

A surveyor came from Gracias to measure La Campa's land; he stated in his notes that 

the land claimed by the pueblo exceeded two square leagues: "...of the ancient ejidos 
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recognized by the pueblo as their own, a considerable part was left out..."^ A large section 

that Lacamperos used as pasture for their cattle and horses fell outside the surveyed 

boundaries, as did the house of at least one La Campa resident. The legal reduction in their 

ejidos apparently did not change resident's patterns of land use; no other person or pueblo 

tried to claim the land for several more decades. The surveyor measured Caiqum's ejidos at 

the same time. Members of both pueblos witnessed the survey along the disputed border, and 

despite tensions, a compromise was reached that both sides accepted. 

The compromise settlement proved less than satisfactory; the mountainous land 

interfered with fence construction and neither side invested the labor needed to permanently 

demarcate the boundary. Instead, residents built several stone markers along the border and 

at the comers of their ejidos. The surveyor recorded several clearings as border markers; 

with the passage of years, the clearings returned to forest or changed dimension, and new 

clearings in the area became subject to contention. Farmers from both pueblos periodically 

accused their counterparts of moving the stone markers. 

In subsequent years, land disputes emerged with other neighboring pueblos. Most of 

these quarrels were eventually resolved: La Campa encountered problems with Colohete's 

residents crossing the boundary to graze animals or clear fields,*' and moving the border 

markers.^ Finally the two municipios marked their borders with large concrete markers and 

barbed wire fence immune to accusations of displacement (if not to holes in fences). San 

Sebastian and La Campa agreed to let a river course mark their common border.^' Santa 

Cruz and La Campa encountered a series of difficulties over their borderline, but resolved the 

problems without lasting rancor.^^ Meanwhile, the border dispute between La Campa and 

Caiqum persisted through a series of sporadic, inconclusive confrontations.^^ While conflicts 
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generally arose between individual farmers across the disputed boundary, they were imbedded 

in a web of social and political relationships that bound the pueblos together as neighbors, and 

after 1921, as residents of the same municipio. The municipal councils, composed of 

members elected from both pueblos, reached case by case settlements but failed to agree on 

a permanent solution. Everyone voiced allegiance to the 1865 title, but no one pushed for 

another survey to resolve the problem. Monetary constraints provided the excuse, but both 

sides recognized that a final adjudication could displace households near the border, cause 

social disruption, and fray the slender threads of cooperation that allowed the municipal 

council to function. Although common interests encouraged tolerance, the pueblos' political 

priorities frequently clashed — as is discussed further below. 

Despite indications that population growth during the nineteenth century increased 

competition for arable land, people continued to rely primarily upon temporary cultivation of 

slash-and-bum fields into the latter half of the twentieth cenmry. Older farmers report that 

it was customary for families to clear new land every year and leave the previous year's plot 

fallow; this suggests that insofar as competition occurred, it related to the availability of 

desirable parcels rather than a shortage of territory. Several documents support this 

interpretation. The surveyor noted in 1864 that "...the terrain is extremely rugged and 

composed primarily of pine-covered hills that can be useful only as pasture for very few 

livestock, nevertheless there is a part of the mountains that is good for agriculmre, and 

between slopes there is no lack of stubble fields that serve likewise... Municipal actas in 

the 1920s mandated that residents had to declare the area that they intended to clear, in order 

to avoid disputes over the same plot of land. 
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The population grew gradually throughout the early 1900s (refer to Table 1.1). As 

land around existing aldeas was claimed for houselots, fincas and pasture, people moved to 

less densely populated areas. Isolated homesteads and caserios (small settlements) grew into 

aldeas, and new caserios appeared. Municipal actas and national censuses reveal the process. 

In 1921 when La Campa became a municipio, the national government declared that the 

jurisdiction of La Campa included ". ..the habitations or caserios of Oromilaca, Barriales, Las 

Caiiadas, Quesuncerca [Quesunceica], Santa Catarina, Mezcalillo (Mescalio), Yerbabuena, 

Taguera, El Guayabo (San Mati'as), El Cipres, El Cantaron or La Esperanza (Nueva 

Esperanza) and Caiqum" (Fiallos 1991:257). The new municipal government recognized the 

seven largest settlements (La Campa [Centro], Santa Catarina, Mescalio, Caiiadas, La 

Esperanza, Caiquin and Guanajulque) to elect council representatives and local authorities. 

Isolated homesteads and caserios were counted as part of the nearest settlement. The 1988 

national census noted 9 aldeas and 87 caserios in the municipio (SECPLAN 1990). By 1993, 

the municipio defined 15 settlements as aldeas with representatives to the council. 

In the early years of the municipio, the council attempted to create a more united 

pueblo by requiring people to live periodically in the Centro. In 1921 the municipal council 

observed that since the majority of the residents lived at some distance, every household had 

to participate in municipal affairs by livmg a minimum of one month in the Centro. It also 

mandated that single women and widows reside in the Centro permanently.^^ 

In practical terms, it made sense for farmers to live near their fields, and with 

population growth, they had to go some distance from settlements to find land worth clearing. 

According to a number of informants, people from the Centro and Nueva Esperanza — two 

of the oldest and most densely populated aldeas — have been clearing milpas in the mountains 
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for as long as they can remember, even though they must walk over an hour to arrive. People 

have addressed the inconvenience by relocating to temporary shacks next to their fields during 

the planting, weeding and harvest. The pattern may have origins in colonial times, when La 

Campa's people moved from Tecaucina to the valley, their fields may have remained in the 

mountains. During a hike to Santa Cruz, my assistant pointed to a section of forest that his 

father had cleared approximately thirty years ago. We had been walking for three hours, and 

the area was located at some distance from the nearest settlement. I later asked the father why 

he had gone so far to plant a milpa, and he replied that as a young man he had enjoyed 

looking for a good plot of land no matter where it was — besides, higher elevations generally 

received more rainfall and he didn't want to be near other people's fields. 

Municipal actas indicate that permanent usufruct of agricultural fields began by the 

time of the municipio's founding, but remained an exception until the latter half of 1900s. 

Land grants recorded in early municipal actas show that people usually requested usufruct 

rights to plots for dwellings, fmcas, and pasttire. Only a few people in the early years of the 

municipio requested usufruct rights to land for cultivos utiles (useful crops of all types) or 

grains. These people probably rotated crops and fallow, or planted small areas in a permanent 

usufruct plot and a larger annual clearing elsewhere. Due to La Campa's poor soils, few if 

any fields produced well after a few years of planting, and they required extended fallow time 

to recuperate fertility. 

The introduction of chemical fertilizer during the 1960s transformed agriculmre in La 

Campa, because it made permanent cultivation more feasible. Over the next 25 years, 

Lacamperos came to view fertilizer as a necessity for any field after its first clearing. As 

population pressure and demand for land increased, fallow times decreased in most areas, and 
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became rare for many fields. By 1994, a number of better-off farmers, who plowed their land 

and purchased fertilizer, reported planting fields continuously for over ten years. 

Prior to the advent of fertilizer and the increase in population density, the need to 

leave plots in fallow to recuperate fertility was reinforced by cultural and municipal mandates. 

No plot could be cleared if any sign of earlier utilization remained. The purpose was to avoid 

disputes over usufruct rights, because the first person to clear a plot had priority for 

subsequent use at least until the fence disappeared. Farmers recall that clearing usually did 

not recur until pine trees grew back, indicating a fallow of ten to twenty years or more 

depending upon the desirability (slope and location) of the site. The law prevented overuse 

of fragile soils and increased the likelihood of a good crop when clearing recurred. Long 

fallows combined with a gradual population increase compelled the clearing of fields in old 

stands of forest ever further from the settlements, but the history of La Campa suggests that 

there was adequate territory to allow farmers to continue this pattern until the 1970s. 

Evidence for the abundance of land prior to the 1980s comes from records kept by the 

municipio and the state forestry instimtion (COHDEFOR). Municipal actas imply that people 

were initially willing to allow logging in Quesuncelca and Otolaca because sections were not 

being used for agriculmre. These areas apparently served as forest pasmre and timber 

reserves for construction projects, but they were too far from settlements to be valued for 

fuelwood collection.^^ Timber concessions granted in the 1980s specified sections of forest 

that COHDEFOR foresters described as "overmamre forest optimal for exploitation," having 

"very little natural regeneration and very little young forest" and a notable incidence of dead 

trees due to age.^^ Some of the areas surveyed for timber concessions were similarly 

described as heavy pine forest many decades earlier, in the land titles to Quesuncelca (1725) 
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and La Campa's ejidos (1865). Although it is difficult to ascertain whether the areas coincide, 

the surveyors' notes from 1864 describe open pine forests that had very little undergrowth 

{lomas limpias de ocotat),^^ indicating that the canopy shut out most of the light reaching the 

forest floor and restricted the growth of young trees and vegetation. This circumstance is 

typical of old growth forests, and also explains why most of the land was considered poor 

even for pasture.^' These documents do not prove that these forests had never been cut, but 

they indicate an extended period without disturbance. 

The 1970s and 1980s brought transformations in La Campa's land use patterns that 

related to the population growth and state policies and programs. The reasons for population 

growth are unclear, but declining infant mortality and increased fecundity appear to be more 

likely explanations than an increased rate of immigration. Unfortunately, much of Honduras' 

published demographic data is aggregated at the national or departmental level, therefore it 

is not possible to make confident conclusions concerning changes at the municipal level. At 

the national level, infant mortality declined firom 52/1000 live births in 1960, to 29/1000 live 

births in 1977 (Republica de Honduras 1979). Within Lempira, the number of live births 

climbed gradually between 1945 and 1977 (Republica de Honduras 1979). La Campa was 

reached by vaccination drives by the 1970s. During the same period, the Centro constructed 

a health center staffed by a health technician. These events, as well as the aggregate 

demographic data, support the interpretation that La Campa's infant mortality rate is likely 

to have declined; evidence is less clear concerning fecundity. One reference found with 

municipal data showed an average population growth rate of 2.4% for La Campa between 

1974 - 1988, but did not indicate fecundity or infant mortality rates (SECPLAN 1992). 

Similarly, migration figures are not available at the municipal level, but La Campa has not 
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had economic opportunities or employment to attract immigrants — except for the availability 

of free usufruct land. Although outsiders have been accepted as vecinos upon petition to the 

council, the actas do not show that petitions for residency occurred more frequently during 

the 1960s and 1970s. It is unlikely that immigration occurred surreptitiously; several cases 

show that residents did not tolerate uninvited strangers, and other visitors who extended their 

stays had to declare their intentions or face a council simmions.'" 

Population growth contributed to an increased demand for permanent usufruct of 

fields, and the 1970s also brought national laws that forbade slash-and-bum clearing unless 

special permits were obtained. Educational outreach programs, under the auspices of the 

Namral Resources Ministry, demonstrated soil conservation methods and the application of 

organic and chemical fertilizers. This practical knowledge encouraged permanent cultivation. 

At the same time, timber companies cleared large tracts of La Campa's forest under state 

permits. National laws required timber companies to reforest cleared land or leave it fallow 

for forest regrowth, but no reforestation occurred in La Campa, and the clear-cutting 

coincided with a growing demand for agricultural land. People took advantage of the roads 

and clearings made by loggers to settle areas formerly regarded as undesirable, or 

impenetrable forest. One of the indications that population pressure existed by the 1980s is 

the movement onto marginal, clearcut lands in defiance of government sanctions. The rapid 

clearing of the forest generated concern among Lacamperos for the fumre of timber resources 

in the municipio, and people began to fence areas of communal forest for private woodlots 

and future agriculture. The circimistances sunounding logging in La Campa are explored 

further in Chapter 6. 
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The process of land occupation in La Campa implies that farmers revised their criteria 

for field selection and land use over time in response to population pressure, changing 

econoniic conditions, state policies, and new technology. During the nineteenth century, 

farmers evidently avoided thick forest, sloping terrain, and locations distant from water 

sources, but they found such sites more appealing as preferred areas were exhausted in the 

twentieth century. By the early 1990s, Lacamperos concurred that the best land was taken. 

A few potentially productive sites remained in remote mountain terrain for farmers willing to 

establish plots distant from permanent water sources. A section of cloud forest, respected for 

the water it provides to surrounding aldeas, was the only notable expanse of primary forest 

still standing. 

As the population nearly doubled between 1961 and 1988, the availability of land per 

capita was essentially halved. In the same period, several extended families with somewhat 

greater resources began to expand their holdings through judicious buy-outs of other residents' 

usufruct fields, land grants from the municipal council, and enclosure of unclaimed territory. 

Two of these families, with origins and resources outside the municipio, established residency 

and used the capital they brought with them to become well-off by La Campa standards. A 

member of one of these families explained that they relocated to La Campa because land was 

too expensive in their village of origin. Through the use of barbed wire, this family and other 

better-off residents fenced large areas easily. Poorer households could not compete because 

the cost of barbed wire exceeded their means, and the construction of stone or wood fences 

required major investments of time and labor that precluded extensive land claims. The 

process was mitigated somewhat by a World Vision program in La Campa, because families 

who enrolled their children could request barbed wire as part of the promised assistance. At 
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present, a majority of households in the Centro own a section of barbed wire fence even 

though traditional stone and wooden fences remain dominant for houselots and small parcels 

(38 households described the fences for all their parcels, and 30 — 78.9% — had some barbed 

wire fence). 

Fence-building serves a critical function in establishing usufruct rights, because fences 

provide evidence of occupation. Until the advent of barbed wire, the difficulty of fence 

construction constrained the rate of enclosure. Thus, competition for land has increased due 

to unequal distribution and technological change as well as population growth. 

Commiiiiity Government 

The municipal council of La Campa holds the responsibility for mediating the conflicts 

that arise between individuals, and between private goals and communal necessities. It also 

represents the community before the departmental and federal governments, and fulfills the 

administrative and bureaucratic functions assigned to it. The municipal council's primary 

responsibilities include 1) the oversight and regulation of communal land use, 2) the 

maintenance of public peace and order, 3) enforcement of departmental and national laws, 4) 

collecting local and national taxes and fees for regulated activities (such as selling beer or 

cattle), and 5) mediation of land disputes within the municipio and with neighboring 

municipios. 

The organization and functions of La Campa's municipal government traces its roots 

to models of Spanish community government transplanted to the Americas, reproduced in 

Spanish settlements and imposed upon the pueblos de indios early in the colonial period 

(Newson 1986:122; cf. Behar 1986). Officials enforced Spanish laws, punished minor 

offenses and made arrests; they received a salary paid out of the community's tribute (Newson 
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1986:122-123). Such local governments were well-established by the late 1600s in pueblos 

de indios in western Honduras.'" At present, every municipio elects authorities who 

compose the municipalidad (roughly equivalent to a town council). The municipalidad 

includes the alcalde or alcalde mayor (similar to a mayor) and regidores (council members 

who participate in council decisions and perform certain duties). In addition, each aldea has 

at least one auxiliar (or alcalde menor) to serve as the aldea's primary law enforcement 

official and represent it before the council. Other officials include municipal judges and the 

alcalde de policia (municipal police officer). 

With Honduran independence, La Campa became part of the municipio of Gracias. 

As an aldea, it sent representatives to council meetings in Gracias but continued to have an 

alcalde auxiliar and local council. When La Campa became a municipio, it elected a council 

composed of an alcalde, a smdico fiscal, and three regidores. The members of the council 

took mms serving as the alcalde de policia. Today, the number of regidores has increased 

to six, and the smdico fiscal position has been eliminated as of January 1994. The 

municipalidad appoints community members to act as the alcalde de policia, municipal judge, 

assistant to the judge, and conserje (literally, a doorkeeper, but with broader responsibilities). 

Council elections are held periodically, but the timing of elections has been subject 

to perturbations in the national political order. Theoretically, elections should have occurred 

annually, but during military dictatorships, the alcalde and council were appointed by the 

dictator's political party. They served whatever period decided by the dictator, or until he 

was replaced. At times the population re-elected alcaldes and regidores, so that they served 

for more than one term. Since 1988, the mayor and regidores serve for four years concurrent 

with presidential terms of office. Auxiliars continue to serve one year terms. 
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Every vecino, or recognized resident and member of the community, has the right to 

attend council meetings, express opinions, make requests, and participate in decision-making 

(cf. Behar 1986). By custom, only men can be vecinos, but women also participate in public 

meetings, vote in elections, and exercise many of the same rights. No woman, however, has 

ever served on the municipal council (although several have worked as municipal secretaries 

and treasurers). Regular, or ordinary council sessions occur on the first and fifteenth of every 

month; if the date falls on a Sunday or holiday the meeting occurs the following day. 

Councils may also call special meetings, called "extraordinary sessions," to address urgent 

issues. The council usually notifies the vecinos if a special meeting is called, and the public 

expects to be given adequate notification.'*^ 

The council of La Campa has faced some unusual tensions due to the circumstances 

of its founding. As indicated above, the municipio of La Campa formed in 1921 with the 

union of two rival communities - Caiqum and La Campa. Until the weeks immediately 

preceding the creation of the new municipio, neither La Campa nor Caiqum sought 

unification. Instead, the aldeas aimed for separate independence firom Gracias. Residents in 

both aldeas shared similar complaints: They paid taxes to Gracias but received no assistance 

for their aldeas in return; they provided labor for projects that benefitted the residents of 

Gracias but no one else; and they wanted more freedom to govern themselves. La Campa 

succeeded in finding an able lawyer and a sympathetic hearing in the national government, but 

Caiqui'n's efforts failed to produce results. 

When it became obvious that La Campa was likely to succeed in its bid, the people 

of Caiquin sent their alcalde auxiliar to La Campa with an offer: they wanted to be part of the 

new municipio as long as La Campa recognized Caiqui'n's autonomy in matters relating to its 
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own land. Despite their history of discord, both pueblos recognized that they had something 

to gain by unification. La Campa would become a larger municipio and hopefully obtain 

more financial support from the national government; it would also have more residents to 

perform municipal projects and pay taxes. Caiqum would be free of servitude to Gracias; as 

part of La Campa it could nominate its own residents for council seats, and participate to its 

own benefit in municipal government. La Campa accepted Caiqum's proposal. When 

municipal status became official. La Campa allowed Caiqum to act with a degree of 

autonomy. Caiqum's residents made land use decisions within their territory (rubber-stamped 

by the municipal council), served in Caiqum's townhall, and defended their land against 

Lacampero transgressors. La Campa's residents (who controlled the council due to their 

larger population) tolerated Caiqum's autonomy, but expected Caiqum residents to send their 

auxiliars to municipal council meetings, respect municipal ordinances, pay municipal taxes, 

and stay off La Campa's land. Caiquines resented Lacamperos' dominance of the municipal 

council. Certain Caiquines became delinquent paying municipal taxes; they were arrested and 

fined by the council. Within twenty years of joining La Campa, Caiqum's people renewed 

their struggle to form an independent municipio.'*^ La Campa's authorities — unwilling to 

lose even a recalcitrant portion of the municipal tax base — quietly resisted the process. 

Political Parties and Factionalism 

The presence of political factions and conflict in La Campa can be traced to national 

political party allegiances, land disputes, and shifting loyalties associated with interpersonal 

relationships and disagreements. A majority of La Campa's population strongly supports the 

National Party, and this characteristic has influenced local politics and participation in political 
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processes. The National Party is one of two major political parties that have dominated 

Honduran politics during the 1900s; the other is the Liberal Party."" 

During the 1920s, violent clashes between the two parties resulted in civil strife. Two 

elderly women, who grew up in the 1920s, recalled that liberates (Liberals) and nacionalistas 

(Nationalists) came through La Campa in successive waves, abducting men and boys to serve 

as soldiers, carrying off food and anything of worth, and destroying whatever remained. One 

woman explained that harvests were poor because the civil unrest and men's absence for 

combat interrupted agricultural activities. Her childhood memories are of famine, deprivation, 

and escapes to hide in the forest when troops came through."*' 

General Tiburcio Cari'as, a charter member of the National Party, took control of the 

government in 1932, and brought an end to civil wars by eliminating his opposition (Lewontin 

1985:85-87; Lapper and Painter 1985:27-28). Carfas' dictatorship lasted sixteen years, and 

despite his ruthless tactics to rid the nation of dissidents, many older Lacamperos reminisce 

on his years of rule with admiration and respect. Not only do they credit him for ending civil 

strife and bringing peace, they appreciate that he bestowed the subsidy with which La Campa 

purchased the land area known as Otolaca."^ 

A minority of Lacamperos are Liberal Party members. During election years, tension 

between members of the rival parties increases. Threats, fist fights, violent ambushes, and 

at least one murder have occurred as a result of inter-party conflict within the raunicipio. 

Members of the municipal council have been periodically accused by the opposing party of 

politicizing land distribution decisions and abuse of power. Several times in municipal 

history, council members have been arrested on charges related to political intrigues and 

jealousies. Accused individuals have defended themselves as victims of local party politics. 
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Both political parties have suffered internal conflicts at the national level between their 

more conservative and progressive factions; within the municipio, competition for local party 

leadership has led to rivalries and disputes. These problems have impacted La Campa's 

families and municipal politics. One large extended family is divided because one son 

supported a different nominee than his siblings during the Liberal Party's selection process 

for a presidential candidate over fifteen years ago. This disagreement magnified over time 

with the father's land inheritance decisions, exchanges of insults, and most recently, a violent 

attack on one sibling by another's son. 

Council members and local party leaders consider (among other criteria) those who 

supported their stance in intra-party rivalries when making certain political decisions. One 

of the most important methods to return favors is through the selection of people to fill the 

state-salaried positions of postmaster and National Registry clerk (who records births and 

deaths), and the modestly remunerated municipal positions of justice of the peace, conserje, 

and secretary for the justice. The responsibility for naming people to state-salaried municipal 

positions falls on the local leader of the political party that wins the national presidency, while 

the council fills municipal positions. 

Local politics and personal interests can transcend party affiliations. Lacamperos 

usually join together against Caiquines over the border dispute regardless of party affiliations, 

but certain households have relatives in Caiqum with whom they share land interests and work 

efforts. Friendships, marriages, and labor exchanges for agricultural activities cross party 

lines, as well as La Campa-Caiqum boundary lines. Residents tend to emphasize personal 

character when they evaluate their neighbors; they respect those who work hard, fulfill their 

obligations, and treat people fairly; they denigrate people who break promises, shirk 
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communal duties, or avoid agricultural labor and gainful toil. While the wealthiest Centro 

resident is considered stingy — a notable character flaw by Lacampero standards — everyone 

states that he works as hard as any man, and he has earned everything that he has gained. 

Since most people have failings, occasionally exceed the range of acceptable behavior, or 

trespass against their neighbors. La Campa's factions and friendships tend to shift over time 

as individuals fall from favor or regain it within their webs of social and familial ties. 

Only one group of people remains somewhat outside the community social networks; 

these are the households that have immigrated to La Campa in recent decades but have not 

intermarried with Lacamperos. One retired schoolteacher, who settled down with an El 

Salvadoran in La Campa, complained that after 30 years of working in the Centro, she and 

her family were still excluded from many community activities. Another immigrant, with ten 

years of residence, reported that Lacamperos did not form close relationships with outsiders 

such as himself; they maintained barriers that kept him from winning their confidence. Both 

of these households were well-off compared to their neighbors, but when Lacamperos 

discussed these immigrants, the conversation focused not merely on their relative wealth, but 

their outside origins, their failure to participate in the religious life of the Centro (one family 

was Protestant), and the fact that they did not marry Lacamperos. 

Community Rights to Land 

Reconstructing the land rights in prehispanic and colonial times for the La Campa area 

presents numerous difficulties due to the paucity of documentation. According to chroniclers, 

the Lenca lived in central settlements surrounded by agricultural fields (Weeks et al. 1987:67). 

It is not clear whether land was held commimally, privately, or in some combination. With 

the conquest, Spaniards imposed a pattern of land rights that reflected a Castilian model. 
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Thus, settlements generally included conunon lands with forests, pasmre, and fields. Pueblos 

de indios, as noted previously, had rights to an ejido measuring one square league, and the 

land was to be shared among all the residents. The actual expanse of land actually varied 

from pueblo to pueblo; some pueblos claimed more land while others — particularly those 

adjacent to Spanish settlements — could not obtain or preserve the ejidos they deserved by law 

(Newson 1986:177,209). 

Over time, the Spanish and Ladino population increased and appropriated land held 

by indigenous settlements, but La Campa escaped serious losses. The heavy forests and 

precipitous terrain evidently discouraged incursions or competition from Spanish landholders, 

but this is somewhat of a mystery. La Campa lay very near an important colonial city, and 

Hacienda Catulaca claimed the hills and valleys to the north of La Campa and adjacent to 

Gracias. The Quesuncelca title indicates that Catulaca respected the Crown mandate that 

prohibited Spanish-owned cattle from grazing within 1.5 leagues of a pueblo de indios (Carlos 

IV 1805:108). The surrounding topography and the absence of valuable mineral resources 

probably protected La Campa more than any other factors. To La Campa's west lay the 

impassable peaks of Celaque, to the east a mountain plateau scarred by gorges inhibited 

passage. To the south, footpaths (widened to roads only in the past thirty years) led through 

pine forests to the nearest neighbors, the pueblos de indios of Caiqum and Colohete. If census 

information is correct, no other important settlements appeared in La Campa's vicinity until 

Ladinos moved into Guanajulque; this apparently occurred in the 1800s although 

documentation is lacking. There may have been other haciendas in the region, but they did 

not border La Campa's territory or they would have been mentioned in the land titles -

neighbors had to be notified for any survey along common borders. 
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When La Campa became a municipio in 1921, its borders evidently incorporated part 

of the territory excluded in the 1865 land title. All of its territory was owned in common by 

residents of the municipio, but the people distinguished between ejidal land awarded by the 

government (the title of 1865), and communal land purchased by the community 

(Quesuncelca). During the following decades, the community ceded part of Quesuncelca to 

a rancher, but the land was later returned to community. La Campa acquired a parcel of land 

on its northwestern border known as Otolaca in the early 1930s, and in 1974, it purchased 

Trapichito, a private landholding on its southern border. The municipal council usually 

administered the ejidal and communal lands by the same criteria.'*' For a brief interval in 

the late 1920s, the council decided that the communally purchased lands should be 

administered separately by a resident's committee, but the committee was short-lived.'^ 

Since Lacamperos' distinction between ejidal and communal land does not influence land use 

or distribution, hereafter "communal lands" and "commons" refers to the all the municipio's 

land that is not held in usufruct. Every legally recognized resident of the municipio has the 

right to use the common lands — nearly all of which is in forest — to gather firewood, graze 

livestock, and collect medicinal resources and naturally-occurring edible plants. The right to 

cut timber for construction must be sought before the council. 

Individual Rights to Land 

Most of the historical information on individual land rights in La Campa comes from 

the post-colonial period. The 1865 land title indicates that Lacamperos identified certain fields 

and dwellings with a specific household head. Municipal documents from the early twentieth 

cenwry show that while the land belonged communally to the pueblo, in practice individuals 

regarded their houselots, fmcas, and any land that they fenced as personal property. The same 
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pattern continues in the present, but as indicated above, most households now control one or 

more agricultural fields under permanent usufruct as well as a houselot, finca, and perhaps 

a pasture. 

Unlike the traditional Castilian model, any land claimed in usufruct can be inherited, 

traded or sold to other municipal residents without seeking council permission. In the event 

of a sale, the price is based upon the improvements made to the land and not upon the value 

of the land. This principle recognizes the municipio as the true owner of the land; a usufruct 

occupant "owns" only the investment made in it. The major distinction between Lacamperos' 

usufruct holdings and titled private property is that banks do not recognize usufhict land as 

collateral for loans. Without a title, Lacamperos cannot obtain loans for fertilizer, barbed 

wire, or other agricultural activities. 

Municipal law prohibits residents from selling any land to non-residents. The rule has 

been broken several times in municipal history, but in each case, the municipal council 

annulled the sale as soon as it was discovered. Outsiders may obtain land if they are accepted 

as vecinos; this involves presenting themselves before the council and the public in a council 

meeting and petitioning for permanent residence. The council grants the petition if the 

postulant presents documents proving that he has paid taxes and fulfilled all his obligations 

in his municipio of prior residence. The people requesting vecino status have always been 

men, while non-resident women have become residents through marriage to a vecino, or an 

outsider who obtained residency. The process of gaining residence has remained the same 

since 1921. 

Vecinos obtain usufruct rights to land through requests to the municipal council. 

Gaining usufhict land follows a set process that has seen little change since the municipio was 
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founded. The person making the request must be an adult (at least 18 years old) in good 

standing with the community; the person is usually male. Unmarried women and widows 

occasionally request land for a houselot, but it is rare for women to request a plot for 

agriculture. The process of requesting a usufruct piot begins with the aspirant's selection of 

a parcel suitable for his purpose. Second, he comes to a municipal council meeting, and tells 

the council that he wishes to be granted the plot of land. He must specify the location and 

the use the land will serve - houselot, finca, pasture, agriculture. Until the 1980s, the 

petition had to be made in person; since then, it must be made in writing and a personal 

appearance is optional. Third, the council authorizes a council member to examine the parcel 

in question and verify that no one else has a prior claim to the land. Fourth, the council 

member, the petitioner, and several witnesses survey the site. If no sign of occupation is 

found, the council member reports at the next council meeting that the petition can be granted. 

Petitions may be denied when the land in question has a public use, as when a footpath crosses 

the area, or if it contains a water source or other communal resource (e.g., clay or sandbeds). 

In rare cases, neighbors may protest that the petitioner occupies more than a fair share of 

land, and the council may reject a request on these grounds.*" 

Once a petition is granted, the recipient has to build a fence within three months, and 

start to use the land for the purpose indicated within six months. By law, if a recipient fails 

to fulfill the requirements for establishing usufruct, another resident may request the land. 

In practice, recipients usually start using the land within the set time period, but in a few 

unusual cases, years pass before the land is fenced or utilized. The threat of a competing 

request motivates procrastinators to fence land immediately. Since Lacamperos accept fence-

building as adequate evidence of a usufruct claim, it has been possible for the better-off to 
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fence in tracts of forest for de facto private woodlots. The process has reduced communal 

forests, and increased pressure on remaining forested areas for firewood collection and felling 

for construction purposes. Some households that claim private woodlots still go to communal 

forests to gather firewood, and they admit that they want to preserve their forest against the 

time that the commons are exhausted. Due to the growing population as well as reduced area 

open for public access, remaining forests suffer an augmented risk of degradation. This 

penalizes everyone who cannot afford to fence in forest, and is especially hard on the poor, 

old, infirm, and single household heads who must search for firewood at inconvenient 

distances from their homes. Yet a majority of La Campa's area still has forest cover, and if 

clearing of land was the prerequisite to prove usufruct rights, the forests would be felled more 

quickly. 

In the early years of the municipio, and to some extent into the present, farmers made 

petitions for usufruct rights after they had already occupied a parcel for a period of time. A.s 

long as no one protested, farmers on the outskirts of aldeas took the land they wanted for 

houselots and fincas. Near population centers, the municipal council and neighboring 

residents impeded unauthorized claims. Sooner or later, people came forward to request 

council authorization. It was an open secret if land was unofficially utilized. In legal terms, 

someone who did not have council approval to occupy a parcel could lose it to another 

claimant. In practice, no one who occupied land usefully and respectfiilly of others was 

denied the oppormnity to legitimize a claim. 

Until the 1980s, the mimicipal council placed no limits on the area a petitioner could 

request, then it imposed a limit of one manzana (0.7 hectare) for all uses except pasture. The 

area granted for pasture was set at a maximum of one manzana per head of cattle owned by 



94 

the petitioner. One manzana per head of cattle is not adequate to support a cow for a year, 

nor is one manzana a sufficient area to produce enough maize for the average-sized household 

(five or six members), but the legal limits were intended to prevent excessive land claims. 

It has not been effective due to the perseverance of cultural norms. As long as Lacamperos 

can remember, the area specified in a land request has reflected an approximate amount that 

the petitioner expected to fence or utilize promptly, not a limit on the amount to be occupied. 

Farmers usually preferred plots with unclaimed land on all sides. As they had the time, labor, 

and motivation, they expanded the fenced area as far as they pleased. This was considered 

a normal process, and no one complained unless a spreading fence obstructed a footpath, 

restricted access to communal resources (woodlots, water sources, or mineral resources), or 

threatened to infringe on someone else's claim. An exception to this unwritten rule involved 

land grants within settlements (or abutting them), which have been carefully demarcated 

throughout municipal history. 

Even though unclaimed land has become scarce, people's attitudes have not changed. 

If a farmer fences more than one manzana, other residents allow it unless it infringes upon 

previously established rights, and they expect the same courtesy in return. Indeed, there are 

no effective sanctions against fencing excessive land except when the fence violates a 

household or communal claim. The tradition bespeaks the time when fences required such 

a commitment of time and labor to build and maintain that few households managed to enclose 

extensive areas, and usufiruct rights to most agricultural fields were limited to the growing 

season. The survival of this tradition has disproportionately benefitted the wealthier residents 

who have interpreted a one manzana land grant as permission to enclose as much land as they 

could afford to fence with barbed wire. 
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The right to freely granted land is perhaps the only benefit of La Campa residency. 

Few municipios remain in the Department of Lempira where residents can still request 

usufruct rights to commimal land. Most municipios have allowed complete privatization of 

their ejidos, or ceased granting parcels in commons for individual use; residents in these 

places must obtain land through purchase or inheritance. Even though La Campa's communal 

land is marginal for agriculture, it retains public woodlots and pasture, open forest patches, 

and small stands of pine trees interspersed with houselots and fincas. Young people still 

expect to find an unoccupied piece of land that they can request for a houselot when they 

marry, and some prudent parents have fenced forest parcels to provide future lots for their 

children. 

Economic Activity 

Aeropastoralism: La Campa's current economic base reflects a combination of 

traditional pursuits and the process of integration into a national and global market. The 

Spaniards introduced chickens, horses, mules and cattle to the New World, and over time 

these became an important part of Lacamperos' subsistence. Chickens were the first animals 

to disseminate rapidly through the indigenous population (such that chickens were expected 

as tribute by the mid-sixteenth century), but cows and horses gradually came into their 

possession.'" La Campa's forests, generally unfavorable for agriculture, provided open 

pasture to graze livestock. Today cattle and pasture are becoming concentrated in the hands 

of a few households, but Lacamperos consider livestock ownership necessary for an adequate 

subsistence. 

Production of maize, frijoles (beans), and other traditional Mesoamerican crops, 

continues to constitute the major subsistence activity in the municipio; farmers still plant native 
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maize varieties that may date to prehispanic times. At various times Lacamperos have planted 

wheat, barley, and sorghum in response to pressure or personal interest but none of these Old 

World grains have become popular. By contrast, a majority of Lacamperos grow sugarcane, 

bananas, coffee, and citrus fruits as part of their "traditional" repertoire of crops. 

Since usufruct rights to land continue to be available for Lacamperos, they do not need 

to rent or lease land for agricultural activities. Household heads sometimes allow relatives 

to plant one of their usufruct fields if the area would otherwise be left fallow. One large 

landowner set aside a parcel for a hired hand who did not have a good field, in lieu of full 

wages. I encountered only one case of land rental for agriculture; the renter was a well-off 

young telegraph operator who was in the process of establishing residency and had not yet 

located land to request in usufruct or to purchase. By contrast, fenced pasture is a scarce 

commodity and may be rented. 

Pottery Production: Artisanal production of pottery constitutes an important source 

of income for many La Campa households. Pottery production typified the prehispanic Lenca, 

and La Campa's association with pottery has a long history (Ardon Mejia 1989; Castegnari 

de Foletti 1989:262-263; Chapman 1992[1985]). Into the early years of the municipio. La 

Campa was also known for production and sale of straw hats and reed flutes.^' Hat-making 

has since disappeared, and only one family retains the knowledge to make and play reed 

flutes. 

Fine clay and sand occur in abundance near the Centro, and a majority of households 

in the vicinity — mainly the aldeas of Nueva Esperanza, Cruz Alta, and the Centro — produce 

pottery. Making pottery is primarily a woman's art; only one man in the survey made 

pottery, and he learned from his wife in order to earn more money for their large family 
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during the agricultural off-season. Of the 105 households in the survey with an adult woman 

present, 74 (70.5%) produced pottery for sale. Many women teach their daughters to make 

pottery; the 74 households have a total of 102 active potters. Since the aldeas of Nueva 

Esperanza and Cruz Alta equal or exceed the population surveyed in the Centro area, the total 

number of potters in the municipio may well surpass 300. The women who do not produce 

pottery tend to have another occupation in addition to their responsibilities for meal 

preparation, childcare, doing laundry, maintaining the house and solar, and tending chickens -

- these include managing a pulperia (small store) from the home, sewing, baking bread, or 

teaching school. 

Although women make the pottery, the entire family participates in the production 

process. Men and older children help transport the sand and clay from the source to the 

household; those who are formnate own a horse or borrow one to carry the heavy loads. 

Children help their mother to crush the lumps of clay to dry in the sun, and sift the sand to 

remove stones and impurities. Older children care for their younger siblings to free the 

mother for her work. After the woman has laboriously mixed the clay and sand together with 

her feet, the mixture must set for a period. Then she takes a handful of the clay and shapes 

the pots by hand; the ability to create a symmetrical form and thin walls requires years of 

practice and skill." Everyone who is able collects firewood to temper the pots. Husbands 

and wives often work together in the delicate tasks of piling pots to be tempered, laying the 

firewood over the pile, setting the blaze and watching the bum. 

Women who live on a main footpath or road sell pottery from their home, but 

husbands (and sometimes women and children) also carry loads of pots to sell in neighboring 

municipios where there are markets or known buyers. As long as people remember, men 
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have hauled pottery on their backs to sell during three to five day walking trips. A few 

people have begun to use the daily bus to transport the loads as far as Gracias or Santa Rosa, 

even though the bus driver charges transportation fees and the risk of broken pots increases. 

A number of women bring their pots to the pottery cooperative in the Centro.^ The 

cooperative sells on consignment, and women with limited resources benefit firom the advance 

payments the cooperative offers. Two women in town buy pottery for resale from their 

homes; one of the women also makes arrangements to sell in Gracias during festivals. The 

finest potters cannot meet the demand for their wares, and much of their pottery is made to 

order or spoken for in advance. Buyers from Santa Rosa come once or twice a month to 

purchase pottery for their stores, one of which is a hotel shop catering to travelers en route 

to see the Mayan ruins at Copan. Other buyers come several times a year firom San Pedro 

Sula and Tegucigalpa, where an appreciation for traditional crafts has recently emerged among 

the upper class. 

Women proudly claim that they make more selling pottery than men earn at temporary 

jobs; men ruefully agree. Potters usually control the money earned from the sales of their 

wares. One potter explained: "The money that we earn belongs to us and we buy what we 

want...sometimes we help men, but we always buy food, clothing, and necessities for our 

children.... Men don't get the money.When men haul pottery to sell outside the 

municipio, they may purchase some goods for the household before returning home and 

perhaps buy something for themselves. But women expect them to bring back food or other 

necessities if not the full earnings; a man who fails won't be trusted for fiiture journeys. 

Pottery has achieved a measure of fame for the municipio. Castegnari de Foletti 

(1989:260), who has studied Lenca pottery production throughout western Honduras, states: 
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"Today La Campa is probably the most important site for traditional pottery production, not 

only in the West, but in all Honduras." In recognition of the craft's importance, the people 

have declared pottery production to be a village patrimony/^ They have acted accordingly 

to define the single source of fine clay and the best sandbeds as communal resources,^® and 

people have vigorously blocked attempts by a few frustrated farmers to enclose the resources 

or fence off access routes through fields. 

Minor Economic Activities: Although agropastoral activities and pottery production 

comprise the major economic pursuits in the municipio, Lacamperos perform a number of 

other jobs to meet their subsistence needs. Most men combine work as temporary laborers 

with their independent agricultural activities. A few better-off households contract people as 

laborers for extended periods, but for the most part men take temporary jobs as manual 

laborers that pay the basic salary of ten lempiras ($1.33 in 1994) per day. If meals are 

offered as part of the compensation, the pay rate is five lempiras (67 cents). The exception 

to this is building or repairing stone fences; this work pays 15 lempiras ($2.00) or more per 

day. The growing season offers a surge in temporary labor opportunities as farmers employ 

friends and relatives to help clear or plow, plant, weed, and harvest crops at the appropriate 

time. Later, a few households hire assistants to shuck and shell maize before storage in small 

silos. 

Construction tasks provide sporadic employment. Most men can make adobe blocks, 

build adobe walls, set and replace roof tile, and level dirt floors; a number can lay cement. 

These tasks are considered to be men's work, but women and children participate in such 

activities for their own households. A few men specialize in construction crafts (sawing 

wooden beams, framing buildings, constructing walls, plastering walls and ceilings, laying tile 
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or brick); they command a higher wage that reflects their skill. There are several carpenters 

in the municipio, and although sales can be sporadic, they do enough business building chairs, 

tables, benches, bedstands and coffins that they can divide their time between carpentry and 

agricultural work without seeking additional employment. Over the past ten years most of the 

aldeas have completed potable water systems to pipe water from mountain watersheds into the 

villages, and a few men work part time as fontaneros (plumbers) repairing pipes and 

regulating water flow when necessary. With the advent of cholera, they have taken 

responsiblity for periodically cleaning cisterns and disinfecting them with chlorine. In 

addition, certain men and their sons make ends meet by cutting and selling firewood to the 

Centro teachers, local officials, and others who can afford to purchase it. Selling wood 

outside the municipio is prohibited, but a few people do so surreptitiously to earn additional 

cash. A cargo of firewood (50 sticks of split wood about 33 inches long) sells for 5 lempiras 

(67 cents) in La Campa, but it sells for 6-7 lempiras (80 - 93 cents) in the nearby aldea of 

Catulaca in the municipio of Gracias, and 8-10 lempiras ($1.06-1.33) in the city of Gracias. 

A number of residents run a small store from their home that sells basic necessities 

and popular items — rice, beans, sugar, bread, matches, salt, candles, nails, hard candies, 

bouillon cubes, soft drinks, and snacks. The largest ones carry additional goods, such as 

batteries, kerosine, combs, flour, notebooks, pens and pencils. A few carry nothing but 

several high demand items, such as beer, soda and bread. Either men or women may manage 

a store, often with help from other household members. They operate on a slim margin; 

competition is intense, prices vary little, and Lacamperos often request credit for the goods 

they need. Owning a store can test interpersonal relationships when requests for credit 

endanger the owner's solvency; as a result, successful tienda owners are resolute characters. 
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Many stores exhaust stocks of popular items before more can be purchased — but that is part 

of doing business in La Campa. Two men in the Centro work as peddlers selling goods in 

nearby markets, local festivals, and traveling through aldeas with a supply of chineria - easily 

transported, useful items such as needles, thread, silverware, penknifes, tacks, twine, nylon 

cord, shoelaces, barrettes, rubber bands, fingernail clippers, hooks, wire, flashlights, and 

whetstones. Moreover, households sell harvest surpluses locally, including coffee beans, 

molds of crudely refined sugar cane, beans, maize, and citrus fruits. 

Men have difficulty finding enough work to keep them busy in the dry season. The 

scarcity of productive work for La Campa's men arises as a fi-equent topic of conversation. 

One man stated: "It's difficult to obtain what you lack, there's no job to earn money. Only 

women have a profession — pottery — to be able to earn money."" A notable proportion of 

young men leave to work as coffee-pickers in other departments (mainly Santa Barbara) from 

November through February, and others leave for cities to work as unskilled laborers. Young 

women seek jobs as maids and cooks in urban households, and a few find temporary 

piecework in the burgeoning factories of San Pedro Sula. Many of these young people are 

circular migrants, coming home between jobs or to help their families during the agricultural 

season, so it is difficult to know whether they will settle in the municipio or elsewhere. 

Socioeconomic Characteristics 

Most Lacamperos profess themselves to be more or less equal to their neighbors in 

terms of their material resources and general living conditions. When I attempted to have 

people rank their neighbors by economic level, people responded with: "todos somas iguales" 

(we are all alike), and similar expressions. This ideology exists despite obvious differences 

in households' control over land, cattle, pasuire, and material possessions, and implies a more 
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homogeneous past. But market integration, improved road networks and public transportation 

have now made surplus production profitable, and a few households have improved their 

conditions relative to their neighbors. 

Through conversations, interviews, and the socioeconomic surveys, I eventually 

divided the 108 Centro households into four socioeconomic ranks: (1) well-off, (2) above-

average, (3) average, and (4) below-average. The ranks considered the following factors: (a) 

the number of cattle, horses/mules, and pigs owned, (b) the amount of land held in usufiruct, 

(c) area planted in coffee, sugar cane, fruit trees, or other crops with sales potential, (d) sales 

of coffee, processed sugar cane, and surplus crops, (e) sources of cash income (salaried jobs, 

ownership of a small store, pottery production), and (0 ownership of material goods. 

Below-average households had little cultivated land (a few who could not work had 

none), no cattle or horses, few material possessions, and minimal expectations of meeting their 

annual subsistence needs. Doiia Carmen represented an extreme case. She lived alone in an 

adobe house loaned to her by the owner; the main room measured less than ten feet square, 

and a pine-pole kitchen contained only a low hearth and her cooking utensils — a few clay pots 

and cups. When I visited, we sat on the log that served as her only seat; she slept on a mat 

on the dirt floor. Low mounds of sand and clay, and drying pots occupied the remaining 

space. Her livelihood depended upon making pottery, raising chickens, and helping neighbors 

when she was asked to lend a hand. She had no land nor any means to work it; she owned 

only the contents of the house and four chickens. She reflected that her life would have been 

different if only God had granted her a child - she had given birth to nine stillborn children, 

and then her husband had left her for another woman. "I work hard to survive," she said, 

"but some of my neighbors give me maize and little things."^® Similar to other below-
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average households. Dona Carmen experienced periods of hunger and illness. A woman from 

another below-average household, whose gaunt appearance accentuated her words, commented 

that everything was expensive, and it was impossible to work because there were no jobs. 

When I asked her if she made pottery, she said that she did, but added: "Work with clay 

requires strength, and if you don't eat well, you don't have the strength to work."^' 

Average households generally had several manzanas (over a hectare) or more of 

cultivable land (a few had nearly 14 hectares in usufiruct), many owned a cow or horse, and 

most planted enough maize to last a year if the harvest was good. A number produced beans, 

sugar cane, coffee, and fruit to meet household demand, and some sold small surpluses of 

these crops to neighbors. Their possessions usually included a radio, a grinder to crush 

maize, and simple frame bedsteads. A few of these households had a member with a low-

paying job, such as the municipal conserje or nightguard of the secondary school building. 

Don Mario, Dona Justina, and their three children aged nine, eight and four, comprised one 

average household. They controlled approximately 7 manzanas (4.9 hectares) of level land 

distributed in three lowland parcels, including a section in pasture for their mare and her foal 

to graze part-time. The mare helped Mario haul firewood to sell, and the foal was worth a 

handsome sum if they decided to sell it. Their maize and bean harvests seldom lasted a full 

year, yet they could usually purchase enough to eat tortillas three times a day. Don Mario 

worked long hours in his fields, but before marriage he had been a postman. With his 

earnings, he had bought a small adobe house with two rooms, two porches, and the unusual 

luxury of plastered walls and cement floors. They ran a tiny store in the front room from 

which they sold cane sugar (obtained as payment for helping to process cane cut by Justina's 

family); although Justina did not produce pottery, she made tamales that her children sold 
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door-to-door. Like many other Lacamperos, Mario and Justina said that the area was a 

difficult place to live. As one member of an average household summarized: "Life is hard 

here...all of us are poor, and you have to work hard to get even a little...."" 

Above-average households distinguished themselves by their range of resources; they 

had adequate food to eat even if their meals consisted of tortillas and beans. Most owned 

livestock, pasture, ample agricultural fields, and also had cash income fi"om sales of surplus 

harvests, pottery, a small store, and/or a salaried position. Don Geraldo and his wife, Doiia 

Caridad, lived with three adolescent sons in a three-room adobe house with a din floor. They 

owned 10 manzanas (7 hectares) in the mountains, with gently sloping maize fields and forest, 

as well as 7 manzanas (5 hectares) in lowland pasture, fruit trees, and maize fields. Their 

maize, bean, and coffee fields produced more than they needed, so they sold surpluses to 

odier residents. With fourteen head of cattle and two horses, they owned one of the larger 

herds in the Centro, but the livestock grazed periodically on communal lands because their 

pasture was inadequate. They earned a seasonal income by renting out their oxen team for 

plowing fields and sugar cane grinding; Geraldo and his sons occasionally sold firewood, and 

Caridad made pottery. Geraldo described their situation: "We have enough to eat and buy the 

basics - soap, meat, salt, and sugar....but there's not enough [money] to buy more...and 

sometimes you need medicine but if you can't buy it, you have to use natural medicines."®' 

Out of the 108 Centro households, only 8 fell into the "well-off' category. They 

owned expensive material possessions (e.g., houses with glass windows, a pick-up truck, 

manufactured furniture, cassette-tape players), controlled relatively large areas in coffee or 

pasture, and/or held high-paying salaried positions. Don Jesus, director of the Centro's 

primary school, and Doiia Norma, owner of a popular Centro store, headed one of the well-
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off households. They owned a gas-powered refrigerator, and sold the only cold beer and soft 

drinks in the municipio. Norma prepared meals on a monthly plan for single school teachers 

and temporary telegraph operators, bought and traded surplus crops, and for a time sold eggs 

from 170 chickens — but she sold the chickens once the cost of feeding them exceeded income 

from the eggs. Of their eight children, one taught school in Caiqum, one had emigrated over 

an unguarded border crossing to the United States, and the others were pursuing their 

education with confidence that they would be supported as long as they smdied. They 

reported usufruct of approximately 20 manzanas (14 hectares) of land (one neighbor believed 

it was closer to 50 hectares), owned eighteen head of cattle and three horses, and raised 

surplus crops of maize and beans. Similar to the other well-off households whose male heads 

held salaried positions, they depended upon temporary agricultural help because their work 

schedules left only weekends free. In the four well-off households without salaried positions, 

three of the male household heads labored in their fields as did their poorer neighbors; the 

fourth - in his mid-sixties - worked fewer hours due to health problems. 

The socioeconomic ranks reflect a continuum of circumstances, and it was difficult 

to assign certain households with intermediate conditions to a specific rank. Moreover, La 

Campa households undergo changes in their socioeconomic situation as they experience 

fluctuations in harvests or family tragedies. Prolonged illness or death of a member can 

diminish a households' resources; in one case, the wife's demise impoverished the household 

as the husband was obliged to sell off his best fields in order to cover funeral expenses and 

obtain food for their four young children. 

Another factor influencing socioeconomic mobility is the household life cycle. When 

a young couple founds a new household, they usually have limited resources, but as their 
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children mature and start to work, household production increases. An example serves for 

illustration: In one below-average, nine-member household, the eldest son (thirteen years old) 

began to help his father full-time during 1994. The household controlled 8 manzanas (5.6 

hectares) in usufruct, most of which was fallow and steep. That year the father and son 

cleared a new bean field, expanded their milpa, planted more bananas, and worked together 

for neighbors to earn income. The eldest daughter (aged twelve) started to produce pottery 

with her mother. In 1995, the family moved from their wooden shack to a larger, three-room 

adobe house — the children helped to make the adobe bricks, and relatives contributed house-

raising labor. The husband reported that it was still hard to feed his family; when their 

harvest ran out, they sometimes ate only twice a day, and split a few tortillas among them all. 

But he hoped to find a better plot of land for agriculture now that his son could help. 

People's perceptions of their circumstances emerged through answers to the open-

ended survey question: "What are the major problems or difficulties with life in La Campa?" 

Household heads from the well-off and above-average ranks were more likely to mention 

transportation problems, lack of electricity, and inadequate schooling, while those from 

average and below-average households more frequently discussed the need for more food. 

But people from all socioeconomic ranks lamented the shortage of employment opportimities, 

inadequate medical care, and poverty: 

It's difficult to obtain resources, we are poor and we don't have money to buy [what 
we need], it's not enough....and you have to go to Gracias for any little thing...we 
are all the same. You can work in agriculture but you also need inputs...®* — 
Comments from a below-average household. 

Illnesses are difficult because you can't get medicine or a doctor... and there is no 
money...if you're sick you can't work, and there are no work opportunities...I'd like 
to have a horse, a nice place [to live]...but there's no way without work." — 
Comments from an average household. 
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This place is poor, only women have steady work — pottery — maybe men want to 
work the land well but they can't because fertilizer is so expensive...for lack of 
money, some die because they don't have the necessary medicine." -Comments 
from an above-average household. 

There are no medicines or doctors here in the community because the Centro doesn't 
have much. It's hard to earn money and you work hard....For the poorest people it's 
even worse. There's almost no good job; there is no money, and you can't do 
anything without money. It's also difficult to harvest something here because without 
fertilizer you can't harvest anything.® - Comments fi:om a well-off household. 

For most Lacamperos, their socioeconomic differences remain minor compared to the 

common struggles that they face. Agriculture and pottery permit a livelihood, but households 

need healthy members, dedicated laborers, and some additional resources to provide 

adequately for their subsistence. Even the well-off express dismay at the cost of fertilizer 

(which nearly quadrupled between 1990 and 1994), and everyone bemoans the rising prices 

for supplies that must be purchased. They confront similar constraints in soil fertility, toil to 

produce food for consumption and surplus, and experience the perturbations in rainfall and 

market conditions that hold their fate each year. 

Cultiual Traditions and Transformations 

As the discussion of conquest and colonialism indicates, the Lenca people endured 

profound disruptions. Travail, tragedy and subjugation failed to obliterate the people or 

extinguish their culmre, but their lives and beliefs were irrevocably altered. As Chapman 

(1985:13-14) and Rivas (1993:56) note, the current culture does not reflect the survival of 

prehispanic indigenous culmre, but it does reveal the conservation and elaboration of sjmcretic 

traditions. Vestiges of La Campa's Lenca heritage endure in traditional music and dance, 

consumption of chicha (a fermented maize drink), a rich cosmology, and ceremonies to honor 

the spirits of the fields, forests, clay and sandbeds, and water sources. But these practices 
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occur in amalgamation or conjunction with Hispanic elements, particularly Catholic symbols 

and rituals (Chapman 1992[1985]:14). 

The story of 'El Hallazgo de San Matias" (the discovery of San Mati'as, La Campa's 

patron saint) provides an example of the syncretic symbolism in Lacamperos' worldview. It 

tells the tale of a hunter who followed his dog upriver through the forest on the trail of an 

unknown animal. The animal took refuge in an amate tree (considered sacred among the 

Lenca because it only grows near a permanent water source), and the hunter saw that it was 

a garrobo (an iguana revered by the Lenca). In the bole of the tree, the hunter discovered a 

statue of a saint. He carried the saint to Tecaucina, where the people put it in their chapel 

and venerated it. The following day, the statue vanished. The ensuing search located the 

statue back at the amate tree. The people carried it back to their village, playing the pito 

(reed pipe) and drums, and returned it to the chapel. A guard was place at the door, but the 

statue disappeared again, and it was again found at the amate tree. The third time this 

happened, the people realized that it was a sign that they should move to the valley. The 

people did not recognize the saint, so when the priest visited they asked him to identify the 

image. The priest said that it was San Mati'as, and the people began the tradition of honoring 

their patron saint by drinking chicha (consumed in Lenca rituals) and eating wheat bread (a 

Spanish introduction and part of Christian communion). 

In contrast to the probable scenario that the Spaniards forced the village's relocation, 

the story empowers Lacamperos by asserting that they responded to divine guidance rather 

than human influence. The guidance came through a combination of sacred Lenca and 

Christian symbols, and veneration of the image integrated Lenca and Christian elements. The 

priest's selection of San Mati'as carried diverse symbolic ramifications due to San Mati'as' 
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unique position as the apostle selected to take Judas' place after Jesus' crucifixion. As good 

San Matias replaced evil Judas, so the Catholic Church saw itself as bestowing true faith to 

replace daemonic beliefs. At the same time, the identification of San Matfas implied that La 

Campa was not worthy of a patron saint carrying major religious significance. San Mati'as 

attained apostle status, but he played no apparent role in the life of Jesus or the events that 

elevated the other disciples to prominence. Intentionally or not, the church reproduced and 

affirmed La Campa's subordinate status by assigning the village a minor saint.®® 

The myth of San Matfas' discovery and recognition relates Lacamperos' integration 

into the Christian faith, yet acknowledges their distinct heritage and experience. More subtly, 

the myth provides a metaphor for the relationship of the people to the church and Spanish 

rule. It affirms indigenous traditions (such as the drinking of chicha, playing the pito and 

drums, and honoring the garrobo) while acknowledging Christian elements, particularly San 

Matias and the priest's discernment. Little information exists about San Matfas, therefore 

Lacamperos have the freedom to construe his identity in their own terms. San Matfas' 

absence from or silence in important Biblical events parallels the Lenca people's own 

exclusion from positions of influence in the church and society. Thus San Matfas was, and 

is, a figure whom Lacamperos envision as empathetic with their situation, protective of their 

interests, and tolerant of practices that represent indigenous as well as Christian influence. 

Today, the image of San Matfas at La Campa is believed to have special powers 

presaged by its miraculous origin. Through Lacamperos' convictions and the support of 

several devoted priests, a minor saint in Catholic lexicon has emerged as an important holy 

figure for western Honduras. Believers make pilgrimages to the church to pray and leave 

offerings. The festival in his honor, between February 15 and February 28, draws pilgrims 
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from as far away as El Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras' Caribbean coast. Pinned and 

taped to the church pillars, handwritten testimonies and photos proclaim the blessings and 

healings granted by San Matias to the faithful. The celebration involves playing of the pito 

and drums, and a masked man dances the baile del garrobo (dance of the garrobo), in which 

a stuffed garrobo is held and moved in synchronization with dance steps. Although chicha 

consumption is publicly forbidden, it continues in private. 

The festival also involves one of the few enduring ceremonies of guancasco, a vestige 

of a prehispanic Lenca peace-making ritual (Chapman 1978:19, Castegnari de Foletti 

1989:262). Little is known about the pre-Hispanic practice of guancasco, although Spanish 

chroniclers indicate that the ritual involved the exchange or trade of goods. In its modem 

form, patron saints of two settlements are brought together to "salute" each other, and 

reaffirm peace and cooperation between their people. The guancasco enacted during San 

Mati'as' festival honors La Campa's ties with the neighboring municipio of Belen. 

Representatives from Belen carry their patron saint, the Virgin del Rosario, to the outskirts 

of La Campa. A large procession carries San Mati'as out to welcome her with prayers, 

singing, dance and music. The festive crowd then escorts the saints back to the sanctuary for 

several days. 

The persistence of Lenca traditions in syncretic form demonstrates the resilience of 

the people to creatively respond to the devastation wrought by conquest and colonialism. Yet 

500 years after the Spanish arrival, the slow, inexorable process of conquest and resistance 

continues for Lenca descendants. The Lenca language finally vanished during the early 1900s 

after centuries of Spanish and Ladino pressure on the Lenca to speak only Spanish. From the 

sixteenth century, the church has opposed ritual dancing, and in the 1970s, it joined the state 
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in forbidding chicha (Chapman 1992[1985]:15,107). Violators have faced fines and jail time 

for chicha production and consumption; nevertheless, a number of Lacamperos still drink it 

surreptitiously. Priests and the municipal council have played the major roles in La Campa 

of enforcing the chicha prohibition, on the grounds that it encourages public drunkenness and 

disorder. But the prohibition has implicitly undermined the practice of traditional agricultural 

rituals, which require the consimiption of chicha. 

At the same time, the Catholic Church has conducted a decades-long campaign to 

completely eliminate the rituals due to elements interpreted by priests as idolatrous, pagan and 

daemonic. School teachers, many of whom come to La Campa from larger cities, assist the 

church by telling their students that La Campa's customs are silly, ignorant, and unsuitable 

for citizens of a modem nation (these same teachers encourage celebration of the Day of 

Lempira and note the nobility of Lenca ancestry). A majority of people appear to accept the 

church's opinion, and those who disagree keep their opinions largely to themselves. 

Households that continue the rituals now practice them in secret and at night to avoid public 

condemnation. 

The social difficulties and religious contradictions entailed in practicing syncretic 

rituals are augmented by the costs in time and money. The rituals generally require a wrkey, 

cacao pods, black beeswax, and a prodigious quantity of the prohibited chicha. Formerly 

abundant turkeys (native to the Americas) have become rare in La Campa and cost more than 

chickens or roosters. Cacao pods, once obtained through interregional trade, must now be 

purchased on the open market where they are not a common or inexpensive item. Beeswax 

used to be available from the pine forests, where bees made hives in fallen or dead pine trees. 

Forest clearing and agricultural expansion have evidently reduced the bee population (pesticide 
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use is rare and relatively recent in La Campa, so that is not a factor). The rare wax must now 

be purchased at the market (with some difficulty because of the popular preference for white 

wax) or obtained through personal contacts. The combination of these circumstances, not to 

mention the energy required to perform an all-night ceremony between two full days of labor, 

have contributed to the decline of these rituals. 

The church has not only campaigned against syncretic practices, it has endeavored to 

impose modem Catholic dogma. As part of this process the priests oppose praying to saints, 

conducting processions (with a negative impact for the guancasco), and praying the rosary. 

The irony of these new prohibitions is not lost on elder Lacamperos; several commented 

quietly to me that although the church once forced them to adopt these practices, and now it 

says that they were wrong to do so. Elders perceive that priests have changed the rules, 

which is something that God would not do. But changes include the adoption of participatory 

music and extemporaneous prayer; these attract adolescents and young adults who embrace 

a modem faith that leaves no room for syncretism. Assisted by schools, the municipal 

council, and market forces, the church continues its efforts to eradicate La Campa's Lenca 

tradition by separating children from their heritage, and discrediting their parents' intellectual 

and spiritual foundations. 

The fixture of Lenca tradition may not be as dim as the foregoing implies. It is worth 

noting that the people have survived 500 years of assault on their cultural heritage, and they 

have still conserved and created unique elements. Although pressures from the church, the 

state, and the market have undermined Lenca traditions, publicity in Honduras over the 

quincentenary of Columbus' arrival in the New World has drawn attention to the remaining 

indigenous populations. Coincidentally, indigenous organizations have formed to publicize 
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and defend land rights, customs, and crafts. Urban professionals and highly educated 

members of indigenous groups have played active roles involving rural communities in these 

organizations. 

In the late 1980s and early 1990s, the National Organization of Honduran Lenca 

Indians (ONILH) sent representatives to La Campa and Caiqum to educate people as to their 

Lenca identity and encourage participation. The efforts fizzled in La Campa after promises 

of support did not materialize. ONILH had better fortune in Caiqum. Through ONILH's 

support, particularly in providing legal assistance, Caiqum made its claim to become a 

separate municipio on the grounds that it comprised a traditional Lenca community that 

required independence to preserve its heritage. In a march on Tegucigalpa in June 1994, 

several hundred representatives of ONILH and other indigenous organizations presented the 

national congress with a series of demands for restimtion and justice concerning land rights, 

environmental protection, and cultural preservation. One of the demands on the list was that 

Caiqum be granted municipal status. The organizations' representatives camped out by the 

national congress, drawing considerable national publicity, as they awaited a formal response 

from the congress. The congress finally acceded to many demands, and among them was 

Caiqum's independence." Since Caiqum publicized its Lenca identity, several international 

agencies with funds allocated for indigenous peoples offered the new municipio technical and 

material support for important projects. 

With Caiqum's success in presenting itself as a Lenca community, Lacamperos have 

realized that they may benefit from the same strategy. As Caiqum and La Campa struggle 

over their borders, both sides now argue that their land rights have a basis in their indigenous 

origins. Developments since the end of fieldwork suggest that Lacamperos, similar to 
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Caiquines, are starting to interpret their indigenous heritage as a source of empowerment. 

Part of their inspiration relates to Honduras' ratification of Convenio 169, an international 

accord to respect indigenous culnires and land rights (OIT 1989). The terms of the accord 

require signatory nations to recognize indigenous land claims such as those presented by 

Caiqum and La Campa. ONILH has spread information about the agreement through its 

programs, and residents of La Campa formed a local ONILH group in 1995. The members 

hope that their activities will attract external financial support, improve local education, and 

increase the economic prospects for their youth. 

In sum, the people of La Campa and Caiqum are continuing to adapt their traditions 

and livelihoods to meet their changing circumstances. They are creatively and actively 

seeking to improve their lives, protect their land, and take advantage of opportunities for 

empowerment as they interact with the church, the state and the market. In the process, their 

resource base is undergoing intensified exploitation, and the customs of communal 

management of forests and other resources are experiencing change. The myriad and often 

contradictory interelationships threaten to dissolve features that became cultural traditions 

during colonialism, but other components in these same relationships suggest revitalizationand 

transformation. The Spanish Church and Crown tried to force the Lenca into a Spanish 

Christian mold, and the people developed pragmatic, novel adaptations. Today, the market 

economy, with the modem church and state, compels Lacamperos to become Honduran 

Christian consumer-citizens; perhaps the people will continue to develop novel adaptations. 

The context has changed, but the struggle for land and livelihood continues. 
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1. Indian population decline due to conquest appears to have been more significant in 
Honduras than in Guatemala, where the Spanish were able to subvert existing political 
structures to secure political control (Newson 1986:127-128). 

2. Cuando la senora ya va a dar a luz riegan ceniza, sea en la puerta de la casa, sea 
alrededor de ella misma. El animal que deja rastros en la ceniza sera el nagual del recien 
nacido. Es malo (para la persona) porque si matan al nagual, muere la persona. (Pero) 
todos tenemos naguales... Uno puede aprovechar un cierto tiempo su nagual pero es 
peligroso. 

3. Central Honduras experienced several more serious revolts, several of which were 
attributed to Lenca groups. In 1544, a large uprising occurred in Comayagua, Olancho, 
Nuevo Segovia, and San Pedro; and in 1546, the indigenous population of San Jorge in the 
Valley of Olancho rebelled. In both cases, the disturbances were rapidly quelled 
(Chamberlain 1966:224-225). The nomadic hunter-gatherers of eastern Honduras and 
northern Olancho proved harder to pacify; they fiercely repelled Spanish attempts at 
conversion and reduction for another cenmry (Vasquez 1714 Tomo 2). 

4. Adelantado Don Francisco de Montejo, 1 de junio, 1539, a su Majestad el Rey de Espana. 
Reprinted in Martinez 1983:274. 

5. Consulta del Consejo de las Indias Sobre Reducir los Indios a Poblaciones. Madrid, 
October 19, 1598. Reprinted in Arteaga 1979. 

6. Adelantado Don Francisco de Montejo, 1 de Junio, 1539, a su Majestad el Rey de Espana. 
Reprinted in Martinez 1983:282. 

7. One real equaled one-eighth of a peso; a peso equaled one ounce of silver (Fletes et al. 
1994:103). 

8. A toston valued half a peso; a peso weighed one ounce, or eight reals of silver (Fletes, et 
al. 1994:103,121). 

9. A fanega equaled about 1.5 bushels (Newson 1986:340). 

10. Queja de los indios de Piraera por los trabajos en el Puerto de Omoa y el recargo de 
tributes. 1752. Reprinted in Leyva 1991:246-248. 

11. Queja de los indios de Lepaera por los trabajos que se han visto obligados a hacer en 
los llanos de Santa Rosa y las graves dificultades para cumplir con sus tributos ordinarios en 
la ciudad de Gradas. Reprinted in Leyva 1991:273-275. 

12. Relacion hecha a su Majestad por el gobemador de Honduras, de todos los pueblos de 
dicha gobemacidn. Ano 1582. Reprinted in Leyva, 1991:58-74. 
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13. Until 1578, tributaries included only married men, then the law was changed to include 
single men and widowers (Newson 1986:126). The Spaniards redefined the qualifications for 
tributary status when they realized that Indians postponed marriage to avoid paying tribute 
(Newson 1986:126,194-195). The new law was not applied in Honduras until after 1582 
(Newson 1986:195), so although Newson applies the figure of four people per tributario to 
approximate the pre-1578 population, the same value provides the best estimate to extrapolate 
La Campa's 1582 population. 

14. Asignadonde ejidos a favor del pueblo de La Campa, 1732. Fichas del Archivo General 
de Centroamerica 1983, Mario Ardon Meji'a, compiler. 

15. The term baldio referred to crown lands that had not been formally granted. These 
lands tended to be of inferior quality, because the best lands were the first to be given in royal 
grants to individuals considered meritorious. Crown lands were considered to be available 
for public use, thus private individuals or communal groups could utilize the land (Vassberg 
1983:7-8). Quesunceica had evidently been used by the Lacamperos for grazing and 
sugarcane fields prior to the request for legal title; it is not clear what motivated the people 
to seek formal rights in 1724. If a Spanish landowner had sought to usurp Quesunceica, he 
could have gained it by offering a better price for the land than the amount paid by La 
Campa. 

16. A caballeria is equivalent to 62 manzanas (Fletes, et al. 1994:28) or 43.4 hectares. 

17. /Tb.y Pascual peres Alcalde [hautual?] del pif [pueblo] d' La Campa dt la Juon 
[Jurisdiccion] desta dud" [dudad] de G [Gradas] a dios y mis regidores prindpales y d'mas 
comtin d" dho [dicho]puf...Paresemo5 ante VM [Vuestra Merced] como Jues subdelegado d" 
medidas en esta juon y d'simos que ynmediato a nro [nuestro] pif esta un parage nonbrado 
que Suncelca que [hase?] al lado del norte el cual es realengo y baldio sin dueno y porque 
los hijos del puf lo nesesitan p" haser en el sus laborlitas d' cana dulse y crian algun ganado 
y bestias siendo como es d^ utilidad pf [para] nosotros pedimos y suplicamos se sirva d" 
mandar senor [mida?] y amojone dho pedaso d' tiera (f [que] d'' comun lo pedimos y estamos 
prestos ha serbira suma [cantidad?] que [dios pida?] con la cantidad que inportaze las 
cavallerias que ubiese y sacar titulo.... Archivo Nacional de Honduras (ANH), Titulos de 
Tierras, Titulo de Suncelca, Gracias, No. 275 (324). 

18. Honduran sugar cane production never provided enough to satisfy more than a fraction 
of domestic demand; the difficulty of transportation and the expense of installing a sugar mill 
were prohibitive for most landowners. Although many landholdings planted small areas in 
sugar cane, only in Tegucigalpa and Comayagua did estates concentrate on sugar production. 
The resulting sugar tended to be of poor quality and destined for local consumption (Newson 
1986:147). 

19. Curato de Gualcha y pueblo anexos: Colusuca, Coloete, La Campa, Caiqum, y Valle de 
Sunsulaca, April 8, 1796. Archivo Eclesidstico de Comayagua, Caja 1:1758-1799, Padrones. 
University of Texas at Arlington Special Collections, Roll 1. 
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20. Curato de Gualcha y pueblo anexos: Colusuca, Coloete, La Campa, Caiqmn, y Valle de 
Sunsulaca, 1797. Archivo Eclesidstico de Comayagua, Caja I: 1758-1799, Padrones. 
University of Texas at Arlington Special Collections, Roll 1. 

21. Sections of the Caiqum lists were too illegible to read individual names with confidence, 
thus the sex of the confessors could not be determined as with the La Campa lists. 

22. The priest listed confessors by family in the order of husband, wife, sons, daughters, and 
agregados (additional members — their relationship to the rest of the household is 
unexplained), with widows, widowers, and their children indicated last. Although the report 
includes only those aged ten or older who confessed, the information provides valuable 
insights. La Campa's population included 83 households headed by a married couple (the 
priest included the names of four husbands with the annotation "absent from the pueblo," even 
though they were not present to confess). Fifty couples had no children listed (evidently 
reflecting households with children under age ten and older couples whose children had left 
home) but seven of these had taken in orphans. In all, seventeen children were listed as 
orphans and three more were listed as agregados. Perhaps these agregados came from 
families who could not manage to feed them; today in La Campa one childless couple has 
three children received as "gifts" from parents who could not care adequately for them, and 
several other households have taken in orphans and godchildren. Seven men were described 
as widowers, of whom three had children listed. Sixty-one women were recorded as widows 
with a total of 54 children. Some of these women may in fact have been single mothers or 
women abandoned by their husbands. Eight bachelors were noted separately. Four women 
were noted as a soltera agregada (additional, single woman) living with a widow. 

23. An interesting feamre of the 1797 list is that the priest drew lines to separate each family. 
Where he records widows and widowers, many appear as groups — for example, 4 widows, 
two of their sons, and a single woman are listed together, as are two widowers, a son and a 
daughter. Out of 68 widowed people (some of whom may actually have been single mothers 
abandoned by their children's fether), 43 are listed jointly with another person (or persons) 
of the same sex who has also has no spouse; twenty-four live only with children, an orphan, 
and/or a soltera agregada, and one widow is indicated alone between two lines. This raises 
the question of whether widowed people tended to form joint households. It might be 
expected (given present day La Campa patterns) that most widows or widowers would live 
with married children. The list implies, however, that some of these people had no children 
who had reached marriageable age. For those who had married children, perhaps the 
households could not accommodate additional mouths to feed. Alternatively, the priest may 
have grouped widows and widowers randomly, and ignored the actual household composition. 

24. Pobladon de las provincias de Honduras. Matricula del ana 1801, Gobemador de 
Honduras Ramon de Anguiano. Reprinted in Leyva 1991:276-289. 

25. Three aldeas (La Campa, Caiqum, and Guanajulque) that later became part of the 
municipio of La Campa were included in the 1887 census. They pertained to the municipio 
of Gracias in 1887. The inhabitants of the area were counted as residents of the nearest aldea, 
yet because a number of people lived in isolated homesteads, some may have been excluded. 
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The census summary reported that the Governor of Gracias had difficulty finding competent 
and patriotic people willing to serve as enumerators. Administrative and military personnel 
finally cooperated because their oath of office required them to fulfill any duty assigned by 
the national government. The first tallies mmed into governor's office presented so many 
discrepancies that all of them had to be returned to the municipios for revision and correction 
(Vallejo 1888:97-98). 

26. Que considerando ser un deber esencial la seguridad de la propiedadpara evitar disputas 
que son perjudiciales... que actualmente el pueblo que represento se cree perjudicado por el 
de Caiqum que disputa parte de las tierras que reconocemos por propias... como 
careciesemos del titulo correspondiente, se nos dificulta la defensa de la parte que se interna 
cercenar por el comiin de Caiqum. El pueblo de La Campa reconoce legal y legitimamente 
la propiedad de las tierras que posee, empero no tiene el documento que nos le sirviera para 
comprobar el senorio que de muchos anos hace a venido trasmitiendo hasta el presente. 

A vuestra excelencia pido y suplico en primer lugar, el amparo de nuestras tierrs y 
en segundo se sirva Senor Excelencia mandar que se nos remidan las tierras por los mismos 
linderos que reconoce el pueblo, resultando de aqui el que se nos de el titulo.... Alcalde 
Auxiliar Juan Crisostomo Orellana, Petition to the Governor of Gracias, March 28, 1864, 
Titulo del Terreno Ejidal; LCMA Caja de Titulos. 

27. En vista la solicitud anterior, el gobiemo acuerda conceder por via de ejidos al pueblo 
de La Campa, las tierras que sus vecinos dicen haber estado poseyendo desde muchos siglos, 
con tal que su area no pase de las dos leguas cuadradas que expresa el Articulo 15 de la ley 
de 23 de junio de 1836, pudiendo los interesados mandar medir y rematar el exceso de 
terreno, si lo hubiese, conforme a lasprescripciones vigentes.... Jesus Ynestroza, Ministerio 
de Hacienda. Decree, March 28, 1864. LCMA Ti'tulo del Terreno Ejidal, Caja de Timlos. 

28. ...de los ejidos antiguos que reconocia aquel pueblo por suyas ha quedado una parte 
considerable... Ynocente Rodriguez, Informe, La Campa, April 26, 1864. LCMA, Titulo 
del Terreno Ejidal, Caja de Titulos. 

29. Sesion ordinaria, February 15, 1930; LCMA Tomo 5, pp. 188-192. Sesion ordinaria, 
August 1, 1930; LCMA Tomo 5, pp. 225-227. 

30. Sesion ordinaria, February 1, 1964; LCMA Tomo 25. 

31. Sesion ordinaria, April 15, 1937; LCMA Tomo 10, pp. 2-55. 

32. Sesion ordinaria, March 15, 1922 and April 1, 1922; LCMA Tomo 1, pp. 109-111. 
Sesion ordinaria, February 1, 1934; LCMA Tomo 7. Acta 7, February 16, 1942 and Acta 
9, March 4, 1942; LCMA Tomo 12, pp. 132,139-141. Sesion ordinaria, April 19, 1954; 
LCMA Tomo 20. 

33. e.g., Sesion ordinaria, April 15, 1940; LCMA Tomo 10, pp. 206-208. 
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34. ...el terreno en que estan es sumamente quebrado y compuesto en su mayor parte de 
lomas de ocotal, que solo pueden ser buenas para repasto de muy poco ganado mayor, sin 
embargo hay una parte de montana buena para agricultura, y no faltan entre cerro y cerro 
rastrojos que sirvan para lo mismo.... Ynocente Rodriguez, Informe, April 26, 1864; 
LCMA, Titulo del Terreno Ejidal, Caja de Titulos. 

35. Sesion ordinaria, September 16, 1921; LCMA Tomo 1, p. 51-52. 

36. Acta 32, November 15, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 93. 

37. Enrique Lopez and Roy Romero, Informe de Inspeccidn de Campo, June 22, 1983; CA 
File 1983. Enrique Lopez and Roy Romero, Informe de Inspeccion de Campo, November 
2, 1983; CA File 1983. Enrique Lopez and Roy Romero, Informe de Inspeccion de Campo, 
March 13, 1984; CA File 1984. Enrique Lopez, Informe de Inspeccion de Campo, May 1985; 
CA File 1985. Guillermo Mazier and Enrique Lopez, Informe de Inspeccion de Campo, 
December 6, 1985; CA File 1985. 

38. Ynocente Rodriguez, Titulo del Terreno Ejidal de La Campa 1865, pages dated April 22, 
1864; LCMA Caja de Titulos. 

39. Ynocente Rodriguez, Informe, La Campa, April 26, 1864, Titulo del Terreno Ejidal 
1865; LCMA Caja de Ti'tulos. 

40. Outsiders are still expected to explain their presence to municipal authorities. When my 
husband and I arrived in La Campa, we concurred with advice to present ourselves promptly 
to the mayor, and a resident voluntarily accompanied us as a character reference. 

41. See Fray Alonso de Vargas y Abarca, Informacidn sobre las lenguas de los naturales de 
los pueblos de doctrina a cargo de la Orden de Nuestra Senora de las Mercedes y de la 
sufidencia de los religiosospara administrarlos. 1683. Reprinted in Leyva 1991:171-194. 

42. An exception is made for simple procedural matters. For example, if the alcalde or 
another local official is called away on short notice, the council meets to select a temporary 
substitute and does not call for public attendance. 

43. Sesion ordinaria, March 1, 1938; LCMA Tomo 10, pp. 156-157. 

44. The Liberal Party emerged during the late 1870s and 1880s in association with the anti
clerical reform movement. Its support derives from a segment of conservative landowners, 
small peasants, the rural middle class, and a more radical urban base in Tegucigalpa and San 
Pedro Sula (Economist Intelligence Unit 1993:31; Lapper and Painter 1985:7-8). The 
National Party formed in a split from the Liberal Party in 1919, and established its identity 
during the 1920s. It became the main political vehicle for old line conservatives, particularly 
the large landed class in the south and west of the nation, but it has since gained support in 
marginal urban neighborhoods (Lewontin 1985:85; Economist Intelligence Unit 1993:31; 
Lapper and Painter 1985:8). The Departments of Lempira and Intibuca are the bastions of 
the National Party. The National Party has supplied numerous officials for military 
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governments; therefore it has been called "the civilian wing of the armed forces" (Economist 
Intelligence Unit 1993:31; Lapper and Painter 1985:8). 

45. My incomplete perusal of municipal actas did not encounter reports of troop movements, 
forced conscriptions, or vandalous behavior by soldiers. I did encounter several reports of 
famine during the 1920s, and one vague reference to problems related to civil unrest. 

46. La Campa requested a donation from Carias of 6000 lempiras ($3000 at the time) to 
purchase Otolaca in 1934 (Sesionordinaria, October 15, 1934; LCMA Tomo 8, pp. 268-269). 

47. At one point, the municipal council argued that part of the communal lands should be 
reserved as a source of municipal revenue rather than being granted for household usufruct 
(Sesion ordinaria, April 15, 1930; LCMA Tomo 5, pp. 207-208), but that opinion was 
overruled at the subsequent meeting (Sesion ordinaria. May 1, 1930; LCMA Tomo 5, pp. 
209-210). 

48. Sesion ordinaria, November 15, 1923 and December 1, 1923; LCMA Tomo 2, pp. 
31-39. Sesion ordinaria, February 15, 1924 and March 1, 1924; LCMA Tomo 2, pp. 63-67. 

49. Sesion ordinaria, November 15, 1932; LCMA Tomo 7, p. 97. 

50. The jurisdiction of Gracias became known for its mules and horses, which it supplied for 
mule trains that worked a trade route running from San Salvador through Honduras to 
Nicaragua, Costa Rica and Panama (Newson 1986:121, 141-142). It is uncertain whether 
Lacamperos raised mules and horses for trade, but today mules are very rare in the municipio. 

51. Sesion ordinaria, January 17, 1922; LCMA Tomo 1, p. 98. 

52. One woman in the Centro uses a small, foot-driven pottery wheel for her work. She 
attended a special course to learn how to use the wheel with several other La Campa women, 
but she notes that this method does not allow her to make the large pots preferred by most 
buyers. 

53. The cooperative was formed by interested women following a course on the formation 
and management of cooperatives given in the Centro by an invited instructor. 

54. Elpisto que ganamos es propio y compramos lo que queremos...s6lo a veces ayudamos 
al hombre pero siempre compramos comida, ropa y necesidades para nuestros hijos....El 
hombre no agarra el pisto. 

55. Sesion ordinaria, January 17, 1922; LCMA Tomo 1, p. 98. Sesion ordinaria, April 2, 
1934; LCMA Tomo 8, pp. 227-228. 

56. Sesion ordinaria, October 15, 1923; LCMA Tomo 2, p. 24. 

57. [EsJ dificil conseguir lo que le hacefalta, no hay trabajopara ganarpisto.... Solo las 
mujeres tienen una profesion - la loza — para poder ganar pisto. 
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58. Trabajo duropara sobrevivir... y algunos vecinos me regalan maiz y unas cositas.... 

59. Trabajar en loza require Juerza...y si uno no come bien, no tiene la fuerza trabajar. 

60. Aqui la vida es dificil.. .todos somos pobres...hay que trabajar duro para ganar un poco. 

61. Tenemos para comer y comprar lo bdsico — jabon, came, sal, azucar....de alii no hay 
[dinero] para mds...y a veces se necesita medicina y si no puede comprar, hay que usar 
medicinas naturales. 

62. Los recursos son dificiles de adquirir...somos pobres y no tenemos pisto para comprar 
flo que necesitamos], no ajusta, y hay que ir a Graciaspara cualquier cosita...todos somos 
lo mismo...uno puede trabajar en agriculturapero se necesitan insumos tambien. 

63. Los enfermedades son dificiles porque uno no puede conseguir la medicina ni a un 
medico...y no hay dinero... si uno esta enfermo, no puede trabajar, y no hay juentes de 
trabajo.... Deseo una bestia...un buen lugar [para vivirj, pero no hay manera sin trabajo. 

64. Este lugar es pobre, solo las mujeres tienen trabajo fijo — la loza — tal vez hombres 
quieren trabajar bien en la tierrapero no pueden porque el abono es muy caro...y por falta 
de dinero, algunos mueren por no tener la medicina necesaria. 

65. No hay medicinas ni medicos aqui en la comunidad porque el centro no tiene 
mucho... cuesta conseguir dinero y uno trabaja duro... .para la gente mas pobre es peor. Casi 
no hay buen trabajo, no hay dinero y uno no hace nada sin dinero. Es dificil tambien 
cosechar algo aqui porque sin fertilizante no se puede cosechar nada. 

66. Other indigenous populations obtained patron saints of greater Biblical significance, so 
it is not clear that the priest or the Church proposed San Matias to represent La Campa's 
subordination. 

67. Caiqum claimed municipal boundaries that included a large section of land awarded to 
La Campa under the 1865 title, and La Campa's council did not receive official notification 
of the new boundary lines until some time after the national congress approved them. La 
Campa residents — some of whom had signed Caiqum's petition for secession due to personal 
reasons - formally protested to the national legislamre, arguing that the 1865 title should be 
respected. The case is pending as I write this dissertation. 
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CHAPTERS 

FOREST USE 

At 8 o'clock this bright June morning, I arrive at a household for an informal visit and 

encounter a group of women headed out to collect firewood; the men are working in the 

fields. The group includes Patricia, a 14-year-old adopted daughter; Gabriela, a 20-year-oId 

godchild who is staying with the family; Rita, the eldest married daughter who lives next 

door, and Carmen, Rita's seven-year-old daughter. Doiia Maria, the matriarch, will stay 

home with Serafina, her 22-year-old daughter who recently gave birth to her first child. I join 

the group, and Rita loans me an old machete so that I can help. 

We head out along a narrow trail that leads downhill between fields and woodlands. 

Everyone walks with eyes down, searching for mushrooms that might have sprouted during 

last night's rainfall. We cross over a decrepit wooden fence into an old fallow of oak and 

pines. Rita observes that the land's owner died many years ago and his children inherited it. 

They don't mind if people use it to gather firewood, but they have stated their intentions to 

defend their inheritance if anyone tries to claim it. About thirty minutes after leaving the 

house, Rita discovers a felled oak. The original woodcutter carried off most of the trunk and 

the thickest branches but left minor branches up to three inches thick behind. Rita, Gabriela 

and I set to work with our machetes hacking the largest ones into sections about 30 inches 

long; Carmen and Patricia run off to look for ripening wild mangos and mushrooms. Rita 

points to the trunk of an old pine tree, from which someone cut strips of ocote fino (resinous 

pinewood) to bum for illumination. Balls of resin have formed in the scar; Rita collects them 

and tells me that they serve as a remedio (remedy). 
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After nearly 45 minutes, we have enough for five bundles; Carmen and Patricia return 

with enough mangos to share for a snack. Everyone except me has ropes and a strap to bind 

their wood. They wrap up pine needles and dead leaves in old pieces of cloth to serve as 

pads, which they position under the firewood as they help each other lift the bundles onto their 

backs and sling the headstrap around their foreheads. Patricia decides that she can carry 

more, so we cut four more branches for her. I put my bundle into an old nylon sack to carry 

on my shoulder. 

We return by another route; Rita still hopes to find some mushrooms. The return trip 

takes over an hour as we haul the loads uphill, and pause to examine shady spots where 

mushrooms might hide. Rita finds a single edible mushroom, and notes that either someone 

else has been collecting mushrooms, or else it's still too early in the season. By the time we 

arrive back at the house, it is late morning. The firewood is divided between the two 

households; it is enough fuel for Rita and Dona Maria to cook for two days. 

*** 

Pine and oak forests comprise the dominant, naturally occurring vegetation for La 

Campa and much of western Honduras' mountainous area. Even after several decades in 

which logging, population growth, and agricultural expansion have caused unprecedented 

deforestation, a majority of La Campa's territory remains in forest.' Except for wooded 

areas fenced for private use, the forests are communal. They are considered to belong to the 

pueblo, or all the legally recognized residents of the municipio. 

The areas that retain forest cover tend to be imfavorable for agriculture due to slope 

or relative infertility. In La Campa, the most extensive forested areas are formally recognized 

communal woodlots and pastures, many of which were designated by aldeas during the 1970s 

and 1980s.^ In addition to recognized woodlots, patches of trees and forest occur in ravines 
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and on precipitous slopes, in the interstices between fields, along pathways, in fallows, beside 

streams and around waterholes. Felling trees near water sources or on steep slopes has been 

forbidden since 1939, when a Honduran national law (Decreto Ley 28-39) first addressed the 

issue of environmental protection. The law was poorly enforced throughout the nation (ESA 

Consultores 1993:40). Although the La Campa municipal council ordered that site selection 

for slash-and-bum clearings be undertaken within the boundaries of the law,^ elder farmers 

nevertheless recalled that people cleared milpas on slopes adjacent to streams so that their 

crops could benefit from the damper soils. Laws have become stricter in succeeding years, 

but some farmers still prepare fields near isolated water sources. The steepest areas remain 

in forest because they are difficult to clear and tend, and areas around popular water sources 

are protected from clearing by the users. 

The people rely on forests for firewood, lumber, grazing land, medicinal resources, 

edible fruits and plants, and other useful vegetation. In the survey of 38 La Campa 

households, respondents were asked the open-ended question, "what uses does the forest serve 

for you?" All 38 (100%) households volunteered that the forest provided firewood and wild 

fiiiit; 37 households (97.4%) mentioned obtaining medicinal products from the forest, and 31 

(81.6%) said that they extracted lumber. Respondents also indicated that the forest provided 

fence posts (28.9%), mushrooms (57.9%), land for agriculture (36.8%), and water sources 

(15.8%). Only five households (13.2%) mentioned forest pasmre, but eight of the fifteen 

households in the survey that owned livestock later reported that they grazed their animals in 

unfenced lands or common pasture (in communal woodlots) at least part of the year. In 

conversations outside the survey, several informants reported that the forests used to provide 

wild game (particularly deer) and honey from wild bees, but these resources have become 

scarce. Inhabitants blamed forest clearing and overexploitation for exhausting these resources. 
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They recognized their own activities as contributing factors, but they also identified outside 

logging companies and hunting groups as guilty parties. 

For most of La Campa's history, the forests, as well as their plant and animal 

resources, appeared abundant to the inhabitants. Although certain resources have become 

scarce, this perspective endures in the present. One informant started to list the forest 

resources that he used, then exclaimed: "There is an infinity of things from the forest."" 

Lacamperos claim that in former days, no one fenced forested areas unless they intended to 

clear them for other uses. Today, a privileged minority has fenced in forests for personal use, 

but the majority of the population relies exclusively on communal lands to meet their forest 

resource needs. 

Forests traditionally constitute reserve or fallow land for agricultural pursuits. Under 

the slash-and-bum regime that dominated Lacamperos' agricultural method until the late 

twentieth cenmry, forest clearings became planted fields, then fallows and generally returned 

to forest before being cleared again. The forest-field-fallow cycle allowed forests to 

regenerate and reduced erosive processes. Poor soil fertility discouraged continuous cropping, 

and newly burned fields provided a layer of nutrient-rich ash to fertilize crops. Moreover, 

fields were limited in size. Informants recall that the largest clearings rarely exceeded five 

manzanas (3.5 hectares), and tended to be scattered through the forest. Field separation 

probably checked the spread of crop infestation, and reduced the risk that wild animals 

(particularly deer, raccoons, birds and wild pigs) might enter one field and pass readily into 

others. At the same time, fields and fallows offered a variety of plant growth to attract wild 

animals, such as deer, that were hunted to augment the diet. Low population density 

contributed to the propagation of the forest-field-fallow cycle, because people had enough land 

available to allow brief periods of planting interspersed with long fallows and forest 
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regeneration. Under these conditions, slash-and-bum agriculture may have constituted a 

sustainable form of forest management. 

As indicated, forests growing in the relatively flat and accessible zones were subjected 

to periodic transformations into fields. Certain areas experienced minimal human disturbance, 

particularly the more inaccessible or steep areas and sections of highland cloud forest. But 

during the last three decades, outside loggers built access roads to exploit mature forests off 

the main road. With population growth, farmers opened more fields in La Campa's forests, 

and started to use chemical fertilizer (first brought to the municipio in the late 1960s) to 

improve soil fertility and reduce fallow time. At present, little La Campa vegetation 

represents pristine or primary forest; indeed, Lacamperos have intervened with forest growth 

and regeneration for cenmries. 

Forest Pasture 

While much of La Campa's terrain is too rocky, mountainous, or infertile to serve for 

agriculture, it does provide pasture for residents' livestock. Lacamperos designate common 

grazing areas by three overlapping terms: common forest (bosque comun)^ livestock zones 

(zonas ganaderas), and open land {campo libre). Common forest includes all unfenced forest 

and the livestock zones; the latter are sections of communal forest that have been fenced to 

provide somewhat more secure grazing than unfenced areas. Open land consists primarily of 

common forests but also abandoned fields, roadsides, and deforested public areas such as 

soccer fields. In short, common pasture includes any place an animal can be left to graze, 

including the livestock zone, without infringing on a land claim. 

The early land titles imply that Lacamperos let their cows, horses, and mules graze 

freely in the forest. Actas firom the early years of the twentieth century show that some 

people requested land for fenced pasture, but the relatively rare incidence of these requests -
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- as compared to the number of requests for houselots ~ suggests that this was an exception 

rather than the rule. Records of municipal budgets, and the annual Plan de Arbitrios (List of 

Taxable Items) also indicate that at least into the 1950s, residents of other municipios pastured 

animals in La Campa's communal lands; the municipio assessed a grazing fee during the dry 

season per head of livestock owned by non-residents.^ At several points in municipal history, 

the municipal council fenced areas adjacent to the Centro for public pasture. In 1923, the 

council created a 1.5 manzana (L05 hectares) pasture "for public service" {para servicio 

publico).^ In 1950, the municipal council cited an order from higher authorities and the need 

to augment the municipal budget as reasons for designating a fenced, public pasture on the 

eastern edge of the Centro. The council rented the pasture out to pilgrims during the annual 

patron saint's festival, and allowed other interested parties to rent it during the year.' 

Lacamperos report that they used to let their livestock roam loose, but by 1952 the 

council attempted to restrict untended livestock from grazing in the Centro. The annual Plan 

de Arbitrios noted a charge of one lempira for each animal caught running loose in the plaza 

and streets.® This penalty was minor, and perhaps inconsequential; moreover, it appeared 

that the council enforced the law only during the patron saint's festival.' The problem of 

livestock vagrancy in the Centro continued to draw council attention. In 1971, the council 

called all the men of the Centro to help build a fence to create a livestock zone in "an 

appropriate site" to combat the problem.'® Despite this effort, fences fell into disrepair and 

animals continued to wander through the Centro. As vehicular movement became more 

common (the daily bus and an occasional pick-up truck), livestock in the road became a 

nuisance for drivers, while animal owners worried about vehicles endangering their animals 

By 1983, the council declared the livestock zone in a state of "abandonment" and resolved to 

purchase barbed wire to repair the fence. The local health promotor urged rapid action. 
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because loose livestock trespassed in the health center and interfered with his services. The 

council promised to enforce a governmental order to punish animal vagrancy in accordance 

with the law." 

Lacamperos recall that the 1980s marked the beginning of strict fines for livestock 

vagrancy, as the council responded to national guidelines and local concerns on the matter. 

Fanners with above average resources turned their efforts to renting, buying or claiming land 

for pasture rather than depending on a commons with unreliable fences. Some residents note 

that the livestock zones, while extensive,'^ lacked adequate forage for the number of cattle 

formerly grazed. The livestock zones still exist, but the fences are in poor shape. Livestock 

owners who use these zones run the risk of fines if their animals escape, but they have few 

alternatives. 

Firewood 

The primary source of fuel for the vast majority of La Campa households is firewood. 

In a survey of all Centro residences, only one household — that of a school teacher living in 

rented rooms — did not depend heavily on firewood for cooking fiiel; the woman and her 

daughter used kerosine regularly in addition to firewood. Firewood comprises an inexpensive 

and accessible resource; the major cost for most households is the investment of labor and 

time required to cut and haul the wood. The demand for kitchen firewood is constant 

throughout the year, except for holidays and rare occasions that require additional fuel to 

prepare extra food and special dishes. The major perturbation occurs firom February 15 

through February 28, when harvesting of trees for firewood and poles explodes to meet the 

cooking and shelter needs of the several thousand pilgrims and peddlers who arrive for the 

celebration of the patron saint's day. 
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Lacamperos measure firewood by the tercio or the carga. A tercio of firewood is 

defined as the amount that a person can carry on his or her back; the standardized definition 

is 25 sticks of wood. A carga of firewood is twice as much as a tercio; it contains 50 sticks 

of wood and is defined as the amount that a horse or mule can carry." In strict terms, a 

carga of any item should weigh 200 pounds, but for measuring firewood the quantity and size 

of the pieces serve as the reference point. A stick of firewood appropriate for a kitchen hearth 

ideally measures one vara in length. Lacamperos define one vara as the distance from a 

man's sternum to his fingertips, and woodcutters refer to the length of their ax handle.'" 

Information concerning Lacamperos' firewood consumption was gathered through 

surveys, measurements conducted in households, informal observations, and conversations. 

Fifty-five of the 108 Centro households (60.2%) reported that they consumed one carga of 

firewood every two or three days. Women responded that some days they burned more wood 

than other days, therefore a carga might last two days, slightly more than two days, or three 

days, depending upon household activities. Only three households (2.8%) noted that a carga 

lasted a single day; one of these households had ten mouths to feed, and another had eight. 

The third household involved a bachelor who used a carga of firewood at a time to bake bread 

for his store; he used no other other firewood because he ate his meals at another household 

for a monthly fee. Eighteen households (16.7%) reported that a carga lasted an average of 

four days, and seventeen households (15.7%) said that a carga lasted five to eight days. The 

remaining four households (3.7%), which had a below average household size, said that they 

could make a carga of firewood last about two weeks (see Table 3.1). Two of the households 

involved a widowed, elderly person living alone. The other two households, with two and 

four members respectively, had circumstances that resulted in a low rate of firewood 

consumption.'^ 
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TABLE 3.1 
Number of Days a Carga of Firewood Lasts 

Number of Days Number of Households Percent 

1 3 2.8 

2 32 29.6 

3 33 30.6 

4 18 16.7 

5 1 0.9 

6 3 2.8 

7 9 8.3 

8 5 4.6 

14 2 1.9 

15 2 1.9 

Total 108 100.0 

Mean = 3.9 days Median = 3 days Mode = 3 days 
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The data suggested that large households consumed firewood most rapidly, and smaller 

households consumed it more slowly. I hypothesized that household size would be a 

significant factor in the rate of firewood consumption; given that larger households required 

more food, preparation time should increase and therefore augment the amount of firewood 

needed to cook a meal. Despite this hypothesis, the number of members in a household did 

not prove to be a good predictor of the length of tune that a carga of firewood lasts. Linear 

regression of the days that a carga of firewood lasted against household size (the number of 

household members) showed that household size explained only 18.9% of the variation. 

Figure 3.1 illustrates that household size and the rate of firewood consumption do not have 

a strong linear relationship. Other hypotheses concerning possible influences on the rate of 

firewood consumption proved even less significant.'® 

Attimdes toward wood-burning may be an important, but less easily evaluated, 

influence on consumption. Certain households explained that they used firewood 

conservatively. Constraints of time or labor for firewood collection may influence 

consumption,'^ but another issue is that some people find firewood collection particularly 

difficult or unpleasant. In one case, a household composed of an elderly widow, an adult 

daughter and a student boarder had to purchase firewood regularly despite their limited 

resources. The widow suffered ft'om arthritis and rheumatism that made firewood collection 

an excruciating chore. Her daughter, while strong and capable, considered firewood 

collection to be a distasteful task after living for several years in Tegucigalpa. As a result, 

they used as little wood as possible to prepare a meal, and extinguished partially burned logs 

as soon as their tortillas and frijoles were cooked. By contrast, a few households kept a fire 

burning for most of the day so that they would always have hot coffee to offer visitors. The 

women of these households were known for their hospitality, and they were rewarded by a 
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steady stream of friends and visitors who passed by to share news and camaraderie. 

The differences in household firewood consimiption cannot be explained by 

exceptional cases. Perhaps the most salient interpretation is that the quantity of tortillas and 

frijoles needed for a meal may not be as relevant a factor in firewood consumption as the 

quantity of wood needed to cook even a minimum amount. This hypothesis is supported by 

the data indicating that most households, regardless of composition, require a carga of 

firewood every two or three days.'® Frijoles and nixtamaP must boil for several hours 

regardless of the quantity to be prepared. Heating ten tortillas will take less time than twenty, 

but in either case it takes the comal (rounded, slightly concave clay or metal surface used for 

cooking) about fifteen minutes over a flame to attain the desired temperature. 

My husband and I measured samples of kitchen firewood in 19 La Campa households, 

and we also measured two cargas of firewood that we purchased for our cooking needs. 

Altogether the measurements included 32 samples of household firewood, and a total of 719 

pieces of firewood. The measurements revealed a wide range of variation in the size of a 

piece of firewood. Ehirchased units of firewood tended to contain pieces of similar 

dimensions, but pieces collected for personal use evidenced great variety in length, size and 

shape, reflecting the range of namral variation in trees. The lightest piece of wood in the 

sample weighed only 0.05 kg; the heaviest one weighed 10.80 kg. Length ~ ideally judged 

to be one vara — ranged firom 14 to 135 centimeters, but the mean of 76.77 centimeters fell 

near the median (77 cm) and mode (76 cm). These results suggest that a vara in La Campa 

approximates 76.5 cm, or nearly 31 inches. 

The firewood measurements provided data from which to roughly estimate the 

quantities of firewood that men, women, and horses can transport at a time. Total weight was 

measured since the size and number of pieces varied (purchased tercios or cargas consistently 
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contained the requisite 25 or 50 sticks of wood, but other tercios differed). It is a sample of 

convenience rather than a random sample, because it proved difficult to intercept loads of 

firewood before pieces were burned or mixed with previously gathered firewood. The sample 

disproportionately represents households in the Centro proper where we lived; we walked by 

these households daily and readily observed people bringing in firewood. Since the sample 

is small and biased toward the Centro, the results cannot be confidently generalized to the 

level of the population. Despite these shortcomings, the data gives indicative information. 

Tercios of firewood carried either on the backs or the heads of 7 different females, 

aged 14 to 65, weighed from 9.1 to 17.3 kilograms (20 - 38 pounds). Measurements made 

of tercios carried on the backs of six males, aged 15 to 76, weighed 14.5 to 35 kilograms (31-

77 pounds). For example, a 32 year-old man hauled two tercios that weighed 30.9 and 33.3 

kilograms respectively. It might be predicted that adolescents and elders would carry less than 

young adults, but the eldest man carried among the heaviest loads, while the 14-year-oId girl 

carried more than the other women. Thus age may not be a major factor in how much 

firewood an adolescent or adult of either sex carried, but the sample is too limited to support 

a confident interpretation. The weight of wood that a person carried may be more closely 

correlated to his or her strength and stamina rather than to age. I learned through personal 

effort that carrying firewood requires balance, experience and endurance to handle the 

unwieldy bundle up and down slopes, over rocks, and across streams. Circumstances beyond 

physical characteristics also influence the amount of firewood someone hauls. For example, 

the lightest men's tercio involved a single branch that a farmer dragged home after finding it 

near a path. The man reported that he habitually retrieved deadwood and branches on the way 

home from his fields, therefore his loads were often less than the full weight he could carry. 
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Another man indicated that time constraints, due to his other tasks, sometimes limited how 

much he cut and carried. 

Horses haul approximately double the amount of firewood that humans carry. Cargas 

carried by five different horses weighed between 57 and 94 kilograms (125-206 pounds), with 

a range of 47 to 54 pieces of wood. All of these horses were mature and experienced. A 

sixth horse carried a load weighing 37.6 kilograms (83 pounds). The owner explained that 

this was too small to qualify as a carga; the horse was young and carrying firewood for the 

first time. 

The data allowed an estimate of the average weight of a tercio of firewood, and the 

annual amount of firewood consumed by a household.^ An average tercio weighed 28.4 

kilograms, suggesting that an average carga weighed 56.8 kilograms. Since a carga lasted an 

average of 3.9 days. La Campa households used approximately 14.6 kilograms per day of 

firewood. A larger sample is required for further verification, but the figure falls close to 

national estimates, which indicate that rural families consume an average of 12 kilograms of 

firewood daily (Funes Cruz, 1994:4,61). 

The most common method of transporting firewood is hauling it on one's back or 

head; of the 108 Centro households, 50 (46.3%) reported that method. Twenty-eight 

households (25.9%) haul firewood on horseback, the second most common method. Four 

households (3.7%), the wealthiest in the sample, rely on a pick-up truck. Two households 

haul firewood by oxen cart, and two others use a homemade, wooden handcart for the 

purpose. Eleven households reported that they combine several appoaches to transport and 

obtain firewood - hauling it on their backs, borrowing or renting a horse or oxen cart, using 

a handcart, arranging for a friend transport a truckload, or occasionally purchasing a carga. 
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The remaining eleven households (10.2%) purchase firewood, and have it delivered to their 

kitchens (see Table 3.2). 

Lacaraperos use hardwoods as firewood for food preparation. Oak species {Quercus 

spp.) known locally as roble amarillo and malsinko are the most commonly occurring 

hardwoods in La Campa, and households unanimously reported that they preferentially 

gathered or purchased wood of these trees for their kitchen use. Oak generates a steady, 

intense heat that bums longer than other available wood. A variety of less common 

hardwoods also provide wood for kitchen fires. People rarely use pinewood to prepare food 

because pine bums with an inefficiently hot, quick, and smoky flame that can scorch tortillas 

and beans. Only twenty households (18.5% in the survey of 108 households) responded that 

they regularly utilized other species in addition to oak for firewood, but observations and 

conversations suggested that most wood gatherers will employ any suitable species, 

particularly if a tree is found dying or as deadwood. Firewood measurements included species 

identification; this confirmed the heavy reliance on species of oak as well as the variety of 

other woods gathered for the hearth. Oak constituted 69.2% of the 719 pieces measured, but 

nineteen other species, including pine, composed the remaining 30.8% of the wood. 

Pinewood represented 6% of the pieces measured; this included resinous pine used for 

torches, and other pinewood generally destined for tempering pottery (see Figure 3.2). 

Households take different approaches to collecting firewood related to their labor 

resources and transportation options, and they also demonstrate varying philosophies. Some 

households do not bother to transport small or irregular pieces; it is particularly difficult to 

load horses with unevenly shaped pieces of wood and unwieldy branches. Those who use 

horses tend to cut wood as evenly as possible, and leave disparate branches and irregular 

pieces behind. Other households endeavor to collect every usefiil piece of wood, including 
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TABLE 3.2 
Method of Transporting Firewood 

Method Number of Households Percent 

Haul on back/head 50 46.3 

Horseback 28 25.9 

Wheeled transport' 8 7.4 

Combination^ 11 10.2 

Hire others (purchase) 11 10.2 

Total 108 100.0 

Oxencart (2 households), handcart (2 households), pick-up truck (4 households) 
Combines several methods: haul on back, borrow/rent horse or oxen, arrange for a 
truck, and/or occasional purchase 
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small branches, tree roots and loose bark. After a wood cutter fells a tree and carries away 

the desired portions, secondary collectors arrive to collect the remains. Lacamperos keep an 

eye open for deadwood and felled trees for future firewood gathering trips. Responses from 

the detailed survey of 38 households revealed that 89.5% usually cut down living trees to 

obtain firewood, but 55.3% regularly looked for deadwood as well, and 34.2% also pruned 

dead or live branches off living trees. Several people commented that they rarely found 

deadwood, therefore it was inadequate to meet their firewood needs. The small percentage 

(10.6%) that did not cut their own firewood could not report on the method used. 

In households that must haul firewood on members' backs, it is common for every 

capable member to help with the chore. By the age of six, children often accompany parents 

to collect wood. Men usually carry an ax to cut wood in the forest, while women carry 

machetes. As a result, women rarely fell trees larger than 4" in diameter. Women and the 

elderly often prefer to collect odd pieces left by preceding tree cutters, trim branches off live 

trees, or collect deadwood. Children may cut small branches, but they seldom do heavier 

cutting until the latter years of adolescence. 

Informants interviewed for the detailed survey of 38 households were asked to report 

how many trees they usually cut to render the number of cargas they gathered per trip. Not 

surprisingly, the responses showed that the number of trees cut varied with the size of the 

tree, and that they cut trees of all sizes, firom young trees with 7-10 cm (3-4 inch) diameters 

to mature trees with diameters exceeding 10 inches. Twenty-nine informants provided 

information as to the number of trees they cut and the resulting quantity of cargas; most of 

these also gave approximate diameters of the trees that they selected. The responses indicated 

that on average the informants cut 1.74 trees per week for their households, while the median 

figure was 1.17 trees per week. Based on these approximations, a Centro household cuts 61 -



140 

91 trees per year, suggesting that the 108 Centre households cut a total of 6588 - 9772 trees 

per year. These figures probably overestimate the number of trees cut, because the responses 

entailed the assumption that all the wood in a given carga comes firom felling live trees, 

although many households also gather deadwood, branches, and remains of others' tree-

cutting. If half of the firewood collected comes from lopped branches, deadwood, or 

previously felled trees (although observations and responses indicate that somewhat less than 

half of the firewood gathered falls in these categories), the number cut per year still amounts 

to 3294 - 4886 trees. These figures must be viewed with caution, because people's estimates 

are likely to be imprecise, and observations involved a small sample of households. They 

nevertheless indicate the possible magnitude of Centro households' exploitation of hardwood 

species for firewood. These estimates need to be interpreted with respect to the rate of 

regeneration and coppicing of La Campa's hardwoods — which require further investigation. 

The total area from which Centro residents gather their firewood must also be known, but 

obtaining that measurement awaits future research. 

Although the most common use of firewood is for cooking household meals, 

Lacamperos also need it to temper pottery, boil sugarcane juice down into crude sugar, and 

fire roof tiles and bricks. These activities use pinewood rather than hardwoods. People 

harvest pinewood separately from hardwood, even though some pick up random pieces of pine 

while collecting kitchen fuel. Pinewood needs to be dry before it bums well, so collectors 

look for dead or dying pinetrees and fallen branches. Although some informants reported 

using dead pine trees almost exclusively, most noted that they had to cut live trees as well. 

Pottery tempering occurs throughout the year, and consumes more pinewood than 

other activities. Firing roof tiles and bricks takes place only in the dry season, as does the 

processing of sugar cane extract. Based on information gathered from 28 La Campa 
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households with active potters, tempering pots requires an average of 2.8 cargas of dry 

pinewood each time. The amount of pinewood varies with the number and the size of the pots 

to be tempered. Most potters temper their wares several times a month during the dry season. 

Pottery-making and tempering generally slows during the wet season due to inclement weather 

and competing demands for women's labor related to agriculniral activities (women must 

prepare food for agricultural laborers and deliver it to the fields; sometimes they assist with 

agriculmral tasks). A few households suspend pottery-making altogether for the wet season. 

Averaging the information supplied by the 28 potters interviewed, potters temper their wares 

1.8 times per month during summer and use 2.8 cargas each time. Therefore, the 74 

households with potters in the Centro bum an estimated 373 cargas of pinewood every month 

from December through April. Household heads reported that pine trees provided three to 

ten cargas of wood. With an approximate average of 6 cargas per pine, the 373 cargas of 

pinewood represent 62 trees. Over the five months of peak activity, approximately 310 pine 

trees are gathered to temper pottery in the Centro, but a number of these (as many as half, 

or 155 trees) are dead or dying before collection. Again, these are crude estimates that should 

be regarded with caution, and with the recognition that the rate of regeneration of La Campa's 

pine forests is not precisely known. 

Lacamperos distinguish pinewood by two categories: ocote bianco, and ocote fino. 

Ocote bianco is most common; it is frequently referred to as pino or pino bianco, and is 

primarily used to temper pottery or for construction purposes. Ocote fino occurs in mature 

and dead pinetrees; people use it for torches to illumine households at night or to light their 

way in the dark. Slivers of ocote fino serve as kindling to light fires. 

The data gathered is based on limited observations and a small sample, but it 

demonstrates the critical role of firewood consumption in forest exploitation and household 
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subsistence. One household head, having recounted his family's struggles with recurrent 

illness, food shortages, and recalcitrant soils, added, "we are wealthy in that we do not have 

to pay for firewood."^' He lived on the outskirts of the Centro, and forests that sheltered 

oak trees bordered his land. Households located in more heavily populated areas indicated 

that finding firewood required considerable time and effort. Survey responses and 

observations showed that residents of the Centro walked an average of 39 minutes to find trees 

suitable for firewood, and some residents (42%, or 14 of the 32 households that provided this 

information) walked an hour to reach locations that retained more hardwoods than forests 

adjacent to their homes. The average roundtrip for firewood collection took more than 2 

hours (135 minutes).^ 

Elders recalled that in their childhood, they gathered all the firewood they needed just 

beyond their doorstep. Many young adults, by contrast, said that as long as they remembered, 

firewood collection required long walks. With ongoing population growth, fencing of 

common forests, and land clearing, the problem of finding firewood promises to augment in 

coming years. Thus far, however, Lacamperos tend to believe that there is plenty of forest 

remaining; the issue is simply that they must walk farther than before to gather what they 

need. Since alternative sources of fiiel (i.e., kerosine) are prohibitively expensive for most 

households, firewood is likely to remain the primary cooking fiiel for the foreseeable fiimre. 

Lacamperos realize the value of hardwoods to their subsistence, and treat oak saplings 

with respect so that they will grow to useful dimensions. As I interviewed an older farmer 

one afternoon concerning forest uses, he pointed to an oak tree, about 30 cm thick, growing 

to one edge of his garden. He related: 

I had a little boy who is now a man...he is 26 years old...when he was about 7 years 
old, the tree was like this [indicating a height of about a meter with his hand]....and 
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now it has grown thick...he wanted to cut it down...and I told him "don't cut it down, 
leave it to become thick for firewood." ...Those trees don't grow quickly.^ 

The understanding that oaks grow slowly encourages Lacamperos to leave oak saplings alone 

even if they sprout along a path, in a garden or by a fence. They show less interest in 

protecting ubiquitous pine saplings, and it is common to see slash marks from machetes on 

pine trees growing beside paths. When I asked a fiiend why this was done, he responded that 

it was a bad habit. He explained that as men traverse the long miles to and from their fields, 

they sometimes go along swinging their machetes into pine trees. Slash marks on older pines 

represent efforts to discover whether ocote fino lies beneath the bark, but otherwise it serves 

no purpose. 

Based on information that people are walking farther now to gather firewood than in 

the past, it appears that the rate of felling of hardwoods for fuel exceeds the rate of namral 

regeneration. But La Campa's oak trees are similar to others in that they coppice readily; 

felling an oak does not usually kill it (McPherson 1992:26; Touchan, et al. 1992). 

Lacamperos reported that many oak stumps sprout new branches after cutting, while others 

die. They weren't sure of what factors influenced the chances of coppicing, but one person 

surmised that oaks cut during the dry season died off more frequently due to lack of water. 

The growth rate and regeneration of oak trees depends on a variety of factors. Studies done 

in the Southwestern United States and northern Mexico indicate that the rate of regeneration 

varies by oak species, annual rainfall fluctuations, the degree of animal predation on acorns, 

and the presence of livestock (McPherson 1992:25-30). Livestock may increase the 

prevalence of woody growth when they preferentially graze grasses (Blackburn and Tueller 

1970; Kelly and Walker 1976; Singh and Joshi 1979; Archer et al. 1988), but studies in 

Arizona and California indicate that cattle harm oak seedling development (McPherson 
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1992:30). Another study concludes that seedling growth relates to acorn variation interacting 

with soil, water, and climatic conditions (Scott and Pratini 1992). Human exploitation also 

influences oak survival; in the southwestern United States and Mexico, scientists note that with 

the increasing human demands, exploitation of oaks for firewood requires careful management 

to ensure sustainability of the resource (Ffolliott and Gottfned 1992:36; Bennett 1992). Fires 

also play a role in oak-pine forests. Oaks vary by species in their ability to withstand fire and 

to subsequently sprout new growth (Caprio and Zwolinski 1992); but most respond well to 

fire and resprout vigorously (McPherson 1992:29-30). But fire and drought appear to be 

important factors in the mortality rate of certain oak species (McPherson 1992:26). La 

Campa's oak trees are subject not only to human exploitation, but to livestock, predation of 

small animals (such as squirrels) on acorns, variable annual rainfall, site differences in soil 

and water supply, and occasional fires. Therefore the rate of oak growth and regeneration is 

likely to vary by site, even as the intensity of cutting for firewood varies with distance from 

settlements. Without more detailed information concerning La Campa's forests, it is difficult 

to draw conclusions concerning the present status of oak growth and regeneration in the area. 

The situation is also unclear concerning pinewood. Although the total area in forests 

has been decreasing, pine trees occur in quantity and regenerate readily wherever soils lie 

fallow. National studies show that Honduras has a relatively high rate of natural regeneration 

of pine trees (ESA Consultores 1993:5), but the dominant species of pine (Pinus oocarpa) 

evidences a low mean growth rate (FAO 1968:9). It takes a Honduran pine 50 years to reach 

a diameter of 30 cm (at breast height), and a height of 25-30 meters (FAO 1968:9). Fires 

may constitute a inhibiting factor in pine growth and regeneration; one study states that fires 

kill seedlings and saplings, scar and weaken growing trees, and increase vulnerability to 

infestation (FAO 1968:12). But periodic fires have been an integral part of pine forest 
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ecology in Honduras for some time and without further knowledge of their role, elimination 

of fires could have disastrous effects (FAO 1968:12). In other areas, fires are known to shape 

the composition of plant communities (Swetnam et al. 1992; Caprio and Zwolinski 1992:153). 

Thus, the periodic forest fires caused by slash-and-bum activities may play a role in 

maintaining the forests. It is difficult to reconstruct the history of forest fires in La Campa, 

but during this century the municipal actas indicate that several fires occurred every year due 

to slash-and-bum activities. Lacamperos believe that the firequency of fires increased during 

COHDEFOR's presence in the municipio, and that since COHDEFOR's departure, fires have 

been declining due to Lacamperos' fire-fighting efforts. In conjunction with fire-fighting, 

livestock grazing may help to limit fires, since it reduces flammable grasses — as occurred in 

the southwestern United States (McPherson 1992:29). If the firequency of La Campa's forest 

fires has indeed changed, it may have unanticipated consequences. 

Lacamperos perceive that the quality and quantity of mature pine trees is in decline. 

This perception concurs with nationwide indicators (ESA Consultores 1993:5). A number of 

people attribute the problem to the resin-tapping and logging activities of the 1970s and 1980s; 

others note that some people cut trees por gusto (without reason, for the heck of it). Finding 

large pines suitable for house construction usually requires a lengthy search that must take 

accessibility and transportation costs into account. 

Encountering ocote fino has become a difficult endeavor, more pressing than firewood 

gathering problems. Ocote fino occurs only in ancient pines or dead pine trunks, but it is 

widely used for illumination. Lacamperos lament the shortage of ocote, and many believe that 

resin-tapping reduced the concentration of resin in large pines. Ocote fino collection, 

however, rarely involves felling a tree. People cut thin strips of ocote fino from the trunk of 

living pines, or chop portions from fallen pines. Compared to firewood use, households 
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demand relatively small amounts of ocote fino; on average, a carga lasts a household for more 

than a month (36 days). Notably, economical kerosine-buming candles provide a practical 

alternative to ocote fino for illumination. These candles bum small amounts of kerosine over 

many days, and 47.4% of households in the detailed survey use kerosine for at least part of 

their lighting needs (see Table 3.3). 

Lumber 

The forest provides lumber for various purposes, particularly to construct buildings, 

fences, and furniture. Since pine trees occur in abundance, and grow straight and tall, they 

are the primary resource for construction purposes. Hardwoods may also be utilized, but they 

are scarce and usually prized as firewood. Lacamperos must obtain permission to cut large, 

mature pine trees for construction; this regulation has been enforced at least since 1974 with 

the foundation of the national forestry institution (COHDEFOR). The harvesting of smaller 

trees occurs at liberty. 

Saplings are used for multi-use poles. Thirty of the 38 households (79%) interviewed 

in the detailed survey stated that they cut pine saplings for poles, and only six of these 

reported occasionally using other species for poles. Poles provide a simple and practical 

building material for chicken coops, maize storage sheds, and kitchens built apart firom the 

main dwelling. In addition, poles serve as crossbars and posts for fences and gates. At least 

six Centro households (including 4 households of 38 respondents in the detailed survey) rent 

or sell poles during the patron saint's festival, when pilgrims and peddlers use them as frames 

for their temporary, tent-like structures. Two households reported renting or selling over 50 

poles at this time. A limited number of Lacamperos build their house with poles. Adobe is 

by far the most common and preferred building material, followed by bahareque,-* but 
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TABLE 3.3 
Type of Lighting in Households 

Type of Lighting Number of Households Percent 

Ocote fino only' 20 52.6 

Ocote fino and kerosine candle 12 3L6 

Kerosine candle only 2 5.3 

Kerosine lantern 
(Coleman type) 

3 7.9 

Electric light by generator and 
kerosine lantern 

1 2.6 

Total 38 100.0 

' Ocote fino = resinous pinewood 
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readily constructed pole walls can serve temporarily until inhabitants have the time and 

resources needed to build walls of adobe or bahareque. Of the Centro households residing 

in a pole structure, only one — an impoverished, single mother supporting four young 

children, an adult daughter and a grandchild - did not expect to build an adobe house. 

Compared to the constant need for cooking fuel, the demand for lumber is 

intermittent. Most construction takes place during the dry season. Several new houses 

usually go up every year, sometimes to replace dwellings that have become too decrepit to 

merit restoration but more often for couples founding a household or families moving to a new 

location. School buildings and other public structures require occasional repairs, replacements 

or additions. The year of fieldwork, I witnessed an unusual number of houses being 

constructed. A communal water project was in progress; every volunteer worker (all of whom 

were men) who helped dig trenches and lay pipe from the mountains to the Centro 

neighborhoods of Barrio San Matfas and Arenales gained the privilege of having the water line 

extended into his houselot. Participants agreed that water pipes would not be laid to empty 

lots. A number of young men decided to join the project; they requested houselots from the 

council (or their parents), and began construction in order to obtain potable water for their 

future households. 

Pine from the forest supplies most of the lumber used to make furnishings in La 

Campa. Most men consider themselves sufficiently competent in carpentry to fabricate simple 

furnishings; benches, stools and shelves are most common because they can be made from 

rough-hewn planks and logs. For other furniture, logs must first be sawn into workable 

boards and pieces, but few people own the necessary equipment. One carpenter contracts a 

two-man team from the municipio of Gracias to do the work. Although many households 

have a table, cabinets and chairs are luxury items. Through World Vision, an international 
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non-governmental organization, a number of Centro households obtained simple bedsteads 

consisting of a frame strung with rope to support a pallet. 

Fence Posts and Living Fences 

People build fences whenever they claim new land. Every household in the survey 

reported using wood for fence posts. Of the 37 households that described their preferences 

for fence posts, 6 (16.2%) used pinewood posts exclusively, 19 (51.4%) used a combination 

of pinewood and hardwoods, and 12 (32.4%) used only hardwoods. Responses indicated that 

posts lasted from one to nine years before needing replacement. According to calculations 

based on respondents' estimates, an average fence post lasted 3.4 years with variations due 

to thickness (diameter) and timber quality. Hardwood posts lasted longer than those of 

pinewood, while wood from mature, resinous pine endured longer than that from young pine. 

Most people preferred to replace individual fence posts as they rot rather than to 

replace them all at the same time. Except for recent fencework, people had difficulty 

recalling when they had last replaced any specific post, and they were generally unsure of the 

number of trees cut for their fences. A few households provided estimates. One farmer with 

3.5 manzanas (2.45 hectares) in maize fields reckoned that he cut approximately 40 trees to 

fence the area. Another farmer said that he cut five trees, generally oak or another hardwood, 

every four years to replace decaying posts in barbed wire fence around parcels totalling about 

four manzanas. Both commented that the number of trees that they needed for any given 

fence depended on the size of the trees they cut. 

Despite the universal use of lumber for fence posts, Lacamperos do not depend solely 

upon wooden fences. Stone fences enclosed sections of land for 36.8% of households in the 

detailed survey, and 18.4% had an area fenced with desplomo (earthen walls reinforced with 

stone). Most significantly, 73.7% of the 38 households reported that they used living fences 
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around part of their land (see Table 3.4). Fanners noted that establishing a living fence 

presented difficulties because a few living posts always died, and the fence was weak until the 

plants serving as posts matured. After this initial stage, however, living fences provided 

several advantages, such as self-maintenance and provisioning of useful products. Common 

species used for living fences in La Campa include izote {Yucca elephantipes), jiote or indio 

desnudo {Bursera simaruba [L.] Sarq.), higo or amate (Fiats spp.), ciruelo {Spondias 

purpurea), madriado (Gliricidia sepium [Jacq.] Steud.), and several others. Izote produces 

edible flowers in the spring, and ciruelo produces an edible fruit. Jiote and one of the trees 

known as higo {Ficus insipida Willd.) have bark with medicinal properties (House et al. 

1990:84; Sutherland 1986:98-101). Madriado, also known as cacagMana/zce, madrede cacao, 

and mataratas, provides hardwood limbs that can be trimmed for firewood — the tree readily 

sprouts new branches. Madriado bark, leaves, and flowers have medicinal uses; the leaves 

and bark are toxic to rats and dogs, but harmless for humans (Sutherland 1986:200,203; 

House et al. 1995:200-201). One farmer related that he prepares maize seeds for planting by 

mixing them in a paste made with madriado leaves; the mixture imparts a poisonous residue 

that repulses ants and other pests from stealing planted seeds, and saves him the cost of buying 

a pesticide used for the purpose. Unfortunately, most of La Campa is too high for madriado 

to flourish; the tree grows best below 1500 meters (House et al. 1995:201). 

Medicinal Resources 

La Campa's forests and fallow lands provide an abundance of plants, trees and lichens 

with medicinal uses. Since modem medical care has always been difficult to obtain in the 

municipio, nearly every household is familiar with herbal remedies for common ailments. 

Several elders in the Centro are known as experts in diagnosing and treating illness with 

traditional methods. In the survey conducted with the 108 Centro households, respondents 
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TABLE 3.4 
Prevalence of Fence Types' 

(38 Households) 

Type of Fence Number of Households Percent 

Barbed wire with wooden 
posts 

32 84.2 

Stone 14 36.8 

Wooden^ 13 34.2 

Earth & stone^ 11 29.0 

Living'' 28 73.7 

Most La Campa households use more than one t3^e of fence, therefore the numbers 
add up to more than 38 or 100%. 
Wooden fences include three types: a) barrilla: slats of pine with supportive posts and 
cross bars, usually found around yards; b) wooden posts with crossbars; c) 
canastillado: wooden posts with interwoven branches 
Desplomo: ridges of earth reinforced with stones 
Living fences usually involve growing trees for posts and barbed wire, but some 
living fences form an impenetrable hedge 
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volunteered the names and medicinal uses of numerous plants, typically reporting four to six 

different types, but a few people readily listed fifteen or more. The most commonly 

mentioned plants included siguapate {Pluchea symphytifolia [Mill.] Gill.), lengua de venado 

or lenguillo {Eupatorium glaberrium DC), apazote {Chenopodium ambrosioides L.), and hoja 

blanca {Buddleia americana L.). According to Lacamperos, tea made with the leaves of these 

plants soothes stomachaches and digestive disorders — among the most common complaints. 

House et al. (1995) confirms the utility of these plants to alleviate various dismrbances of the 

digestive system. In addition, poultices of hoja blanca reduce bruises and inflammation 

(House et al. 1992:76-77); siguapate helps to resolve menstrual problems (the name means 

"women's remedy" in the Lenca language) (House et al. 1992:116-117). Lengua de venado 

and apazote are effective against intestinal parasites (House 1995:107,187). Leaves, bark, and 

the sap or resin from various trees also evidence medicinal properties. A number of 

respondents commented that there are so many traditional medicines that it is difficult to 

remember all of them. 

Edible Products 

The La Campa diet consists largely of tortillas and beans, but the forests and pathways 

of the area offer diverse edible products that change with the seasons. When interviewed as 

to uses of the forest, people frequently mentioned edible plants, particularly fruits and 

mushrooms. Elders recalled that during the famines that they survived as children, people 

gathered several varieties of roots in the highland forests to make ersatz tortillas and bitter 

porridge. Today no one gathers these roots because improved transportation and linkages to 

national markets make maize available when local harvests fail. No one misses eating the 

unpleasant substitutes. A few people said that they collected honey in the forest, but they 

noted that it has become exceedingly hard to find. One man showed me a small hive that he 
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had transplanted from its forest hiding place to a sheltered place by the house; he invited me 

to taste this single example of local honey that I encountered. 

Wild fruits and berries ripen at various times through the year; in all, households 

reported 31 undomesticated fruits and berries that flourish in communal forests and fallows. 

A number of La Campa's wild fniit trees grow along paths and streams, or sprout unbidden 

in yards and fields. Mango, an introduced species with several varieties, grows spontaneously 

from discarded seeds along frequented routes. Children collect wild fruit with more 

enthusiasm than their elders, often diverting from their accustomed paths to pick wild fruit for 

a free snack. 

Mushrooms sprout early in the wet season, usually emerging overnight after a soaking 

rain. A limited number of informants related that certain types of mushrooms appear later in 

the year. Lacamperos named a total of 13 edible types. A Caiqum resident thought that there 

were twenty edible varieties, but he could not name all of them. Poisonous mushrooms also 

occur throughout the municipio, and Lacamperos leam from experienced collectors which ones 

are safe to consume. During the year of fieldwork, my attempts to gather mushrooms with 

Lacamperos resulted in finding only two edible types and encountering other inedible types. 

One woman, who took me on a mushroom-gathering expedition, said that several edible 

mushrooms are nearly indistinguishable from poisonous relatives. She tested look-alikes by 

pinching the mushroom cap's underside; if the pinched portion mrned dark, she discarded it 

as unsafe. People reported that mushroom collection required an early start to beat one's 

neighbors. Even so, finding mushrooms involved at least as much luck as experience, because 

one year's productive spot might be barren the next. 

Although naturally occurring, edible products do not constitute a major component in 

the diet, they do add variety and perhaps nutritional elements to the standard fare of tortillas 



154 

and frijoles. Many of these edibles become available during the growing season of maize and 

frijoles, when labor demands increase and food stores from the previous harvest diminish. 

Therefore the minor contributions from wild foods may serve a more important nutritional 

role in Lacamperos' diets than is apparent. 

Game Animals and Fish 

Wild game and fish traditionally provided variation in La Campa diets. Lacamperos 

reported that within their lifetimes the prevalence of deer and other wild animals has 

decreased, and they associate this decline with forest clearing and excessive hunting. Several 

former hunters complained that outside groups used to come to La Campa to hunt, and they 

allegedly carried off many deer at a time. The outside hunters, who paid no tax or 

contribution to the municipio, hired residents as trackers and paid them with a token fee or 

a cut of venison. One man explained: 

Wild animals have been lost; they have gone to take refuge in more heavily forested 
mountains. The hunters also organized and killed the does and other female animals 
too, so they died out. And people from Santa Rosa and other places came and 
hunted, leaving maybe two lempiras for those who served as guides, or [a guide] 
received only two pounds of meat when they carried off seven deer.^ 

Fish can occasionally be found in isolated pools and streams. Lacamperos take fish 

regardless of size; one family shared a meal of five, three- to four-inch long fish that 

represented a day's labor for the father and eldest son. More commonly, fishermen return 

empty-handed. Since fishing offers poor prospects, men tend to fish during lulls in the 

agricultural cycle. Efforts intensify during Lent and especially for Holy Week (which occurs 

shortly before field preparation for planting), when households hope to find enough fish for 

the traditional Good Friday dinner. One La Campa household has a small fishpond in the 

garden; the husband collects small fish from rivers and raises them until they are six to eight 

inches long. A few people gather snails, which hide in certain rivers. The rubbery meat is 
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considered a delicacy, but it takes hours of wading and back-breaking rock-turning to collect 

enough for an average household of five members to have a small taste. 

Ritual Resources 

Church holidays and religious activities draw on forest resources for special 

decorations. Lacamperos gather pine boughs, leafy branches, and flowering plants from the 

forest and house gardens to bedeck altars, the church yard, and homes for special occasions. 

Lacamperos strew pine needles on house floors and along processional routes to add an 

aromatic and decorative note that distinguishes religious observances from daily life. 

Although traditional agricultural rimals have diminished through time and with church 

opposition, the people who continue to practice them utilize copal and black bees' wax as 

essential elements. The celebrations also involve pine boughs, pine needles and flowers for 

household decoration. In addition, traditional healers count on a variety of wild plants, some 

with medicinal value and others with symbolic power, in their arsenal of natural and manmade 

items that aid in rituals to diagnose, cleanse, and cure the ill. 

Summary 

La Campa's forest resources make important contributions to inhabitants' subsistence. 

Lacamperos understand that forests are an integral part of their lives, and they realize that the 

forests are experiencing changes that may impact their livelihoods. The information presented 

by Lacamperos indicates that various forest resources have experienced different intensities 

of exploitation (relative to their prevalence and reproductive capacity). Management of these 

resources has also varied along a continuum from open access to closed access. No common 

property rules have applied to wildlife and fish. In the absence of any regulations or norms 

to control the harvesting of these resources, outsiders were able to hunt in La Campa without 

facing any type of limits or sanctions. Lacamperos likewise participated in the unmanaged 
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exploitation. As a result, these open access resources have been overexploited nearly to the 

point of extinction within La Campa and neighboring municipios. A similar situation may be 

involved in the diminution of honey and bee's wax. Timber resources appear to be somewhat 

more protected by commimal management, or perhaps their rate of regeneration has been 

adequate to partially compensate for the degree of exploitation. It is nevertheless apparent that 

these resources have dwindled in recent years. 

As current processes gradually diminish the area reserved for communal forests, 

Lacamperos' dependence upon forest resources for their subsistence continues unabated. 

From a researcher's perspective, the possibility of incremental degradation and deforestation 

appears to be a likely outcome unless stricter forms of communal forest management emerge. 

But Lacamperos have a perspective shaped by a lifetime of experience with their forests. 

They perceive some threats to communal forest resources, but only a few are entirely 

pessimistic: 

Today the whole forest is fenced, there are hardly any free parts because so much is 
enclosed. There is less forest, but still there is wood.^ 

There used to be a lot of lumber when the sawmills came...now little trees are 
regenerating.^ 

...The sawmills destroyed a lot of forest but now there is recovery. The climate has 
changed, it's warmer now. You don't see animals in the lowland anymore, only in 
the mountain, and you used to see deer along the river and running through the center 
[of town].^ 

There were more forest fires and [tree] felling before, now there are less....Now there 
is less forest than when I was a girl, but today people are taking more care.^ 
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1. No forestry study has ever been done to accurately measure La Campa's forested area. 
The mayor of La Campa (1988-1992) estimated that 80% of the land remained in forest; his 
successor estimated 60%. The regional COHDEFOR director noted that COHDEFOR 
persormel have not been permitted to survey La Campa's forests since 1987; therefore he 
could not provide an estimate. 

2. In 1982, Arcamon obtained a public woodlot (Acta 22, November 15, 1982 and Acta 23, 
December 1, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, ff. 48-49), and Cruz Alta requested two areas for 
woodlots (Acta 23, December 1, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 50). The Centro obtained two 
woodlots, and Caiqum requested a large woodlot that was denied by COHDEFOR. 

3. Sesion ordinaria, October 16, 1944; LCMA, Tomo 14, p. 43-44. 

4. Hay una infinidad de cosas del bosque. 

5. The first mention of charging non-residents for grazing their animals in La Campa's lands 
appears in the 1922 Plan de Arbitrios (Sesion ordinaria, January 17, 1922; LCMA, Tomo 1 
p. 98). The fee is listed in subsequent tax plans into the 1950s (for example: Sesion ordinaria, 
January 16, 1950; LCMA, Tomo 1, pp. 11-12) but it no longer appears by the 1962 budget. 

6. Sesion ordinaria, September 17, 1923; LCMA Tomo 2, p. 18. 

7. Sesion ordinaria. May 15, 1950; LCMA Tomo 18, p. 31. 

8. Acta 3, January 10, 1952; LCMA Tomo 19, p. 62. 

9. Acta 2, January 15, 1981; LCMA Tomo 33, p. 168. 

10. Acta 25, October 1, 1971; LCMA Tomo 30, p. 99. 

11. Acta 13, July 1, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 20. 

12. I was unable to learn the area of the land in communal pasture. No formal record of 
land measurements exists in La Campa, aside from a list held by the municipal treasurer that 
provides estimates of the total land area controlled by each resident. Furthermore, residents 
were unable to estimate the area. 

13. A carga used to contain 60 sticks of firewood, and a few of the older residents still refer 
to this measure as an approximate basis for calculating their own household use. For purposes 
of sale, however, a carga is now defmed as 50 sticks. 

14. Newson (1986:344) states that a standard vara measures 33 inches; the Diccionario 
Larousse de Espanol Moderno notes that the measurement varies from place to place. 
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15. The two person household was the schoolteacher and her daughter who cooked some 
meals using a kerosine stove. The household with four members was composed of a couple, 
their 3-year-oId daughter, and a boarder who bought her own firewood and cooked her own 
meals. The wife of this household reported conserving firewood as much as possible because 
her husband's long hours as a bricklayer and farmer left him little time to gather it. 

16. Since households with very young or old members may encoimter greater difficulties in 
gathering wood, I hypothesized that household composition would influence firewood 
consumption through providing incentives for certain households to conserve. To test the 
hypothesis, I calculated the consumer-producer ratio for each household. All household 
members were counted as consumers, while all healthy members over the age of 12 years 
were considered to be producers, or firewood collectors. I chose this age because most 13-
year-old children can carry almost as much as an adult. The consumer-producer ratio did not 
prove to be significant. Linear regression indicated that the consumer-producer ratio 
accounted for only 2.7% of the difference in days that a carga of firewood endured. Realizing 
that the consumer-producer ratio obscures the influence of household size (for example, a 
household with 6 adult members will have the same ratio as a household with a single adult 
member), I then multiplied the ratio by the total number of members to factor in household 
size. Linear regression showed that the consimier-producer ratio adjusted for household size 
explained only 16.4% of the variation in the number of days that a carga of firewood lasted. 

17. Labor and time constraints vary seasonally with the agricultural cycle. To evaluate 
whether people's firewood use varies by seasonal activities, it would be necessary to conduct 
a year-long study measuring firewood consumption in a random sample of households ~ 
something that remains for flimre research. Since peaks in agriculniral labor activities also 
increase the need for caloric intake, it may be that the greatest demand for firewood coincides 
with agricultural peaks. Several farmers noted that they try to gather a large supply of 
firewood in advance of the planting and harvesting seasons; by this approach households can 
alleviate the bottleneck. 

18. Lacamperos said that the type of fireplace used by a household influenced the rate of 
firewood consumption; they noted that open fires bum wood more quickly, while enclosed 
adobe hearths with a chimney conserved heat and extended burning time. The use of kerosine 
as a secondary cooking fiiel may be another confounding factor in the rate of firewood use, 
but this is difficult to ascertain since only one household acknowledged using kerosine for 
food preparation. Several other households owned a small kerosine burner, but they said that 
kerosine was too expensive to use regularly. 

19. Nixtamal is a preparation of maize kernels boiled with lime to make tortillas. 

20. The sample of tercios used to estimate the average tercio weight included loads carried 
by men, women, and handcart. In addition, cargas carried by horses, or by multiple human 
trips, were included in the tercio sample by dividing the total carga weight in half (recall that 
a tercio is defined as half of a carga). This was necessary in order to represent the actual 
variation in tercio weights, given that horses carry heavier loads than humans. Included in 
the sample were quantities of firewood defined as a tercio by the household, even though it 
may not have been carried by a single person. For example, one household had a pile of 
firewood firom a dead tree cut in their solar and carried to the kitchen by various members; 
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it was said to be a tercio. 

21. Estamos ricos en que no tenemos que comprar la lena. 

22. Collectors noted that their time varied in relation to the amount of wood they decided to 
split. Some people spend a full day splitting wood to use for an extended period of time; they 
leave stacks of split wood and haul it home in increments. Although such stacks would be 
easy to appropriate, lacamperos do not touch split wood left to season in the forest. On the 
other hand, if parts of a tree trunk and branches are left scattered or unsplit, subsequent 
bypassers will chop it for their own use. Time constraints encourage some gatherers to cut 
small trees that can be entirely split in a brief period of time, and hauled in one trip. 

23. Tenia yo un muchachito que ahora es hombre.... Tiene el muchacho 26 anos...cuando 
el estaba coma de unos 7 anos, el palito [estuvo] asi...y ahora coma va de grueso...el lo 
queria tumbar...y yo le decia, "no lo vayas a tumbar, hay que dejarlo que se engruesepara 
sacar lena." ...Esos drboles no se crian ligero. 

24. Bahareque walls are built of mud and straw over a wooden frame. 

25. Animates de monte se han perdido, se han Ida a refiigiarse a montanas mas boscosas. 
Los cazadores organizaron tambien y mataron venados hembras y otras hembras tambien, asi 
que se murieron. Y gente de Santa Rosa y otras partes vinieron y cazaron los animales 
tambien, dejando unas dos lempiras a los que ayudaron como guia, o [un guia] recibio solo 
dos libras de came, cuando llevaron siete venados. 

26. Hoy todo el basque estd cercado, casi no hay partes libres porque mucho estd encerrado, 
hay menos bosque pero am hay madera. 

27. Antes [huboj bastante madera, cuando vinieron los aserraderos...Ahora los arbolitos se 
estdn recuperando. 

28. Los aserraderos destntyeron mucho bosque pero ahora hay recuperacion... el clima ha 
cambiado, hace mas calor. Los animales ya no se encuentra en la bajilla, solo en la 
montafia, antes se veia venado en el rio y corriendo por el centro del pueblo. 

29. Antes habian mas incendios y mas descombro, ahora es menos. ...hace mas calor que 
antes, ahora hay menos bosque que de cipota pero hoy en dia estdn cuidando mas. 
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CHAPTER 4 

AGROPASTORALISM 

"If you don't work for a day, you don't eat the next." 

"Everything has a remedy except death." 

— La Campa proverbs 

Agriculture has been the primary factor in forest transformation in die municipio, 

with the exception of a brief period of state-controlled logging. For most of their history, the 

people subsisted through a slash-and-bum regime that permitted forest regeneration. Cattle 

grazed in the forest, and few people cleared areas for permanent pasmre. With exposure to 

modem agricultural techniques over the past twenty years, a number of farmers have 

embraced plow agriculture, soil conservation techniques, and fertilizer, but slash-and-bum 

techniques endure as the primary means to clear land. Today market incentives encourage the 

expansion of pasmre and the production of coffee and nontraditional crops. As a result, 

modem agriculture in La Campa reflects the adoption of new techniques, persistence of 

traditional patterns, and changing relations with the market in a context of ongoing population 

growth and an unstable national economy. 

Theoretical Perspectives on Land Use Patterns 

La Campa's agriculmre and forest use patterns over time reflect a number of 

interrelated factors. Although a laundry list oversimplifies the diversity of circumstances and 

linkages between factors (Barlett 1980), anthropological and economic studies consistently 

point to certain aspects that influence agricultiu-al patterns throughout the world. These 

include (1) population pressure, (2) access to land, labor, and capital, (3) returns to land. 
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labor and capital, (4) market factors and economic policies, (5) risk, and (6) non-farm 

production and employment alternatives (cf. Schelhas 1991:112). 

One of the most critical aspects in agricultural land use appears to be population 

pressure. Boserup (1967) hypothesized that agricultural intensification (defined as the 

increased frequency of cropping) reduces returns to labor even though it increases returns to 

land. Therefore people avoid agricultural intensification unless land scarcity and population 

pressure compel it. Barlett's (1982) study of land use in a Costa Rican community supported 

Boserup's hypothesis by indicating that small landholders were more likely to intensify 

because they felt population pressure before large landholders. Smallholders faced a labor 

abundant, land scarce situation that conditioned decisions based on remms to land. Large 

landholders faced a labor scarce, land abundant situation, and emphasized remms to labor. 

While smallholders mmed to labor-intense tobacco cropping, largeholders supplemented staple 

crop production with low intensity, low risk uses such as cattle ranching. 

Another perspective comes from Chayanov (1986[1925]), who analyzed land use from 

the perspective of agricultural decision-making at the household level. He suggested that 

farming households balance the satisfaction of members' needs against the drudgery of labor; 

with this perspective, farmers chose to produce enough to meet their priorities but not beyond 

the level at which toil became intolerable. Through the concept of consumer-producer ratios, 

Chayanov pointed out that household life cycles influence agricultural decision-making. 

Young households have few producers (typically the husband and wife) and may have many 

children to feed; they have a high consumer-producer ratio. As households grow older, 

children start contributing to household production, the consumer-producer ratio declines, and 

households expand the area of land they work (and the other non-farm labor that they do). 
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Older households can produce more than younger ones before drudgery discourages additional 

labor inputs. Chayanov's analysis fits best with conditions of abundant land, subsistence 

production and low market involvement (Netting 1993:16-17), and assumes that the household 

depends entirely upon its own labor — as was true for 90% of the Russian households studied 

at Chayanov's time. Although these circumstances may describe La Campa in the first half 

of this century, land is becoming less abundant, market involvement is increasing, and many 

households augment their labor force by contracting non-members to help with agriculmral 

tasks. Therefore La Campa does not meet Chayanov's criteria. 

In contrast to Chayanov and Boserup, development scholars and economists place 

more emphasis on market and risk factors to understand agriculmral patterns and their 

transformation. Neoclassical economics holds that improved agriculmral technology and 

growing market production are integral to development. Various studies indicate, however, 

that the adoption of new agricultural techniques to bolster production bears costs as well as 

potential benefits. Cash cropping can augment farmers' risks by adding market flucmations 

to the uncertainty of namre (Todaro 1989:316-317). Techniques that demand chemical inputs 

(fertilizer, pesticides) may require credit to cover the expense, and carry the risk of defaulting 

on loans. Agriculmral chemicals have been associated with health problems and 

environmental pollution (Alpuche 1991; SECPLAN/DESFILAJSAID 1989:256; cf. Burgos-

Debray 1983:38); at the same time, small farmers often lack the access to appropriate land 

or adequate capital (and credit) needed to adopt new methods. For households surviving on 

the edge, traditional methods often involve less risk of crop failure than new ones (Todaro 

1989:315-316; Utting 1993:83-84). 
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Market integration has been implicated in unsustainable uses of communal resources, 

dissolution of common property systems, and disruption of sustainable subsistence systems 

(Tully 1988:8; Berkes et al. 1989). Among the Shipobo people of Brazil, adoption of rice 

production for the market has been associated with increased labor costs, displacement of 

traditional food exchanges by market sales, and abandonment of culniral principles that 

provided insights into soil-plant relationships (Behrens 1989). In other cases, local 

populations have managed to combine market production with subsistence activities in ways 

that minimize negative impacts on ecological systems. This has been asserted for autonomous 

rubbertappers in Brazil (Allegretti 1990, Schwartzman 1989, Feamside 1989), the Bora of 

Peru (Denevan and Treacy 1988, Padoch 1988), and certain Amazonian populations 

{riberenos, caboclos) descended from de-tribalized natives and European immigrants 

(Anderson 1990, Parker 1989, Padoch and de Jong 1989). 

The case of La Campa indicates that market integration can have contradictory effects. 

From a "World System" perspective. La Campa lies on the "periphery," and there are ample 

grounds to argue that La Campa has been underdeveloped by processes of extraction and 

exploitation since the Conquest. Yet world system and underdevelopment theories represent 

marginalized peoples as passive victims, overlooking the ways that people have resisted, 

adapted to, and accommodated to their circumstances to create the best simation possible 

within a limited range of options. Market activity offers Lacamperos alternatives that 

subsistence production does not, therefore it is important to address how market integration 

affects their living standards, life options, and resource base. La Campa residents have long 

participated in local and regional markets through the sale of pottery and other artesanal 

goods, and some of the trade networks may have prehispanic origins. Exchange activities 
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have involved trade and barter as well as cash sales, but it is unclear when and to what degree 

people have participated in national or global markets and the emerging world system. The 

area was largely inaccessible to vehicular traffic until the first road was opened in the late 

1940s or 1950s (informants are unsure of the exact year, and documentation has not been 

located). At that time, no one in La Campa owned a vehicle, nor was there public 

transportation. Transportation difficulties limited the profitability of producing for markets, 

and households with surplus harvests sold to neighbors who were not so formnate. 

During the 1970s, a graded dirt road and a few decrepit buses improved public 

transportation, and through agricultural outreach programs people learned about alternative 

agricultural methods, vegetable production and high-yielding varieties of coffee. In 

subsequent years, some farmers started producing vegetables and coffee for local and regional 

markets; those with relatively greater resources now utilize pesticides and herbicides to 

improve their coffee harvests. Thus far, these chemicals inputs are not widespread, but they 

introduce new environmental and health risks to the area because Lacamperos take few 

precautions in using them. The advent of surplus production, along with population growth, 

has encouraged forest clearing, as well as permanent cultivation of certain areas and a decline 

in fallow length for others. Another consequence of market involvement is growing social 

stratification, for the relatively well-off have been able to invest their resources in surplus 

production and acquisition of land, while their poorer neighbors find it increasingly difficult 

to eke out a subsistence based on agriculture and perhaps pottery production. 

Despite inauspicious ecological and social ramifications, the process of development 

with its requisite market integration has also brought palpable improvements. Elders recount 

lives punctuated by crop failures, famine, disease, and early deaths of loved ones. Even as 
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they fondly recall a better time when crops did not need fertilizer, firewood could be gathered 

near the house, and wild game augmented their diets, they state that people no longer starve 

to death. One elderly man recalled that once the whole community ran out of food, and he 

walked for three days before he found someone who would sell him a small measure of maize. 

Today, stores always have food in stock, and people can usually arrange credit or payments 

in labor to obtain some food even in the hungry time before the harvest. Through non-profit 

and government agencies, aldeas have obtained the technical and material assistance to build 

potable water systems, health centers, and new schools. Many Centro residents have obtained 

a few modest but prized material goods, such as a radio, cement floor, and a grinder to 

process maize. In short, participation in capitalist markets has brought mixed results. 

Historical and current processes of integration have involved exploitation, ecological 

degradation, and asjTnmetric market relations, but they have also permitted the people to 

ftilfill certain community improvement goals and a few personal aspirations. Lacamperos 

realize these contradictions; they are also aware that compared to the living standards of 

Honduras' middle class, or the standards of developed nations, they live an impoverished 

existence characterized by limited options. 

Agriculture in Historical Context 

Historical documents, interviews with elder Lacamperos, and observation of current 

slash-and-bum methods provide insight to agricultural patterns in La Campa during the past 

century, and provide some clues to agriculture in preceding cenmries. Archaeological and 

historical smdies indicate that slash-and-bum agriculture occurred throughout prehispanic and 

colonial Centtal America. Johnson (I948b:200) states, "The slash-and-bum methods common 

to the region must have been universally employed." Differences in fallow length probably 
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did exist, and some hierarchically organized groups with dense settlement patterns may have 

cultivated fields for extended periods. Steward (1948:4) argues that many groups of the 

Circum-Caribbean area, including the Lenca, apparently maintained fields that were larger and 

more permanent than shifting slash-and-bum plots. Because the Spanish Conquest led to 

tremendous population decline and dislocation of indigenous peoples, it is difficult to know 

whether early Spaniards' reports of indigenous agriculture and livelihood accurately depict 

prehispanic conditions. Yet colonial documents divulge valuable insights. A 1633 document 

implies the importance of fallows in the agricultural cycle: "every Indian has four, five, or 

six parcels of land, leaving them fallow some years; that is why they appear overgrown 

because they quickly fill with vegetation" (Tehuac^, cited in Ardon 1993:97-98). In western 

Honduras, fields could only be used a few years before becoming infertile, but the area's 

inhabitants were said to produce three maize crops a year (Newson 1986:78; Chapman 

1978:30). The literamre does not specify the sites where Spaniards observed these multiple 

harvests, but it is unlikely that the region of La Campa ever supported such intensive 

production unless precipitation fell more abundantly and consistently in former times than in 

the present. Only two locales in La Campa — Canadas (originally Quesunceica) and 

Guanajulque - present a climate moist enough to occasionally permit a second maize crop (or 

postrera) after the first harvest. 

Elder Lacamperos concurred that through most of their lives, they cleared a new plot 

nearly every year and left the previous year's clearing in fallow. Decades passed before the 

area was cleared again, partly because municipal laws required that an area requested for 

planting be free of any sign of former use (e.g., old fence posts or stone walls). Some 
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farmers also recalled a preference for land with mature pine trees (25 cm [10-inch] diameter 

or greater) for their clearings. 

Emboletamiento: The municipio granted permission for slash-and-bum clearings 

through a system known as emboletamiento, by which farmers requested a specific parcel from 

a designated municipal authority (usually the si'ndico fiscal) and received a permit to clear it. 

Emboletamiento reduced land disputes by assuring that farmers chose different plots. In order 

to be eligible for a permit, residents had to pay municipal taxes. Tax dodgers or labor 

avoiders might try to clear land without a license, but they risked a fine. The smdico had to 

keep a record of each request; he also had responsibility to verify that farmers did not locate 

clearings near dwellings in the event of a breakout fire, select areas susceptible to erosion, or 

clear slopes around water sources. Elder residents recall that smdicos varied in their 

dedication to enforcing these regulations. 

Emboletamiento awarded temporary usufruct rights to land. According to a municipal 

acta from 1924, the lowlands were to be cultivated for two years, and highland clearings for 

three years. The municipal council affirmed the ordinance after residents complained that 

many households failed to plant more than one harvest in their swidden clearings.' Despite 

rhetoric requesting respect for the law, Lacamperos note that it was unenforced. Older 

farmers recollect that few plots sustained more than one harvest; as one recounted, "...fincas 

and sugar cane fields were held individually, but the milpa (maize field) moved almost every 

year, you left the parcel abandoned and changed to another...you just advised the municipio 

where you were going to put your milpa. 

The issuing of permits usually began in October with an armouncement in the 

municipal session. Residents submitted their requests for clearings in the following weeks and 
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months. Documents do not indicate whether there was a deadline for requests, although 

emboletamiento typically began in October and apparently ended early in the new year. This 

concurs with the agricultural cycle, since clearing started as early as February and planting 

began in late April or May. There are a few exceptions. In 1943, emboletaniiento began in 

March, just weeks before the planting season.^ Municipal actas occasionally report the land 

area granted through emboletamiento; On December 30, 1937, the acta stated that 76 licenses 

had been dispensed for the next year's milpa clearings, totaling 140 manzanas (98 hectares)."* 

The average area requested for a clearing that year was 1.84 manzanas (1.3 hectares) of land. 

For the 1944 planting season, biweekly reports from October 15 through December 1, 1943 

show that a total of 203 manzanas (142.1 hectares) was approved for permits to 101 farmers, 

for an average of 2.01 manzanas (1.4 hectares) each.^ These amounts support the memories 

of elderly residents, who reported that most people usually cleared one or two manzanas, 

although a few requested as much as 5 manzanas, depending on the amount that they could 

manage. The acta for December 15, 1948, reports that 183 manzanas were granted for 

clearings, but it does not indicate the number of permits involved.® 

After farmers cleared land, they had to obtain another permit to bum the slashed 

clearing. In 1939, actas indicate that at least 170 licenses were granted to bum clearings, but 

the land area involved is not reported.^ The number of approvals granted for clearing and 

buming appears inadequate for the population of the time, raising a question as to whether 

these figures are incomplete. Since the authorities of Caiqum and Guanajulque issued permits 

separately from those of the other aldeas,® they might not be included in the total given. It 

is also possible that residents of outlying, more sparsely populated aldeas were able to avoid 

the permit requirement. Other possibilities include: (1) people were in fact planting fields for 
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multiple years, or (2) some households claimed enough land in usufruct to conduct clearing 

and planting without the need to use other ejidal land temporarily. All of these possibilities 

probably occurred to some extent, but contradict information provided by Lacampero elders 

concerning the typical situation. Without additional documentary information, it is difficult 

to draw conclusions. 

The permits, or licenses for clearing and burning land did not cost residents anything, 

unless they failed to pay their taxes. If so, they had to cancel their debt before they could 

request land. Emboletamiento continued through the 1970s. During that decade, the national 

government passed laws prohibiting slash-and-bum methods in order to reduce the incidence 

of runaway forest fires blamed on agriculmralists. The national forestry institution 

(COHDEFOR) intervened in La Campa, and the council had to obtain special permission from 

COHDEFOR to grant clearing. By the 1980s, fallow land available for clearing became 

scarcer; this related to logging concessions arranged by COHDEFOR, as well as to population 

growth. Permanent cultivation or short fallows of agricultural land became more common. 

While emboletamiento functioned in La Campa, it ensured that people had access to 

agriculniral land while preventing them from claiming permanent usufhict of parcels that 

would soon lie fallow. The municipio did grant land in permanent usufruct to residents who 

desired land for a house, pasmre, or finca. Some of these lands probably included fields 

planted in annual crops, even if they were not specifically requested for the purpose. By the 

time that emboletamiento disappeared, requests for permanent usufhict of annual agricultural 

fields had become the norm. 

The municipal council still grants unclaimed land to residents for agricultural 

activities, house construction, and pasture, but desirable plots are scarce. The majority of 
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land that remains under communal control is either unsuitable for agriculture (too rocky, steep 

or dry to merit clearing), protected as a communal woodlot, located inconveniently distant 

from households, or recognized as a watershed — and many unclaimed lands combine these 

attributes. The simation supports the observation from common property literature that land 

designated for communal use tends to offer low productivity and undependable yields (Netting 

1976, 1982:71; McKean 1982; Vondal 1987; Fernandez 1987:270; Sheridan 1988). 

Traditional Subsistence Crops: Maize, beans and squash — the triumvirate of 

Mesoamerican agriculmre ~ have been important staple crops throughout La Campa's history. 

As in other Mesoamerican cultures, the Lenca people planted these crops together in the 

milpa, and the practice continues today (Chapman 1992[1985]:18, 1978:30). The multi-

cropping methods imitate naturally occurring plant associations, but it is important to 

recognize the ingenuity and creativity of the indigenous peoples who applied them for 

subsistence (Ardon 1993:95-96). Spaniards' accounts from the 1500s and 1600s indicate that 

indigenous groups employed a variety of agriculmral associations, such as maize-chile-melon-

sweet potato-beans, cotton-beans-chile-tomato-chi'a (or chan, whose seeds make a popular 

beverage), trees-medicinal plants-flowers, and maize-beans-chfa (Ardon 1993:96, Chapman 

1978:30). Through crop associations, Mesoamerican agriculturalists were able to "reduce 

their risk of total loss in the agricultural cycle, manipulate the microclimate, and guarantee 

the sustainability and improvement of the resource base" (Ardon 1993:96). In addition, Lenca 

peoples probably raised other native crops - yuca, tobacco, cacao, achiote and chayote or 

pataste (Chapman 1992[1985]: 19-20). All of these plants can be found today in La Campa, 

except for cacao, which requires a moist, tropical environment (Chapman 1992[1985]:75). 
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During the colonial period, the Spaniards introduced wheat, sorghum, sugar cane, and 

new types of fruit (Ardon 1993:98, Chapman 1992[1985]:20, Newson 1986:215). Although 

indigenous groups were encouraged to produce wheat, Spanish colonists produced most of it 

themselves in response to scarcity and high market prices (Newson 1986:217). The Lenca 

people of western Honduras, similar to other Honduran Indians, did not adopt wheat 

cultivation to any notable extent (Chapman 1992[1985]:20). Since maize produces 

significantly higher yields per unit of land compared to wheat (Netting 1993:130, Newson 

1986:218), indigenous groups had no practical incentive to switch to wheat even though bread 

became a popular treat (Chapman 1992[1985]:20). 

Colonial sugar cane production in Honduras could not compete with Caribbean 

production, and establishing sugar cane plantations required exorbitant investments. 

Haciendas grew limited amounts of sugar cane to produce low quality sugar for consumption, 

but production never met local demand (Newson 1986:215-216). Over the centuries, sugar 

cane disseminated throughout Honduras, and most La Campa households raise some sugar 

cane for subsistence or as a sweet to snack on. 

Fruit trees have been a persistent part of Lenca agriculture, and were probably 

cultivated around dwellings (Chapman 1992[1985]:20, Newson 1986:79). Fruits native to the 

region included mamey (Mammea americana L.), zapotillo {Manilkara bidentata [Mill.] 

Fosberg), papaya {Carica papaya L.), and jocote {Spondias purpurea L. and S. mombin L.). 

Spanish documents from tlie 1500s note avocado {Persea americana Mill.), guava {Psidium 

guajava L.), pineapple (Ananus comosus [L.] Merr.), zapote {Calocarpum sapota [Jacq.] 

Merr.) and granadilla {Punica granatum L.) (Newson 1986:79-80; Chapman 1990[1985]:19-

20). A number of these fruits, along with those known as patema, guanijiquil, consonrico. 
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chimis, and nance (Byrsonima crassifolia [L.] HBK) grow wild around La Campa. Residents 

distinguish these naturally occurring fruit trees from those that must be cultivated from seeds 

and nursed to maturity — such as citrus fruits, varieties of banana, and avocado. Varieties of 

mango {Mangifera indica L.) appear well-suited to the area; residents raise them in gardens 

but they also grow frequently along paths. A 1920 La Campa document, written to 

substantiate eligibility for municipal status, reports that "the majority of residents possess an 

orchard of banana and coffee, orange and lima^ trees.'"® Today's gardens exhibit a wider 

variety than reported in 1920, but the same perennial crops remain popular. 

Annual Crops 

Maize {Zea mays) is the primary staple for all La Campa households, and tortillas are 

the predominant food. Lacamperos eat tortillas at almost every meal (the chief exceptions are 

the pre-harvest period when households prepare nivar," and holidays on which they eat 

tamales). For many households, tortillas with salt frequently compose the entire meal. Only 

ten of the 108 surveyed households did not plant any maize; these households were too elderly 

or impoverished to plant a field, or were headed by workers on government salaries (mainly 

teachers) who purchased their food. The amount of area planted in maize varied from a 

fraction of a manzana to 6 manzanas (4.2 hectares), but on average households planted 2.0 

manzanas (1.4 hectares) (see Table 4.1). 

Beans, orfiijoles {Phaseolus spp.), follow maize closely in importance. Eighty-eight 

households (81.5%) plant pole beans ifrijol milpero) with their maize, and seventy-eight 

households (72.9%) plant bush beans (frijol talete). Both are similar to pinto beans, and come 

in two main types: red and black. At present, many households prefer bush beans to pole 

beans, because the latter are considered difficult to digest. Whereas the median amount of 
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TABLE 4.1 
Land Use 

(108 Centro Households) 

Land Use Type Number of Total Area Average Area 
Households Reported in Reported in 

Reporting Use Manzanas Manzanas 
(Percent)' (Hectares) (Hectares) 

Milpa 98 193.3 2.0 
(90.7) (135.3) (1.4) 

Bean field 78 26.3 0.3 
(72.9) (18.4) (0.2) 

Coffee 87 41.9 0.48 
(80.6) (29.3) (0.34) 

Sugar cane 76 13.5 0.18 
(70.4) (9.4) (0.12) 

Pasture 34 551.5 16.3 
(32.4) (386.1) (11.4) 

Fallow 81 317.8 3.9 
(78.6) (222.5) (2.7) 

General Usufhict 103 1316.7 12.8^ 
(includes all uses) (95.3) (921.7)^ (9.0) 

Percentages vary slightly due to missing data from some households. 
The total land area is likely to be underestimated. 
The mean is distorted by one household that owns 300 manzanas (22.8% of all land 
claimed). If this household were excluded, the average would be 10 manzanas (7 
hectares) per household. 
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pole beans planted in 1994 was 5 pounds,'- the median amount of bush beans was 20 

pounds. Households that cultivated both types planted more seeds of bush beans than pole 

beans. Bush beans are typically planted in August or early September; many households plant 

them in the milpa after they harvest early maize {maiz ligero). Other households maintain a 

separate field for bush beans; the difference relates to land availability and personal 

preference. Two households with land at higher elevations plant bush beans under irrigation 

during the dry season to sell when the prices climb in spring. Planting, weeding and 

harvesting bush beans requires a relatively greater investment of labor than maize and frijol 

milpero, therefore the areas planted tend to be small. The average area planted is only 3.93 

tareas (one fourth of a manzana, or 0.2 hectares) (see Table 4.1). Bush beans develop more 

quickly than pole beans (that dry in the field with late maize, or maiz despacio), but they do 

not fix as much nitrogen in the soil as the species planted with maize. Many households 

expect to eat beans almost every day. In the detailed survey, household heads were asked 

how many pounds of beans the household consumed annually. Most replied that the amount 

acmally consumed during a year depended upon the harvest or how much they could afford 

to buy. 

Eighty-six households (80.4%) plant varieties of squash along with maize and pole 

beans. A number of farmers report that squash does not produce well in the Centro due to 

a worm that infests the vines and dries them out before the fruit develops. Squash is a 

seasonal food eaten during the months of October, November, December and January as it 

is harvested firom the fields. People regard it as a delicacy rather than a staple, and they are 

not able to produce as much as they would like to eat. 
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Although maize and beans are staple foods, a variety of annual and perennial plants 

contribute to Lacamperos' sustenance. Forty-three Centro households (40.2%) plant some 

vegetables; radish, onions, cabbage, lettuce, tomatoes and cucimiber are among the most 

popular. Thirteen households grow sorghum (12%), and six households (5.6%) plant rice (see 

Table 4.2). Several households noted that they used to plant sorghum but birds caused too 

much damage. Rice may have been more common in the past; a 1920 document reported that 

the people of La Campa planted maize and rice along with other crops. Government agents 

and non-profit groups have encouraged diversification in the local diet through nutrition 

courses and practicums; several organizations have founded women's clubs and provided free 

vegetable seeds. Courses have also taught women how to make soymilk from soybeans. 

Lacamperos enjoy vegetables and soymilk, but they consider the seeds to be expensive, and 

many hesitate to invest in gardening because of insect damage. 

Perennial Crops 

Perennial crops grown in La Campa include bananas, various fhiit trees, coffee, 

sugarcane, pineapple and a number of other useful plants. Table 4.3 presents the prevalence 

of the major perennial crops produced by Centro households. For the most part, households 

raise these crops for subsistence, although they may sell or give away a surplus. Coffee Is 

the only exception; some households produce it as a cash crop. A few farmers produce 

vegetables for the market, but most of them live in Caiqum and its aldeas. 

Fruit: A majority of the households raise banana plants, fniit trees, and pineapple. 

People identify more than six species of banana that grow in the municipio. Sweet, tender 

bananas known as ddtiles (a reference to their finger-sized proportions) and minimos (the 

standard banana of the United States), are eaten fresh. The larger, firmer species known as 



TABLE 4.2 
Households' Annual Crops 
(108 Centro Households) 

Crop Nimiber of Households Percent of Households 

Maize 98 90.7 

Pole beans 
(frijol milpero) 

88 81.5 

Bush beans' 
(frijol talete) 

78 72.9 

Squash' 86 80.4 

Vegetables 43 39.8 

Sorghum 13 12.0 

Rice 6 5.6 

' 107 households responded. 

TABLE 4.3 
Households' Perennial Crops 

(108 Centro households) 

Crop Number of Households Percent of 
Households 

Banana 101 93.5 

Fruit trees 
(other than banana) 

104 96.3 

Coffee 85 78.7 

Pineapple' 77 71.3 

Sugar cane 76 70.4 

' 107 households responded. 
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criollo, habanero, mojoncho, and macho are preferred baked, fined, or boiled in soups. 

Several households explained that bananas provided an important source of food during the 

hungry season, and one man said that his children lived on bananas when maize ran out. 

Most households have enough banana plants to provide fniit for members throughout the year; 

they plant as many species as possible to enjoy variety, and because certain types are more 

resistant than others to disease. The median number of banana plants is 50 per household. 

On average, households have 84 banana plants, but this figure is skewed by one household 

that reported 1000 plants (twice as many as the next highest household).'^ 

Households cultivated an average of 5.76 types of fruit trees in addition to bananas. 

Only four households (of the 108 surveyed) had no fhiit trees, and one household had 15 

types. Orange, lemon, avocado, mango, and lima were among the most common fruit trees. 

People tended to report only those trees that they planted intentionally, but wild fruit trees also 

grew in many gardens. 

Coffee: Coffee is the primary beverage in La Campa, and in recent years it has been 

recognized as a source of cash income. Eighty-five households (78.7%) grow coffee, but 

most grow a limited amount. Thirty of these households have less than one tarea (one-

sixteenth of a manzana, or 0.04 hectare) in coffee. Only twenty households have planted 

enough area (approxinaately half a manzana, or 0.35 hectare) to produce for the market. 

Although the average area planted is 0.48 manzanas (0.34 hectare) (see Table 4.1), the mean 

is distorted by the Centro's largest coffee grower, who has 18 manzanas (12.6 hectares) in 

production. If he were excluded from the sample, the average area would be 0.28 manzanas 

(0.2 hectare). The second-largest producer has 3.5 manzanas (2.45 hectares) planted in 

coffee. 
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Production of market quality coffee requires capital to purchase high quality seeds for 

planting, and at least three years of care before trees start to produce, so households require 

above-average resources to make an initial investment. One young coffee grower, whose 

family had moved into La Campa with considerable savings, invested 12,500 lempiras 

(approximately $2500 for 1990-1993) over two-and-a-half years to start his first manzana (0.7 

hectare) of export quality coffee. Expenses included raising the plants from seed, 

administering fertilizer three times a year, and fumigating the plants to prevent disease. He 

produced the first crop in the third year, and earned 27,000 lempiras (S4500 in 1993) by 

selling to middle-men buyers. With an average market price, he estimated a profit of 20,000 

lempiras ($2667 in 1994) per productive manzana after covering labor and input costs. The 

past two years, however, he noted that prices had been unusually high and that he earned 

larger profits than expected. 

Households that grow less than 0.35 hectare in coffee may sell small amounts, but 

instead of monocropping the new, high-yielding coffee varieties, they usually grow traditional 

varieties ~ cafe indio or cafe drabe. These disease-resistant, drought-tolerant species grow 

slowly and produce anemically but live for decades. Newer varieties require fertilizers and 

fiingicides to resist disease and infestation, and although they start producing in three or four 

years, they have short life spans (approximately seven to ten years). Subsistence coffee 

producers have started planting a few high-yielding trees, intercropped with low-yielding 

coffee, to expand production without purchasing in chemical inputs. Coffee-growers plant 

banana and other fruit trees to shade coffee and prolong its lifespan. 

Sugar Cane: Seventy-six households (70.4%) reported growing sugar cane, and fifty-

four of these households grew enough to merit processing it into cane sugar. Households in 



179 

the detailed survey were asked why they grow sugar cane; a majority (60.5%) explained that 

it met household consumption needs, and 10.5% said that they mainly produced it for local 

sales. La Campa children prize raw sugar cane as an inexpensive sweet, and twenty 

households grow just enough to cut for occasional snacks (they chop the cane into sections, 

peel off the skin, and suck on the sweet, tough center). Households also grow sugar cane in 

soil erosion barriers; a few farmers use it as fodder for animals, and cut the cane leaves to 

serve as organic fertilizer. The average area planted is almost 3 tareas, or 0.18 manzanas 

(0.12 hectare) (see Table 4.1). The area is approximate, because it was difficult to determine 

the area of sugar cane planted in rows for soil conservation. 

Lacamperos process sugar cane locally by boiling down the juice (extracted with a 

metal mill turned by oxen team) until it thickens into a molasses-like substance, which is then 

poured into molds. Sugar-cane processing is men's work, and requires several laborers; a 

person drives the oxen team as it turns the mill, another feeds the cut cane into the mill, and 

the cook manages the fire, stirs the boiling juice, and judges the correct stage to pour the 

sugar. Additional workers participate in cutting the cane and hauling it to the processing site, 

and someone must cut and haul dry pinewood for the fire. About two cargas of firewood 

(approximately 100 large sticks of wood) are needed to boil down two fifty-gallon drums 

worth of sugar cane juice, which is the typical quantity processed at one time. This amount 

produces 120-240 molds of sugar, depending on the quality of the cane and the size of the 

molds used. To process their cane, growers need to make arrangements for an oxen team, 

site use,'" mill rental, and laborers. Only a few households control all of the necessary 

resources, so the rest typically pay for the equipment rental, oxen team use, and labor with 

a share of the sugar produced. Households that have a small amount of cane often sell the 
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cut to others for processing, and receive payment in sugar molds. 

Pineapple: Although pineapple was planted by prehispanic Lenca, informants indicated 

that its current popularity is relatively recent. Seventy-seven households (70.3%) planted 

pineapple, and 47 of these reported 50 or more plants. Unlike other perermial plants grown 

primarily to augment household consimiption, pineapple is widespread because it is practical 

and inexpensive to plant in soil erosion barriers in and around sloping fields. Lacamperos 

grow two types of pineapple; one is sweet and the other is sour. Households eat the sweet 

fruit in slices, and use the sour ones to make pineapple juice and atol de pina (a hot pineapple 

and flour beverage) sweetened with cane sugar. Several households said that they might sell 

a few pineapples "if someone asks for one," but since the plants produced only one pineapple 

per year, there was no surplus for market sales. A number of people commented that their 

plants produced fruit infrequently, so it may be that the tight planting in barriers, or the soil 

quality, inhibits fruit growth. La Campa farmers began to plant more pineapples after Natural 

Resources outreach programs in the 1970s demonstrated how to contain soil erosion by 

creating barriers of living or dead plants in fields. One farmer explained that dead barriers 

require a lot of work to build, produce nothing, and require maintenance, but live barriers 

planted with pineapple are simple to plant; moreover, they maintain themselves, multiply 

readily, and provide fruit. 

Additional Useful Plants: Lacamperos grow a number of other usefiil trees and plants, 

usually on a small scale. Pimienta gorda {Pimienta dioica [L.] Merrill) trees produce a 

pepper-like fhiit that makes a flavorful tea, and achiote (Bixa orellana [L.]) fruit is used to 

tint foods red-orange. Izote or penquillo {Yucca elephantipes) grows wild, but many 

households plant it as a living fencepost and relish its bitter flower scrambled with eggs. 
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Chayote or pataste {Sechium edule [Jacq.] Sw.) vines are tended carefiilly in house gardens 

for their squash-like fruit, but they suffer from several infestations. Tubers, including yuca, 

camote (a sweet potato), and malango (similar to yuca) provide a supplemental food source 

for a minority of households. Except for a few households that grow excess achiote and 

pimienta gorda,'^ these crops are not grown for sale. Any household may sell a surplus to 

other residents, but most sales occur because a neighbor or passers-by make a request. In this 

case, households may sell the item for a nominal price, or give it as a gift (an informal, 

intermittent exchange of goods operates between kin, friends, and neighbors who wish to 

reinforce ties of good will and cooperation). 

Medicinal plants abound, and are allowed to grow wherever they sprout. Most house 

gardens contain a variety of naturally occurring medicinal plants; 36 households (94.7%) in 

the detailed survey reported several types on their property. Most households also gather 

medicinal plants from forests and fallows. Common medicinal plants include lenguillo, 

siguapate, hoja blanca and apazote (see Chapter 3). Households also plant oregano {Lippia 

graveolens HBK), mint {Mentha xpiperita L.), and other domesticated herbs known for their 

flavor and medicinal uses. Medicinal plants are exchanged rather than sold; households share 

whatever plants they have with neighbors who need a certain remedy, and the donation returns 

eventually. 

The Agricultural Cycle for Maize 

Preparing a Slash-and-Bum Field: The work of clearing new fields starts in February 

and continues through April. For the few farmers who choose to clear an area from long 

fallow, the work involves heavy labor of felling large trees. Young fallows require less work 

felling trees, but more work slashing underbrush. Depending on the size of the clearing, the 
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process takes several days. The landholder may labor alone or with members of the 

immediate and extended family; unless the household has greater than average resources, 

additional labor is rarely hired. If the land is a new acquisition, fences must also be 

constructed to mark perimeters and establish occupancy. 

Once the vegetation has been cut, it must dry out before it will bum well. The older 

the fallow, the longer it takes to dry - young fallows may be cleared as late as March or early 

April and still dry thoroughly before burning. Fanners usually bum slashed fields in April 

or May. They decide when to bum based upon the weather and their expectations for planting 

time; most fanners wait until one or two spring rains fall before deciding to bum, but they 

choose a sunny day. Since the rains usually begin lightly and intermittently, early 

precipitation evaporates quickly from the dried slash. Farmers want the assurance that the wet 

season is beginning before they bum, and they plant soon after — otherwise the nutrients 

might dissipate with wind, rain and filtration. They want the earth to be damp for planting 

so that their dibble sticks can poke holes easily in the soil, and they time their activity by 

gauging their chances that rains will continue to fall regularly. 

Few families continue to rely exclusively on new slash-and-bum clearings to raise 

their crops. Of the 98 households that reported maize planting in 1994, only four planted all 

of their maize in a new slash-and-bum field.'® Another 27 households reported that they 

would clear a new field, in addition to sowing a previously planted area (see Table 4.4). 

Burning a Slashed Field: Burning a clearing requires technique, knowledge of 

prevailing winds and familiarity with the local environment. Landholders arrange for one or 

more helpers to assist with the burning, either hiring neighbors, utilizing household labor, or 

enlisting members of their extended family through labor exchange agreements. Most of this 



TABLE 4.4 
Type of Milpa Planted 

Type of Milpa 
Planted 

Number of 
Households 

Percent of 
Households 

Slash-and-Bum Only 4 4.1 

Previously Planted 
Only 

67 68.4 

Combination (slash-
and-bum + 
previously planted) 

27 27.6 

Total 98 100.1' 

' Due to rounding error. 
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work is done by men, but women and older children may help. The location of a new 

clearing influences the timing and precautions required for an effective bum. The higher 

elevations are cool and damp, so farmers prefer to bum at midday or early aftemoon after the 

dew evaporates and before it falls in late aftemoon. But the higher elevations also experience 

rapid changes in wind and weather, so care must be taken to choose a clear, calm day with 

little chance of rain. The lower elevations are dry and warm, and the danger of fire jumping 

a firebreak into tinder-dry brush is greater than in the mountains. Farmers therefore prefer 

to bum clearings in the late aftemoon when winds subside. If a fire escapes, the evening dew 

helps to quell the flames, and dangerous embers can be spotted in the twilight. Due to the 

relatively dense population in the lower elevations, however, most fields in this area are now 

under permanent cultivation. 

In early May, I attended the burning of a field in La Campa's highlands with the 

landholder, Pedro, a laborer hired for the day, and my assistant. The area had been slashed 

in February firom a four-year fallow; the dry vegetation was composed of shmbs, brush, and 

a few small trees. The work began by completing a meter-wide fire lane around the perimeter 

of the clearing, and lopping off overhanging shrubs and branches. Although the law requires 

a three-meter wide fire break, Pedro informed me that it was not necessary because the 

mountain damp inhibits the spread of fires. The dew lifted by mid-moming, but we waited 

until after 11:00 a.m. when the sun shone directly down on the field. Pedro split a fagot of 

ocote (resinous pine) into thin sticks with his machete, and lit several in a fire built to share 

a mid-moming lunch before the bum. Flaming sticks in hand, Pedro walked around the field 

testing the light breezes that were blowing from the west. He first set fire to slash on the 

northwest comer of the clearing where the breeze would carry the fire across the field. With 
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ocote sticks for each of us, we divided into two teams that headed in opposite directions 

around the field. We lit small fires about every two - four meters where slash was thickest 

and readily caught fire. The fire burned as planned, firom the edges to the center. At one 

point, the breeze shifted and drove flames over the firebreak, setting fire to a small deciduous 

tree. The hired hand pushed into the brush to fight the breakaway flames successfully, but 

the intense heat and flames firom the clearing prevented him firom rejoining us until the bum 

subsided. It took approximately 90 minutes for the one manzana (0.7 hectare) clearing to 

bum down to smoking embers. Before departing, we circled the field to make sure that no 

live embers remained near the firebreak. On the three-hour walk back to the Centro, we saw 

smoke rising from at least eight other fields being burned that afternoon. 

Similar to other farmers who occasionally slash-and-bum a new clearing, Pedro did 

so to expand the area he could plant. He had cleared an adjoining manzana the previous year, 

and he planned to continue clearing adjacent areas in the coming years until he had four 

manzanas under permanent cultivation. Pedro's land was part of an ejidal plot that he and his 

brother had divided between them. After two years of planting the newly bumed field with 

hoe and dibble stick, he expected to start plowing the field. This corroborated other farmers' 

information that a cleared field requires two or three years of use before a plow can cross it 

without getting caught on debris. 

Although slash-and-bum clearing is becoming rarer, a majority of farmers practice 

requema. This refers to the burning of litter left from a previous harvest, and is conducted 

shortly before replanting a field. Farmers pile the old com and bean stalks, leaves and other 

refuse in small piles at regular intervals throughout the field, and set fire to each pile. The 

procedure involves little risk of the fire escaping the field, and it is done to reduce the 
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incidence of crop infestation and diseases. Agronomists confirm that the requema destroys 

some of the pests that can be harbored in the refiise; unfortunately, it also compromises soil 

structure and fertility by removing decomposing vegetable matter that enriches the soil with 

organic substance and nutrients (R. Rankin, personal communication). Technicians with the 

Ministry of Namral Resources have encouraged farmers to abandon the requema, and a 

number of farmers have tried planting some of their fields without it. Many of these have 

decided that the infestation was notably worse without the requema and remrned to it, 

including farmers who plow their fields and employ other soil conservation techniques. A 

small number of farmers have abandoned the requema; they slash the debris, then use a hoe 

or plow to turn it under before planting. 

Plowing: Although plows have been used at least since the early days of the 

municipio, they have become more popular in the past twenty years. Lacamperos find that 

plowed fields produce more maize. Plowing has the advantage of loosening the earth and 

turning organic matter under the soil to bolster fertility. The cost of an oxen team and a 

metal-tipped plow is nevertheless prohibitive for most La Campa households. A few men in 

the area know how to train a team; these men own their teams at the cost of two strong male 

calves and their own dedicated labor. In 1994, a mature, trained oxen team was valued at 

5000 lempiras (S667) - for perspective, the daily wage in La Campa is 10 lempiras ($1.33), 

and the average annual income in Honduras is $580 per capita (World Bank 1994:162). 

Fifteen (13.8%) of the 108 households owned a team of oxen, and at least 24 (20.3%) 

households rented a team or obtained the use of one by agreeing to work for the owner for 

a specified number of days. Owners of oxen teams with plows rented them out at 200 

lempiras ($27) per manzana; to earn that amount, a Lacampero must work for 20 days. Most 
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renters must pay the owner in advance. Agreements to exchange labor for use of an oxen 

team occur only between close, trusted relatives. The majority of households forego plowing; 

either their fields slope too steeply or they are unable to rent (or otherwise arrange for) an 

oxen team and plow. 

La Campa residents recognize two major methods of plowing. If the field is relatively 

flat, with little risk of erosion, they employ the method known as surco sobre surco (furrow 

over furrow). This method plows the field with no space between the furrows, to loosen all 

the roots and weeds. Usually this involves plowing the field in two directions, known as 

quebrada y cruzada. First the field is plowed in one direction (the quebrada, or breaking 

earth), then it is plowed a second time across the original direction (the cruzada, or crossing). 

Finally, the plow passes one more time to furrow the field for planting. If the field slopes, 

farmers plow with the method called patada de buey. With this approach, the field is plowed 

in one direction against the slope, and a weed-filled space of about 30 cm (12 inches) is left 

undisturbed between each row to reduce erosion. 

Planting: Maize planting begins in May if rains are falling consistently. Older farmers 

claim that rains used to begin earlier, and people planted in April. Evidence from early 

municipal documents suggest, however, that planting in the early half of the century occurred 

in May and June, as in the present. An acta from 1922 notes that several auxiliars requested 

a leave of absence to work in their fields during the latter part of May,'^ and in 1926, the 

council suspended communal work on a new townhail from May 15 through July 15 so that 

residents could concentrate on agricultural activities.'® During 1994 and 1995, planting began 

in early May, peaked in late May and early June, and concluded by early July. Farmers plant 

the higher, damper mountain fields before the lower elevations. Across the municipio, aldeas 
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follow slightly different planting schedules due to microclimatic variations. For example, 

Canadas residents tend to plant earlier because the climate is more humid and temperate than 

that of the Centro. 

The timing of lowland field planting around the Centro reflects farmers' experience 

with the vagaries of precipitation. In word and action, farmers reveal that it is better to plant 

in late May or June than to risk a cessation of the rain after an early planting. Several men 

had experimented with planting in late April or early May, only to suffer a May drought that 

desiccated sprouts and forced replanting. The decision to delay planting can be a difficult 

one, especially for households whose previous harvest falls short of their annual consumption 

needs. A late planting signifies a late harvest, and households will have to buy or borrow 

proportionally more maize to subsist in the interim. 

A majority of La Campa households schedule planting time with respect to lunar 

cycles. The new moon counts as the first day of the lunar cycle, and certain early days are 

considered unpropitious for planting." Slight variations exist in specific beliefs between 

different households. Certain families abstain from planting on the fifth and eighth days of 

the cycle, others avoid the first four days and the eighth and ninth days, and a few avoid the 

first eight days. Interviews with related households indicate that men tend to follow their 

father's beliefs. One man explained that the moon is "in motion" on these days, and therefore 

the maize will grow tall but develop poorly. According to some elders, the best days for 

planting occur on the tenth and eleventh, and until the end of the cycle. 

Despite a slight variations in proscribed days, the lunar beliefs followed for maize 

planting apply to the vast majority of annual and perennial plants raised in the region. 

Households hold that their knowledge of the moon's influence is based upon factual experience 
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— as an elderly farmer stated, "I have proven it" {lo tengo probado). Unlike other aspects of 

traditional belief that many hesitate to discuss due to strong criticism by the Catholic Church 

and state educational programs, Lacamperos openly share their convictions about the lunar 

cycle. When we planned to plant vegetables in our house garden, people offered concerned 

guidance so that we would choose an auspicious day. One source told me that a former priest 

(who retains a large landholding in the municipio) once insisted upon planting on forbidden 

days of the cycle to prove that the people's beliefs were mere superstition. The source noted, 

with apparent relish, that all the priest's crops failed diat year, and the priest now respects 

lunar movements. 

Various methods exist for planting maize, but all involve the use of a hoe or 

pujaguante (metal-tipped dibble stick, also called a tunca) to make a small hole in the 

prepared field, and then cover the seeds. (A few farmers use their foot to knock soil over the 

holes, but others believe that this method can bury the seeds too deeply.) Most commonly, 

rows lie about a meter apart, although the furrows in plowed fields may be placed more 

closely. Plowed fields tend to be planted with one or two seeds per hole, and the holes are 

placed every 30-60 cm (12-24 inches) apart. Some farmers use their own feet for reference 

and plant seeds one or two foot-lengths apart. In unplowed fields, farmers place up to four 

seeds in holes located every 60 - 120 cm (24-48 inches). Several sources reported that they 

planted "two by three": placing two seeds then three seeds in alternating holes. One 

informant noted that he always put three seeds in every hole because some are inevitably lost 

to birds, pests or infertility. 

According to older farmers, planting methods have changed during their lifetimes. 

They report that they used to need more seeds for a given area of field, and that they planted 



190 

en cuadrado (in squares). By this method, 4-5 maize seeds — often with additional bean and 

squash seeds - would be planted together, and each hole was placed four or five feet 

equidistant from neighboring holes. 

Weeding and Fertilizing: Fanners have varying philosophies on when the maize 

should be weeded and fertilized. Maize sprouts about eight days after planting, and weeding 

takes place in the following weeks. Some farmers stated that they weeded fields eight days 

after planting, others said that they waited two-four weeks. Observations suggest that weeding 

does not follow a set schedule, rather it is coordinated with other activities that households 

must carry out. Since the lunar cycle does not influence weeding, any convenient days are 

utilized. When farmers weed fields, they also mound soil around the base of the young plants 

for reinforcement (called the aporco). Weeds uprooted with the hoe are typically shaken to 

remove dirt ft^om the roots (to prevent rerooting), and discarded between the rows to dry in 

the sun. The drying weeds inhibit regrowth of other weeds; they may also help maintain soil 

moisture and reduce erosion. Most farmers weed the field a second time; the timing depends 

upon weed growth and the other activities that need to be done. 

Fertilizing new maize may be done as early as five days after it sprouts, others wait 

for several weeks. Most farmers agreed that weeding should be done before fertilizing, 

otherwise "you're just fertilizing the weeds;" but farmers who fertilize soon after sprouting 

do not weed in advance. In the lower elevations, Lacamperos prefer to apply two bags (one 

hundred pounds each) of fertilizer (12-24-12 or 18-46-0, referring to the proportions of 

phosphorus, nitrogen and potassium) for each manzana (0.7 hectare) planted. About a month 

after applying fertilizer, they administer 100 pounds of urea per manzana to encourage 

development of the cobs. In higher elevations, the pattern is similar but urea is not applied 
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due to climatic and soil differences. (Farmers asserted that urea turned maize plants yellow 

in the mountains; they interpreted this as evidence that it was too powerful for that 

environment.) The amount of fertilizer administered varies depending upon a household's 

resources. Households with a greater resources occasionally purchased more fertilizer than 

the typical amount, but many below-average and average households struggled to purchase 

even one bag of fertilizer. Farmers consistently stated that their fields would not produce 

without fertilizer: one household decided to plant only half a manzana of maize because it 

could not afford enough fertilizer to plant more. Two households that prepared new slash-

and-bum fields every year explained that they could not afford fertilizer, and new clearings 

produced an acceptable crop for one year. One of these farmers planted a half-manzana in 

maize in his house garden — an area that had previously been cultivated and needed fertilizer. 

He purchased a bag of ammonium sulfate because it cost half as much as other fertilizers, and 

mixed it with ash from the kitchen stove as an experiment to see if the maize would produce 

well. 

Harvest: The harvest of early maize begins in mid- to late August. When the maize 

is mamre, farmers cut the stalks so that the tops fall over and rest on the ground. This is 

called doblando (doubling) the maize; the cobs dry upside down and falling rain drips off the 

husk rather than seeping into the kernels. Residents consider early days in the lunar cycle as 

inauspicious. Early maize is harvested about a week after doubling. Late maize ripens in 

September and October, and farmers "double" the stalks in a stretch of dry weather. 

Households pick some maize to consimie as com-on-the-cob, riwas, and atol as soon as it 

ripens, and continue to harvest it gradually if they need to meet subsistence demands. The 

remainder dries for four to eight weeks after the doubling, then it is picked for storage. 
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The harvest continues from November into January, and farmers pay attention to the 

lunar cycle to choose the days they work. They agree that maize picked for immediate eating 

can be gathered at any time, but maize destined for storage in a tronja (granary)^ should not 

be picked on certain days. Folk wisdom holds that maize harvested on prohibited days of the 

lunar cycle will rot or suffer infestation. Despite personal convictions in these matters, 

Lacamperos occasionally miscalculate or make adjustments to fit their circumstances. I helped 

one farmer, don Tulio, and his two youngest sons, Heman and Edwin, pick maize in January, 

and I inquired how they selected the day. Tulio replied that he had waited for the fifth day 

of the cycle, because the first four days, and the eighth and ninth days, would be bad for the 

maize. Heman observed that it was actually the fourth day, and he counted the days out on 

his fingers to demonstrate that his father had miscounted. Tulio appeared mildly disconcerted, 

but Heman seemed indifferent to the error. We continued harvesting. The incident implied 

that an outwardly strict respect for the lunar cycle is pliable under extenuating circumstances. 

Agricultural Risks and Risk Spreading 

Agricultural decisions involve a complex reasoning process in which farmers try to 

balance their odds of success against their inevitable risks. As one farmer observed, "you 

never know what will happen when you plant." The people of La Campa deal with 

unpredictable rainfall, infestation, crop diseases, and damage caused by wild and domestic 

animals. Precipitation records for the past 23 years show that annual rainfall varied from a 

low of 748.8mm in 1972, to a high of 1679.9mm in 1984 (see Figure 4.1). The average 

precipitation for the critical four-month period of May, June, July and August is 805.5mm, 

but it has varied from 519.3mm (1972) to 1096.8mm (1984). Figure 4.2 shows the monthly 

average precipitation compared to the minimum and maximum monthly totals on record, to 
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demonstrate the range of variation encountered by Lacamperos since 1971 when a rain gauge 

was set up in the Centro.^' 

Households that responded to the detailed survey were asked to describe the problems, 

besides the weather, that damaged their maize production. Of the 34 households that planted 

maize the previous year, 24 households (70.5%) noted infestations, and 100% complained of 

marauding birds or animals. Birds that ate seeds and sprouts were reported by 28 (82.3%) 

households, and 27 households expressed disgust with raccoons. Other animals blamed for 

damaging the crop included deer, wild pigs (peccary), mice, rabbits, squirrels, dogs, cows, 

and wild cats (whose descriptions sounded similar to lynx and bobcats). Farmers fight 

raccoons with manufacmred or homemade poisons set out in edible bait around the fields; 

unfortunately, one's own dogs (or the neighbors') are equally likely to ingest it, and raccoons 

learn to avoid poison. To reduce problems with birds, farmers place scarecrows in the fields. 

They also set watch over the newly planted crops in the early morning and evening hours 

when birds cause the greatest damage; they use rocks, slingshots, and even shotguns to 

frighten birds away. All household members, firom the age of five, may help scare birds. 

Farmers have few tactics to fight infestation besides the requema. Pesticides are available in 

Gracias, but I did not encounter any La Campa farmers that employ them to protect maize or 

bean crops — the cost is beyond the means of most households. A group of farmers in Lagima 

Seca (an aldea of Caiqum) use pesticides and fungicides to produce vegetables for the market; 

but accordmg to one of them, they do not use the chemicals on vegetables that they raise for 

home consimiption. 

La Campa farmers employ various strategies to improve their chances for a harvest; 

these include planting fields in different locations, staggering planting times, and planting 
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different varieties of maize. In addition to distinguishing maize varieties by growing time 

(early and late maize), farmers further distinguish them by kernel color (purple, yellow, 

white, and mixed). The kernel color does not impart a different flavor to the maize, but some 

farmers said that kernel color can indicate the environment (valley or mountain) in which the 

maize is likely to produce more (but I found no concurrence as to what colors worked best 

in which location). Late maize varieties take 16 weeks to reach maturity, and require an 

additional 4 to 8 weeks to dry in the field before they can be used for tortillas. Early maize 

varieties develop in 11-13 weeks, and can be used for tortillas after only one week of drying 

on the stalk. Many households plant part of their fields in early maize to shorten their wait 

for a new harvest. Of the 46 households that discussed their preferences for different types 

of maize, 33 (71.7%) reported that they planted early maize; they expected to harvest it in 

August. The other 13 households explained that early maize did not grow well on their land, 

or that it suffered too much damage from dogs and other animals (who often endure hunger 

in August as do many humans). 

A majority of farmers spread their risk by planting their maize in more than one field 

(cf. Bentley 1990, 1992). Of the 36 households in detailed survey that planted maize in 1994, 

21 (58.3%) had two or more fields in different locations. This reduced the probabilities that 

infestation, marauding animals, or localized variations in precipitation could damage the whole 

crop. Households with different fields stagger planting times with respect to their knowledge 

of the microclimates and prior experience with rainfall pzttems. Eleven households (30.5%) 

planted fields in the highland as well as the lowland, thus they took advantage of two different 

climatic zones. Nearly half of the households (47.2%) had a large solar (yard and house 

garden) where they planted part of their maize. By locating a field near their dwelling. 



197 

household members could react quickly to depredation by birds, dogs, cows, and other 

animals. 

The Household Division of Labor 

Men do the majority of agricultural work, but women and children assist with many 

tasks. The exception is clearing land and felling large trees; these tasks are considered to be 

particularly strenuous and dangerous. Burning fields, as well as planting, weeding, and 

harvesting, can involve older children and women who do not have to care for young 

children. Women noted that the tasks of childcare and meal preparation prevented them from 

helping their husbands in mountain fields, but many tended small gardens beside their 

kitchens, and occasionally helped their husbands in fields adjacent to the house. Potters 

explained that pottery production reduced their time for agricultural tasks, but several 

indicated that women who do not make pottery take on more agricultural work. In one 

household, the wife (who did not make pottery and whose children were in school) assisted 

her husband with all stages of raising bush beans and also harvested maize. An older woman 

related that she helped her husband in the fields until her second child was bom, and once her 

six surviving children were grown, she again assisted with planting and weeding. 

Children begin helping with household tasks at an early age. Caring for younger 

siblings, collecting firewood, tending chickens, and running errands may be entrusted to 

youngsters as soon as they are able to follow instructions with some adult supervision. School 

attendance limits the time that children can work in agricultural tasks, but they participate on 

Saturdays. (Sunday is widely respected as a day of rest, but light work may be undertaken — 

the definition of "light work" varies from household to household.) Few children continue 
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school beyond sixth grade, so by the age of 13 years most start to work with their parents 

full-time. 

Although food preparation, childcare and pottery production fall mainly upon women, 

and crop production falls mainly upon men, the division of labor in La Campa shows some 

flexibility. Most men can prepare a meal if they must, and most women have experience 

raising subsistence crops. A number of household chores (e.g., tending domestic animals, 

picking fruit and coffee, planting house gardens, shucking maize, gathering firewood) are 

performed widi little regard to gender. Among households that move to mountain fields for 

planting and harvesting, every able-bodied member carries a bundle of the required supplies, 

and helps in some dimension of the work. 

Agriculture and Labor Arrangements 

Three major arrangements for agriculmral work exist in the municipio: (I) 

Households may use members' labor, (2) they may employ temporary hired hands in addition 

to household labor, or (3) they may arrange for cooperative labor exchanges among 

households in their extended family network. The choice relates to personal experience and 

preferences, as well as the social and economic resources at a household's disposal. Among 

extended families that maintain amiable interpersonal relationships, members may work mano 

vuelta, a work-in-kind arrangement in which participants take turns working in everyone's 

fields. No cash exchanges hands, but all the work gets done. 

Each stage in the agricultural cycle demands a different amount of labor; households 

reported that weeding maize fields involved the greatest time investment, while doubling 

required the least effort. Planting occurs under time and labor constraints; once households 

believe that rains will fall regularly, they want to plant rapidly and many others will be 
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planting at the same time. Farmers try to plant a field in one or two days so that maize will 

be ready at the same time for weeding, fertilizing, doubling and harvesting. To achieve this, 

more households arrange for outside assistance with planting than for any other stage. Forty-

three households provided information concerning their labor arrangements for planting, and 

31 of these households (72.1 %) reported extra-household help with planting. Planting season 

appears to be the only time in the year when work opportunities match or exceed the labor 

supply. Farmers must plant their own fields, but they also work for others and may 

participate in mano vuelta as well. Workers and employers trade places depending on whose 

land they are working. An informant told me that it was common for farmers to work as a 

hired hand one day, and the next day employ the prior day's employer. People who want 

help in their fields maintain congenial relationships with a set of neighbors and relatives on 

whom they can rely during planting time. But because the timing of planting cannot be 

planned many days in advance, the final composition of workers is subject to last minute 

changes and circumstances. One farmer explained that he prioritized helping his father-in-law, 

who in return loaned him an oxen team for plowing; he and one of his brothers helped each 

other; he also worked for another farmer who was a good friend, and if possible he worked 

for others as well. In another case, an extended family of four brothers worked a large parcel 

of land in the mountains with contiguous fields. They moved their families for several weeks 

to plow and plant everyone's fields in mano vuelta, and they also worked a plot for their blind 

father. These households also planted maize in their house gardens, using only members' 

labor. 

Work arrangements may vary during subsequent stages of maize production. Most 

of the households that hired labor for planting expected to hire help for subsequent work, but 



200 

some of these households preferred to do weeding, doubling, and/or the harvest without 

assistance. Of the 43 households mentioned above, only seven households said that they 

worked every stage in mano vuelta for at least one field, and only twelve households asserted 

that they relied entirely on their own labor throughout the cycle. The remaining households 

employed some hired labor to varying degrees, or used different arrangements for successive 

stages of the work. It is possible for households to combine mano vuelta arrangements with 

hired labor, depending on the number of workers they want to muster. Thus, work 

arrangements vary widely between households, from field to field within households, and from 

stage to stage of production. 

Hired hands are reimbursed by one of two methods arranged in advance: they can 

receive the standard wage (10 lempiras, about $1.33 in the 1994 planting season) and bring 

their own meals, or they can receive half the standard wage plus three meals. When meals 

are offered, most workers prefer that option because they will be brought fresh, hot tortillas 

and beans at mealtimes, and if the employer is generous, the meal includes rice and a fried 

egg or a piece of roasted chicken. During planting season, many women spend long hours 

preparing meals for workers; one woman related that she prepared ample fare so that her 

husband could count on workers returning for subsequent days. Indeed, households reported 

that they killed more chickens to eat during periods of peak agricultural work than during 

other times of the year. A woman from a below-average household noted that her husband 

chose the meal option because the additional five lempiras he could earn by taking his own 

meals wouldn't buy enough to feed him for one day of hard work. From another perspective, 

the offer of food as part of the payment provides sustenance for workers whose households 

have exhausted their own reserves and face a hungry time. 
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Livestock 

Lacamperos consider livestock ownership to be an essential part of an adequate 

livelihood, but many households have not been able to purchase cattle, horse or mule despite 

a desire to do so (see Table 4.5). Of the 108 households in the survey, 55 (50.9%) have 

none. Fifty-three households (49.1 %) own at least one cow or horse, but only 22 households 

(19.4% of all households) possess both cattle (at least one head) and a horse or mule. Nearly 

a third (32.4%) of the households own a pig, but a number of Lacamperos commented that 

pigs have become too expensive, or too difficult to maintain since the imposition of livestock 

vagrancy fines. By contrast, the vast majority of households (95.3%) surveyed own chickens; 

a few households own domestic rabbits and ducks. The introduction of rabbits has occurred 

in the past three years through a locally-organized women's group that has aimed to improve 

the La Campa diet by teaching members to raise rabbits (for protein) and vegetables. Dogs 

and cats are in high demand, but they are in short supply and some households find them too 

costly to obtain. Lacamperos appreciate dogs as household guardians, and cats as vermin-

catchers. 

Almost half of the households (49.0%) that own livestock have been able to fence land 

for pasture, but except for the largest owners, few claim enough pasture to graze their 

animal(s) throughout the year. Seven households that no longer have cattle or horses still hold 

pastures, and they rent them out to other livestock owners. This is the only type of land that 

is normally rented. For the most part, the cows and horses owned by all but the wealthiest 

households spend several months to a fiill year grazing in communal forest pasture (see Table 

4.6). 
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TABLE 4.5 
Prevalence of Domestic Animal Ownership 

(108 Centre Households) 

Type of Animal Number of 
Households 

Percent of 
Households 

Average Number 
Owned' 

Cattle 30 27.0 14.6 (3.5)^ 

Horses/Mules^ 42 38.8 2.4 

Both Cattle & 
Horses/Mules 

22 19.4 22.8 

Pigs 34 31.5 1.8 

Chickens" 103 95.3 8.3 

Rabbits 17 15.7 5.1 

Ducks 11 10.2 2.7 

Cats 34 31.5 1.6 

Dogs 74 68.5 2.0 

Average based on households that reported ownership. 
The average of 14.6 head of cattle is distorted by one household that owns 250 
head; when this household is excluded, the average is 3.5 head (per household that 
owned at least one cow). 
Only 6 households reported owning mules, and 3 of these also owned horses. 
Includes hens and roosters; chicks are excluded because they suffer a high mortality 
rate. The total used for determining the mean excludes 170 chickens owned by one 
household to produce eggs for the market; these chickens were later sold since they 
did not prove profitable. 



TABLE 4.6 
Household Pasture Adequacy 

(108 Centro Households) 

Pasture/ 
Livestock Control 

Number of 
Households 

Percent of 
Households 

Has no livestock:' 55 50.9 

No pasture 47 — 

Has pasture 7 — 

Has livestock but no 
pasture 

26 24.1 

Has livestock and 
pasture: 

27 25.0 

Pasmre 
adequate 

4 — 

Pasture 
inadequate 

11 -

Pasture 
adequacy 
unclear 

12 — 

' Pasture data is missing for one household 
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The majority of the cattle in the municipio are owned by a few well-off households 

who have bought and enclosed land to create large private pastures. Four of these households 

live in the Centro, and their cattle herds outnumber those of the other households (see Table 

4.7). The owner with the most cattle reported 250 head; he owns over three times more cattle 

and pasture than anyone else in the municipio. The second largest possesses 36 head; the 

other two maintain around 20 head. Two of these households are related; the father came 

from El Salvador as a young man, and worked as a cattle trader throughout western Honduras 

before settling down with a La Campa school teacher and establishing residency in the 1960s. 

He invested in coffee and raised cattle before they were considered profitable in La Campa, 

and his eldest son followed suit. Today they are among the wealthiest in the municipio; with 

three or four other extended families (in Cruz Alta, Mescalio, and Guanajulque) they control 

the lion's share of coffee fields, good agricultural land, pasture, and cash flow. But these 

families do not have a notable influence in the local political arena. During the past decade, 

none of their members has served as an alcalde, only a few have served as regidores, and only 

one person has become important on the local committee of a political party. 

Although the expansion of pasture and livestock production, in conjunction with 

economic policies, has been identified as a major factor in deforestation and displacement of 

peasant populations in other parts of Honduras and Latin America (DeWalt 1983; Utting 

1993:82-84; Feamside 1985; Hecht and Cockbum 1989:149-150; Moran 1992:8-11; Bunker 

1985:90-93; Binswanger 1991; Tulchin 1991:70-71), the same cannot yet be said for La 

Campa. A few households control the majority of pasture and cattle, but they own a relatively 

small proportion of the municipio's total area. With one exception, livestock production in 

La Campa remains on a small scale and is destined for local rather than national or inter-
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TABLE 4.7 
Cattle Ownership 

(108 Centro Households) 

Grouping Number of 
Households 

Percent of 
Households 

Number of 
Cattle 

Percent of 
Cattle 

No cattle 78 72.2 0 0 

1-5 head 17 15.7 44 10.0 

6-10 head 7 6.5 48 10.9 

11-15 head 2 1.9 25 5.7 

16-20 head 2 1.9 38 8.6 

over 20 head 2 1.9 286' 64.8 

Total 108 100. P 441 100.0 

One household owns 36 head of cattle; the other owns approximately 250 head 
Due to rounding error. 
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national markets. Lacampero fanners maintain control over usufhict plots; they have not 

become landless peasants. Forest clearing within the municipio must be attributed to 

population growth and surplus crop production as well as to pasture expansion. 

Lacamperos agree that in the past the vast majority of households owned some cattle 

and usually a horse. They bemoan the cost of purchasing livestock today, but they also decry 

the Ley de Vaganda de Ganado (Livestock Vagrancy Law). Concerned for public safety and 

hygiene, the national legislamre passed the law to prohibit animals from wandering loose and 

grazing in public places. By this law, cattle, horses and pigs found loose must be captured 

and confined in a municipal holding pen. The owner must pay a fine for each day the 

animal(s) remain in the pen, known jokingly as the "animal jail." If the owner fails to come 

forward within a week the animal is sold in an auction to the highest bidder. 

Over the past ten years. La Campa's municipal council has taken the law seriously 

despite the rencor they face from penalized residents. The law is enforced only in the Centro, 

but cattle and horses from all the aldeas and even neighboring municipios have wandered into 

the Centro and ended up in the pen. Even though any fence can fail, the law has particularly 

penalized the owners who must depend upon insecure communal pastures — those least able 

to pay the fines. Days can pass before an owner realizes, perhaps after long hours searching 

the extensive forest pasmre and its environs with increasing desperation, that the animal may 

be in the dreaded pen. Municipal employees and passers-by notify owners of any animal they 

recognize, but by then the damage is done. A household member must leave his or her work, 

search for someone to loan the money to pay the fine, and go to the townhall during business 

hours to retrieve the animal. Even though the fine for a captured animal has been set at half 

the national level, fines that accumulate over several days can seriously compromise a 
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household's budget. The fine for a cow, bull or horse is 25 lempiras (S3.33) per day — or 

2.5 times the daily wage for manual labor. Centro residents say that one of the reasons that 

few people raise pigs today is that pigs by tradition are left loose to forage, and the fine for 

a wandering pig can exceed the worth of the animal. Several owners bitterly recount securing 

an animal with a post and tether in an unfenced field, only to discover hours later that the 

animal had pulled out the post and gone to the Centro — which offers lush grazing because 

of the law's enforcement. 

Despite the anger at the Livestock Vagrancy Law, discussions with residents revealed 

no one who had lost livestock solely due to the law. One elderly man told me that he once 

owned 20 head of cattle, but his current herd consisted of only 2 cows and a calf. He 

explained that he lost his herd by selling cattle to buy maize during food shortages, but he also 

endured a lawsuit brought against him by political rivals when he served as a mayor. To pay 

for a lawyer, he sold many cattle and to his regret, a prime agricultural field. Several cattle 

died from an illness. Later, he sold more cattle to buy a manual sewing machine for his only 

daughter, who had a physical deformity that dimmed the hope for marriage. Similar to this 

man, other people also sold cattle and/or horses to weather economic hardship, poor harvests 

and personal calamity. 

Given the unpredictable and risky nature of farming in La Campa, livestock provide 

a buffer against uncertainty as well as ongoing benefits for owners. Hecht (1989:232) 

observes: "Cattle, and livestock more generally, are one means of reducing risk in agriculture. 

They provide a supplement to household income in the form of milk or calves, and if there 

are agricultural disasters... they provide a large 'lump' of income when sold." In prior years, 

perhaps most households could replace livestock sold in hard times by purchasing 
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replacements. But during recent years, improved roads and transportation have intensified 

market influences, and inflation and national economic instability have increased the cost of 

livestock as well as every other market good. Lacamperos benefit from market accessibility, 

but they are also more dependent upon the market than before. They must buy things they 

once lived without, such as fertilizer and mandated school supplies and uniforms. La Campa 

incomes — except for the privileged few who sell coffee and cattle — have not kept pace with 

price increases and new demands on their limited resources. Residents reported that the daily 

wage has increased only one lempira in the past five years; in that time the lempira has been 

devalued by half (from 5 lempiras/dollar in 1990 to 10 lempiras/dollar in 1995). At the same 

time, they must compete with more people for the increasingly limited land resources upon 

which they depend for their subsistence and that of their animals. For households that have 

no livestock, the only major resource they can sell in difficult times is land. 

Analysis 

During household visits, I noted that young households (defined as couples with no 

children over the age of 12 years) seemed to raise a smaller variety of annual crops and 

perennial plants than other households. Since middle households (defined as couples with at 

least one teenage child) and older households (defined as couples with at least one child aged 

20 years or more) have had more time to acquire various fiiiit trees and different seeds to 

plant, I decided to test whether the total number of crops planted^ varied with respect to the 

stage in the household cycle. The oneway ANOVA proved significant at the p=.001 level. 

The mean number of crops grown by young households is 13.7, while middle households 

grow an average of 18.5 crops, and older households grow an average of 17.0 crops (see 

Figures 4.3 - 4.5). 
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Histogram of Total Crops Raised by Young Households 
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1--Iistogratn of Total Crops H.aised by Middle llouseholds 
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FIGURE 4 .5 

1-Iistogranl of Total Crops Raised by Older I-louseholds 
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The difference in the means between middle households and older households is not 

significant, although I expected that older households would have a higher mean number of 

crops planted than middle households. Observation suggested that some middle households 

are more willing than older households to experiment with plants — like vegetables, tubers, 

and rarer varieties of fruit trees — that are not widely grown in La Campa. Middle 

households may be more assertive in taking advantage of government and non-government 

programs that offer free seeds and seedlings to encourage better nutrition and variety in the 

rural diets. It is also possible that older households underreported the number of crops that 

they planted. Certain older people (disproportionately represented in older households) 

seemed to be more reserved in answering the survey than the most middle-aged or young 

adults ~ although a few people of every age appeared reticent by nature. Thus, they may 

have neglected to mention crops that they considered of minor importance. At the same time, 

older residents may have had a harder time understanding my accent, or they may have felt 

more distrustfiil of me as an outsider. 

Socioeconomic rank constitutes an important factor in shaping agriculmral activities. 

Because rank is determined by a combination of factors (see Chapter 2), it is not possible to 

conduct statistical analysis on the relationship between any one these factors and 

socioeconomic rank because the asstmiption of independence would be violated. But since 

subsistence crop production (maize and beans) did not enter into the determination of rank, 

it can be evaluated with respect to socioeconomic rank. I expected that rank would be 

significant for the area planted, because households with greater resources are better able to 

purchase fertilizer and hire temporary labor to plant the fields. I tested socioeconomic rank 

in relationship to the area in maize planted for the 98 households that raised maize. A oneway 
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ANOVA of socioeconomic rank to maize area proved significant at a p=.002 level. The 

average area of maize planted thus differed by socioeconomic rank, but the results of the test 

may be unreliable because the sample size of well-off households is considerably less than that 

for the other ranks — ANOVA results are more accurate with relatively similar sample sizes 

for each group. Examination of the data also shows that the results may be distorted within 

the above-average rank by one household that planted six manzanas of maize, while the next 

highest area planted in that rank was four manzanas. Nevertheless, the below-average 

households and average households cluster in the lower range of the area planted — between 

one tarea and two manzanas, and above-average and well-off households are more evenly 

distributed across a range between twelve tareas (0.53 hectare) and six manzanas (4.2 

hectares). A few households in the average or below-average categories did plant as much 

as four manzanas in maize, but this included slash-and-bum fields that did not require 

fertilizer. For these households, planting a large area evidenced their lack of cash, but 

indicated a large labor supply through household members and relatives. Thus it appears that 

socioeconomic rank does influence the area planted in maize, but the reasons for planting a 

given area vary by class. Access to fertilizer and the ability to hire paid labor or obtain labor 

through exchange arrangements appear to be critical factors. Several households ranked as 

above-average and well-off planted less area in maize than they needed for annual 

consumption, but all of these households had sources of cash income that enabled them to buy 

additional food without hardship. 

Another aspect that merits discussion is the relationship between the amount of land 

claimed and household socioeconomic rank. Lacamperos clearly consider usufruct rights to 

land to be part of their wealth - even though they do not have title, within the municipio 
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usufruct is respected as if it were private property. Given that control of land is one of the 

variables used to establish socioeconomic ranks, the two variables are not independent and 

therefore cannot be subjected to statistical analysis. But as the factors considered for 

establishing socioeconomic rank imply, the extent of the land area held is not the single, 

overwhelming facter in determining a household's status within the municipio. Possessing a 

salaried position and owning livestock contribute notably to differences between the 

socioeconomic ranks (see Table 4.8). Moreover, it is the uses to which land is put that vary 

by rank. 

Table 4.9 presents the characteristics of land area and use by socioeconomic rank. 

The well-off households consitute only 7.4% of Centro households, but they control more 

land, coffee fields, and pasture than any other rank. They also have a higher percentage of 

the land in sugar cane, milpa, bean fields and fallow than is proportional to their presence. 

Conversely, the below-average households, representing 29.6% of the sample, control less 

land area in every category of landholding than is proportional to their rank size. Average 

and below-average households have a higher proportion of their landholdings in fallow than 

the higher ranks. This probably relates to the difficulty obtaining inputs such as fertilizer to 

cultivate fields permanently, thus an area must be left fallow to rotate maize fields. These 

households, typically lacking financial resources, also find it difficult to make investments in 

fincas, coffee plantations, or fenced pasture. Informants from above-average and well-off 

households indicated that their fallow, or unused, land is largely comprised of forest for 

woodlots or future development, rather than formerly cultivated land. The fallow area held 

by lower ranking households is more often land that has been cultivated until it fails to 

produce, and has then been fallowed to recuperate a degree of fertility. The area in milpa is 
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TABLE 4.8 
Household Characteristics by Socioeconomic Rank 

(108 Centro Households) 

Socioeconomic 
Rank 

Number of 
Households 

Households 
with 

Salaried 
Positions 

Number of 
Cattle 

Owned 

Nimiber of 
Horses/ 
Mules 
Owned 

Well-Off 8 
(7.4%) 

4' 
(25.0%) 

318 
(72.6%) 

31 
(28.4) 

Above-Average 21 
(19.4%) 

9 
(56.3%) 

87 
(19.9%) 

49 
(45.0) 

Average 47 
(43.5%) 

3 
(18.6%) 

33 
(7.5%) 

28 
(25.7) 

Below-Average 32 
(29.6%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

0 
(0.0%) 

1 
(0.9) 

Total 108 
(100%) 

16 
(99.9 %)2 

438 
(100%) 

109 
(100%) 

' One of these households has two salaried positions. 
^ Due to rounding error. 



TABLE 4.9 
Land Area and Use by Socioeconomic Rank 

(108 Centro Households) 

Socioeconomic 
Rank 

Number of 
Households 

Land 
Holdings 

in Hectares 

Private 
Pasture in 
Hectares 

Fallow 
Land in 
Hectares 

Coffee in 
Hectares 

Sugar 
Cane in 
Hectares 

Milpa in 
Hectares 

Bean Fields 
in Hectares 

Well-off 8 
(7.4%) 

339.7 
(36.9%) 

263.2 
(71.2%) 

22.4 
(10.1%) 

18.9 
(64.5%) 

1.7 
(18.1%) 

16.3 
(12.0%) 

3.2 
(17.4%) 

Above-
Average 

21 
(19.4%) 

230.9 
(25.0%) 

71.4 
(19.3%) 

68.3 
(30.7%) 

4.9 
(16.7%) 

3.6 
(38.3%) 

34.9 
(25.8%) 

5.9 
(32.1%) 

Average 47 
(43.5%) 

231.1 
(25.1%) 

29.1 
(7.9%) 

82.8 
(37.2%) 

4.1 
(14.0%) 

2.8 
(29.8%) 

56.1 
(41.5%) 

6.9 
(37.5%) 

Below-
Average 

32 
(29.6%) 

120.0 
(13.0%) 

6.3 
(1.7%) 

49.0 
(22.0%) 

1.4 
(4.7%) 

1.3 
(13.8%) 

28.0 
(20.7%) 

2.4 
(13.0%) 

Total 108 
(100%) 

921.7 
(100%) 

369.5 
(100.1%)' 

222.5 
(100%) 

29.3 
(99.9%)' 

9.4 
(100%) 

135.3 
(100%) 

18.4 
(100%) 

Due to rounding error. 

N) 
h-* 
OS 
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somewhat more equitably distributed relative to the distribution of households in each rank-

Maize is the primary staple for the population, and households of all ranks must either 

cultivate or purchase it; therefore this result is not surprising. 

Although the well-off households as a group control more land than any other rank, 

some average households own as much or more land than certain above-average and well-off 

households who own relatively little land. Small landholdings among the higher 

socioeconomic ranks occurs when the household heads have a salaried position or a reliable 

source of cash income, and land is not critical for their well-being. One well-off household, 

composed of a young couple and their first child, lived in comfon with two salaried positions, 

but they planned to obtain additional land to produce coffee and grow surplus crops in the 

near future. An above-average household, run by a matriarch and her grown daughters, ran 

one of the Centro's best-stocked pulperias. She held only one tarea (0.04 hectare) of land 

because she had passed her land on to one son. In return, he provided produce for the 

household and the pulpen'a, and pastured her cattle and horses. Thus the amount of land that 

she owned did not relate well to the extent of her resources. By contrast, a few average and 

below-average households have claimed relatively large land areas through land grants, 

inheritance, and hard work, but they lack the resources to use the land to its full potential. 

In general, the continuing availability of land grants for municipal residents means that 

no physically able Lacampero need be landless. Inability to work is a factor that constrains 

the two most impoverished households in the sample (two elderly women living alone in 

loaned houses with very little assistance from relatives); they own no land at all. For those 

who are able to work, some barriers to claiming land do exist. These are related to the time 

investment needed to find unclaimed land appropriate for agriculture and the labor power 
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needed to fence the land (or the money to buy barbed wire). The desirability of land relates 

to the slope, the perceived quality of the soil (related to the size of the trees because that 

indicates the time since the area was last cleared; but some say that soil varies little, and the 

major consideration is the prevalence of stones), and the location. Several households with 

small land areas said that they wanted more land, but they admitted that they did not want 

land in the mountains because of the long walk. Other households wanted land near a 

settlement so that their children did not have to walk long distances to school. For households 

seeking to enter or expand coffee production, land in the high, cool elevations is a 

prerequisite. Good land is in high demand, and well-off households have many advantages 

in claiming it — they can afford to fence large areas with barbed wire and buy out poorer 

residents who face cash flow problems or family tragedies. Several well-off households have 

expanded their holdings by using friends as fronts to request new land from the council (thus 

the well-off avoid facing council members who would oppose granting them land). The 

fnends then sell the land for a pittance. Although it is illegal to request land with intent for 

sale, it has yet to be sanctioned effectively because people can always find a plausible excuse 

for a rapid exchange of land — such as illness or other emergencies. Since the law continues 

to require that land grants be fenced within three months, well-off households have a 

tremendous advantage because they can afford to buy barbed wire and hire laborers to fence 

large areas quickly. Thus, land is available without cost from the municipio, but good 

agricultural land in preferred locations has been claimed and alternatives are scarce. Since 

population growth and expansion of landholdings by wealthier residents has been occurring 

simultaneously in the municipio, it is difficult to say which of these processes have been most 

responsible for the emergence of land scarcity. 
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Summary 

Evaluation of agriculture in La Campa reveals a diverse range of crops and increasing 

importance of coffee production, but subsistence production of maize and beans continues to 

typify most households. The data suggest that La Campa's agricultural patterns are in a state 

of transition. Population pressure and concentration of land in the hands of a few well-off 

households are constraining access to land, but thus far, every farming household maintains 

usufruct rights to land. Transformations toward more intensive agriculture are well underway 

in the densely populated areas of the municipio, but in outlying areas, some households 

continue to depend upon slash-and-bum clearings. A few new crops, such as vegetables, are 

starting to become popular on a minor scale, and a number of farmers are adopting soil 

conservation methods. Surplus production for the market offers an appealing option for 

households that wish to improve their living standards, but average and below-average 

households have limited means to take advantage of the possibilities. Meanwhile, common 

forests have been shrinking. Although people recognize that they need forests for firewood 

and lumber, agriculture provides the basis of their subsistence. 
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1. Sesion ordinaria, September 16, 1924; LCMA Tomo 2, p. 105. 

2. ...Jincas y canales eran propios, pero la milpa cambio casi todos los anos, uno dejaba 
abandonado la parcela y se traslado a otra, solo avisaba el municipio a donde iba a hacer 
la milpa. 

3. Sesion ordinaria, April 1, 1943; LCMA Tomo 12, p. 261. 

4. Sesion ordinaria, December 30, 1937; LCMA Tomo 10, pp. 125-127. 

5. Sesion ordinaria, October 15, 1943; November 1, 1943; November 15, 1943; December 
1, 1943; LCMA Tomo 13. 

6. Sesion ordinaria, December 15, 1948; LCMA Tomo 17, pp. 38-41. 

7. Sesion ordinaria, April 1, 1939 and April 15, 1939; LCMA Tomo 11, pp. 78, 82. 

8. Sesion ordinaria, March 1, 1943; LCMA Tomo 12, pp. 257-258. 

9. Limas are a mild-tasting, green-hued citrus fruit, similar in size to an orange, but not so 
sweet or acidic. They are not to be confiised with limes or lemons, which are called limones. 

10. La mayor parte del vecindario posee guerta de platanal y cafe, drboles de naranjo y 
lima. Benito Mendes, Letter to the Governor of the Department of Lempira, December 1, 
1920. LCMA. 

11. Riwas are made of ground fresh kernels. During the grinding, the "milk" from the 
kernels is collected, then mixed back into the mash. The moist mixture is wrapped in banana 
leaves and roasted over the stove. Riwas are a pre-harvest delicacy; they are dso a necessity 
for households that have exhausted their stored maize. 

12. The mean was skewed upward to 7.1 pounds by an outlier households that expected to 
plant 75 pounds of pole beans, but the second highest quantity planted was 25 pounds. The 
outlier may reflect a miscalculation on the part of the informant. 

13. The household with 1000 banana plants used them to shade their extensive coffee fields. 

14. There are three permanent sites near the Centro; each has ovens covered by a roof (in 
case of rain), and a nearby post to mount portable, heavy metal sugar mill. 

15. One household had nearly a hectare in pimienta gorda to sell on the market, but it was 
unique. Other households with large harvests of achiote and pimienta gorda tended to sell it 
informally within the municipio. 
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16. One household reported that it would plant 3 manzanas of land in a new clearing. The 
second household explained that every year it cleared a new milpa from a three to five year 
fallow rather than combat the soil infertility and infestations that rapidly reduced production 
in permanently cultivated fields. They managed this because they had a 6 manzana plot and 
planted only 12 tareas (three-quarters of a manzana) a year in milpa. The third household 
contained a new couple working independently from their parents for the first time, so they 
had cleared a one manzana plot to start production. The last household controlled an ample 
landholding, and members preferred to clear a new plot every year rather than to spend money 
on fertilizer. 

17. Sesion ordinaria. May 16, 1922; LCMA Tomo 1, pp. 119-121. 

18. Sesion ordinaria. May 15, 1926; LCMA Tomo 4, p. 49. 

19. In parts of Spain, villagers also believed that phases of the moon bode good or ill for 
certain activities (Mendez Plaza 1900:10). 

20. Ears are carefully stacked in the tronja, with ash and water sprinkled between each layer 
to keep husks pliable and resistant to infestation. Tronjas may be a comer in the house, a 
separate room, or a separate structure. When tronjas are set apart, they are generally 
constructed on stilts several feet above the ground, with pine poles for walls and a straw roof. 
A minority of households have obtained metal silos to store shelled maize; they mix the 
kernels with preservative chemicals that prevent rotting and infestation. 

21. The Honduran Energy and Electricity Company {Empresa de Energia y Electricidad, or 
ENEE) oversees La Campa's rain gauge and approximately 80 others throughout the nation 
as part of their mission to track hydroelectric potential. ENEE is one of several public and 
private entities that maintain rain gauges in Honduras. In La Campa, a husband and wife who 
live near the gauge received training to take daily measurements and complete reports that 
they mm in to ENEE employees when they pass through on inspection. The couple has 
performed the duty since the gauge was first established, and they receive a monthly stipend 
for their service. 

22. The "total crop" variable counted each type of crop planted or established. Maize was 
counted as a single crop whether or not the household planted both early and late types, 
because they are only distinguished by time of maturity. Pole beans and bush beans were 
counted separately because they are planted apart and involve different work schedules. Each 
type of ftuit tree was counted as a separate crop, but medicinal plants and vegetables were 
each counted as smgle crops. Most households did not know how many varieties of medicinal 
plants grew in their gardens, and at the time of the survey, households had not decided how 
many vegetables they would plant. Tubers were classed as one crop because they were so 
rarely reported, and households that grew one type often grew several. 
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Don Alcides, installed as alcalde in January 1994, stands with a grimace before a 

recalcitrant group of auxiliars. Only three months into his term of office, he must address a 

number of thorny issues during this April 4 council meeting. Controversy has arisen over a 

land grant; four Caiquines have cleared forest illegally for their milpas; the governor has 

prohibited all hunting in the Department of Lempira; and two farmers on opposite sides of the 

disputed Caiqum-La Campa border have accused each other of trespassing. But no issue is 

more controversial than ±e alcalde's own initiative to stop the consumption and sale of all 

alcoholic beverages in La Campa. The ordinance, supported by many women and a few like-

minded men, has drawn considerable attention, but minimal compliance. I sit on the edge of 

my seat, notebook in hand, straining to catch every word in the tumultuous meeting. 

"You auxiliars are the responsible parties for enforcing the prohibition on sales of 

alcoholic drinks!" exclaims don Alcides. "Even you get drunk! You have to be police and 

judge: Tie up the venders and bring them in!" 

The Cruz Alta auxiliar protests loudly that it's difficult to be a judge. 

"Get with it, bring in the guilty," orders don Alcides.^ 

Various auxiliars speak at once, agreeing with their colleague from Cruz Alta. A 

regidor points out that the law is hard to enforce. 

"What is this?" exclaims the alcalde. "Am I speaking English? Why don't you 

understand me?"'' 

Another regidor, don Alcides' staunchest supponer, recommends forcefully, "Punish 
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those who don't enforce the law or those who dodge it."^ 

Don Alcides pulls out his well-thumbed copy of the municipal code, and reads 

excerpts from the description of alcalde auxiliar duties: " '...enforce law and order in the area 

under your jurisdiction...resolve problems...receive and respond to information, complaints, 

and issues that disturb the peace, and if you cannot...bring it to the attention of the alcalde 

municipal....'"® Don Alcides speaks emphatically to his audience. "You are competent 

authorities! The law gives you authority! It seems as if you doubt what I tell you."^ 

Canadas' auxiliar relates, "One old man who sells guaro says that he has to sell it 

because he can't work."® 

"Then bring him in," orders don Alcides, then adds facetiously, "it doesn't matter if 

he dies of hunger."' The comment breaks the tension; laughter ripples through the townhall. 

"One person said that he asked your permission [to sell],"'" contends an auxiliar. 

"No one has talked to me recently, no permission granted!" asserts don Alcides." 

"A brother of mine is selling beer," complains Cruz Alta's auxiliar. "He doesn't obey 

me nor does anyone else, and I suffer because I don't have any experience...."'^ 

The conserje interjects that a nimiber of Centro residents still sell alcoholic beverages; 

he mentions one name and implies that the alcalde looks the other way for certain influential 

citizens. The audience shouts out other names of well-known sellers and consumers. The 

conseije adds that the only effect of the law has been to drive up the price, but the same 

people still drink. 

"The people are at fault," insists the alcalde, "it's a misdemeanor, and we're going 

to impose a fine."" 

"I like to drink," counters another auxiliar, "it's Biblical, at least not in excess, and 



224 

I didn't bring in a man who was selling because that's the way things are."'"* 

"You're afraid," the alcalde assesses.'^ 

An auxiliar complains that he can't find anyone to sell him liquor anymore. 

Moreover, when he tried to bring in one drunk, the man punched him in the face. 

"That drunk was violent," the conserje confirms. "No one wanted to act."'® 

Don Alcides regresses, "The Bible doesn't say anything about guaro or chicha, it 

discusses wine, that's special."'^ 

The heated discussion continues. With no resolution in sight, the alcalde eventually 

turns to the next major issue: the council granted a parcel of land to a petitioner, but a former 

user now protested that he retained usufhict rights. Don Alcides declares that a municipal 

grant cannot be abrogated simply because a former occupant steps forward; a land claim 

requires a fence. "It's not like it used to be, when you made a milpa, no one touched [the 

land] for years afterward. Not now."'® 

The auxiliar responsible for the aldea defends the prior claimant, Samuel Mosca, by 

noting the presence of a desplomo (an earth and stone wall), around the disputed land. The 

alcalde counters that no one has used the land for years; another man supports this observation 

by adding that people gather firewood on the parcel because there is no sign of occupancy. 

The aldea's auxiliar cuts to the heart of the predicament: don Samuel sold the land to a third 

party who was not even a municipal resident. Conversation erupts around the room; everyone 

has a comment on the matter. Don Alcides speaks over the bedlam: "Samuel Mosca cannot 

sell land to people from other places. You can't tell if the people are good or bad."" 

Moving to the next point, the alcalde orders auxiliars to bring in the four Caiqum 

men known to have cleared forest for milpas without permission. With consternation, an 
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auxiliar dissents because his family still clears forest to plant milpas. The alcalde responds 

that there are two types of land, that best for forest and that appropriate for agriculture; 

clearing is allowed on suitable land. The auxiliar of Caiqum speaks out that his aldea is 

attempting to stop the tradition of clearing land every year for agriculture, in order to protect 

the remaining forest. "That's what we want," approves don Alcides.^ 

Tension heightens as the alcalde, council members, auxiliars, and the principal 

antagonists address the land dispute on the Caiqum-La Campa border. An auxiliar who lives 

on La Campa's side asserts: "The land belongs to La Campa but it's always been disputed. 

And that man [the Caiqum farmer] cut down trees that mark the border!^' 

Caiqum's auxiliar retaliates. "The land title states that the line is straight but it was 

marked on a curve! 

The subsequent exchange reiterates a cenmry of discord. With declarations of 

allegiance to the original land titles, and promises to respect the true boundary if only the 

other side will oblige, Lacamperos and Caiquines agree to inspect the disputed borderline. 

They finally settle on a date when council members, concerned citizens firom both sides of the 

border, and the feuding farmers can examine the contested area jointly. 

Don Alcides mms with relief to the governor's prohibition on hunting. People express 

concern that they be allowed to deal with bothersome pests; one man complains about a coyote 

suspected of carrying off chickens. "Be carefiil of that coyote," advises the alcalde, "it can 

trespass."^ The audience is appeased; the reply implies a tacit distinction between hunting 

wild game and eliminating pests. Although the men would like to hunt deer or smaller game 

animals, sighting these animals has become a rare occurrence. 

Debate returns intermittently to the major controversies, and several minor but 
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intractable problems are delegated to reluctant auxiliars for investigation. The lack of 

municipal funds prevents action on a variety of pressing needs, and it is unclear whether the 

newly installed Liberal Party government will assist municipios like La Campa that 

overwhebningly supported the National Party. The alcalde urges aldeas to organize commimal 

work groups to repair deteriorating public buildings and bridges, and to submit petitions to 

non-government groups for help. Auxiliars object that without municipal support, organizing 

residents is a nearly impossible task. By the time the session draws to a close at 12:15 pm, 

participants have debated numerous issues but resolved very little. 

The municipal council, with the advice and consent of the residents, prescribes and 

enforces regulations that define and guide the nature of communal activities and duties. The 

process of decision-making as observed in the present involves contention, procrastination, and 

contradiction. Despite occasions of discord and disruption, the practice of local government 

in La Campa allows residents to address community problems, natural resource management, 

and interpersonal conflicts in an openly democratic and pragmatic manner. Council actions 

and residents' individual convictions interact to influence the utilization of all the municipio's 

natural and human resources, not merely forests. Historical agricultural practices, a 

commimitarian tradition, and the subsistence needs of the population have maintained a need, 

and a degree of respect, for communal forests and other natural resources. Obligatory labor 

and service from citizens has constituted a major contribution to community organization and 

goverrunent. At the same time, state policies and regulations have encouraged certain 

decisions and imposed restrictions. Management of natural resources has occurred within this 

web of communal duties, state and local ordinances, individual actions, and community 
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organization. Therefore communal forest management must be discussed with reference to 

its broader context. 

The Communitarian Tradition 

The Spaniards brought a communitarian tradition of land management from Castile 

to the New World. The form of community government imposed on La Campa (discussed 

in Chapter 2) reproduced the Castilian model without apparent regard for Lenca custom, but 

it provided a foundation for communal action and land management. In addition to municipal 

council organization, many of the principles that Lacamperos followed in managing communal 

lands reveal the influence of the Spanish communitarian tradition. The tradition emanates 

from the perspective that humans may benefit from, but not control natural resources. 

Vassberg explains; 

The principle that serves as the starting point for public property ownership is that no 
individual has the right to take for himself and monopolize those resources of Nature 
that are produced without the intervention of man. According to this idea, the only 
thing that an individual has the right to call his own is that which he has wrought 
from Nature through his personal efforts in the form of crops, flocks, or manufacmred 
goods. Land, therefore, cannot be privately owned, but must remain permanently at 
the disposition of anyone who wishes to benefit from it....But [in Castile] it was rare 
to find public ownership in such a pure form. Usually the instimtions of public 
ownership represented some form of accommodation with local conditions (Vassberg 
1984:6). 

Like Spain's rural communities. La Campa considered that the forested areas within 

its boundaries were property of the comun, or the people of the community. Unclaimed lands 

were deemed tierras baldias {baldios) or realengas pertaining to the Crown, and after 

independence from Spain, to the state.^ In general, baldios were relatively undesirable but 

not entirely unproductive; the Spanish Crown allocated the best lands to specific owners 

(Vassberg 1975:631; Defoumeaux 1970:100-101). Since the baldi'os of Spain and its colonies 

proved too extensive for the government to control, people were allowed to utilize them. La 
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Campa residents took advantage of the baldfos bordering their pueblo de indios, and 

eventually gained title to the sections known as Quesuncelca and Tontolos. As in Spain, 

communal forests and baldfos provided land for agricultural activities, various forest products, 

and open pasture (see Vassberg 1984). Every resident had a vested interest in the land 

recognized as communal, because each one had shared rights to it. 

The Spanish principle of shared community rights to land became deeply embedded 

in La Campa, and Spanish communal customs that Lacamperos may have practiced by force 

took on local value and became community tradition through time. One of the customs 

transferred to the Americas was that of stubble grazing, known in Castile as the derrota de 

mieses (Vassberg 1984:16). Lacamperos adapted this principle to their circumstances and 

maintained it through the first half of the twentieth cenmry. In its European form, the derrota 

de mieses required that all stubble fields be opened for public grazing even when held 

privately. Thus land recognized as individually owned through the growing season became 

communal property between the harvest and sowing (Vassberg 1974:386-387,1980:478; 

Garcia Fem^dez 1953:215-216). The emergence of this custom in certain parts of Spain 

appeared to be related to population growth, agricultural expansion onto land formerly used 

for common pasture, and the resulting need for additional forage (Garcia Fernandez 1953:214-

215,236; Cabo Alonso 1956:626-635). In La Campa, the custom of stubble grazing impeded 

farmers from establishing permanent fences around clearings approved for temporary use. 

Unlike Europe, agricultural land granted for permanent usufruct was ostensibly excluded from 

the requirement, but parcels approved under a temporary permit (emboletamiento) for slash-

and-bum clearing had to be opened after the harvest." If livestock invaded a private stubble 

field, however, it was evidently not a matter of concern to the owner or the council. 
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Although municipal records show that farmers complained about cattle damage to growing 

crops, the records that were examined do not reveal any complaints about incursions into 

smbble. Thus the principle of stubble grazing was basically maintained for all La Campa's 

land, whatever its usufhict status, in a form somewhat different from but reminiscent of the 

derrota de mieses. 

The independence of Central America resulted in considerable political disruption, but 

the succession of early governments that ruled Honduras reproduced a number of the 

communitarian principles established during colonialism. Above all, post-colonial Honduran 

governments continued to recognize ejidos and grant communal land titles to pueblos. (This 

contrasted with other Central American governments that passed laws to privatize communal 

lands during the latter half of the nineteenth cenmry). Honduran laws continued to encourage 

aspects of the communitarian tradition in the years after La Campa became a municipio, and 

La Campa created and propagated local ordinances within the bounds of the legal code. 

Communal Organization in La Campa 

La Campa's communal organization involved a range of rights and responsibilities 

pertaining to the citizens of the municipio. The duties demanded of municipal residents 

included: labor on road and bridge repair, construction and maintenance of public strucmres, 

protection of public health, service in community government, and of course, payment of 

municipal taxes, special fees, and school dues. The municipal council also set norms and 

regulations for the use of certain natural resources, particularly timber and pasmre. Although 

certain rules and obligations were specified in the municipal legal code and national edicts, 

the council carried the major responsibility for interpreting and enforcing the law for the 

municipio. 
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Residents shared rights to natural resources held in common, and they enjoyed 

usufruct of land for their agropastoral activities. They benefited from the results of their 

communal labor, and their taxes and fees formed the municipal budget. Even if they 

begrudged the drain on their meager household incomes, people knew that the vast majority 

of their contributions stayed within the municipio (a portion of their taxes supponed the 

department's secondary school in Gracias).^ The municipal budget, perennially inadequate 

and generally overdrawn, paid for public works, teachers' salaries, and municipal government 

expenses (wages for a few specialized posts, office supplies, and civic celebrations). 

Labor on Roads and Bridges: Under the national Ley de Caminos (Road Law), all 

proletarios (proletarians, or peasants) had to provide labor to repair municipal roads, paths 

and bridges; capitalistas (capitalists) were required to provide a monetary contribution but La 

Campa had no resident who qualified. Every year the council drew up the list of all able-

bodied male residents (vecinos) aged 21-60 years^ (and later 18-60 years)^ required to 

contribute labor and pay municipal dues. Following this list, auxiliars summoned residents 

to work on communal projects mandated by the municipal council or higher government 

authorities. The listed men, known as contribuyentes (contributors), had to labor a 

predetermined number of days per year solely on road repair, but the actas do not consistently 

reveal that number. In 1923, contribuyentes owed four days a year of roadwork;^' in 1961, 

they owed two days." The municipal council generally ordered road repair every year 

during November after the rainy season ended, but additional work took place as needed. For 

example, during September and October 1937, La Campa residents worked on the road to 

Gracias under governmental order.^' An August 1950 acta reported that: "in fiilfillment of 

superior [government] orders, a bridge is being newly placed over the Rio Oromilaca...with 
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cooperation from the vecinos of this pueblo."" If repairs took longer than residents' alloted 

work days, the council mandated additional days of labor until the work was completed. 

During recent decades, the need for periodic road repair and improvements has 

continued unabated, but obligatory duty for public works has been reduced to a single day of 

labor.^^ Since the demand for labor exceeds this limit, additional days may be requested on 

a volunteer basis. For most communal projects, public pressure rather than council edicts has 

become the principal means to compel people to work. The language used by the council to 

obtain labor in 1982 reflects the change: 

...torrential rains will start soon, and since the bridge over the Rio Gualiliquin is in 
poor condition, and since it is of great importance, its reconstruction is necessary as 
soon as possible. Although the municipal budget does not have funds for this work, 
with the help of vecinos it can be reconstructed. The municipalidad and its consejo 
unanimously agree: Go forward with the repair of the said bridge, requesting 
assistance from vecinos and resin-tapping groups as soon as possible.'* 

Compared to the early decades of the municipio, however, improved technology (such as 

bulldozers available with departmental government support) has become an important element 

in road maintenance. In at least one instance, the municipio has obtained military support 

(labor and technology) to repair the road to Gracias.^^ The demand for communal labor on 

road repair has therefore declined. 

Construction and Maintenance of Public Strucnires: Work on public strucmres 

involved annual maintenance, emergency repairs and construction of new ones as needed. 

Every aldea took primary responsibility for projects within its territory, and the municipal 

council granted some financial or labor support for large projects — such as constructing new 

schools and communal meeting halls - when possible. Every year, people cleaned the aldea 

cemeteries, usually preceding the observance of All Saint's Day and Day of the Dead 

(November 1-2). Cemetery walls needed occasional repairs, and in 1961, Centre residents 
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worked together to build a chapel for their cemetery.^® Until the 1970s, the Centro kept a 

wall around the edge of the village and residents provided maintenance; the same held true 

for fences built for a public corral and pasture. 

Projects benefitting the whole municipio demanded contributions firom the entire 

populace. In 1943, the atrium of the church needed restoration, so the council mandated an 

additional three days of labor, or an equivalent of 50 cents per day, from all 

contribuyentes." During the 1930s and 1940s construction of a new cabildo (municipal 

building) placed an unusually high burden on residents. In 1930, after all contribuyentes 

completed one week of work on cabildo construction, the council ordered a second week.^^ 

Subsequent demands included contributions of building materials (i.e., lime, bricks, adobe 

blocks, and sawn timber) as well as ongoing help with construction.^' 

While cabildo construction represented an unusual, extended case of communal labor 

on a single project, nearly every year brought urgent demands to raise new school buildings 

and repair old ones. The council hired carpenters and other craftsmen for certain phases of 

construction, but residents provided most of the labor and materials. Lack of municipal funds, 

materials shortages and labor bottlenecks delayed many school projects. A typical scenario 

comes from 1950, when efforts to finish Mescalio's school conflicted with the planting season. 

Despite this, the council ordered "every individual" {todo individual) in Mescalio to work for 

two days starting on May 15.'" On July 15, the smdico municipal reported that work had 

stalled for lack of adobe and laborers to finish the school walls. The council ruled: 

...the auxiliars of the aldea of Mescalio are ordered to summon those who have not 
worked this year and in case that is not enough, they are to proportionally summon 
those who have already worked, for they are obligated to help until the proper 
completion... 

Mescalio residents finally cooperated, because the new school building was inaugurated on 
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September 15, 1950 (Independence Day)/^ 

Building and maintaining schools has remained a challenge for the municipio 

throughout its history. Population growth has increased the number of school children in 

aldeas and required the construction of new primary schools. In the early 1980s, the Centro 

replaced its old primary school with a new building, Azacualpa asked for its own school, and 

Arcamon requested desks for its 73 students."*^ Every aldea in the municipio finally obtained 

its own school and the necessary furnishings during the early 1990s, but most were staffed by 

a single teacher responsible for six grades and over fifty children. Canadas suffered a setback 

when the walls of its relatively new school building (completed in the 1980s) collapsed as the 

1994 academic year began. After months of delays, a national program provided funds to pay 

for craftsmen and materials to reconstruct the building. In contrast to former years, the 

fiinding included reimbursement for residents' labor. Most school maintenance has continued 

to rely on uru-emunerated labor; in 1994, Centro residents volunteered the labor to install pipes 

and build a water tank so that the school could benefit from a new water system. 

Protection of Public Health and Hygiene: Beginning in 1924, the council followed 

national edicts to protect public hygiene. But La Campa had a prior record of concern with 

public health; in 1923 the council had ordered residents to create new waterholes to collect 

clean water for public consumption, because "even though rivers run close by the pueblo, 

these  r ive r s  ca t ch  a  lo t  o f  f i l t h  o r ig ina t ing  f rom many  po in t s  above  the i r  banks .Munic ipa l  

actas indicate repeatedly that residents had to clean public water sources and streets, as well 

as keep their houses and yards in a presentable state."" During periods of heavy rain, people 

drained ditches and depressions of stagnant water that propagated insect reproduction and 

disease. Centro residents, under council ordinances, recognized different sections of their 



234 

conjoining rivers (Rfo Grande and Ri'o Chiquito) for washing clothes, men's bathing, and 

women's bathing."^ With the installation of a Centro water system in the late 1970s, the 

ordinances fell into disuse, but elderly residents recalled faithful allegiance to the rules. One 

older woman mentioned that washing clothes by the river was never a chore in the company 

of her friends. A few households still use public waterholes or the rivers to obtain water, but 

communal clean-up projects of these areas have ceased. Instead, households linked to the 

water system must supply periodic assistance with cleaning the reservoir and water tanks."' 

Every year — usually just before the patron saint's festival when many outsiders came 

to visit — the council instructed all inhabitants to tidy their houses and yards. Auxiliars 

provided follow-up reports on compliance, and a few households always procrastinated. The 

council threatened to fine those who disobeyed, but it appears that most people complied 

before such a measure was taken. The order has become a formality, and an annual cleaning 

for the festival appears to be custom as much as mandate. During fieldwork in 1994, the 

council published the aimual edict in January. Many households had already begun to 

whitewash their houses, trim their bushes and replace rotting posts in their fences. A few 

informants noted it was a matter of pride to maintain their houses and yards. My husband and 

I, however, rented a house that had not been whitewashed for some time. We learned of the 

edict when we were politely told to paint the walls because they were a public disgrace - so 

we did. 

Service in Communitv Government: By law, adult male residents had to serve in 

municipal offices when elected or nominated. Municipal offices included the positions of 

alcalde, regidores, judge, auxiliars, and alguaciles (essentially assistants to auxiliars, hereafter 

alguacils)."^ The alcalde and regidores composed the municipalidad or council, while 
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auxiliars and alguacils composed the consejo, which advised the council and influenced 

decisions/' 

All municipal authorities had to attend every council meeting or present a valid excuse 

in advance. The auxiliars and alguacils had to serve in the townhall on a rotating basis; each 

aldea named two or three auxiliars and alguacils to cover townhall duties, communicate 

council ordinances to the populace, and serve as legal and judicial authorities within its 

territory. Auxiliars were also charged with the sensitive tasks of collecting taxes from their 

fellow aldea residents and arresting those who violated municipal ordinances. Until the 1970s, 

every aldea elected several auxiliars who took turns with week-long stints of service in the 

townhall. Every week, the on-duty auxiliars arrived in the Centro on Sunday afternoon to 

relieve their predecessors. The auxiliars and alguacils were responsible for running errands, 

supervising ongoing community projects, detaining lawbreakers, guarding prisoners in the 

municipal jail (usually drunks that had disturbed the peace), and assisting the mayor and 

council as necessary. The auxiliars slept in the townhall at night, until their relief came the 

following Sunday. Eventually the position of alguacil was abolished.® The national 

government later created the position of conserje to take over townhall duties from the 

auxiliars and alguacils; today the conseqe's duties involve guarding the townhall and its keys, 

capturing delinquent livestock grazing in the Centro, and carrying messages for the council. 

One of the regidores served as the smdico fiscal, who had the responsibility for 

inspecting requests for land grants and investigating land disputes. The position of alcalde de 

policia rotated among the regidores except the smdico. The police had to mete out 

punishment for minor transgressions and mediate civil disputes. In recent decades, the police 

position has become a separate post in the municipal government. The position of judge has 
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always been responsible for addressing serious transgressions and intractable disputes, but 

criminal cases generally transfer to the department capital for adjudication. 

Officials did not receive a salary in the municipio's early years, but they were given 

an exemption from paying municipal taxes for the duration of their terms/' Municipal 

authorities were also allowed a total of three months' leave to attend to their subsistence 

activities. Other council members temporarily took over posts vacated for these authorized 

absences, and the several auxiliars from each aldea covered for each other's leaves. The 

positions of secretary and treasurer ~ filled by qualified personnel hired by the council — 

received remuneration, but records of municipal debts from the 1920s through the 1940s show 

that the municipio often owed secretaries' and treasurers' salaries for several years after they 

left their positions.^ Once conserjes were installed, they received a salary because their 

duties continued throughout the year. La Campa could not afford the expenditure, so the 

council temporarily reinstated the system of requiring auxiliar service.^ Presently, the 

alcalde and regidores receive a salary for their services but they must pay taxes, and they can 

take only one month of leave. 

Formerly, citizens without official posts could be called to assist auxiliars and 

alguaciles in their daily duties, such as responding to residents' inquiries, helping to deliver 

messages, and guarding the townhall. The municipio and its residents depended upon this 

assistance to keep the townhall open for service throughout the week — in the early years of 

the municipio, the townhall opened every day from early morning until dusk (today the hours 

are much more limited: Monday through Friday, 8 am - 11:30 am, and 2 pm - 4 pm). In 

1930 the governor of Lempira ordered municipios to provide reimbursement for civilians 

called to this obligatory service. Since people serving in official positions did not have to be 
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paid for their service, the council at first decided to name additional alguaciles to perform the 

duties.^ This decision created fiirther problems because the new alguaciles were exempted 

from paying their taxes, which compromised the municipal budget. The council requested 

special permission from the governor to continue using unreimbursed citizen assistance." 

In the past two decades, this type of obligatory service has nearly vanished. Men are still 

called once a year to form patrols to police the Centro during the patron saint's festival, but 

no other temporary, unreimbursed governmental duties remain for residents that do not have 

municipal posts. 

Taxes. Fees and Special Contributions: Every able-bodied male vecino in La Campa 

between the ages of 18 and 60 had to pay a contribucion vecinal (resident's contribution), 

which was essentially a municipal tax, and a contribucion escolar (school contribution). An 

additional tax on material possessions — such as livestock and permanent usufruct landholdings 

— was collected in proportion to a person's resources. In rare cases, the council accepted a 

resident's plea of utter impoverishment as justification to temporarily forgive his tax 

payments. Men who could prove that they were seriously disabled (i.e., blindness, loss of 

a limb, or a severe chronic illness) could request an exemption, and depending on the gravity 

of the disability the council might grant a full or partial exemption from labor and tax 

obligations. As indicated, men serving in a municipal office were excused for the length of 

their term. Residents had to request a tax exemption before the council — exemptions have 

never been granted automatically even for those known to be over the age of 60. The 

audience at a session generally offered opinions on whether an excuse was justified or not. 

The municipal council now requires written petitions, and an optional personal appearance, 

to request exemptions. Even in the present, women do not pay taxes, and the criteria for 
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exemptions endure. Tax contributions continue to be determined on a sliding scale according 

to socioeconomic resources. 

Urgent public projects and religious occasions required additional contributions from 

the populace. Under council orders, auxiliars collected money from residents to cover 

expenses for special events and emergencies. Usually the contributions were set at a specific 

rather than an optional amount; for example, in 1943 every household in La Campa was 

ordered to donate 10 cents toward the cost of illumination during Holy Week celebrations.^® 

The community likewise collected money and food goods to pay a priest for any special, 

requested service, particularly for the Masses given during the patron saint's festival and Holy 

Week." Collections of money for special Masses continue to be the norm; priests' fees have 

climbed through the years but there are also more households to contribute. In 1994, 

households paid 25 cents each for a Mass given on June 12 for the Sacred Heart of Jesus 

(Sagrado Corazon de Jesus). The tradition of supplying food for priestly sojourns, in addition 

to a payment, continues in the small aldeas where priests travel only on special request. 

Cooperation. Enforcement and Dissidence: The many dimensions of communal 

responsibilities and activities have provided a context for community solidarity, but the 

simation has hardly been idyllic. Residents frequently shirked their duties and violated 

municipal ordinances. The council compelled cooperation through a series of sanctions. In 

some years, council sessions included a report from the alcalde de policia in which he noted 

any fines that he had imposed since the prior session. Auxiliars also arrested or fined citizens 

for breaking laws; common transgressions included avoiding communal work,®® failing to 

pay taxes,®' dismrbing the peace (usually a synonym for public drunkenness),®® and 

insolence toward municipal officials.®' The council fined its own members and other 



239 

municipal officers for skipping weekly duties in the townhall," missing council meetings," 

disobeying direct orders," failing to collect taxes from aldea residents,®^ or refusing to 

arrest people who violated a municipal ordinance.®® Anyone who failed to meet his labor 

quota for road repair or a communal project had to pay a fine per day missed, or make up the 

difference with other communal labor.®^ The choice of paying a fine or working it off held 

true for most violations, but some offenses involved jail time as a requirement or an 

alternative.®® Other forms of punishment also existed; one auxiliar was denied a leave of 

absence because he had not collected all the taxes that the residents of his aldea owed.®® As 

Behar observes for the Spanish village of Santa Maria del Monte: "Too often assumed as a 

matter of course, the solidarity of the village community was in the worst of times absent, in 

the best of times, enforced" (Behar 1986:161). 

Many of the laws and sanctions applied in La Campa were laid out in the national 

municipal code, but the council decided when and how to enforce the law with respect to 

municipal circumstances and residents' opinions. Higher authorities allowed or overlooked 

council modifications to explicit orders. Evidence for the process appears in Actas that report 

on communal labor ordered by the department governor. In one case, the governor required 

Lacamperos to improve the road that connected La Campa to Gracias. When La Campa's 

own roads needed repair, the council directed residents to suspend work on the road to 

Gracias.™ After La Campa's roadwork was completed, all the contribuyentes who had not 

provided labor for municipal road repair continued the work on the Gracias road.^' In 

another case, the council suspended payment of the mandated contribution for the department's 

secondary school in order to pay off debts to municipal school teachers.^ At the time when 

the position of alguacil was abolished, the council ruled that it would not be possible to 
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continue municipal services unless alguaciles were maintained. The council informed the 

departmental government that La Campa would not obey the order." 

Additional confirmation for council pragmatism and liberty derives from records of 

council action on government mandates for residents to plant certain crops in specified 

quantities. For example, the governor ordered in 1927 that every household had to plant a 

minimum of two tareas (about 0.04 hectare) of yuca; the council related the instruction to the 

populace, but did not threaten fines for incompliance nor did any verification occur.^** In 

1922 and 1925, harvests failed and farmers received government orders to plant a second 

annual crop of maize, or postrera.^^ The council recorded the orders, then told the residents 

that only those with fields in Quesuncelca had to plant; anyone else who desired to plant in 

Quesuncelca would also be given permission. Otherwise people were not obligated to comply 

because, as the council noted, it had been proven that postreras did not produce elsewhere in 

the municipio.^' Subsequent orders to plant postreras resulted in similar council action; in 

1937 the council noted: "in attention to an order from the supreme executive authority and the 

departmental government that tells us to plant the postrera and frijoles, it is agreed to instruct 

the vecinos of this pueblo to plant the postrera and frijoles in sites suitable for harvesting the 

indicated cereals.""-''® 

The council also responded to certain government orders that apparently aimed to 

expand agricultural production and exportation. In 1922, the government ordered farmers to 

cultivate at least two manzanas; the list of indicated crops included maize, rice, wheat, barley, 

yuca, sugar cane, sorghum, banana, coffee, or cacao.™ The council reported a similar order 

on May 16, 1927; all males between the ages of 18 and 60 were ordered to plant the crops 

specified in "Article 4 of the Agricultural Law" (probably those listed in 1922) with 
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preference for coffee. Bachelors had to plant one manzana, and heads of household had to 

plant two manzanas; the order had to be fulfilled within three months.®" During the next 

meeting, the council told residents that they could request ejidal land in order to fulfill the 

law; people with arid land would be permitted to plant it with a half manyana or more of 

mescal instead of coffee or other crops.®' The council did not order auxiliars to examine 

fields unitl October 15.® Subsequent reports do not indicate the proportion of coffee 

planted; most vecinos probably planted their usual crops of maize and frijoles. 

Although the council related government edicts to the population, it is difficult to 

determine whether edicts were fulfilled unless subsequent reports of cooperation or sanctions 

for disobedience appear. The deficient follow-up on certain national edicts stands in stark 

contrast to council dedication for enforcing other ordinances. Actas for the most recent 

decades reveal fewer sanctions, suggesting that the council has become less ardent to dispense 

punishment for violations of the municipal code. During the same period, national laws have 

become less supportive of communal management. 

Small Group Organizations 

Another feamre of life in La Campa, which reflects local and national contexts, is the 

tendency to form action groups in order to achieve certain goals. National laws have 

mandated, or permitted, the constimtion of certain kinds of groups for specific purposes. For 

example, the national laws have required that schools form a Padres de Familia (Heads of 

Families) organization, and in La Campa, all parents of school children must participate. 

They attend meetings, pay dues, sponsor fund-raising activities, and provide manual labor for 

school maintenance. Due to few effective sanctions, many parents attend the monthly 

meetings sporadically. But during the year of fieldwork, everyone paid their dues, a vast 
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majority attended critical meetings, and most able-bodied members contributed some labor. 

The agrarian reforms of the 1970s encouraged peasant farmers to form cooperatives. 

Although land redistribution was not an issue in La Campa, several groups formed in order 

to claim larger tracts than they could have done as individuals, and to take advantage of 

technical assistance. During COHDEFOR's presence in La Campa, resin-tapping groups 

formed. Despite a number of internal problems and management difficulties, resin-tappers 

mastered the practical aspects of resin-tapping and participated in a resin cooperative; they 

also took part in agriculmral and forestry projects that received technical and material 

assistance. 

Since the creation of the municipio, aldeas have formed groups to undertake 

communal projects. These groups traditionally seek municipal support, and in turn the council 

tries to allocate funds for the projects or obtain help from the departmental or national 

government. Presently the council and organized groups also turn to non-govemmental 

groups for technical and material assistance. Through these small organizations, Lacamperos 

have built schools, health centers, commimal meeting houses, bridges, and potable water 

systems. Public pressure has been an effective method to obtain participation from the 

potential beneficiaries, even though the projects often take years to complete as participants 

juggle various subsistence, municipal and communal tasks along with group activities. One 

of the main motivations for group organization in recent years has been households' desires 

to obtain potable water. Every aldea in La Campa has had a group form to build a potable 

water system, and in the past twenty years a majority of households has participated in one 

of these groups and now has a water spigot in the yard. Most recently, the residents of San 

Mati'as and Arenales, bordering the Centro, worked for three years (after a number of 
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previous attempts to get funding) to build a water system that was finally completed in late 

1995. The households that did not provide labor were not allowed to obtain water, and every 

participant household had to work a minimum number of days every month in order to 

maintain their membership. The rules were strictly enforced (although several well-off 

households gained water rights by paying for laborers); the few households that did not 

participate do not have piped water and continue to use ancient waterholes shared with 

livestock. 

The formation of groups, and their subsequent dissolution upon realization of group 

goals, appears to be an integral part of life in La Campa. Groups coalesce readily given 

sufficient motivation. The same individuals tend to emerge as leaders, and they seem to know 

how to motivate participation and organize participants to achieve expressed goals. Not all 

groups are successful. A potters' cooperative has struggled to make better profits, but they 

have been constrained by limited financial experience and a membership dominated by the 

least-skilled potters in the area (the best potters have a large clientele willing to come to their 

doorstep; they cannot keep up with orders and have no interest in carrying their wares to the 

cooperative). In early 1994, the populace became infuriated with the priest for disbanding the 

Consejo de Fdbrica (a group of elders responsible for managing the offerings made to the 

patron saint, San Matias, and overseeing diverse church activities). They were further 

outraged when he informed them that all offerings made to San Matfas would be deposited in 

a general Catholic Church bank account. The people formed a group and elected leaders 

during the same council session in which they first discussed the problem. Despite their ardor 

to retain a portion of the funds to restore the Centro's aging church building, they were 

overruled by the bishop, who supported the priest's decision to contribute the monies to 
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support publication of church literature. Catholic proseljrtizing groups, and miscellaneous 

needs of the bishopric. Through some clever maneuvering, the women's group {La Santisima) 

responsible for organizing many festival details forced the priest to reimburse them for the 

expenses and labor they bore for festival activities. But of the 31,578 lempiras collected 

(approximately $4500 in 1994), the priest took 23,760 lempiras (S3394) to the bank. The 

commimity's discontent evidently made an impact; within the year, the priest obtained a 

transfer and left the region. 

Common Property Forest Management 

La Campa's forest management integrated local initiatives and national edicts. 

Municipal actas indicate that the council has had enduring concerns for two, primary resources 

of communal forests: pasture and timber. Regulations regarding these resources have focused 

on maintaining access more than conserving the resources or managing them sustainably, but 

the issues are interrelated. In the case of pasnire, the emphasis has been on protecting 

livestock grazing rights while mitigating the potential of loose livestock to become a public 

nuisance. In the case of timber, the council has tried to protect the resource ft-om wanton 

degradation while permitting reasonable exploitation for subsistence purposes, and later, 

development goals. 

Throughout the first half of the twentieth century, municipal laws provided 

considerable protection for unrestricted communal grazing. Farmers bore the burden of 

maintaining fences adequate to prevent livestock incursions into house gardens and fields of 

growing crops. The council imposed graduated sanctions (3 to 10 pesos)®^ for farmers who 

neglected to maintain their fences in accordance with municipal regulations.®^ Many farmers 

nevertheless neglected to maintain or repair their fences,^ and it is not clear that council 
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warnings resulted in fines. Negligent farmers still paid a price; they could not demand 

recompense for livestock damage to their crops unless they could show that the animal(s) 

involved had managed to penetrate a fence built to municipal specifications. The gradual 

tightening of the livestock vagrancy laws, in conjunction with national edicts and concerns for 

public hygiene and safety, as well as dangers posed to livestock wandering loose, led to the 

fencing of communal forests for livestock zones. 

The first evidence of local action with regard to timber resouces appears in the acta 

of November 15, 1921, when the council forbade cutting of "trees useful for construction" 

(arboles utiles para construccion) and slash-and-bum clearing within half a league (2 

kilometer) radius of the Centro.®® Evidently enforcement lapsed, because the council 

reiterated the edict in 1933: 

Given that the pine trees adjacent to this town are very usefiil as timber for 
construction, it is forbidden to destroy them. The smdico municipal is responsible for 
taking care that no permits are granted for clearing milpas in the pines around the 
town, with the prohibition extending for two kilometers from the center.®^ 

Whether or not this rule was strictly enforced, the density of pine trees near the 

Centro evidently diminished with permits to cut large ones for construction, and most likely 

the felling of young trees for poles and fenceposts. The edict did not include trees other than 

pine, therefore firewood gathering would have continued. Elders that have lived in the area 

for most of their lives recall that as children (1930s-1940s), they gathered firewood within a 

five-minute walk from their homes. The information suggests that notable stands of forest 

survived adjacent to Centro residences into the early twentieth century, otherwise firewood 

and lumber would not have existed within two kilometers of the village. This implies that the 

Centro population was small enough that forest exploitation occurred at a rate that allowed 

regeneration. Another possibility is that the community followed sustainable forest 
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management practices during the preceding centuries. Nevertheless, the council realized by 

the 1920s that Centro residents' forest exploitation and clearing threatened the stands of pine. 

While the council ruling opposed permits for temporary slash-and-bum fields within 

the Centro's two kilometer radius, it did not forbid land grants for continuous usufruct. The 

council approved numerous requests for houselots, pastures, and agricultural activity within 

the two kilometer radius. In 1927, the council decided to declare EI Guayabo (later Barrio 

San Matfas) and Arenales as zones for houses and solares.^ The areas already contained 

scattered households, and perhaps demand for new houselots in the Centro area was 

increasing. Forest clearing certainly occurred in association with construction of new houses 

and the creation of yards, gardens and fields. Demographic growth contributed to the process; 

censuses indicate that early twentieth century La Campa experienced a gradual increase in 

population, which quickened by the latter part of the century. The pattern within the Centro 

involved a limited number of immigrants moving in from other aldeas of La Campa and 

neighboring municipios, but more importantly, many children chose to settle near their 

parents. New households claimed land on the expanding firinges of the population, and 

farmers added land to their holdings for milpas and pasmre. By the close of the 1950s, the 

wooded area around the Centro was retreating. One informant who moved into the Centro 

at that time told me that it was a good place to pasmre animals because of the open fields near 

his residence. The man's offspring, who grew up during the 1950s and 1960s, recalled 

walking a kilometer or more to find good firewood. 

The departmental and national governments tried to encourage forest conservation 

through forestry law and ordinances; actas suggest that the municipal council enforced them 

selectively. One of the earliest orders emanated from the governor's office; all municipios . 
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were instructed to plant trees along rivers, around streams and in ravines. Every household 

head had to plant two or three trees, with a penalty of one peso for each tree not planted.®® 

The mandate appeared in June 1927, when farmers were busy working in their fields and 

shortly after an order (mentioned above) to plant coffee and other useful plants. In mid-July, 

the council told residents to proceed with preparation for tree-planting because maize weeding 

had ended ~ the vague reference leaves in doubt whether the council was acting on the 

regulation for coffee planting or the governor's tree-planting initiative.®" Following actas fail 

to reveal any further mention of either mandate, and there is no indication that any effort to 

verify compliance took place. A subsequent order found a better response: in May and June 

of 1944, the council told residents that they were ordered by superior authorities to plant trees 

along paths." The alcalde auxiliar of Caiqum reported on August 15, 1944, that residents 

had fulfilled the order by planting 160 trees 

Honduras also recognizes a holiday called the "Festival of Trees," {Fiesta deArboles) 

or "Day of the Tree," (Dia del Arbot). Similar to the United States' Arbor Day, the day has 

become known for the tradition of planting trees. In the Centro of La Campa, school children 

have planted trees on the borders of the plaza in honor of the day. Since the 1970s the 

national forestry institution (COHDEFOR) and environmentally oriented groups have 

sponsored educational programs on forest conservation. In 1994, an experimental tree-

planting program began under the auspices of a modestiy-fimded, national social welfare 

agency. The program, which began in La Campa in June 1994, offered impoverished elders 

a small, quarterly stipend on the condition that each recipient plant a certain number of trees. 

Municipal authorities received responsibility to enforce the stipulation. Since seedlings were 

not available, they adapted the requirements to local priorities - for the first stipend. La 
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Campa elders repaired fences around the trees planted by schoolchildren in the plaza. 

References to national forestry laws appear intermittently through municipal history. 

By 1939, Honduran forestry code aimed to promote conservation of forests and watersheds 

(ESA Consultores 1993:40). Even though the laws did not provide for enforcement. La 

Campa's council revealed awareness for the forestry code and at least a superficial concern 

to honor it. For example, the council admonished residents in 1944 that slash-and-bum 

clearing had to be conducted with respect for forestry laws that protected forests and water 

sources.'^ In 1949, Honduras set norms regulating the price and procedures for exporting 

timber under Decree Law 59-49. This emphasis on regulating timber exports has continued 

into the present (ESA Consultores 1993:40). Nevertheless, municipal actas and interviews 

with residents suggest that the national laws did not play a major role in shaping La Campa's 

forest use regulations until the 1970s. 

It is difficult to reconstruct from the municipal actas and interviews with La Campa 

elders the influence of municipal regulations on the exploitation of timber resources. 

Although regulations existed, evidence of effective enforcement is scarce. During the years 

when forests appeared deceptively abundant and population remained small relative to the land 

base, the motivation to enforce laws of forest conservation or to regulate exploitation was 

limited, but not nonexistent. Broadly speaking, council efforts to protect forest resources and 

sanction transgressions tended to occur in response to careless behavior or residents' 

complaints. An instuctive example occurred in 1941, when a relatively wealthy resident of 

Caiqum opened a new clearing without permission. The man had a twelve manzana land 

grant that he had not finished fencing and neglected to use in any way. Caiqum residents 

complained to the council; not only had the man defied the law by neglecting a legal land 
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grant, he had illegally cleared land in forest that a nearby settlement used for firewood and 

timber. The council imposed an unusually heavy fine of ten lempiras, but permitted the man 

to harvest one crop (so that he would not lose the labor he had invested in the clearing), with 

the condition that he could not build a fence. Then the council approved Caiqum's demand 

that the parcel be designated in perpetuity as a communal woodlot - one of the first in 

municipal history.®^ 

The aspect of forest management that received the greatest attention was the clearing 

and burning of fields. From early in municipal history, the council required residents to 

obtain its permission to clear fields and to bum them. In part, the council sought to avoid 

land disputes by recording authorized clearings, but it also aimed to avoid property damage 

caused by runaway fires. Farmers were expected to exercise caution in setting their fires and 

to open a firelane around the clearing. The more conscientious residents worked in groups 

to patrol the edges of each others' fields during bums, in order to stop flames from jumping 

the boundary. If a fire escaped the bounds and damaged someone's house or fields, the 

council fined the guilty party. Municipal customs stipulated that clearings be made a safe 

distance from any dwelling in case of a mnaway fire. Occasionally someone cleared or 

burned a field illegally and endangered someone's property - this too merited a fine. Forest 

fires elicted a general effort from surrounding inhabitants to put out the flames; fire-fighting 

was (and still is) considered everyone's civic duty. During early years, however, the criteria 

for sanctioning an escaped fire related to the damage it caused to personal property rather than 

the damage to the forest. This attitude changed over time; with population growth it became 

difficult for forest fires to bum any area without endangering personal property or valued 

woodlots. But growing population led to extended field cultivation and thus a reduction in 
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slash-and-bum clearings. Today, Lacamperos report that the incidence and severity of forest 

fires has declined; they believe that farmers take more care now. 

Firewood collection has become a subject of council concern since the 1980s. 

Although no regulations exist to limit the amount of firewood any household takes for its 

personal use, in 1987 the residents compelled the council to create a regulation that prohibits 

anyone from selling firewood or lumber outside the municipio (see Chapter 6). For the most 

part, this rule is respected. Unless someone owns a horse or a pick-up truck, it is difficult 

to haul firewood to Gracias. But during times of hardship, households may borrow a horse 

and smuggle firewood to sell outside La Campa where a carga of firewood commands a higher 

price. Residents complained in recent instances when they suspected that one of the wealthier 

men was cutting firewood to sell in Gracias - the man owned a pick-up and could carry a 

tarea (ten cargas) at one time. But the accused insisted upon his innocence, and since no one 

had seen him leave the municipio with a truckload (rumors of late night journeys 

notwithstanding), the charges were dropped. 

Common Property Other Than Forests 

Forests constimte the most extensive and diverse resource under communal 

management, but La Campa's commons also include roads, paths, abandoned fields, water 

sources, and the mineral resources used to produce pottery, roof tiles, and adobe bricks (sand, 

clay, colored earth). Unlike forests, these resources tend to be scarce and confined to specific 

areas. Preferred paths and roads follow specific routes that could not be conveniently replaced 

or relocated if they were blocked; the shortest line to a destination is a highly valued resource. 

Water sources, including public reservoirs and water tanks, are a primary subsistence 

resource; they are respected by those who depend upon them. 
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The clay, sand, and colored earth used by La Campa's potters occur in only a few 

spots. One suitable claybed exists, and a single mountain site provides the red-colored earth 

to paint La Campa's pottery with its distinctive red-orange hue. Sand is found in several 

areas. The Centro and Cruz Alta lie adjacent to important sand deposits; both areas are 

named Arenal or Arenales after the resource. White-colored earth, employed to paint 

decorations on pottery, can be found in three sites around the Centro. The same white 

earthbeds supply households with the raw material used to whitewash walls. 

Additional clay and sandbeds of inferior quality occur at several sites in the municipio. 

Residents utilize these materials to produce roof tiles for house construction; a few people also 

make flat bricks for floor tiles, steps, and kitchen chimneys. Ovens for baking the roof tiles 

and bricks have been built adjacent to these areas. In the dry season craftsmen and trainees 

mold the tiles and fire them for personal use or at the request of another resident. 

Communal rights to all of the aforementioned resources receive considerable 

protection from the municipal council and respect from a majority of residents. The 

irreplaceable or scarce nature of these resources motivates inhabitants to defend their 

communal access; if any single individual blocks a path, encloses a waterhole, or fences off 

mineral resources, everyone who relies on them will suffer. Nevertheless, ambitious residents 

and firustrated farmers occasionally attempt to fence off or impede access to these resources 

in order to augment their land. They do not seek municipal approval because they know it 

will be denied; rather, they try to complete a fence before other residents can protest to the 

council. Such attempts appear to be somewhat more common in the past two decades as 

demand for land has intensified and the use of barbed wire has accelerated the fencing 

process. Once a fence is finished, custom and municipal law consider that a claim to the 
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property is established, thus a council mandate or legal action is needed for removal. 

Informants reported that people hesitate to damage a completed fence because they can be 

fined or imprisoned for destroying another's property, but cases of midnight barbed wire 

slashing are not unknown when a fence threatens a communal resource. Paths, mineral 

resources and waterholes are used frequently, so public scrutiny provides the best protection 

from clandestine seizure. 

At the first sign of an enclosure attempt, resource users protest to the council; they 

appear at the next meeting, but they may also speak to council members in advance of the 

meeting so as not to let time lapse before lodging their complaints. The council generally 

places the matter under investigation, and if a fence is found to encroach upon a communal 

resource, the perpetrator is ordered to remove the fence. In these cases, public interest is 

considered to outweigh private need. There have been a few cases in which farmers request 

the right to fence off an area crossed by a public path; the council has granted permission 

when the farmer agrees to construct a gateway and leave the path open for all bypassers. In 

these cases, the farmers do not obtain fiill rights to the enclosed area; they cannot divert or 

obstruct the path at any point, and pedestrians can seek redress for any infringement of free 

passage. 

A series of actas (municipal acts that record the minutes and decisions of council 

meetings) defines and enforces communal rights to paths, water, and mineral resources. The 

council and residents refer to the actas as proof that communal userights are based on 

decisions and precedents respected throughout municipal history.'® 
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DifGculties with Protecting Communal Forests 

Regulations to protect common forest resources have been less well-defined than those 

for other communal resources. The nature of communal forests confounds the definition and 

management of their resources. First, La Campa's forests are relatively abundant. Despite 

incursions and steady diminution over time, forest areas are too expansive to receive the 

constant scrutiny given to narrowly defined and heavily frequented paths, mineral beds, and 

water sources. Encroachment in communal forests may not be immediately noticed, and 

inhabitants may not object as long as they do not feel that their rights are fiindamentally 

compromised. 

Second, forest resources are dispersed spatially and temporally. Oak trees grow better 

in some areas than others; mature pines that provide ocote fino for lighting occur randomly 

throughout the forest; mushrooms sprout in spring in unpredictable locations; surviving game 

animals wander freely through communal and private lands; wild fruit trees and berries grow 

in known locations but their precise time of ripening varies from year to year. Variation in 

rainfall, soils, and water sources also influences patterns of growth and the occurrence of wild 

plant and animal resources. Given that the distribution of natural resources tends to be 

random through time and space, large communal forests are necessary to assure access to 

diverse, valued resources (see Runge 1986). But because the expanse of communal forests 

renders them difficult to supervise, they are vulnerable not only to encroachment but to 

overexploitation and degradation. 

Third, trees are a renewable resource, and Lacamperos' historical experience with 

their local environment implies that forest regeneration is inevitable. Indeed, certain farmers 

perceive the ubiquitous presence and regrowth of pines as a nuisance for their fields and 
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pastures. Today national forestry education campaigns teach that forests require carefiil 

management to prevent their disappearance, and Lacamperos realize that their own forests 

have notably diminished. But while people realize that access to a waterhole, a claybed, or 

a particular pathway is irreplaceable, they know that if they cut a tree another will grow. 

Therefore Lacamperos do not view tree cutting for subsistence purposes as a fundamental 

threat to the resource base (but they do distinguish subsistence activity firom logging and 

reckless clearing). 

Conversations with residents indicate that forest clearing continues to be interpreted 

as a reversible, rather than as an unsustainable, process. This view made sense during the 

centuries of low population density and limited market involvement, but circumstances have 

changed. The population is larger than ever before in recorded history, and forest clearing 

for subsistence agriculture has been exacerbated by the households that utilize land in excess 

of their immediate needs to produce surpluses for the market. As more land is cleared for 

fields, very little is left fallow to remm to forest; thus the traditional forest-field-fallow cycle 

has been abrogated. 

Fourth, forests provide many resources and serve multiple purposes. This diversity 

complicates the definition and defense of the resource base (Goeres 1996). A single tree 

potentially represents firewood, lumber, shelter for small animals, shade for cattle, and 

medicinal bark or leaves. Whole forests constitute watersheds, refiiges for wildlife, woodlots 

or forest pasmres. But a primary issue is that people can transform forests into agriculmral 

fields, pastures, and houselots. Lacamperos and the council must balance their needs for 

timber and wild resources with demands for subsistence agriculture and increased market 

production. As the population grows and socioeconomic distinctions become more disparate. 
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the more difficult it becomes to reach decisions that protect people's livelihoods while 

maintaining communal forest resources. 

Since the vast majority of Lacamperos need and desire more agricultural land, they 

tend to be reticent about protesting a neighbor's illicit expansion as long as it is modest and 

does not interfere with their needs and aspirations. A person who complains about his 

neighbors may face retaliation. The council hesitates to force the retraction of fences that 

have moved into forests; council members or their relatives are likely to have done it for 

themselves, placing them in an awkward position from which to penalize others. Such a 

decision becomes particularly loathsome when perpetrators have legitimate subsistence needs, 

a situation with which most Lacamperos can empathize. 

Political factors likewise come into play; council members are community residents 

with family, ftiends, and debts to be honored. One man informed me that he plarmed to 

request a flat expanse of land for agriculture in the middle of a Centro woodlot. Even though 

the private acquisition of land in a formally defined commons is forbidden, he expected that 

the council would grant his request because the alcalde and several regidores serving at that 

time owed him favors. Moreover, he had a genuine need since his fields provided marginal 

sustenance for his seven young children. 

Prior precedents exist to allow agricultural claims in communal woodlots, as long as 

the plot in question is relatively flat and deemed suitable for agriculture. When the council 

approves a land request, residents may force a reversal through protest. Thus far, it is rare 

for land grants in communal woodlands to draw sufficient protest to force a repeal. When 

residents can show, however, that the council granted a plot of land encompassing a unique 

communal resource, the council generally recants. In 1936, two farmers complained that the 
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council had permitted their neighbor to enclose an zone used by the community to manufacture 

roof tiles. The council promptly repealed the land grant, leaving in doubt why the formal 

inspection had failed to recognize that the proposed borders enclosed a communal resource.'® 

Council attitudes and actions inevitably vary over time as members change, but public 

pressure and precedents carry weight. Political considerations can influence members to grant 

special exceptions and favors regarding land use that diminish communal forests. But before 

an irate crowd of residents, or under pressure firom friends and relatives, council members can 

also be compelled to follow rules and regulations. 

A number of residents recognize that their access to communal forests has declined 

through time, but they are inclined to see the major threat not in forest clearing but in 

enclosure of forest for individual usufruct. People able to fence forest, who are the better-off 

and sometimes the more visionary, justify their action as a way to protect a piece of woodland 

from unwise clearing. But they also explain that they will use the timber for firewood or 

construction when the communal lands are exhausted, pass the land on to their children for 

houselots and gardens, or eventually convert it to agriculture. 

The largest landowners, the better-off, and the well-educated members of the 

population tend to support national policies that encourage privatization of communal land. 

They observe the diminution and degradation of common lands as evidence in favor of 

privatization. Those who can afford to fence more land stand to benefit from private usufmct 

rights, and since they retain rights to communal lands as mimicipio residents, they do not 

sacrifice access to natural resources outside their claim. It is doubtful that La Campa's 

privately fenced forests are better protected than communal forests, because few claimants 

intend to preserve their private holdings as forest. Meanwhile, those who cannot afford to 
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fence more land often cannot afford the luxury of thinking too far into the future; they have 

yet to be certain of how they will survive beyond the next meal, the next harvest, the next 

year. As socioeconomic disparity increases, it becomes more difficult for people to imite in 

order to manage forests sustainably or to protect communal access. It is not a priority of the 

impoverished to manage communal forests sustainably; it is not a major concern of the 

privileged to defend communal forests. 

The Common Property Institution in La Campa 

Communal management in La Campa reveals several of the attributes characteristic 

of common property institutions elsewhere in the world, but it does not encompass all of those 

believed to be necessary for sustainable management of a resource system. According to 

Ostrom (1990), a successful common property institution exhibits seven characteristics: (1) 

the user groups and the resource are clearly defined, (2) principles governing resource use, 

and required contributions of labor, material or money, suit the local situation; (3) collective-

choice arrangements allow those with access rights to participate in modifying the rules; (4) 

monitoring helps to control common property appropriation; (5) appropriators who violate the 

rules face graduated sanctions; (6) conflict resolution mechanisms exist; and (7) external 

government authorities recognize minimal rights to organize. 

1) In La Campa, the council and the citizens concur that all recognized residents have 

shared rights to the municipio's communal resources. The forests are delimited by municipio 

borders, while useful mineral deposits (clay, sand and colored earth) are defined by a 

recognized area. At present, these boundaries are largely unchallenged by outsiders. In the 

recent past, wildgame and fish resources were exploited indiscriminately by outsiders as well 

as residents. Timber resources were logged by outsiders during the 1970s and 1980s; the 
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resulting deforestation led to the imposition of the ban prohibiting any sale of timber and 

firewood to outsiders. Thus, the first condition is met in the present if not in the past. 

2) The principles governing resource use reveal inadequacies. People use as much 

firewood, clay, sand, and colored earth as they need; they can graze as many head of 

livestock as they wish on communal grazing lands. They must obtain permission to cut trees 

for construction purposes or to clear land, but the council does not oversee the activity unless 

residents submit complaints. Rules exist against wasteful felling of trees, clearing on slopes, 

moving fences into common property woodlots, and selling firewood or lumber outside the 

municipio, but they are only enforced when citizens notify the council of violations. 

Historically, these circumstances did suit the local situation, but at present they are inadequate 

to protect forest resources. Population growth, increasing social stratification associated with 

inequitable land distribution, and crop production for the market (especially of coffee) have 

led to a rising demand to clear communal forests for agricultural land. 

3) The organization of local government is controlled and operated by residents. All 

authorities and council members are residents with communal rights, and through the 

institution of council meetings, all residents can participate in land-use decisions, setting rules 

of use, and revising them. The council carries the most influence in this regard, but it takes 

others' opinions seriously. To do otherwise would risk the council members' position in the 

community and possibly result in their deposition — a serious public humiliation. When 

citizens protest to reverse a land grant or encroachment, they are often successful. Thus 

within the municipio, collective-choice arrangements exist. Problems emerge, however, when 

the state changes rules or enacts policies that undermine the regulations practiced locally. The 

clearest example of this is discussed in Chapter 6. 
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4) Monitoring occurs, but not as an organized effort to supervise communal 

resources. Rather, residents take notice of common property usage and boundaries as they 

go about their daily routines. The result is an incomplete and inadequate surveillance to 

protect the most extensive communal resource: the forests. 

5) Historically, residents who avoided fulfilling their communal obligations and 

municipal ordinances did face graduated sanctions. Today the application of fines or other 

forms of punishment is rare, and used only in exceptional circumstances. The inconsistent 

application of graduated sanctions undermines the efficacy of regulations governing communal 

resource use. 

6) Conflict resolution mechanisms do exist through appeal to the council, the alcalde 

de policia, or the judge. When conflicts are brought before the council, which is the most 

typical scenario, all concerned residents can attend to participate in the decision-making 

process. Most disputes involve land use and encroachments on communal resources, and 

violators who face the wrath of their neighbors acquiesce to council decisions that usually 

involve withdrawal from a disputed communal area. The process resolves most conflicts 

peacefully, and the adjudication tries to minimize interpersonal and intracommunity discord. 

7) The Honduran state has laws that support the right of grassroots groups to 

organize. Yet a number of state policies mitigate against the propagation and formation of 

successfiil common property regimes. The laws that grant credit only to private property 

owners, and exclude those with usufhict holdings, discourage Lacamperos from persisting in 

a usufhict system ~ even though few can afford to purchase land titles. National law has also 

opened the possibility for transforming ejidal and cooperative-held lands into private property 

within certain limits; thus the council cannot stop wealthy members of La Campa from 
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obtaining land titles to usuftuct holdings. Therefore the concentration of land in the municipio 

is bound to continue, and to favor only the most privileged. The process is linked to the 

reduction in common forest lands; as wealthy households expand their holdings and enclose 

forests, others must clear forested lands for subsistence. Titling removes land from the 

customs of usufruct, by which unused land evenmally remms to the common pool. Land 

titling also opens the possibility for absentee landholders to emerge. Until now, anyone who 

left the municipio had to leave their land in the hands of relatives so that it would not be 

categorized as abandoned and subject to claim. (Houselots have been an exception; several 

homeowners live elsewhere but return for the annual patron saint's festival and holidays). 

Now that the well-off can purchase land titles, they have the option to depart the municipio 

but maintain ownership indefinitely. 

Finally, another aspect integral to each of the above points must be noted: secure 

tenure is an important factor in the propogation of a common property instimtion and 

sustainable management of its resource base. This relates to points (1) and (7) above. In the 

modem world system, it is not enough that user groups and the resource are clearly defined, 

or that the state acknowledges rights to manage a resource communally. It is necessary that 

the user group(s), the state, and potential competitors for the resource recognize that the 

common property institution controls de jure and de facto rights to the resource. In other 

words, common property managed by a defined set of users must be recognized as shared 

private property, and granted legal protection (McKean and Ostrom 1995:6,9). The lack of 

secure tenure has been implicated as a factor in degradation of a communal resource, partly 

because insecure tenure can result in open access (anyone can enter and exploit the resource 

wantonly), but also because users themselves fear that they will lose long-term benefits and 
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future access to the resource (Banana and Gombya-Ssembajjwe 1996; Ascher 1995:27). 

With the possibility of titling usufhict holdings, and the progressive enclosure of 

communal forests for individual landholdings. La Campa's common property instimtion is 

undermined. Vecinos remain convinced that the communal forests belong to them, but the 

gradual enclosure and diminution of the forests may engender uncertainty as to whether their 

communal rights will endure. If the circumstances worsen, and people find their fumre rights 

to the resource in doubt, they will lose the incentive for protecting and preserving their 

forests. 

Summary 

The history of La Campa indicates that many principles of the communal organization 

and activity were imposed by outside powers — too little is known about the prehistoric Lenca 

to determine whether aspects of the communitarian tradition predated the Conquest ~ but the 

framework allowed residents some latiwde to adapt regulations to their conditions. The 

ordinances, enforcement mechanisms, and interpretations have changed with time and 

circumstance, but the principles of shared rights and responsibilities have endured as long as 

state laws passively permitted or actively encouraged communal management. The national 

legal context has now become less favorable toward communal traditions and land 

management. But because the communitarian tradition has encompassed not only management 

of communal land but also participation in providing public services, maintaining 

infrastructure, fulfilling religious duties, and forming a variety of clubs and group 

organizations, the expectation for cooperation has been reinforced in various dimensions of 

daily life. 
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Review of the characteristics of La Campa's common property institution indicates that 

it is inadequate to provide sustainable management of the resource base. The common 

property regime faces external challenges from the state, and internal challenges with the 

increasing polarization of the user group (municipal residents) along socioeconomic lines. 

Moreover, norms for communal cooperation and shared use of resources coexist with 

individualism and priorities for personal subsistence. Cooperation with commimal demands 

has occurred most dependably when participants have seen themselves as direct beneficiaries. 

For example, parents of school-age children now provide most of the work on school 

maintenance. Repair work on rural bridges, roads and pathways draws those who require 

these structures to reach their homes and fields. Commimal values and management have 

relied upon an appeal to individuals' personal interests, even when a public good results. 

Beyond that, there are always individuals who prefer to let others do their share, thus a series 

of sanctions is required to compel cooperation. Public pressure serves as a dubious substitute. 

As residents find it possible to ignore a communal task or enclose common forests without 

penalty, they may attend only to their private needs. 

Studies of other common property institutions and La Campa's own history 

nevertheless suggest that threats to the resource base, whether from outside intervention or 

from internal changes, can result in strengthening of the institution. McKean and Ostrom 

(1995:8) observe that the benefits from communal management may increase when population 

pressure threatens a resource. In Japan, degradation of communal forests led to the 

development of effective common property regulations and enforcement (McKean 1982). 

Thus La Campa's current situation may also hold the potential for a strengthened common 

property institution. 
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1. All quotes are based upon notes taken during the council meeting. This version represents 
a greatly abbreviated version of fieldnotes. I took care to record certain statements verbatim, 
but it is possible that the actual words varied slightly. Proper names that appear in the text 
are pseudonyms. 

2. iUstedes auxiliares son los responsables para enforzar la prohibicion de bebidas 
alcoholicas! jHasta ustedes mismos se embolan! Ustedes tienen que ser policia y Juez: 
iTraigan amarrados a los vendedores! 

3. Pongase las pilas, traiga a los culpables. 

4. iQue pasa? lEstoy hablando ingles? ^Por que no me entienden? 

5. Sancione a quien no enforce la ley o que escape la ley. 

6. ...hacer cumplir las leyes y ordenanza en el ambito de su ordenaci6n...resolver 
problemas...recibiry atender informacidn, quejas, y asuntos que molestan la tranquilidad, y 
si no puede... poner en conocimiento del alcalde municipal.... 

7. {Ustedes son autoridades competentes! (La ley los autoriza! Parece que ustedes dudan lo 
que les digo. 

8. Un viejo que vende guaro dice que tiene que vender porque no puede trabajar. 

9. Traigalo pues, no importa que muera de hambre. 

10. Uno me dijo que pidid de ustedpermiso. 

11. Nadie me ha hablado recientemente. {[Yo no he dado] ningun permiso! 

12. Un hermano mio estd vendiendo cerveza, no obedece, tampoco otros, y yo sufro porque 
no tengo experiencia.... 

13. La gente tiene la culpa, es un delito, y vamos a poner una multa. 

14. Me gusta beber. Es biblico, pues no en exceso, y no traje a un hombre que estaba 
vendiendo porque asi es la cosa. 

15. Tiene miedo. 

16. Ese bolofue violento. Nadie queria actuar. 

17. La Biblia no dice guaro ni chicha, dice vino, es especial. 
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18. No es como antes, cuando mo ponia una milpa, nadie la tocaba por anos despues. 
Ahora no. 

19. [Samuel Mosca] no puede vender a gente de otros lades. No se sabe si [la persona] es 
buena o mala. 

20. Eso SI lo queremos. 

21. El terreno es de La Campa, pero siempre disputado. (Y el hombre ese turnbo drboles de 
linea! 

22. [El titulo dice linea recta, pero fue marcado en curva! 

23. Pon cuidado al coyote...puede meterse. 

24. See Vassberg 1975 and 1984 for a broader exploration of the definition and use of tierras 
baldios and reaiengas in Castile. 

25. The council reiterated the rule requiring that fences around temporary fields be opened 
after the harvest "so as not to impede the entry of cattle," after vecinos of Guanajulque 
complained that certain ones were not following the rule (Sesion ordinaria, October 1, 1927; 
LCMA Tomo 4, pp. 173-174). 

26. Later the municipio paid dues to participate in the Honduran Association of Municipalities 
(AMHON: Asociacion de Municipalidades Hondurenos)\ its activities include lobbying the 
national government on a variety of issues affecting municipalities. 

27. Sesion ordinaria, July 15, 1921; LCMA Tomo 1, p. 37. 

28. In 1925, the council ordered all vecinos aged 18 years and up to provide one day of labor 
in fence repair in the zone adjacent to the Centro; even men over the age of sixty were 
expected to make a contribution (Sesion ordinaria, November 16, 1925; LCMA Tomo 4, page 
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63. Sesion ordinaria, December 15, 1937; LCMA Tomo 10, p. 121. Acta 18, September 
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86. Sesion ordinaria, November 15, 1921; LCMA Tomo 1, pp. 69-70. 

87. La Municipalidad y Consejo acordo: que siendo de mucha utilidad los ocotales drboles 
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When I was a child, I was afraid to walk in Jilguarapis because it was a great pine 
forest and now it is bare...When will we see another forest like that? There were 
many oaks, all good lumber...First came our own people, they were the resin-tappers 
and they were followed by the sawmills, and they destroyed everything, carrying off 
[timber] and leaving wood discarded. And then the animals retreated to the mountain, 
you don't even see coyotes here [in Jilguarapis] anymore. - La Campa farmer 

The Situation Preceding Large-Scale Timber Exploitation in La Campa 

Pine forests remained abundant in the Department of Lempira through the first half 

of the twentieth century, although more densely populated areas experienced forest depletion. 

This situation differed from the progressive deforestation and logging in the nation's central 

regions. In 1951, the national government prohibited municipios from granting timber 

concessions. The governor of Lempira forwarded the order to the municipios, stating that: 

...from this day forward observe an active vigilance over remorseless tree-cutting and 
strictly observe the Forest Law. For although to this day there has been no 
concession granted for timber exploitation in this department, it is certain that in 
the areas where land is still unclaimed and covered with pines and other trees, 
residents [who are] ignorant of the damage they cause, do not care if they cut 
hundreds of pines for their milpas and rice fields. The majority of the time they don't 
take advantage [of the clearings and/or the cut trees].' (Emphasis added) 

Although the national government had already become concerned with uncontrolled 

logging, die Department of Lempira had yet to experience it. The major issue for the 

department was the waste of timber entailed in cases of extravagant slash-and-bum clearing. 

The excessive clearing condemned by the governor occurs rarely in present-day La Campa, 

but may have been more common in days of low population density and illusorily endless 

forests.* 
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The municipal secretary dutifully copied the edict from Tegucigalpa and the governor 

into the municipal actas, but it probably had minimal impact on the Lacamperos' behavior or 

decision-making concerning their forest. Only days later, on August 20, 1951, the council 

and a number of La Campa residents convened to hear a petition from the Santa Lucia de 

Mejicapa parish (on the outskirts of the department capital), located in the neighboring 

municipio of Gracias. The priest and a layman requested permission to cut 100 pine trees to 

repair the sanctuary. Although the government's explicit directive to follow the Forest Law 

was noted, the council and residents agreed to let the parish cut 60 trees, "because it's a 

project of religious namre" {pues se trata de una obra de caracter religioso). The agreement 

specified the site where the trees had to be selected, and that the trees had to be used for the 

specified purpose.^ 

The municipal budgets report income from timber sales for several years during the 

1960s: 1963 (204.55 lempiras)," 1964 (1447.30 lempiras),^ 1965 (1527.35 lempiras),® 1966 

(1229.28 lempiras)^. La Campa made some agreements to sell timber to outside interests; 

the state natural resources institution was apparently one of the buyers.® Residents, however, 

do not recall logging in their municipio during this decade. In 1966, La Campa granted 

another permit to cut pines for church reconstruction, this time for the Iglesia de San Sebasti^ 

in Gracias.' Requests such as this one suggest that the pine forests around Gracias had been 

depleted of the aged, towering pines prized for construction, or that remaining ones were 

inaccessible.'" 

Although timber sales through the 1960s appear to have been limited and intermittent. 

La Campa had abundant forests, uninhabited expanses and unprotected borders. Residents of 

neighboring municipios trespassed in La Campa to exploit its resources - timber, firewood. 



272 

forest pasture, fishing streams and wildlife. On February 15, 1951, the municipal council 

informed the population that various individuals of foreign jurisdiction were intruding to graze 

cattle, hunt, fish and extract timber. They authorized municipal authorities (council members, 

alcalde auxiliares, and appointed officials) to detain any non-resident found in the municipio, 

and to bring the person before the council to show a permit or to be "punished in accordance 

with the law."" Similar edicts recur during municipal history, but given the expanse of 

unfenced forests, enforcement appears to have been difficult to achieve. Besides, residents 

tolerated traders and travelers who hunted, grazed pack animals, and gathered firewood during 

their journeys. Trails from the municipios of Santa Cruz, San Sebastian, and San Manuel 

cross La Campa to reach Gracias and Santa Rosa de Cop^ to the north. To this day, 

wayfarers stop en route to eat or to seek shelter on residents' porches; no one objects if they 

gather firewood to make coffee and warm their tortillas. 

La Campa escaped pressure from timber companies until the early 1970s, but by the 

1960s companies were logging in aldeas around Gracias, and on private lands. At this time, 

the owner of El Trapichito ~ a private property that gouged an irregular wedge into La 

Campa's western border with the municipio of San Manuel — granted a logging concession 

to a timber company based in Gracias. The people of La Campa concur that this was the first 

time that they witnessed extensive logging, but the property lay outside their jurisdiction and 

they remember few details. The transportation of timber through the Centro nevertheless 

attracted attention, and complaints about the poor condition of the roads and bridges may be 

partially attributed to damage caused by timber trucks. By the late 1960s, El Trapichito's 

timber had been extracted, and the loggers had departed. 



273 

Logging Comes to La Campa 

In 1972, La Campa's municipal council undertook several high priority community 

projects. The infirastrucnire in the municipio was dismal; roads and bridges were in poor 

repair or nonexistent, few aldeas had primary schools, no aldea had potable water, and the 

Centro had the only telegraph service in the municipio but no respectable office for it. The 

council focused first on the installation of potable water and the construction of a new 

telegraph office in the Centro. The national government, under the brief presidency of Ramon 

Ernesto Cruz, contributed 2000 lempiras,'^ which was equivalent to 1000 dollars. Initial 

costs of materials absorbed all of the subsidy, and other projects also demanded funding. The 

municipal requested additional funds for a telegraph office and road improvement, while the 

aldeas of Santa Catarina and Guanajulque sought funds to build potable water systems.'^ 

None of these requests received national funding. La Campa's council, under the leadership 

of an ambitious alcalde, found itself in the familiar but frustrating position of lacking the 

financial resources to undertake important civic works. During this period. Dona Elena 

Castro, owner of El Trapichito, put the property up for sale. Both La Campa and San Manuel 

coveted the land as a valuable acquisition, but La Campa lacked the necessary funds. 

Within this context, the municipal council and representatives of a timber company 

based in Gracias began to discuss a potential timber contract. The Aserradero San Pedro was 

seeking sites to log for their sawmill, and the forests of La Campa and Caiquin drew their 

attention. The council saw an opportunity to fill municipal coffers. Negotiations started in 

January 1973, but contrary to municipal protocol, the mayor and the council did not confer 

with the auxiliares or other citizens.''* 

The first public notification occurred on June 21, when the alcalde and the council 
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convened with residents in Caiqum to announce a proposal from the Aserradero San Pedro 

and seek permission to finalize a contract. Approximately eighty Caiquines discussed the 

proposal, and finally accepted it on the grounds that they could use the proceeds to rebuild 

their townhall, damaged during an earthquake on February 15, 1972.'^ The people of the 

Centro apparently remained uninformed that the contract would involve their ejidos.'® 

The council met with Rene Meji'a, owner of the Aserradero San Pedro, on July 30, 

1973. Don Rene wanted timber rights for Otolaca and Quesuncelca, two ejidos adjacent to 

the Centro. He requested a contract for 30,000 cubic meters of pinewood, to be reimbursed 

at 15 lempiras (37.50) per 1,000 boardfeet of timber (3 lempiras, or Si.50 per cubic meter), 

plus an advance of 15,000 lempiras ($7500) for public projects. The council, acting 

independently of the community, accepted the proposal and delineated a list of the projects to 

be completed with the resulting income." 

This time, the news spread through the village and surrounding aldeas. Rumors flew 

that the alcalde had been bribed to sell the timber, and that the council had been mismanaging 

the municipal treasury. A crowd of angry residents appeared at the next scheduled council 

meeting on August 1 to protest the timber contract. Led by two respected citizens, the people 

spoke against the council's decision.'® 

The council called a special session for August 8, 1973, to discuss the matter further. 

The council had the support of the village priest, a representative from the timber company 

(Don Guillermo Caballero), an assistant from the governor's office, and the colonel 

responsible for departmental security. A group of residents presented themselves as the 

Comite Pro-Defensa del Pueblo (Committee for Defense of the Pueblo); two leaders and a 

number of outspoken citizens articulated their opinions. They protested the council's position 



275 

— not because they opposed the timber sale but because they felt betrayed by the alcalde and 

the coimcil. 

The alcalde defended his actions, declaring that the timber tracts in question were in 

areas that residents did not use for their milpas, and that no agreement had been finalized. 

He denied having received any bribes, and offered to open the municipal accounts to public 

inspection to dispel notions of mismanagement. The public's comments, recorded by the 

secretary in the Acta, reveal the people's perspectives: 

"...this is due to the alcalde, who did not take the pueblo into consideration, 
and that is why there is opposition to selling timber."" 

"...the alcalde sells timber at the pueblo's expense..."^ 

"[Don R] is in favor of the timber sale, as long as there is some public work 
to show for it, as San Manuel is doing, and if another council makes the sale; 
the income could buy Dona Elena Castro's property."^' 

"[Don G] said that ...they feel that the alcalde did not include them [the 
pueblo, or community] in the sale and he agrees with selling timber, but that 
another council should do it" ^ 

The people's expressions indicated their attitudes toward council responsibilities, 

confirmed at numerous points through municipal history. In evaluating the council, the people 

judged it unfit for neglecting to solicit their opinions and advice as their community traditions 

dictated. They perceived that their exclusion from such a major decision demonstrated 

duplicity, self-interest and wrongdoing on the part of the council. Having lost their trust, the 

people objected to further council decision-making. The issue also encompassed Lacamperos' 

conceptions of their ejidal lands. Forests belong to the pueblo (the community of people), and 

are at once heritage, birthright, and resource base; a council willing to sell them off without 

popular consent was committing larceny. Residents could envision selling timber for the 

benefit of the community - one type of communal resource could be exchanged for another. 
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But a council that did not faithfully seek and follow the people's guidance could not be 

tolerated. 

The governor's assistant congratulated the community for protecting its interests; he 

added that he worked In forestry, and the community could rest assured that the timber 

contract was legal. (Indeed, revisions to the forestry law had been passed in 1971) 

(SECPLAN/DESFILAJSAID 1988:144). He argued that the timber sale would mean progress 

for the community; it would result in improved roads and construction projects at a time when 

economic problems were reducing government support. The colonel drew attention to the 

municipio's numerous problems, and contended that the only way that the municipio could 

improve its situation was to sell its sole resource, timber.^ After an extended discussion, 

the priest suggested that everyone should retire and continue to analyze the problem.^'' 

The issue smouldered until September 8, when Don Guillermo returned for a public 

gathering at the townhall. In the interim, the committee had written a document proclaiming 

that they would not approve any timber contract until a new council was elected. Don 

Guillermo asserted that his company could not wait for the council to be replaced. To 

undermine continued opposition, Don Guillermo offered to raise the price to 20 lempiras (SlO) 

per 1000 boardfeet (4 lempiras, or $2 per cubic meter), then promised that the company 

would help the community with important civic projects. Ultimately, he indicated that the 

company would advance payment so that La Campa could purchase El Trapichito.^ 

The alcalde apologized for neglecting to involve the community from the beginning, 

and bemoaned the soon-to-be-lost opportunity to purchase El Trapichito. He reminded the 

gathering that San Manuel intended to buy the property and that such an outcome would 

infringe upon La Campa's interests.^ The people continued to voice dissatisfaction with 
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their council, but began to hint at grounds for a compromise. A representative from Santa 

Catarina suggested that his aldea might not object so strongly if they were assured of obtaining 

a zona agricola (communal agricultural zone) in the mountains; Don Guillermo replied that 

the company would supply barbed wire and nails. A man firom Canadas pointed out that his 

aldea urgently needed a new hanging bridge across a gorge on a main path; Don Guillermo 

offered to provide the heavy gauge cable required. After additional discussion, committee 

leaders and the council agreed to meet further with Don Guillermo." 

The council armounced a compromise agreement with the committee and the timber 

company during the session on September 16, 1973. The gathering authorized the smdico to 

prepare the contract with the Aserradero San Pedro In addition to the agreed quantity of 

30,000 cubic meters at a price of 20 lempiras ($10) per 1000 board feet, the council 

delineated a list of the timber company's responsibilities: 

a) The Company promises to maintain the road from Gracias to this, pueblo 
throughout the period of operations 

b) The Company promises to construct a bridge over the Ri'o Oromilaca 
on the trajectory of the road, [using] reinforced cement piles and 
treated lumber 

c) Reconstruction or repair of the Centre's streets 
d) Similarly, prepare the site where the pueblo's health center will be 

constructed, and provide the lumber needed for the said construction 
e) Five rolls of barbed wire and 25 pounds of clamps for an agricultural 

zone 
f) Help with 50% of the cost of transporting materials for the Centro's potable 

water system 
g) Provide at cost die sawn lumber for the ceiling of the telegraph office 

and the townhall 
h) Provide the lumber for construction or reconstruction of schools in this 

jurisdiction.^ 

On September 20, 1973, the municipal council and the Comite Pro-Defensa del Pueblo 

debated the municipio's most pressing needs and drafted a work plan (plan de trabajo) that 
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delineated 13 projects of highest priority to be completed with the income from the timber 

sale. The plan included: 

1) purchase of EI Trapichito 
2) construction of the telegraph office 
3) reconstruction of the Centro's primary school 
4) construction of a bridge over the Rio Oromilaca 
5) reconstruction of the dike along the river on the Centro's east side 
6) construction of a health center 
7) repair of the townhall 
8) installation of a water system for the Centro 
9) construction of a new wall around the Centro's cemetery 
10) construction of a cabildo awciliar (auxiliary townhall) in Mescalio 
11) construction of a split log bridge over the Rio El Vado 
12) construction of a hanging bridge over the Rio Coto 
13) construction of a new cabildo in Caiqum^ 

On October 11, 1973, the aserradero received municipal approval to start logging in Otolaca 

and Quesuncelca.^'-^^ 

The municipal council had already begun negotiations to buy El Trapichito, and days 

later (October 15) a deal was finalized whereby La Campa acquired El Trapichito for 5000 

lempiras ($2500). The property contained 7.5 caballerias, or 315 hectares." The legal 

process of obtaining the title took longer; on December 15, the council learned that the lawyer 

had completed the process transferring title of El Trapichito to La Campa." Meanwhile, the 

council acted promptly on other projects. They ordered that a site for the health center be 

located, and immediately authorized rebuilding the cemetery wall, to be complete by the 

celebration of the Di'a de los Difuntos (Day of the Dead, November 2). The council also 

named two men to receive training as chequeadores de madera (timber checkers), one of 

whom was hired by the council, so that the municipio could verify the quantity of the timber 

extracted — and thus the payments owed - by the Aserradero San Pedro. 

Municipal documents from subsequent months record an explosion in expenditures and 
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contracts approved to carry out the thirteen projects detailed in the work plan and other public 

works. Work on the telegraph office and the townhall moved forward,^® while Arcamon 

undertook school construction.^^ Santa Catarina and Canadas received support to repair their 

schools.^® Mescalio and Caiqum began to build their meeting halls,^' and plans for the 

health center obtained approval from the Ministry of Public Health."" The bridge over the 

Ri'o Oromilaca was postponed since the Ministry of Public Works delayed a necessary study, 

but the funds for it were reallocated for the Centre's water project."' 

The Creation of COHDEFOR 

Despite the enthusiastic progress in municipal projects, a change in national forest 

policy resulted in unanticipated obstacles for La Campa's plans. During the early 1970s, the 

Honduran government had identified the forestry sector as a source of revenue to fiiel 

economic development (Hernandez 1992:33). On January 10, 1974, the congress passed 

Decreto Ley 103 (Decree-Law 103) and created the Honduran Corporation for Forestry 

Development (COHDEFOR). By the same decree, the government declared all forest cover 

to be under state control, in effect nationalizing Honduran forests (The land on which trees 

stood retained its tenure status, and owners had rights to be paid for timber extraction). 

COHDEFOR was set up as a semi-autonomous instimtion; the board of directors 

{consejo directivo) included the Honduran President and the Secretaries of the Ministries of 

Natural Resources, Economy, National Security and Defense, the Treasury and Public Credit, 

and Planning, Coordination and the Budget. The instimtion contained four departments: 

Forestry, Commercialization, Administration and Finance, and ESNACIFOR (Escuela 

Nacional de Ciencias Forestales, or National School of Forestry Sciences), under a General 

Director and Subdirector. COHDEFOR divided the nation into seven (and later ten) Forestry 
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Districts. Each forestry district was subdivided into Subdistricts and/or Management Units 

{Unidades de Manejo)(^KO 1981:40; SECPLAN/ DESFIL/ USAID 1989:144-146). U 

Campa fell within the Copan Forestry District, and specifically under the Gracias Management 

Unit, which included the municipios of Belen, Gracias, La Campa, San Manuel de Coloete, 

Las Flores and La Iguala. The Gracias Management Unit's responsibilities also extended to 

the municipios of San Sebastian, Santa Cruz, San Andres, Gualcince, Candelaria, La Union, 

San Rafael and Erandique, because it was the only office in the vicinity.'*^ 

The creation of COHDEFOR constituted an integral part of a series of reforms 

undertaken during a brief era of reformist militarism that emerged in December 1972, with 

a coup d'etat in which Oswaldo Lopez Arellano replaced Ramon Ernesto Cruz. The 

administration created a national development plan that "for the first time in the country's 

history introduced a state-controlled and interventionist style of cross-sectional planning that 

tended to strengthen the state's role as the prime negotiator in development by assigning it a 

more active and direct participation in the national economy" (Molina 1986:24). 

The new laws charged COHDEFOR with promoting forest-related industries — 

including exploitation, extraction, industrialization and commercialization of forest products -

- and generating funds for national development programs (SECPLAN/ DESFIL/ USAID 

1989:144; Stanley 1991:27, HemMdez 1992:153). Part of COHDEFOR's mandate included 

the creation of the Social Forestry System (Sistema Social Forestal), through which the rural 

population would be involved in forestry activities to alleviate poverty and foster development. 

Through COHDEFOR, the state captured income for national programs, and aimed to regulate 

the inefficient forestry industries that wasted timber and exacerbated the rate of deforestation. 

The government also entrusted COHDEFOR with the responsibility for forest management. 
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conservation, watershed protection and reforestation (SECPLAN/DESFIL/USAID 1989:144). 

To this end, COHDEFOR designed policies to prevent forest fires, improve forest growth and 

timber quality, and restrict the slash-and-bum agriculture considered to be a major factor in 

deforestation and forest fires (FAO 1968:13-15; Henmdez 1992:165-166). 

Honduras had a fledging corp of forestry professionals trained abroad; and it recruited 

additional foresters from international sources (FAO 1981:66,73). ESNACIFOR, the national 

forestry school founded in 1969, had already trained a group of forestry technicians by 1973 

(FAO 1981:66), and was attracting Honduran and international students to careers in forest 

management and production. As a result, Honduras was able to recruit the basic human and 

institutional resources necessary to support COHDEFOR's mission. 

Early Impact of COHDEFOR in La Campa (1974-1981) 

La Campa residents began to realize the ramifications of the new laws by April. The 

Aserradero San Pedro had already extracted the 30,000 cubic meters originally contracted (it 

had the capacity to process 5000m^ a month). Through COHDEFOR, a new timber contract 

was drawn for the aserradero to extract an additional 5000 m^. The notification to the 

municipio indicated that sawmill would pay COHDEFOR by May 15, and that COHDEFOR 

would then pay La Campa. To the council's suspicion, the price to be paid was not 

mentioned.*^ On May 15, the acta notes: 

...due to the proclamation of the law of the Honduran Corporation for Forestry 
Development and the organization of that institution, the monies from this municipio's 
timber sale are being deposited with the Corporation and for that reason, the 
mimicipio has suffered a decline in its financial simation since March 15, not only 
because timber income has not been received but neither have other taxes, and the 
municipio is completely ignorant of the quantity exploited in order to make the 
respective requests [for payment].'" 

Council members learned that COHDEFOR fixed the sale price for timber; for pinewood. 
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COHDEFOR set a price of 6 lempiras ($3) per cubic meter of pinewood (to be paid by timber 

companies to COHDEFOR), but only 2 lempiras of that would be paid to the municipios. 

Although the price COHDEFOR charged timber companies for pinewood rose in the coming 

years to 12 lempiras/m^ ($6), COHDEFOR never increased the amount it paid to municipios. 

The council sent a delegation to COHDEFOR offices in Tegucigalpa and extracted a 

promise from COHDEFOR officials that La Campa's price of 4 lempiras ($2) per cubic meter 

would be honored."*' The delegation also received approval for its request that the 

municipio's timber income be transferred directly to a bank in Gracias,''® because the council 

wished to avoid the long and costly trip to the capital. No reimbursement was forthcoming, 

however, and on June 27, COHDEFOR informed La Campa that the payment for timber 

removed by the Aserradero San Pedro would be 2 lempiras ($1) per cubic meter, and the 

municipio would have to submit requests for payment to the Banco Nadonal Autonomo 

(National Autonomous Bank) in Tegucigalpa (negating the pledge to transfer funds directly 

to the bank in Gracias)."^ The council resolved to petition the offices in Tegucigalpa again, 

declaring: 

Whereas: with the new requirements concerning timber sales, the advantages that 
appeared in the special clauses of the contract reached by the municipalidad with 
Professor Rene Meji'a, owner of the Aserradero San Pedro, have no worth nor effect; 
as a result the hegemony of the municipalidad has no reason to exist. Whereas: with 
the new regulations of the Board of Directors of COHDEFOR, the municipalidad's 
work plan cannot be executed 100%, but only 50%, without the assistance formerly 
offered [by the aserradero], nor with contributions of the State that has always been 
distant from these sectors. Therefore [the municipalidad] resolves to petition the Board 
of Directors of COHDEFOR for a reconsideration of the value established for the 
timber, to make the work plan devised by the municipalidad possible, in virtue [of the 
fact] that the municipio is part of the State and the only thing it seeks is to move out 
from the backwardness in which the Municipio of La Campa, Department of Lempira, 
finds itself. 

The document laid out the fundamental issues from La Campa residents' perspective: 
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COHDEFOR policies threatened their autonomy, counteracted the democratic processes by 

which they governed their ejidal forests, and interfered with their efforts to bring progress to 

the community. Moreover, the state had yet to provide support for La Campa or the region 

in general (as national political rhetoric promised), even though municipal residents were 

faithful citizens who honored the law and fulfilled their civic duties. Not only did the state 

maintain itself aloof firom regional concerns, it created obstacles for La Campa's development. 

Designated council members enlisted the assistance of the departmental governor, who 

accompanied them to Tegucigalpa to support their case before COHDEFOR, the Ministry of 

Govenmient and Justice, and the Ministry of Public Works.Their efforts had partial 

success. COHDEFOR noted that it charged 1 lempira/m^ for fire protection, and that if La 

Campa took responsibility for fire-fighting in the municipio, the price per cubic meter could 

be raised to 3 lempiras (SL50). In return. La Campa residents had to promise to follow the 

instructions and recommendations emitted by COHDEFOR technicians concerning forest 

management. The delegation accepted the conditions, and they were later approved in the 

bimonthly session. The council then submitted a formal request for payment at the revised 

price, and residents of the Centro applied to COHDEFOR for an astillero publico (public 

woodlot). Given the loss of municipal control over the forests, the people argued that they 

needed a public woodlot to preserve their access to trees for firewood and construction.® 

By assigning COHDEFOR responsibility for timber contracts, the Honduran 

government intended not only to profit from timber extraction, but also to counteract timber 

companies' pattern of paying municipalities a minuscule portion of the lumber's true worth. 

COHDEFOR ostensibly guaranteed a fairer price for municipal lumber and required 

municipios to spend the income on public works. The municipios' portion of COHDEFOR 
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profits would be released only for civic projects approved by national authorities; this aimed 

to prevent municipal authorities from diverting fiinds to their own pockets, or selling 

municipal timber for private purposes. In La Campa's case, COHDEFOR's conditions 

reduced the price paid to the municipio, and essentially extracted a payment from the 

municipio for something it had already been doing effectively (i.e., expending the income on 

community development projects). The state asserted that its cut from timber sales would be 

returned to the municipios in the form of public services, but La Campa (and other municipios 

in western Honduras) received little state assistance proportional to the vast quantities of 

pinewood extracted. 

A devastating consequence of COHDEFOR's creation was to negate Lacamperos' 

prerogative to place conditions on timber extraction. The Aserradero San Pedro no longer had 

to appease the municipal council and the residents in order to continue logging, so it did not 

fulfill its commitments for road maintenance, bridge construction, or other responsibilities 

defined in the original contract. COHDEFOR became the intermediary for all timber 

negotiations, and its technicians took over the role of the timber checkers to record the 

quantity of timber extracted. The municipio was not even allowed to inspect timber loads to 

verify the quantity of lumber extracted; it had to accept COHDEFOR's assessment.^' Since 

the COHDEFOR offices in Lempira were understaffed, employees limited inspections to 

occasional spot checks. Their authority applied only during working hours (approximately 

7:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m. Monday-Friday); therefore, timber companies had ample opportunity 

to extract illegal, surplus loads - especially on evenings and weekends - without rendering 

account." Lacamperos suspected that the timber company extracted more timber than it paid 

for, but they did not have a legal recourse to dispute COHDEFOR's assessments. 
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From the start, the council experienced difficulties obtaining reimbursement from 

COHDEFOR for La Campa's timber. Municipal actas do not mention whether any payment 

resulted from requests submitted in May and August, however, the monthly budget for July 

implied that some income was received because 9,017 lempiras ($4508.50) were expended, 

mainly on civic projects (including 5,346 lempiras, or $2673, spent on tubing for the Centro's 

potable water system).® The council submitted another request for disbursement of funds 

on September 4, 1974, and COHDEFOR officials promised that the payment would be 

approved within 15 days.^ Three months passed, and work on municipal projects lagged 

for lack of funding. The inauguration of the new telegraph office on September 15 marked 

the only completion of an important project during 1974.^^ The council resolved on 

December 2, 1974, to form yet another commission to visit COHDEFOR headquarters in 

Tegucigalpa to request payment.^® 

The process to obtain reimbursement involved several national institutions, and rarely 

worked smoothly. In order to withdraw timber money, the municipal council had to have a 

work plan approved by the national instimtion that assessed municipal budgets and 

expenditures {Direccidn de Asesoria y Asistencia Tecnica Municipal, or the Office of 

Municipal Accounting and Technical Assistance); then it had to submit a formal petition for 

payment to COHDEFOR that specified the projects on which the money would be spent. 

COHDEFOR notified the council once it deposited payments from timber companies in the 

designated bank in Tegucigalpa. At this point, the council had to send a representative to the 

nation's capital with documents signed by appropriate COHDEFOR officials, and present the 

papers to the Ministerio de Gobemacion y Justicia (Ministry of Government and Justice)." 

If the work plan and papers were in order, the representative received the authorization 



286 

necessary to withdraw the fiinds from the Banco National Autdnomo (National Autonomous 

Bank) in Tegucigalpa. These transactions fiirther reduced La Campa's timber income, since 

processing legal documents, traveling to Tegucigalpa and visiting government offices required 

a considerable amount of money. In 1974, three trips to visit the national COHDEFOR 

headquarters in the capital cost the municipio 1312.50 lempiras ($656.25) - 5(X) lempiras for 

the April trip, 450 lempiras for the August trip, and 362.50 lempiras for the December 

trip.^® By contrast, it cost the municipio 180 lempiras (S90) for the labor to construct the 

adobe walls for the Arcamon primary school^' and 240 lempiras ($120) to employ a 

carpenter to build the roof." The mimicipio evidently received payment for the 1974 

logging in Quesuncelca and Otolaca, because in early 1975 the council contracted labor for 

new work on municipal projects. 

In July 1975, the Aserradero San Pedro stopped logging in Caiqum due to the distance 

and unsatisfactory timber quality.®' The company continued logging in Quesuncelca, under 

contracts issued by COHDEFOR for 4000m^ of pinewood." The municipio requested 

reimbursement for Caiqufn's timber, and COHDEFOR notified the council on August 15 that 

a payment of 4188.50 lempiras ($2094.25) had been deposited for La Campa in the National 

Autonomous Bank in Tegucigalpa.® Against the pending withdrawal of this income and 

other remittances, the council borrowed 5000 lempiras ($2500) to continue civic projects.®^ 

The municipio evidently hoped for a rapid disbursement of the money owed, but the acta for 

November 1, 1975 noted that COHDEFOR had not yet remitted payment for Rene Meji'a's 

last timber extraction. The smdico was authorized to submit a new petition to COHDEFOR's 

general management.®^ The council simultaneously resolved to ask the Ministry of 

Government and Justice for financial assistance totaling 26,045 lempiras ($13,022.50) — 
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apparently the amount awaited from COHDEFOR - for debts and commitments related to the 

completion of Arcamon's primary school and Caiqum's townhall, reconstruction of the 

Centre's primary school, commencement of potable water projects in Guanajulque and 

Mescalio, and construction of the bridge over the Rfo Oromilaca.®® This list of projects, and 

subsequent work plans, indicate the council's commitment to distribute municipal fimds fairly 

among the aldeas. The council seldom refused any petition for a civic project; rather, it 

promised to provide a measure of the municipio's limited financial resources if the aldeas 

contributed the unskilled labor and local materials. For any given project, work occurred 

intermittently as fiinds became available. As a result, it took years to complete the new 

primary schools, water projects, and aldea townhalls. 

Council members took two trips to Tegucigalpa in November to process claims for 

1975 timber extraction," but problems ensued because the Office of Municipal Accounting 

made an error in processing La Campa's work plan; therefore, the National Autonomous Bank 

did not release the money.As the problem dragged on. La Campa's creditors threatened 

to bring legal action against the municipio.® In March 1976, the alcalde reported on a trip 

to the Ministry of Government and Justice in Tegucigalpa to request fimds to repay the 5000 

lempira debt and continue work on the Rfo Oromilaca bridge: 

The trip was not very favorable because of the multiple problems being experienced 
by the central government, due to the transportation strike as well as the teacher's 
strike, and therefore we were received not on the day given for the meeting, but 
rather two days later. But at the same time we had the opportunity to visit 
COHDEFOR offices in reference to the last petition for payment presented by the 
mimicipalidad, which was found to be stalled. According to the Department of 
Procedures, the contract for the timber sale lacked several signatures and therefore 
[the payment] had been delayed. But it is certain that if we had not made the visit, 
they would not have been concerned about solving the problem, for the latest amount 
requested is 1,134.36 lempiras [$567.18] for 587.18 cubic meters... the Licendado 
Flores Anduray told us that insofar as possible, the case for the municipalidad would 
be resolved and then the corresponding notification would be issued.™ 
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As the above report indicates, COHDEFOR paid La Campa slightly less than 2 

lempiras per cubic meter of timber after deducting fees. COHDEFOR did eventually deposit 

payments for 1975 timber extractions from La Campa — 8.198.24 lempiras (4099.12) in May 

1976, and 1,174.36 lempiras (587.18) in October 1976.^' The municipio received approval 

to use the fimds for ongoing projects and payment of outstanding debts, and finally received 

the reimbursements."^ The episode foreshadowed a pattern of payment delays for fiiture 

years. 

The complications of obtaining COHDEFOR payments encouraged the council to seek 

support from non-profit institutions operating in Honduras. In the 1970s, the municipio 

requested help from Care International to build primary schools in Santa Catarina and 

Mataras. The applications were submitted in 1975, and although the regional Care office at 

first misplaced the papers, the institution later assisted with the construction of school 

buildings in Mataras" and the Centro.^'' At the end of the decade, however, many of the 

projects in the municipio had not been finished, or required repair (or replacement), and new 

projects had assumed critical importance. At a gathering of Lempira's municipal alcaldes in 

September 1979, La Campa's alcalde noted the following urgent projects: primary schools for 

Nueva Esperanza, Santa Catarina, Arcamon, and a new school for the Centro; a bridge over 

the Rio Chiquito; repair for the road connecting Caiqum to the main road; and installation of 

potable water in Nueva Esperanza.^^ By the 1980s, FEDECOH (Federacion de Desarrollo 

Comunitario de Honduras, or Honduran Community Development Federation) and World 

Vision became active in the region and contributed technical and material assistance for some 

of La Campa's water projects, school construction, and other public works. 

Municipal actas between January 1976 and October 1977 do not discuss further 
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logging contracts;^® the Aserradero San Pedro apparently relocated. In June 1977, the 

council granted another timber company, the Aserradero Bardales, permission to use roads" 

"built by the aserradero that used to be located in this jurisdiction" so that it could access a 

private property being logged on La Campa's borders. The Aserradero Bardales started 

logging in La Campa later in 1977, when the owner, Luis Bardales, arranged a timber 

contract for Caiqum. The council willingly supported the sale; the municipio had outstanding 

debts of 1,922.69 lempiras ($96L35), and needed additional income to finish civic projects 

that dragged on without completion.^® The Aserradero Bardales completed its logging in 

Caiqum at the end of 1978, but it had not reported the quantities extracted™ and despite 

council petitions,® no payment was received until January 1981. It mmed out that the owner 

had not paid COHDEFOR in fiill for the timber. The actas do not report further logging in 

La Campa until 1982;®' the Aserradero Bardales returned to La Campa after completing 

payment to COHDEFOR for the 1978 logging in Caiqum.®^ The return of the aserradero 

coincided with circumstances that intensified problems in La Campa's relationship with 

COHDEFOR, as will be discussed further below. 

COHDEFOR Regulations and Local Forest Resource Use 

COHDEFOR regulations covered a wide range of issues beyond controls over 

municipal timber sales. Following its mandate to protect forests, COHDEFOR required 

people to obtain permits for most activities that involved cutting tunber, such as construction, 

carpentry, or clearing land. Prior to COHDEFOR, La Carapa residents obtained permission 

to cut trees or clear land during the bimonthly council sessions. Under COHDEFOR, 

Lacamperos had to travel to Gracias, and purchase an officially stamped paper (papel sellado) 

required for legal documents. Then they had to pay an employee of COHDEFOR to type the 
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document in the correct manner, and render a permit fee. The only type of timber use that 

was not regulated was the collection of firewood for household use. In its early years, 

COHDEFOR employees informed the council of the regulations, but expended little effort on 

enforcement. As COHDEFOR became more established and hired additional technicians, 

greater emphasis was placed on enforcing regulations and requiring the rural population to 

obtain permits. 

COHDEFOR regulations gradually displaced municipal management of land clearing 

and timber-cutting,^ and Lacamperos resisted disadvantageous changes through formal as 

well as informal means. Even prior to COHDEFOR's founding, forestry laws aimed to 

restrict slash-and-bum clearing. The people petitioned COHDEFOR and the departmental 

government for an exemption from the prohibition on slash-and-bum clearing: they pointed 

out that they lacked the financial resources to purchase fertilizer or apply other modem 

techniques.*^ Evidently the government granted the petition, because La Campa farmers 

continued slash-and-bum clearing under a permit system based on the tradition of 

emboletamiento. Under COHDEFOR, the municipio was issued slash-and-bum permits, and 

the alcalde de policia distributed them among petitioning farmers. 

COHDEFOR employees tried to reduce the chance of fires escaping field boundaries 

by ordering the farmers to clear three-meter-wide fire lanes around fields, and to bum in 

morning hours. The prevention of forest fires comprised one of COHDEFOR's highest 

priorities in Lempira and throughout Honduras, for forest fires constitute one of the greatest 

threats to the nation's forests. Between 1975 and 1992, Honduras lost an average of 61,416 

hectares of forest per year to fires; 58% of the fires were caused by individuals. Only 9% 

were directly attributed to slash-and-bum fanners' activities, but slash-and-bum agriculture 
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is widely seen as tlie fiindamental cause of many forest fires (Hernandez 1992:165-166). 

Although COHDEFOR's fire prevention regulations were sound measures from a 

forest protection perspective, employees did not share an intimate knowledge of the local 

conditions, nor did they realize the potential complications of their plan for the farmers. 

Farmers resented COHDEFOR's fire regulations, not only because of the additional labor 

required to open the wide fire lanes, but because the morning hours were the least propitious 

time to bum fields.^ COHDEFOR employees chose the morning because the morning dew 

would inhibit fires and they could be present to observe that bums were conducted legally. 

Farmers knew, however, that the damp slash would bum unevenly and leave inadequately 

burned areas unfavorable for planting. They also respected the capricious morning winds that 

could put out a poor bum, requiring them to risk crossing smoky fields to reset a fire. 

Alternatively, if the dew lifted early under sxmny skies, the wind might push a fire beyond the 

bounds and force them to fight a mnaway fire during the hot and windy mid-day hours.^ 

COHDEFOR employees visited municipal sessions to lecture the council, auxiliares, 

and the general public on fire control," and to disseminate restrictions concerning forest use. 

Resin-tappers, organized by COHDEFOR, followed instmctions to clear away debris from the 

base of trees in their territories, in order to impede the spread of forest fires. In 1977, 

COHDEFOR fined a number of residents for clearing areas near streams and water sources; 

in 1978, the chief of the Gracias unit and an associate attended a council session to warn 

residents not to repeat the previous year's behavior and to obtain COHDEFOR permits to cut 

pine trees, or else they would be fined again.®® The council acceded to COHDEFOR's 

domination, and sent residents to COHDEFOR for permission to cut trees. People 

nevertheless continued illicit tree-cutting to clear land, or to obtain lumber for house 
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construction, fence-building, and carpentry. COHDEFOR records suggest that people sought 

official permits only after they had been caught cutting illegally. COHDEFOR generally 

approved municipal construction projects, and the council continued to contract for manual 

felling and sawing of timber as needed. 

The Social Forestry System in La Campa 

While COHDEFOR's regulations increasingly interfered with residents' forest use, 

implementation of the social forestry system provided new employment opportunities. By late 

1974, COHDEFOR was working to start resin-tapping groups and pine seed collection in La 

Campa. At the time, a pound of top quality pine seeds was valued at 40 lempiras ($20) per 

pound, and a barrel of resin was valued at 240 lempiras ($120) on the open market. The pine 

seeds were collected for ESNACIFOR's Banco de Semillas (Seed Bank) and destined mainly 

for exportation (SECPLAN/ US AID/ DESFIL 1989:138); pine resin was used as rosin for 

dyes, soaps and adhesives, and in mrpentine (Stanley 1991:31). COHDEFOR employees and 

La Campa residents anticipated large profits from collection activities.®' 

COHDEFOR provided training on collecting and classifying pine seeds to those 

interested. Meanwhile, agroforestry groups were organized and integrated into a regional 

cooperative based in Gracias for the purpose of resin collection. INFOP (Jnstituto Nacional 

de Formacion Profesional, or National Institute of Professional Preparation) provided training 

on how to collect resin, and DEFOCOOP {Direccion de Fomento Cooperativo, or Cooperative 

Formation Office) instructed groups on how to organize a cooperative and manage financial 

records. COHDEFOR supplied the necessary materials'" as a loan, and groups repaid 

COHDEFOR as they sold the resin. Residents in the Centro, Cruz Alta and Caiqum formed 

the first resin-tapping groups in the municipio of La Campa; each group started with less than 
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20 members. The residents attracted to resin-tapping appear to have been young people eager 

to obtain an income for their new (or potential) households, adults who had not been 

particularly successful or content in agriculture or other occupations (such as carpentry or 

building construction), and a few adventuresome folk interested in trying something new. At 

least one group was primarily composed of members of an extended family. COHDEFOR 

technicians visited the groups periodically to provide training, supervision, and orientation in 

resin-tapping and forest protection. 

The resin-tappers, through COHDEFOR semiims, training and orientation, became 

guardians of the forest in La Campa. They valued mature trees for their resin-producing 

potential, and they began to observe the activities of other Lacamperos and timber companies 

with a critical eye. On July 1, 1975, for example, a resin-tapping group complained that the 

Aserradero San Pedro wasted many logs, and left damaged trees standing." COHDEFOR 

encouraged resin-tappers to report violations; resin-tappers began to inform on neighbors 

suspected of injuring resin-producing pine trees or cutting without permission. The first 

complaint appeared in August 1975, when the president of the Centro's resin-tapping group 

reported seven damaged pine trees in a widow's fenced pasture.'^ Rifts began to open 

between resin-tappers and the members of the community who did not collect resin. Over 

time, interpersonal resentments developed between resin-tappers and their neighbors. The 

resin-tappers protected their livelihoods as well as the forests; moreover, they felt justified in 

enforcing the law. 

As part of the social forestry system, COHDEFOR paid resin-tappers with food 

supplies (i.e., cooking oil, maize, beans and canned meat) for activities intended to improve 

forest quality and reduce improper forest use. Under the guidance of COHDEFOR 
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employees, resin-tappers trimmed branches, culled young trees and excess seedlings, cut down 

deformed pines and eliminated other species to encourage more rapid growth of productive 

pine trees. Non-resin-tapping residents interpreted these activities as a form of forest 

destruction, or as manipulating the forest to benefit the timber companies and resin-tappers. 

It appeared anomalous to most Lacamperos that while they had to pay COHDEFOR for 

cutting trees, resin-tappers received benefits for tree-cutting. Through the 1970s, initial 

frustrations and resentments emerged, but they did not reach the point of active resistance 

against COHDEFOR. 

Resin-tappers recall that it took time for them to become proficient at their tasks and 

to develop the level of cooperation that resulted in efficient work techniques. One former 

tapper, whom I shall call Renan, started working in the 16-member group known as 

"Monqueta" (after its territory), and remembered that at first they collected 2 barrels of resin 

every 8 days. Later, the group took on additional workers and collected 12-20 barrels per 

month. The dry season (approximately January - April) was the most productive because trees 

produced more resin under sunny skies. In the wet season, resin flow declined; moreover, 

everyone needed time to plant their fields. Another ex-tapper, Gilberto, noted that they 

usually worked 6 days a week, and that the labor was demanding — everyone ruined clothes 

with splashes of sulphuric acid; they had to carry heavy resin buckets; and to remove the 

gummy resin that spattered their skin and clothing, they had to purchase kerosene. 

The resin market proved volatile; fluctuations periodically depressed prices. Besides 

this uncertainty, Gilberto, Renan and other tappers observed that after deductions, taxes and 

the truck driver's salary, the remainder divided among the workers did not leave as much as 

they anticipated. COHDEFOR took a portion of every sale to repay the materials costs, plus 
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a production tax and a nominal service charge, while the municipio charged a tax of 1 lempira 

per barrel. Gilberto said that he earned an average of 60 lempiras a month — equivalent to 

30 dollars. Resin-tappers nevertheless enjoyed opportunities to earn additional income through 

pine seed collection, and to obtain food supplies in exchange for their forest protection and 

improvement activities. 

The regional cooperative profited enough to purchase a truck to haul barrels of resin 

to market. Unfortunately, the cooperative was plagued by a series of problems. The truck 

was totaled after several accidents attributed to the driver's inexperience.®^ COHDEFOR 

noted anomalies in the cooperative's financial records;®^ one COHDEFOR employee 

attributed the ongoing problems to the tappers' lack of experience with managing money 

Meanwhile, tensions arose between factions in the cooperative, and the Monqueta group 

suffered leadership conflicts. In January 1977, the COHDEFOR technician in charge of 

supervising the group divided it into two parts, forming two groups, Grupo La Campa 

(Monqueta) and Grupo San Matias.^ 

Although resin-tapping groups experienced organizational problems, and tensions with 

the rest of the community, they tended to have a productive and amiable relationship with 

COHDEFOR employees into the 1980s. The technicians with COHDEFOR's Unidad de 

Manejo (Management Unit) in Gracias who worked with the Social Forestry System evidenced 

dedication to their mission and the people they served, but they encountered numerous 

difficulties. The unit was charged with managing over 77,000 hectares of land," but it 

suffered from shortages of employees, supplies, and ftmding from the regional and national 

COHDEFOR administration. In early 1979, the monthly report noted that the vehicle for the 

Gracias Unit's Social Forestry System had been transferred to another locale, and since public 
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transportation was woefully inadequate, COHDEFOR employees' movement was restricted. 

During January 1979, the supply of sulphuric acid ran out, and resin-tappers' production 

fell." Subsequent reports indicate that the office did not receive the funds to purchase food 

staples owed to rural people for their work; COHDEFOR checks bounced when the district 

office failed to transfer monies: and resin sales were delayed due to a shortage of barrels." 

Furthermore, the institute responsible for purchasing resin (RESIHON) did not cooperate with 

the resin-tapping groups. In a report to COHDEFOR district headquarters, Rigoberto 

Alvarado (who worked with the social forestry system in the Gracias Management Unit) 

critiqued this problem and at the same time showed sympathy for the rural population: "put 

a bit more pressure on RESIHON to collaborate with agroforestry groups [and] to guarantee 

a market for [resin] production, in all aspects, for if the rural people strive, they do so in 

order to resolve some of their multiple problems.""" He expressed concern that the 

unreliable support from district offices undermined employees' relationship with the local 

people, as this comment to the District Chief indicates: 

We will especially thank you in the future for not presenting us with another 
circumstance such as the offer of a trip to Comayagua; the situation put us in a bad 
light with the groups. Give us an order to organize something [only] when we have 
absolute certainty of carrying out the specified activity."" 

Alvarado's requests for additional support from district offices continued throughout 

1979, and culminated in a plea for improved fiinding for the coming year: 

As a suggestion arising from anxiety, we request the District Chiefs to grant us a bit 
more support for executing our program activities next year, 1980, and to provide the 
resources that are indispensable for carrying out a more comprehensive work. For 
during my stay here, the little that has been realized has been [through] the personal 
effort of hired hands, myself, and the help of a few immediate others who have given 
what they are able. I consider and expect that if in the coming year you give us the 
support requested so many times, we will give you greater and better achievements 
in favor of our institution.'® 
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The reduction in support for social forestry programs in the Department of Lempira 

reflected a nationwide shift in instimtional emphasis. In 1978, the COHDEFOR 

administration noted widespread problems in the Social Forestry System, including a fall in 

resin prices, deficient credit arrangements, instimtional problems, and shortcomings with 

peasant organizations. Moreover, national demand for lumber was growing. COHDEFOR 

chose to reduce support for social forestry programs, and diminish its role in rural 

development (SECPLAN/ DESFIL/ US AID 1989:150). The institutional policy shift 

apparently contributed to some of the shortages critiqued by Rigoberto Alvarado, but other 

changes occurred more gradually. In the early 1980s, the Gracias COHDEFOR Unit was 

assigned new personnel oriented toward resin and timber production and Alvarado was 

evidently replaced.'"^ 

The problems that negatively affected COHDEFOR's relationship with the people of 

La Campa deepened during the 1980s. Funding for social forestry programs declined further, 

and COHDEFOR employees agreed that instimtional deficiencies undermined effective and 

productive interaction with the agroforestry groups. Throughout the region, resin-tappers 

retired or worked sporadically, and several groups in La Campa complained to COHDEFOR 

technicians of various problems with the regional cooperative.'"^ On December 11, 1980, 

the La Campa and San Matias groups met with the Social Forestry System Chief of the Cop^ 

District and regional COHDEFOR technicians to inform them that they had decided to 

withdraw from the cooperative.This sparked a concern in the COHDEFOR hierarchy 

of subversive, outside influences at work, although they had no proof.'"® 

The simation directed administrative attention to problems in the Gracias cooperative 

and its resin-tapping groups. The COHDEFOR Cop^ Forestry District Chief criticized 
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regional COHDEFOR employees, noting: "it's obvious that their labor is inefficient given the 

multiple problems detected in the regional cooperative...""" but in the same memo he noted 

that employees should be given better training, as well as improved transportation and more 

adequate field wages to allow longer stays in rural areas. He concluded: "If the budget 

situation was inadequate in 1980, the situation in 1981 is even worse. The cuts made to the 

presented budget plan will reduce trips to the field for all the Social Forestry System 

personnel...leading to obvious results."'"® 

The La Campa and San Matfas agroforestry groups continued working, despite the 

difficulties of marketing their resin independently of the regional cooperative. A COHDEFOR 

technician, who visited the San Matfas group regularly, reported in March 1981 that it was 

well-organized with 13 male associates and one woman, and it produced 18-20 barrels per 

month with 8,000 trees tapped."" In October 1981, another COHDEFOR technician noted 

in his reports of the La Campa group that the resin cycle was nearing its end; all of the trees 

had been tapped on both sides to heights of 1.0-2.5 meters, but the 16-member group 

continued to produce 10-20 barrels per month."" Through the early 1980s, the tappers 

benefitted from rising resin prices that attained a peak of $41 per quarter metric ton (Stanley 

1991:31). Other La Campa residents, however, felt increasingly limited in their options for 

gathering firewood and obtaining timber for their households and agricultural activities 

because of expanded resin-tapping areas. 

The council continued its struggle to find funding for civic projects. In March 1981, 

the council requested help for bridge repair and work on the municipal townhall from 

Honduras' provisional president. General Policarpo Paz Garcia.'" The acta asserted that 

"...at the moment the municipio lacks economic resources; moreover, in the ordinary budget 
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in effect for the present year, there is no allocation in the Development and Public Works 

Category to resolve several urgent problems....The indicated works require immediate repairs 

because they are in a completely bad state. The council submitted another request for 

a national subsidy in April 1981,'" but no funds were forthcoming, so the council called 

upon resin-tappers and residents to provide the labor to repair the Rfo Chiquito (Gualiliquin) 

bridge before the rainy season intensified."'' The Ministry of Government and Justice 

finally responded in August with a grant for 7,122.30 lempiras."® In December 1981, the 

Honduran president. General Policarpo Paz Garcia, presented La Campa's alcalde and 

president of the Patronato Pro-Construccion de la Escuela Urbana (Urban School Pro-

Construction Society) with a 3000 lempira ($1500) subsidy."® The municipio used the 

funds to help with school construction in the Centro, Nueva Esperanza, and Azacualpa."^ 

It was clear, however, that the municipio required additional monies to continue important 

projects,"® and timber remained its only resource. 

The Exacerbation of Tensions (1982-1986) 

The five years of 1982 - 1986 brought new stresses for La Campa's population. 

These included: the resumption of logging and the emergence of related problems, new 

COHDEFOR regulations and heightened enforcement by the institution's employees, volatile 

resin prices and exhaustion of certain resin-tapping territories, and competition for timber 

resources between loggers, resin-tappers, and residents. These circumstances coincided with 

a period of national economic instability and inflation; thus the municipio and its residents 

faced increasing costs relative to their minimal financial resources. In addition, the Liberal 

Party controlled the national government from 1982 until 1990. Due to the Department of 

Lempira's historic association with the National Party — and the unshakeable political devotion 
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of a majority of its population — the region received less federal assistance during this epoch 

than under the prior National administrations. The combination of these conditions 

accentuated Lacamperos' cognizance of their marginality in relation to the state and its 

institutions, but perhaps more critically, they experienced increasing economic uncertainty at 

a time when a majority faced diminishing access to the resource base that sustained their lives. 

The Gracias Management Unit continued to struggle with inadequate fimding, even 

though it yielded 50% of the Copfe District's forestry production.'" A 1983 report by the 

Chief of Forest Protection for the Cop^ Forestry District recommended that the Unit should 

be given a larger budget because "...it has enormous forestry potential; such that it has five 

sawmills, a palillera,^^ ten resin cooperatives and excellent technical personnel."'-' 

Subsequent years nevertheless left the unit with inadequate staffing and transportation relative 

to its responsibilities. 

The municipio persisted with civic projects, and took advantage of national programs 

as they became available. In 1982, the departmental governor visited the August 16 municipal 

session to inform the residents that they should form a Pro-development Society {Patronato 

Pro-Desarrollo). The society would be responsible for making petitions to the national 

government for local development projects; municipios without such an organization would 

not receive federal fiinds. The governor instructed the citizens to compose the group without 

regard to the political affiliation.'^ In the same session, the citizens learned that a private 

organization, "Society of Lempira's Children and Friends" (Sociedad de Hijos y Amigos de 

Lempira) had been formed to help Lempira's municipios obtain needed improvements. Given 

these opportunities, the session agreed to create a municipal development society and 

delineated the following projects; a new water project for the Centro,'^ building 
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improvements for the Civil Court (Juzgado de Paz), a municipal marketplace, new primary 

schools for Nueva Esperanza, Caiiadas, and Cruz Alta, potable water for Caiqui'n, Cruz Alta, 

Mescalio, San Matfas and Arcamon, plastering of Caiqum's townhall, repair of primary 

schools in Guanajulque and Caiiadas, a road to connect Coalaca, Arcamon and Laguna Seca, 

a concrete bridge over the Rio Chiquito, repairs for the mimicipal townhall, and electricity 

for the Centro.'" The promise of assistance exceeded the reality, and over the next few 

years, only a few of these projects were realized. 

On July 21, 1982, a meeting took place in the Gracias COHDEFOR office between 

the director of the Gracias Management Unit, the district chief of the Social Forestry System, 

leaders of the La Campa Agroforestry Group, La Campa's alcalde, and Lui's Bardales, owner 

of the Aserradero Bardales. The participants discussed the forest tapped by the agroforestry 

group, and the Gracias COHDEFOR director made the following points; (1) in 1978 

COHDEFOR had ordered that the forest be "resin-tapped to death" {resinacion a muerte) in 

order to proceed to logging, (2) the forest was "over mamre" (sobremaduro) and contained 

many dead trees, (3) productive resin extraction had ended, and (4) fiirther resin extraction 

would result in a waste of the timber. COHDEFOR offered the group a 170-hectare area 

called La Jimona as a new site for resin-tapping.'^ La Campa's alcalde notified the 

municipio at the next council session that the Aserradero Bardales would return to the 

municipio.'^ 

Notably, the area to be logged had been designated as a public woodlot {astillero 

publico) in 1974; it was the first one obtained after the municipio requested it "as a timber 

reserve for public construction as well as for the benefit of the residents."'^ The area, 

called Jilguarapis,'^ had been resin-tapped since 1976; resin-tappers had limited residents' 
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access for firewood gathering and decided which trees could be extracted for construction with 

proper permits. COHDEFOR did not interpret the woodlot classification as an exemption 

from resin-tapping, and by fiat had designated the area for logging despite the population's 

unabated need for firewood and timber to construct buildings. The Centro sought a new 

public woodlot; in cooperation with COHDEFOR, the people selected the site "El Naranjo" 

or "El Naranjito."'^ The area covered 415 hectares, but COHDEFOR approved the 

designation because the area had been logged during the 1970s (as part of Quesunceica), it 

was partly inaccessible, and tree density and quality was low.'® The fate of Jilguarapis was 

repeated generally for communal forests that residents exploited for firewood and construction 

purposes. Residents petitioned for public woodlots in Caiiadas, Caiqum, San Matias, Nueva 

Esperanza, the Centro, and other aldeas, but COHDEFOR did not allow them to claim 

accessible zones with large quantities of commercially valuable timber. These forests were 

designated as resin-tapping territory, exhausted of resin, and sold by COHDEFOR in logging 

contracts to sawmills and the palillera. 

The Aserradero Bardales began operation in Jilguarapis in August, and it proved to 

be irresponsible and unscrupulous in a variety of matters. COHDEFOR employees denounced 

the aserradero for cutting and damaging small trees, employing methods that eroded the soil 

excessively, and using equipment improperly."' Bardales' trucks were caught carrying 

unauthorized timber and excess loads by COHDEFOR employees.Audits of the 

sawmill's records and physical plant found accounting discrepancies, incomplete 

documentation, equipment problems, and a failure to heed COHDEFOR orders. A 

COHDEFOR inspector warned, "...in all of the inspections realized since 1982 into the 

present, there has never been one in which some problem or other was not discovered. If this 
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situation continues, we will be obligated not to extend the Annual Operating License for 

19g4 "133 Bajdaies did, nonetheless, continue his operation. COHDEFOR fined Bardales 

for transgressions on several occasions; by the end of April 1984, he had accumulated 

1,723.19 lempiras ($861.60) in unpaid fines. 

A COHDEFOR report on sawmills in the Gracias Unit noted that the Aserradero 

Bardales probably had the best accessibility of any of the region's sawmills, because most of 

its forests lay near a main road, but its production suffered firom "the irresponsibility of its 

owner and his bad administration.""^ The report added that the aserradero's area of 

exploitation included enough forest to support logging for another eight to nine years; of the 

estimated 47,246m^ of marketable timber, 45,246 m^ was located in the municipio of La 

Campa."® 

While COHDEFOR experienced difficulty with the Aserradero Bardales, La Campa 

residents likewise developed enmity toward the operation. Trucks loaded with timber crossed 

the Rfo Oromilaca bridge, completed after more than ten years of hard labor and ftmding 

efforts; however, the bridge had not been constructed to withstand such weight. The council 

sent a request to Bardales, asking him to send his drivers through the river crossing 

traditionally used by trucks rather than over the bridge.'" Luis Bardales consented, but his 

trucks consistently violated the agreement and continued to use the bridge, gradually causing 

damage. The trucks also degraded the municipio's roads and the bridge over the Ri'o 

Chiquito. Partly because Bardales' postponed his payments, COHDEFOR did not release 

money owed to La Campa in promised time frames."® 

Luis Bardales had his own problems; poor financial management and accumulated 

debts compelled him to sell the operation to Adolfo Alvarado later in 1984."' Alvarado 
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improved the sawmill's production through better management, but the problems continued 

with trucks crossing bridges, questionable logging practices,'"" and failure to remit payments 

in a timely manner. In at least one instance. La Campa's reimbursement was delayed because 

COHDEFOR had not been paid for the excess timber that Alvarado had extracted on several 

contracts.''" 

While sawmills operated in La Campa, the Palillera Helenita contracted for the 

second-rate and damaged trees left behind by loggers. It exploited minor volumes of timber 

compared to the sawmills, and it paid low fees to COHDEFOR because of the poor quality. 

The operation participated in slighting forest laws, damaging bridges, eroding the soil and 

inhibiting regeneration. The owner of the palillera was the head of a Gracias bank who 

contributed generously to COHDEFOR special events (i.e., the annual forestry celebration -

Dia del Arbol); as a result, the Gracias unit director prevailed to have some of his 

transgressions be forgiven.'"'^ 

COHDEFOR's regulations became stricter during 1982; in September the Gracias 

office ordered the council to stop granting house lots where pine trees grew. The municipio 

resolved to contest the matter; it argued, "here the hillside soil is very sterile and it's not a 

place where trees can be diminished or depleted...when one is cut, more sprout."'''^ Shortly 

thereafter, a number of residents turned out to complain that COHDEFOR employees had 

been seen cutting down trees and carrying them away; they argued that COHDEFOR 

employees should pay a municipal tax for any wood taken, because it came ft'om the 

municipio's land.'"*^ The director of the Gracias COHDEFOR Unit, Guillermo Mazier, 

appeared at the following session, and he declared that his men had been culling trees to 

improve forest quality. According to the acta. Mazier asserted that La Campa residents could 
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also cull trees for their use, including house-building, as long as they did not do so in 

excess."" His flexible attitude toward residents' "culling" lasted only months, and 

COHDEFOR employees continued to carry away the trees they cut. A year later, a special 

session noted that COHDEFOR "has done an almost general cutting of small pines or poles 

of four inches in diameter; they say it's culling and not a business but they've sold [the poles] 

to various tobacco growers and the municipio hasn't learned whether it will have the benefit 

of charging for its [timber] rights."'''® COHDEFOR did issue permits to certain tobacco 

growers to cut small trees (used as poles to hang drying tobacco leaves), and it is unclear 

whether the municipio received payment from these permits. Even in the present, Lacamperos 

reiterate that COHDEFOR employees culled La Campa's trees to obtain free firewood and 

lumber for personal use and for sale. Whether or not their convictions are justified, residents 

resented that they had to obtain permits to fell trees for construction or sell firewood, while 

COHDEFOR employees appeared exempt. 

By 1983 COHDEFOR's employees faced increasing resistance from local residents. 

As the year began, COHDEFOR made its annual demands to prevent forest fires, stop 

unauthorized clearings, and control the illegal cutting and sale of firewood. But this time, 

every aldea was ordered to form a Comite de Defensa Forestal (Forest Defense Committee) 

to fulfill the orders.'"*^ Except for resin-tappers, the people ignored the demands. In June, 

Mazier ordered the council not to grant house lots in Jilguarapis where the Aserradero 

Bardales had logged, because settlement would impede forest regeneration. The council 

responded that it would be incomprehensible to deny residents land for houses and agriculmre 

on the level ground, and it resolved to take the matter up with COHDEFOR and the Ministry 

of Government and Justice.''^ From the perspective of La Campa residents, COHDEFOR 
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was preventing them from benefitting from their own land and forests in order to monopolize 

use for itself and timber companies. A prominent regidor, Maximo Leon, chose to ignore 

COHDEFOR altogether, and even refused to receive the denunciations he was sent for 

unauthorized felling of pine trees.''" The impasse developed into a personal grudge when 

COHDEFOR employees and agroforestry group members conducted tree culling and cleaning 

on Leon's land in preparation for a controlled bum to improve forest productivity. On two 

occasions, Leon intimidated the workers into leaving; when a COHDEFOR employee 

promised to fine him, Leon threatened to take legal action against COHDEFOR for destruction 

of property. The COHDEFOR employee involved, Roy Romero, reported the interaction to 

his boss: 

The man in reference [Maximo Leon] argued that COHDEFOR is destroying the 
forest, and therefore it should not forbid everyone else to cut trees.... 

Finally he concluded, saying that for our part we should give a little (and not 
fine violators) because the community is poor and does not have anywhere to work, 
or otherwise he and a large group of people angry at COHDEFOR would never 
permit COHDEFOR to pass through the municipio again. 

Maximo Leon provided but one of several cases of open opposition encountered by 

COHDEFOR employees during 1983. A COHDEFOR Memorandum written by the Social 

Forestry System promotor for the Gracias Unit to the unit's chief related that members of the 

Comite Agricola (Agriculmral Committee) in Nueva Esperanza did not want to participate in 

the annual forestry festival on May 30. The people "showed an attitude predisposed against 

COHDEFOR since certain associates had not been permitted to realize their agricultural 

activities in forested zones, and they had certain questions about activities underway in the 

area, for example, resin-tapping and logging by an installed sawmill, and also questioned some 

actions of La Campa's municipal authorities."'^' In addition, an agronomist working with 

the agricultural group noted that despite his past cooperation with COHDEFOR, several 
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employees had snubbed him and therefore he would not support COHDEFOR.'^ 

COHDEFOR continued working with agroforestry groups, and encouraged them to 

diversify their activities beyond resin-tapping, forest protection, fire-fighting and pine seed 

collection. In 1982, the head of the Social Forestry System for the Copan District and the 

head of the Forestry Protection Division approached the Canadas agroforestry group with the 

offer of agricultural assistance through an AID program. The council granted a 4.5 manzana 

plot to the group to raise rice, maize and beans with the outside assistance.'" In 1983, the 

national government started an agricultural development program through COHDEFOR, and 

the municipio complied with COHDEFOR's request to set aside land for agroforestry and 

agricultural groups to use for experimental plots.Alternative activities proved necessary 

for resin-tappers' perseverance, because resin prices were dropping drastically in 1983, 

moving toward a decade low of S16 per quarter metric ton (Stanley 1991:31). 

Due to the dismal economic situation, resin-tappers retired in large numbers. The La 

Campa and San Mati'as groups foundered as members withdrew. By May 1983, two members 

remained in Grupo San Mati'as, but they produced very little. Grupo La Campa had only 

three active members; they were working to remove resin-tapping material from trees ahead 

of the sawmill's logging.COHDEFOR aimed to revitalize the group, and in 

October, members of Grupo La Campa signed an agreement to reinitiate activity on a 

mountainous ridge known as La Jimona and a previously unexploited portion of 

Monqueta.'" Residents of San Matias had been using the latter area as their woodlot and 

pasmre; the prospect of resin-tappers appropriating another communal forest evoked their ire. 

Twenty-five household heads showed up at the next council session to protest the group's 

resumption, and resolved to request the area as an official public woodlot.'^® The same 
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day, two COHDEFOR technicians arrived to demarcate the new resin-tapping territory, but 

residents stopped them with a petition demanding the public woodlot.'^' 

In this same period, the municipal council received a decree from Mazier that forbade 

the council to grant any land with pine trees to residents. Since pine trees are ubiquitous in 

La Campa, the order essentially placed all unsettled areas off limits. The council called a 

special session for October 4, 1983, and people firom throughout the municipio attended to 

discuss the issue. The meeting authorized the council to represent the residents "to plead with 

state offices and the branch of the Honduran Corporation for Forestry Development, not to 

prohibit the [use of] plots located in this municipio that are suitable for agricultural 

production. Campesinos can occupy them in their work, now that the constant crisis over 

staple grains is worsening every year, and the birth of new citizens is incessant.'"® 

COHDEFOR employees realized that La Campa had become a difficult site; Mazier 

wrote to the district chief: 

...we have learned through other residents of La Campa that a general 
movement is growing to prevent COHDEFOR from continuing to realize any kind of 
activity in La Campa's forests... 

...I consider that if serious action is not taken immediately, the problem will 
become grave; there is already the tendency to lose respect for forestry laws and the 
Corporation's orders. The Unit's employees will be seen as enemies and our 
authority will be in a precarious state. Besides, we do not want to risk the physical 
safety of any of our Unit or District employees at any moment.'" 

Rather than examine the institution's position, and their own role in heightening tensions, 

COHDEFOR employees attributed the problems to Maximo Leon and the municipal council. 

Mazier recommended several options, each of which involved action from military and 

political authorities, to convince the dissidents to respect COHDEFOR, and he proposed a 

meeting with resin-tappers to enlist their support within La Campa.'" 
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Although it is unclear whether any of the recommendations were carried out, 

documents for 1984 reveal fewer antagonistic declarations than recorded in 1983. The aldea 

of San Matias did not obtain their official woodlot in Monqueta, and the La Campa group 

resumed work despite friction with their neighbors.'® COHDEFOR agreed to help the 

municipio repair and maintain the roads that had been damaged by logging vehicles, and this 

may have helped to temporarily diffuse hostility.'"-'®^ Moreover, 1984 brought some 

some benefits that eased the municipio's financial simation. COHDEFOR reimbursed some 

of La Campa's delayed payments for timber, and this helped to fund improvements for the 

municipal townhall.'®® More importantly, the national government forgave outstanding debts 

for all of Honduras' municipios, so La Campa was solvent for the first time since 1975.'®^ 

COHDEFOR and La Campa residents co-existed in mutual distrust after 1983, and 

the propagation of long-standing problems maintained the tension on both sides. La Campa's 

municipal actas detail four ongoing aggravations: the damage caused to bridges by timber 

trucks from the Aserradero Alvarado (Bardales) and the Palillera Helenita; COHDEFOR 

employee's incessant efforts to prevent residents from occupying land where pine trees stood; 

the unreimbursed culling of small trees by COHDEFOR employees; and delays in 

COHDEFOR payments for La Campa's timber. The council, with support from municipal 

inhabitants, responded strategically to each problem. As the bridges deteriorated, council 

members complained to the COHDEFOR office and enlisted its employees to rectify the 

problem;'®* when that failed. La Campa's officials confronted departmental authorities and 

told them diat their lack of assistance made them responsible for any injuries if the bridges 

failed.'® These tactics did not have the desired response, but COHDEFOR eventually 

promised to assist with bridge repair. [NOTE] The council justified giving land grants on the 
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basis that it only allowed clearing on level ground, not on slopes. Municipal authorities must 

have consulted with departmental political leaders, because one dociraient noted that "the 

alcalde has an understanding with the governor [in this matter]."™ COHDEFOR employees 

persisted in culling trees, so residents used this as justification for their own clearing activities. 

From Lacamperos* perspective, they cleared land because they needed agricultural fields and 

shelter to survive, while COHDEFOR employees took trees out of avarice. 

To obtam the postponed reimbursements, municipal officials complied with every 

bureaucratic prerequisite, and traveled repeatedly to check on the process in the Gracias unit, 

at regional offices in Santa Rosa de Copan, and to the national headquarters in Tegucigalpa. 

During one visit to Santa Rosa, the alcalde learned that 14,811.46 lempiras ($7405.73) had 

been deposited in Tegucigalpa for La Campa, but to withdraw it, he had to complete and sign 

eighteen petitions for reimbursement, purchase nine sheets of officially stamped paper for 

appendices, and then await notification."' The council served as an intermediary for the 

residents of Caiqum, who had agreed to sell over 12,000 m^ of timber from their separately-

titled ejido, El Rancho, to finance urgent civic projects.'^ After several unexplained 

postponements, COHDEFOR informed the council that no payment would be forthcoming for 

El Rancho's timber until Caiqum formed a Patronato Pro-desarrollo (Pro-Development 

Society) to handle its own petitions. Since La Campa had already submitted petitions for 

Caiqum, the new patronato had to re-initiate the process.™ 

COHDEFOR employees responded to La Campa's resistance by issuing decrees, 

fining forest violators, threatening legal action, summoning offenders to their office for verbal 

reprimands, and prevailing upon higher authorities to chastise La Campa officials through 

written rebukes and summons. COHDEFOR's delays in reimbursement seemed a form of 
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retribution, but the problem was apparently widespread in Honduras. Despite fines and 

warnings, residents persisted in illegal tree-cutting and clearing in forested area. M^imo 

Leon owed 2600 lempiras ($1000) in fines;™ the amount exceeded most households' annual 

income. The head of the COHDEFOR Unit acknowledged in a report: 

The major problem, especially m the activities for [forest] protection and 
control of illegal exploitation, is the lack of a genuine and conscious cooperation from 
local departmental authorities, [who are] united with the public's disrespect toward 
forest laws. 

Another factor that impedes our application of effective sanctions for violators 
is the inefficient system of fines through forestry denunciations, for there is no judicial 
or legal mechanism to obligate the violator to pay.'" 

COHDEFOR's interaction with resin-tappers also evidenced strain; the two resin 

production specialists and Social Forestry System promoter who had dedicated themselves to 

assisting the agroforestry groups were dismissed in 1983, after resin-tappers had retired in 

droves due to the abysmal prices. The silviculture technician, Enrique Lopez, assumed the 

Social Forestry System responsibilities, with occasional assistance from the Forestry Protection 

and Extension technician, Roy Romero.'^® These technicians prioritized their areas of 

specialization, and in contrast to their predecessors, found little to commend in agroforestry 

groups. In a 1985 report to the district chief, Mazier recognized that the unit had 

shortcomings, but added: "Apart from our problems, the groups have never been able to 

consolidate themselves and diversify their activities due to the constant falls in resin prices and 

the idiosyncracies of campesinos in this zone (conformist and antagonistic among 

themselves)."'" COHDEFOR nevertheless needed the resin-tappers to assist in forest 

protection activities - as well as to maintain some support for the institution within the 

community. Meanwhile, resin-tappers still benefitted from the food supplies that they 

received for helping COHDEFOR carry out its activities, but resin prices stayed low. 
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The Rise of Organized Resistance and the Blxpulsion of COHDEFOR 

Most of the La Campa's population opposed COEIDEFOR prior to 1986, but divisions 

within the community had countered the chances for a unified action. Residents harbored 

resentments and antipathies over land disputes, interpersonal offenses, inter- and intra-political 

party rivalries, and personality conflicts. None of these resentments coalesced into immutably 

alienated factions; participation in communal work groups and social organizations, and 

extended familial ties, inter-coimected all but the most anti-social households in a web of 

interdependent relationships and at least superficially civil interaction. But Lacamperos also 

pride themselves for their self-reliance, individualism and fortitude even when they agree to 

work together temporarily for a common goal. Forming a multi-aldea grassroots organization 

required a level of cooperation and concordance beyond the ordinary. Moreover, the 

municipio was unusually divided into two general factions — resin-tapping households and 

everyone else — but a number of households with ties on both sides were at first torn in their 

loyalties. 

During 1986, the discord between COHDEFOR and La Campa residents, and between 

resin-tappers and non-tappers within the municipio, continued to accumulate incrementally. 

Lacamperos recall this period vividly. Their memories reveal aspects that documents do not 

illuminate, such as recollections that certain COPIDEFOR employees treated them in a 

condescending and insulting manner. Adults who lived through the period express deep 

fiustration with COHDEFOR regulations that limited forest use and required permits to cut 

pine trees. The latter regulation particularly alienated the women of La Campa who produced 

artisanal pottery. They needed a reliable supply of dry pinewood to temper their product, but 

the costs in time and money related to permits (traveling to Gracias, purchasing officially 
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stamped paper, and paying COHDEFOR employees) threatened to eliminate their minuscule 

profits. They perceived no option but to obtain pines illicitly and they resented the risk. 

From COHDEFOR's perspective, the use of deadwood did not pose a serious problem (as 

long as felling did not damage live trees), but the forest did not have enough dead pine trees 

within reasonable hauling distance to meet the potters' demand.'™ Members of agroforestry 

(resin-tapping) groups also faced this conundnrai; but because of their work with COHDEFOR 

in culling, trimming, and saneamiento (removing dead, dying and substandard trees), they had 

sanctioned access to wood that non-tappers did not. 

The inequitable access to forestry resources, and non-tappers' perception that 

agroforestry groups were allied with the adversary, fanned growing sentiment against resin-

tapping. The last president of the San Mati'as group, Renan, recalled that his group faced 

passionate opposition from residents of the Centre and San Mati'as through several years. He 

claims that his group did not prevent people from cutting a tree if they needed one, as long 

as they cleaned up the debris, but he acknowledges that residents perceived differently. A 

carpenter, Simon, and an ambitious farmer, Nico, particularly opposed resin-tapping, and 

residents accused tappers of destroying the forests and drying up the water. Nico obtained 

a small parcel of land and fenced in a large area including tapped trees, and Renan clashed 

with him repeatedly. The alcalde repeatedly summoned Ren^ before the council to answer 

allegations, and resin-tappers received threats. Renan noted that it was almost like a war 

because of the confrontations, made worse because Nico had a pistol and during moments of 

drunkenness would wander around threatening people by shooting it off. Then Ren^ 

discovered Simon cutting a number of pines when COHDEFOR had granted a permit for a 

maximum of five trees. Ren^ reported the violation to COHDEFOR, and Simon was fined 
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1000 lempiras ($500). During an interview, Simon expressed that the fine was exorbitant and 

unfair. He felt that he had tried to comply with COHDEFOR regulations; his efforts had 

resulted in repetitive paperwork, fee payments and travel to Gracias but not the necessary 

quantities of wood. This incident heightened the tension, and unknown individuals set fire to 

resin territory. Ironically, it occurred shortly after the group resolved to suspend activities. 

In addition to resin-tapping, the clear-cutting and damage caused by the loggers 

angered a majority of residents, particularly those who lived within sight of the affected zones. 

A former resin-tapper, echoing the words of others, stated that loggers left the hills dry and 

bare. Others comment that resin-tapping dried out many trees and rendered them inferior for 

construction; moreover, logging lowered the quality of remaining trees. During a discussion 

with an elderly farmer, he pointed to the roundwood pine beams in his house and noted that 

they had lasted over thirty years because the resin prevented infestation and deterioration, 

while pine lumber cut today barely lasts ten years in a building. A former alcalde of La 

Campa observed: 

Here there were beautiful, precious forests, and fine wood to construct buildings. 
And then the loggers came and destroyed them, and they destroyed the watersheds 
too. The rivers used to have a lot more water, and with the disaster of forest 
destruction the waterlevels fell. 

The loss of the forests might have been more tolerable if the community had realized 

more benefits firom the logging. Remittances for the timber did not amount to expectations, 

and arrived so irregularly that it appeared to residents that COHDEFOR intended to keep 

more than its share to itself. Simon told me: "...sawmill owners cheated us many times; the 

income due the county never came, and what COHDEFOR paid us was just a small 

amount...we still don't know what they did with our money." 

Although there is no supporting documentation, residents claim that COHDEFOR had 
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FUSEP (Fuerzas de Seguridad Publico — the national police force) detain violators and arrest 

some of those who could not pay their fines. A reliable informant related that one man was 

jailed for 15 days for cutting pine trees to sell; the man had a crippled hand and had not been 

able to find other work. Whether or not the story entails a faithful rendition of events, it 

accurately illtistrates residents' perceptions of COHDEFOR's insensitivity toward their 

unpoverished conditions. 

A series of minor events contributed to a rise in anti-COHDEFOR feeling in the 

pueblo. On February 13, 1986, COHDEFOR employees set a prescribed bum that 

accidentally consumed part of a resident's fence. The resident, who had served as a municipal 

justice of the peace, questioned whether COHDEFOR really protected forests and notified the 

session that he was initiating legal action against COHDEFOR for damages.'® Several 

weeks later, COHDEFOR reported a forest fire that consumed 120 hectares of forest, 

affecting logging, resin-tapping, and forest protection activities in the zone. The fire 

apparently resulted from efforts to remove a honey firom a beehive, and started in the area 

being logged that day by the Aserradero Alvarado (Bardales). COHDEFOR stopped the 

logging, pending an investigation.'®' In the subsequent session, the council reported that 

it had received no reimbursement from COHDEFOR since July 1985, even though all of the 

paperwork had been duly submitted. Meanwhile, the alcalde had been simimoned to the 

governor's office because COHDEFOR employees had asked the governor to instruct La 

Campa residents to help combat forest fires, to order the smdico to stop granting land where 

pines grew, and to require the establishment of Comites de Defense Forestal (Forestry Defense 

Committees).'® In response to this information, the gathering responded: 

...from prior and past years there was no need for forestry defense committees to 
fight fires, instead the pueblo fought fires and cared for the pine trees, because the 
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material is useful for the residents of the pueblo, and there were no great disasters in 
the forests. Today, since the office of COHDEFOR was declared responsible, instead 
there is a reduction in pine trees and the forests look like deserts, great breaches have 
been made to extract pinewood, [there are] great forest fires, [and] great waste of all 
kinds of trees, pines, oak, malsinko and others that the residents use to cook food, 
because of the members of COHDEFOR, it's a loss for the pueblo...'® 

The council noted that according to municipal law, the municipalidad had the right to 

administer all of the pueblo's resources, and should be allowed to control permits for forest 

use rather than COHDEFOR. The gathering authorized the council to discuss the "anomalies" 

with the departmental governor and the Minister of Government and Justice.'®^ 

La Campa's declaration arrived at the COHDEFOR District Offices, and Mazier was 

asked to explain. He wrote: 

In the first place, there is a negative attimde on the part of various individuals 
and municipal employees from prior councils (and I believe of the present one) toward 
the Corporation and the activities we realize in that sector. [This is] motivated by 
provincialism, that is, many people do not wish to accept forestry laws or the 
decisions of the State Forestry Administration because they still have the mentality 
that in their county, only they give the orders. 

In relation to the supposed forest fire denounced by the ex-justice of the 
peace, it was nothing more that a planned bum in a zone that had previously been 
chapeado, cleared and prepared for that purpose. In the area that he denounces 
as having had two tareas of fence burned, this Unit permitted him to work the areas 
for agriculture because it is level, but even so the aforementioned judge at that time 
committed abuses by cutting down various pine trees with resin-tapping materials, and 
we did not even reprimand him. 

The damages and injuries mentioned in the judge's denunciation are a) 
silvicultural treatments, b) planned bums, c) the logging realized by the Aserradero 
Alvardo and the Palillera Helenita. 

...The present smdico municipal indicated in the section of the acta, ([HG]), 
is a forestry offender (tree-cutter) who owes payment for fines to the Corporation. 

In synthesis, I think that more than anything, these men act capriciously and 
insidiously, because they don't do or say anything about the destruction carried out 
by residents for the purpose of migratory agriculture; for there is much destruction 
in areas suitable for forestry, authorized by the council itself for agriculture and house 
lots.'^ 

As the preceding illustrations indicate, COHDEFOR employees and the people of La 

Campa had profound differences in their perspectives on forest use. The people believed that 
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the forests belonged to the community, and that shared rights to the land were their birthright. 

The forests were not only integral to daily survival, they constituted reserve land for 

subsistence activities. La Campa inhabitants also saw themselves as better managers of the 

forest than COHDEFOR — prior to COHDEFOR, no one was allowed to clear land without 

community consent, and individuals who violated norms of forest use were sanctioned. Until 

COHDEFOR had assumed control of the forests, logging had been limited and deforestation 

had not degraded the land. COHDEFOR's efforts to teach and inform the residents about the 

benefits of trimming and culling young trees backfired, because it was clear to residents that 

under COHDEFOR, any long term advantages gained through these activities would be 

appropriated by resin-tappers and loggers. In the minds of the people, the state and 

COHDEFOR had exceeded their authority by establishing laws that limited access to their 

forest resources and land. 

By contrast, COHDEFOR's employees saw the forests as a resource to be harvested 

for national benefit. Archival documents imply a lack of comprehension concerning 

communal land use — employees apparently construed communal property as unused land, and 

doubted residents' assertions that they needed common forests. The employees did not see 

themselves as oppressing the rural population, but as managing the forests in an economically 

rational manner, and protecting the forest from wasteful exploitation. Indeed, COHDEFOR's 

forest management policies — such as the prohibition of tree-cutting near streams and on steep 

hillsides — were based on sound principles of forest management and watershed protection, 

some of which were recognized by La Campa's folk management practices until COHDEFOR 

abrogated council authority. It must also be noted that COHDEFOR archives show that 

employees cited timber companies with even more vigor than they cited La Campa residents. 
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Despite this, fines against timber companies did not improve their behavior, and employees' 

recommendations to stop loggers' flagrant violations by suspending logging permits were not 

enacted by administrators. Logging continued unabated and largely uncontrolled. One 

COHDEFOR employee acknowledged: 

... the industry at this time worked in a way, you might say irrational, because they 
worked without management plans, they didn't know how to manage the forest from 
a silvicultural perspective. The laws didn't benefit landowners, all the forests were 
national property and the state took everything. So from this perspective, the 
communities were right because the forests were cut, and nothing was left for the 
community, no services for them.'®' 

Resistance became organized in August 1986. Experienced community leaders, 

including a former alcalde, smdico, and regidor, began to discuss their problems informally. 

One leader remembers, "...some neighbors and 1 thought we should organize because our 

forest was getting scarce, they had exploited this whole sector...we began to talk about what 

we could do. We met with the community to discuss the whole situation; they supported us, 

they motivated us, and they joined us." Not surprisingly, the leadership included residents 

whose livelihoods and aspirations had been particularly compromised by COHDEFOR. This 

included a carpenter (whose modest livelihood was undermined by the fees and paperwork 

needed to get COHDEFOR permission to fell high quality pinewood) and several farmers who 

desired land in areas controlled by loggers or resin-tappers. Maximo Leon, who had offended 

several residents with certain uncharitable deeds, was notably absent. A participant noted that 

although the community has always been divided by petty feuds, at this moment the people 

were so "burning mad" that they united. More than three hundred people attended the first 

meeting; they named their organization the Patronato Pro-Defensa de Derechos del Pueblo 

(Society for Defending the Community's Rights). They elected officers and composed a 

document that delineated their complaints and demands. The document presented a number 
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of complaints, including: (a) COHDEFOR denied them access to the land and forests that the 

people needed for subsistence, (b) the level of exploitation allowed by COHDEFOR had 

caused serious environmental degradation, (c) COHDEFOR had not fulfilled its promises to 

the people while permitting loggers to damage bridges constructed at great cost, (d) 

COHDEFOR prohibited potters from using the firewood needed to temper their wares, and 

(e) they needed to complete a number of important projects but COHDEFOR had not left 

them anything, not even areas promised as public woodlots. The people noted that they were 

prepared to face the ultimate consequences in order to regain the land rights that were legally 

theirs from ancestral times. They ended by demanding that logging and resin-tapping cease 

forever in order to protect the forests for future generations (see endnote for the complete 

document).'®^ The group's secretary sent copies of the docimient to the municipal council 

and the Gracias COHDEFOR Unit. 

Patronato leaders appeared at the next day's council session, and presented their 

demands to the council.'®' The county council accepted the patronato's demands, and the 

presidents of the Cruz Alta, San Matias and La Campa resin-tapping groups immediately 

notified COHDEFOR that as "sons of La Campa," they supported the group even though it 

meant stopping their work."" Other factions disagreed as to what activities should be 

oudawed. Certain resin-tappers wanted to continue their work; the Canadas agroforestry 

group had just started a COHDEFOR-backed manual sawmill and wanted to pursue the 

business. Caiqum's resin-tappers refused to acknowledge La Campa's patronato; with the rest 

of Caiqum, they were angry that their efforts to become a separate municipio had been foiled 

because of back taxes owed to the municipio of La Campa.'" The patronato members 

worked to bring the factions to their cause through dialogue that included reference to their 
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shared conditions, subsistence needs, and ideals of responsibilities and benefits related to 

communal land rights. A patronato member recalled arguing with his resin-tapping neighbors, 

"...We told them, 'you'd be better off planting more maize...or your children aren't going 

to be able to find wood for a house when they want it.'"'° Renan told me that he agreed that 

COHDEFOR was exploiting the pueblo, because resin-tappers had always paid a tax to the 

institution, which had betrayed its promise to remm half of it to the community. He added, 

"If we didn't support the patronato, we would be against the community {pueblo), but we 

were in favor of the commimity, to defend community rights." 

Logging continued in the municipio during the patronato's early months."^ 

Patronato members traveled to COHDEFOR's regional offices in Santa Rosa and to national 

headquarters to convince authorities to exempt La Campa ft'om further timber extractions. 

One of the patronato leaders knew a journalist for one of the national newspapers, and he 

shared the story in hopes of publicity. During this time, the patronato obtained the open 

support of the departmental governor and the FUSEP (Fuerzas de Seguridad Publica or Public 

Security Forces) lieutenant in charge of the department's security. In addition, leaders 

consulted with a lawyer who offered to defend them if they were jailed. The leaders also 

questioned whether they should consider a roadblock against COHDEFOR, and their 

confidants noted that such actions had been successful for other campesino groups elsewhere 

in Honduras. 

The organization suffered a setback when a pine beetle (Dendrotonus frontalis) 

infestation was discovered in forests near Canadas. Through a series of meetings, residents 

and patronato debated the problem and concurred with COHDEFOR employees that the 

infestation had to be halted and the damaged trees removed. La Campa requested the 
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following conditions: The company contracted for the logging had to pay an outstanding debt 

and provide an advance payment; the council and the patronato had the right to send a 

member to observe the activities; only local labor would be hired; and only the infested trees 

would be cut. Finally, a representative of the Canadas Agroforestry Group, Don Jorge, would 

be responsible to negotiate prices, collect payments, and distribute the monies according to 

criteria agreed to by all parties."^ COHDEFOR agreed to let Don Jorge oversee the 

activities and manage the payment collection, and that only the infested area would be logged. 

The timber company promised to use local labor. Despite the carefully designed 

agreement, the arrangement resulted in a falling out between members of the patronato — Don 

Jorge claims that the Centro leaders wanted him to send the municipio's portion to the 

patronato, which he refused. Centro members recall that Canadas tried to control the entire 

amount earned. The patronato split in two, and each side continued in its own manner. 

For several months, both sides of the patronato laid low; but in the interim, 

COHDEFOR employees tried to effect policies that were anathema to La Campa. In an effort 

to revitalize the social forestry program, COHDEFOR had created a plan called "Areas of 

Integrated Management" in which a COHDEFOR employee would live in a community and 

direct the residents in managing their forests. The institution hoped by this method to instill 

local populations with the knowledge and values to protect forests and use them 

sustainably."^ The Gracias Unit asked the alcalde to allow it to open an office in the 

Centro, to implement the program in La Campa. The alcalde called a special council session 

for Feburary 4, 1987, to address the request. A telling note reveals the climate of the session: 

"...the alcalde makes the following recommendations to the pueblo: maintain the best possible 

order, respect and morality to stand [speak] in the session; and say everything concisely and 
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sensibly so that it will be possible to understand all that a citizen expresses.""® Roy 

Romero explained the plan in detail, but it was unanimously rejected. The acta noted that no 

site for an office would be granted because "it would serve to make us more marginalized" 

iseria para tenemos mas marginados). People repeated that COHDEFOR had made their 

municipio a desert and never provided helpful support. Interestingly, they noted that the 

Natural Resources Ministry programs had given them valuable assistance in agricultural 

techniques, but that COHDEFOR had given them nothing."' Soon after this meeting, the 

General Management of COHDEFOR issued an edict that definitively prohibited permission 

to bum fields during March and April. The edict was the latest effort to decrease the number 

of fires that devastated Honduran forests in the dry season, but in essence this forbade slash-

and-bum agriculture — rain generally started in May, and slashed fields did not dry quickly 

enough to bum in February."® As a result. La Campa farmers who relied on slash-and-

bum methods could not respect the edict by waiting until May to bum; unless the rains came 

late, they might not be able to plant a crop that year. 

The patronato remained divided until the infested timber had been logged, but at that 

point COHDEFOR decided to sell more of Canadas timber and reclaim financial control from 

Don Jorge. These conditions were unacceptable to Don Jorge and the Canadas patronato 

members; meanwhile, the Centro's patronato suspected that COHDEFOR would try to exploit 

more forest. In April 1987, a patronato member caught La Campa's alcalde, Don Carlos, 

signing another timber contract under COHDEFOR pressure. Patronato members and other 

residents felt that Don Carlos had betrayed them. In retrospect. La Campa citizens 

acknowledge that the alcalde really didn't have much choice, and that COHDEFOR controlled 

everything at that time. A former alcalde noted that Don Carlos was a humble man and 
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COHDEFOR treated him as if he were a servant. For Don Carlos' part, he related that he 

did not think he had the option to refiise to sign the contract; moreover, he felt he was acting 

in the best interests of the community by obtaining income to finish bridge reconstruction. 

The patronato called an emergency meeting, and Caiiadas members rejoined to map 

a plan of action. After the logging company moved equipment to the new site, a designated 

group blocked the access road and threatened to destroy the machinery. A COHDEFOR 

employee ordered the road opened, but the angry crowd slashed his tires and ordered him to 

leave La Campa on foot. Another group took the townhall, held the alcalde and the secretary 

hostage, and sent a delegation to the department's governor to request mediation. Patronato 

leaders expected mediation to work in their favor, because they knew that the governor 

sympathized their position. The governor, however, was away on Easter vacation. When the 

delegation established contact by phone, the governor promised to appear the following 

Monday to meet with ±e patronato. Meanwhile, the governor named the alcalde de policia 

as interim alcalde, and ordered the patronato to set Don Carlos and the municipal secretary 

free. 

The interim alcalde, the municipal secretary, and patronato members used the 

intervening days to send letters to every aldea in the municipio and inform the entire 

population of the coming reunion. Many people feared violence, and expected that the 

patronato would insist upon deposing the council and installing its own leaders. The parish 

priest became concerned, so he met with patronato leaders; they assured him that they only 

wanted to stop timber exploitation and expel COHDEFOR. They concurred that the priest 

should serve as a mediator for the reunion, to keep tempers in line and prevent bloodshed. 
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The following week, members of the patronato met with the governor, the parish 

priest, a COHDEFOR representative, and the military colonel responsible for department 

security. La Campa residents, including men armed with machetes, filled the townhall and 

crowded the adjacent plaza to observe the events; even Caiquines came to give moral support. 

The church sanctuary's battered speaker system and generator was set up in the plaza so that 

everyone could hear the proceedings. The governor and the military colonel supported the 

patronato; they believed that the deforestation had exceeded acceptable bounds. The priest 

called Don Carlos forward to stand on a bench, and promise the crowd that he would never 

allow further logging. Don Carlos complied, and added that agroforestry groups and resin-

tapping would also end — this extemporaneous addition supported the patronato's wishes. 

Next, representatives of agroforestry groups came forward arid vowed that they would 

permanently disband. Finally, the priest called the COHDEFOR representative, Roy Romero, 

up on the bench and he swore that COHDEFOR would respect the pueblo's decision. The 

secretary wrote the acta, and the officials, patronato members, and representatives of aldeas 

and resin-tapping groups witnessed and signed the document.'"-™ On April 20, 1987, 

La Campa regained control over its forests and COHDEFOR departed. 

Summary 

Similar to other cases of peasant resistance, the people responded to threats to their 

livelihood and autonomy (e.g., Utting 1993, Wolf 1969, Fitzpatrick 1994, Smith 1989, Scott 

1976,1985). The sense of exploitation and marginalization experienced by the population 

under COHDEFOR was insufficient to achieve a unified, active resistance movement, although 

it was the prime motivating factor. Rather, unification occurred because: First, the tradition 

of communal decision-making, and the ideology of shared rights to the forests, contributed 
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to the group's ability to coalesce. Second, people viewed communal land rights as integral 

to their subsistence, and all residents would share in the potential benefits of expelling 

COHDEFOR and loggers. Third, community antagonism toward COHDEFOR became 

embodied in their relationship with COHDEFOR employees. Thus they were not only 

confronting an implacable, abstract institution but concrete human opposition. Fourth, the 

patronato employed dialogue, argument and public pressure to unite sympathizers and compel 

dissidents' conformity. In the final analysis, people recognized that they depended on a 

certain amount of neighborly goodwill to make life tolerable. 

The patronato's ability to unify a majority of the population did not guarantee success. 

Despite internal disagreements and temporary firagmentation, the patronato ultimately 

combined effective organization and leadership to accomplish their goals. From experience 

in other commimity groups (for school construction, water projects, and other group projects), 

members knew how to plan activities and share responsibilities. They were also fortunate that 

several members had dealt previously with departmental and national authorities. Their 

eventual achievement combined peaceful (but resolute) negotiation, skillful planning, strategic 

allies, and forceful action. The group might not have been successftil if a few key officials 

had not sided with La Campa, or if national authorities had chosen a military solution to La 

Campa's resistance. 

La Campa's experience suggests that the practical and symbolic aspects of communal 

land management may contribute to a population's capacity to form organized resistance. 

Practical aspects include the communal duties, such as obligatory labor and participation in 

local government, that provided experience in forming groups, making plans, and performing 

activities collectively. Most residents had also participated in various groups, either voluntary 
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or obligatory, to achieve a community goal. Although people inevitably grumble at obligatory 

duties and group participation (and some perform their part more willingly or adequately than 

others), they accepted certain responsibilities for the common welfare — especially when 

shirking responsibilities compromised personal welfare (i.e, evading obligatory duties resulted 

in fines). In this case, the potential loss of communal forests constituted a grave threat to 

personal and community welfare. 

As for symbolic aspects, the people of La Campa perceived of their forests as a 

common good that was irreducible to individual or government rights. The conception of 

communal rights, and the lived ramifications that shared property carried for their daily 

existence, tied them together as a community despite their inevitable divisions. Communal 

land rights undergirded their interdependence, even as the demand for private usufruct 

motivated passionate disputes and rivalries. The concept of community symbolized a union 

and shared identity that took on particular clarity as residents contrasted themselves to a 

common enemy — evidenced when resin-tappers chose to support the patronato because they 

were "children of La Campa." COHDEFOR became a symbol of the injustice and 

marginalization that Lacamperos experienced in relationship to the nation-state. As 

COHDEFOR acquired this connotation, the valid information the institution tried to impart 

about forest protection and conservation was discredited in the minds of Lacamperos. 

It is pertinent to note that COHDEFOR's renewal of timber licenses to companies that 

persisted in flagrant abuses of the municipio's infrastructure and forest resources utterly 

contradicted, in Lacamperos' eyes, employees' efforts to impose forest protection policies. 

For residents, COHDEFOR and its employees practiced hypocrisy in forest conservation 

activities and duplicity in applying forest regulations; employees appeared insensitive to the 
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deprivations faced by Lacamperos as their forests were razed to benefit the nation-state and 

its wealthy citizens. Thus, the people reacted not simply policies but to their experiences with 

individual representatives of the institution and their patterns of enforcement. From the 

perspective of COHDEFOR employees, their efforts to prevent forest overexploitation and 

enforce regulations impartially were inhibited by inadequate legal support, and an institutional 

environment biased toward aiding and abetting the logging companies in order to maximize 

forest production and COHDEFOR profits. 

Finally, the area's marginalization in relation to the state apparently contributed to the 

people's willingness to resist, and to their ultimate success. Prior to COHDEFOR, their 

experience of marginalization was associated with minimal state interference with their forests; 

thus they were accustomed to considerable autonomy in managing the resource by their own 

democratic traditions. Their confidence as managers of their own resources bolstered their 

convictions that COHDEFOR's appropriation was inept, exploitative, and unjustified. The 

state's repressive power appeared distant, not only to La Campa residents but evidently to 

departmental authorities as well, compared to the real and immediate problems posed by 

COHDEFOR. From the Honduran state's perspective, a small insurrection in an 

impoverished backwater evidently did not merit retribution. 

When COHDEFOR departed, hundreds of hectares of La Campa's forests had been 

laid bare or degraded. Residents with growing families had settled the open land, and placed 

fences where they had once himted deer. Roads opened for timber trucks were being used 

as public byways to new agriculmral fields, and well-off fanners were expanding coffee 

plantations and cattle pastures with an eye on the market. Respect for, and compliance with, 

the traditional restrictions and customs that had helped protect the forest prior to COHDEFOR 
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had been interrupted for too long to resume unchanged. In the interim, the growing 

population had rendered certain practices (i.e. long fallows and annual field relocations) 

untenable. La Campa's forests and its communal management had suffered irrevocable 

changes in the thirteen years of COHDEFOR domination. 
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ENDNOTES 

1. ... observe de hoy en adelante una activa vigilancia sabre la despiadada tala de los drboles 
y observe el extrito cumplimiento de la Ley de los Bosques porque aunque en este 
Departamento hasta la fecha no se han otorgado conseciones [de] maderas para su 
explotacidn, si es cierto que en los lugares donde todavia se dispone de tierras libres y 
poblados de pinos y otros drboles, a los vecinos ignorantes del perjuicio que se hacen, no les 
importa talar centenares de pinos para las milpas y arrozales que en [la] mayoria de las veces 
no aprovechan... Acta 19, August 15, 1951; LCMA Tomo 18, p. 146. 

2. I encountered two clearings that had been left unplanted; a resident explained that a few 
people have the perversity {"tienen la mafia") to clear more than they can plant, but that such 
behavior is rare now. Clearing forest is an arduous task, so it may appear inexplicable that 
it would be done unproductively. Yet since there is a time lapse between clearing the land 
and the start of planting, field preparation occurs under a set of expectations liable to change 
with circumstances. The amount actually planted may vary depending on the timing of the 
rains, the amount of labor a household can muster, and the quantity of seeds a household has 
been able to save or otherwise obtain for planting. In the present day, the area planted 
depends on the amount of fertilizer a household can obtain in planting time — and that relates 
to price, availability, and household resources. A bout of illness during planting may also 
reduce the area planted. Today most people recognize that the forest has become scarcer, and 
they know that neighbors may denounce irresponsible clearing. 

3. Acta 20, August 20, 1951; LCMA Tomo 18, pp. 148-149. 

4. Acta 1, November 1963; LCMA Tomo 24, p. 113. 

5. Acta, November 14, 1964; LCMA Tomo 25, p. 81. 

6. Acta, November 13, 1965; LCMA Tomo 26, pp. 66-67. 

7. Acta 30, November 12, 1966; LCMA Tomo 27, p. 56. 

8. Acta, September 16, 1966; LCMA Tomo 27, pp. 37-38. 

9. Acta, October 1, 1966; LCMA Tomo 27, pp. 41-42. 

10. If suitable trees had been available nearby, people would not have sought La Campa's 
timber, nor would they have opted for the heavy labor required to cut and haul out the timber 
(most probably by oxen) over ±e crude road linking La Campa to the municipio of Gracias. 

11. Acta 7, February 15, 1951; LCMA Tomo 18, p. 111. 

12. Acta 8, March 15, 1972; LCMA Tomo 30, f. 142. 
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13. On October 2, 1972, the council requested 9000 lempiras from the national government 
to conduct a study for the water project, 3000 lempiras to continue work on the telegraph 
office, and 6000 lempiras for road improvement on the segment connecting La Campa to 
Gracias (Acta 21, October 2, 1972; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 23-24). 

A month later, the people from the aldea of Santa Catarina requested 6000 lempiras 
to build a potable water system, and Guanajulque's Patronato Pro-Mejoramiento Comunal 
(Community Pro-Improvement Society) asked for municipal assistance to obtain potable water 
for its aldea (Acta 23, November 1, 1972; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 30). 

14. The fact that negotiations began in January was noted on September 8, 1973 (Acta 25, 
September 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 78). On June fifteenth, the Governor of Lempira 
and a timber company representative visited the alcalde and formally proposed a timber 
purchase from La Campa and Caiqum (Addendum to Acta 18, June 2, 1973; LCMA Tomo 
31, f.65). 

15. Addendum to Acta 18, July 2, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 64-65. The earthquake damage 
is noted in Acta 5, February 15, 1972; LCMA Tomo 30, p. 135. 

16. The records of the subsequent council meetings, on July 2 and July 16, 1973, mention 
the visit to Caiqum, and include a copy of the agreement, but they do not indicate that the 
council discussed the inclusion of Centro forests in the pending timber contract (Acta 18, July 
2, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 64-66. Acta 19, July 16, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 66-67). 

17. Acta 20, July 30, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 67. 

18. Acta 21, August 1, 1973; LCMA Tomo 30, f.70. 

19. ...todo se debe a que el Senor Alcalde no tomo en cuenta alpueblo y por ello es que se 
oponen a la venta de madera. Acta 22, August 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 72. 

20. ...el alcalde vende las maderas a expensas del pueblo... Acta 22, August 8, 1973; 
LCMA Tomo 31, f. 72. 

21. [Don R] esta de acuerdo con la venta de madera, toda vez que quedard una obra como 
esta haciendo San Manuel, que con el producto de la venta de madera comprard la propiedad 
de dona Elerui Castro y que la venta la haga otra municipalidad. Acta 22, Augiist 8, 1973; 
LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 72-73. 

22. [Don G] dijo que ...el sentimiento que tienen es que el Alcalde Municipal no lesparticipo 
nada de la venta y que esta de acuerdo que se venda pero que lo haga otra municipalidad. 
Acta 22. August 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 72. 

23. Acta 22, August 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 72-73. 

24. Acta 22, August 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 30, f. 73. 

25. Acta 25, September 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 77-78. 
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26. Acta 25, September 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 78. 

27. Acta 25, September 8, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 78-79. 

28. Acta 26, September 16, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 80. 

29. a) La Compama se compromete a conservar el mantenimiento de la carretera de Gracias 
a este pueblo, y durante dure el periodo de operaciones de la misma. 
b) La Compama se compromete a construir un puente sobre el n'o Oromilaca en el mismo 
trayecto de carretera, sobre bases de cemento armado y madera tratada. 
c) Reconstrucddn o reparadon de las calles de este pueblo. 
d) Asi mismo preparer el predio donde se construird el edifido para el centro de salud de 
este pueblo y suministrar la madera necesaria para dicha construction. 
e) Cinco rollos de alambre y una arroba de grapas para una zona agricola. 
f) Ayuda con el dncuenta por dento en el transporte de materiales para el agua potable de 
este pueblo 
g) Suministrar la tabla machimbrada a precio de costo para el cielo razo de la oficina del 
telegrqfo y el Palacio Munidpal. 
h) Suministrar la madera para la construcdon y reconstrucddn de las escuelas en esta 
jurisdicdon. Acta 26, September 16, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 80-81. 

30. Acta 27, September 20, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 82. 

31. Acta 29, October 11, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 84. 

32. Two forestry inspectors arrived on October 13 to check the borders of the sectors ceded 
to the company (Acta 30, October 15, 1973; Tomo 31, f. 86). 

33. A caballen'a equals 60 manzanas, 1 manzana equals approximately 0.7 hectare. 

34. Acta 35, December 15, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 98. 

35. Acta 31, November 1, 1973; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 88; Acta 35, December 15, 1973; 
LCMA Tomo 31, f. 98. 

36. Acta 4, February 1, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 107. Acta 5, February 9, 1974; LCMA 
Tomo 31, ff. 110-111. 

37. Acta 2, January 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 103. Acta 4, February 1, 1974; LCMA 
Tomo 31, f. 107. Acta 8, March 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 116. Acta 12, April 26, 
1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 126. 

38. Acta 10, April 1, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 122. 

39. Acta 2, January 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 103. Acta 4, February 1, 1974; LCMA 
Tomo 31, f. 107. Acta 8, March 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 117. Acta 12, April 26, 
1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 126. 
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40. Acta 11, April 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 123. 

41. Acta 10, April 1, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 122. 

42. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Atilio Oniz F., Jefe del Distrito Forestral de 
Copan, April 23, 1985; CA File 1985. 

43. Acta 11, April 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f.l23. 

44. ...a rai'z de la emision de la Ley de La Corporacion Hondurena de Desarrollo Forestal 
y organizacion de la misma Institucion, los valores de compra-venta de madera de esta 
municipalidad, estan siendo enterados a la Corporacion y por el mismo motivo la 
Municipalidad [h]a sufrido un deterioro en su aspecto financiero a partir del 15 de marzo de 
este ana en virtud de no perdbirfondos tanto de compra-venta como de los demos impuestos, 
desconociendose en su totalidad la cantidad explotada para kacer los reclamos respectivos. 
Acta 14, May 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 130-131. 

45. Acta 11, April 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 123-124. 

46. Acta 13, May 2, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 128. 

47. Acta 19, July 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 140. 

48. Considerando: que con los nuevos trdmites sobre la compra-venta de maderas, las 
ventajas que apareci'an en clausulas especiales del contrato celebrado por la Municipalidad 
con el Profesor Rene Mejia, Propietario del Aserradero San Pedro, quedaron sin ningun valor 
ni rfecto, por lo que la [hjegemoma de la Municipalidad no tiene razon de ser. 

Considerando: que con las nuevas disposiciones de la Junta Directiva de la 
Corporation Hondurena de Desarrollo Forestal (COHDEFOR) no se puede ejecutar el Plan 
de Trabajo de la Munidpalidad en un 100% sino en un 50%, sin contar con las ayudas 
ofrecidas anteriormente, ni tampoco de parte del Estado que siempre ha estado aislado de 
estos sectores. 

Por Tanto: Acuerda: Soliatar de la Junta Directiva de COHDEFOR, una 
reconsideration en el valor estableddo de la madera para hacer factible el Plan de Trabajo 
trazado por la Munidpalidad. en Virtud de que la Munidpalidad es parte del Estado y que 
lo unico que busca es salir del atrazo en que se encuentra el Munidpio de La Campa, en el 
Departamento de Lempira. Acta 19, July 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 141. 

49. Acta 21, August 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 32, ff. 143-144. 

50. Acta 21, August 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f.l44. 

51. Acta 14, May 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 130. 

52. Personal communication of Enrique Lopez, a COHDEFOR employee. 

53. Acta 23, September 16, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 148. 
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54. Acta 30, December 2, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 163-164. 

55. Acta 23, September 16, 1974; LCMA Tomo 32, ff. 151-152. 

56. Acta 30, December 2, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 163-164. 

57. The process is described in Acta 18, August 15, 1975; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 2. 

58. Acta 15, June 1, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 133. Acta 26, November 1, 1974; LCMA 
Tomo 32, f. 156. Acta 32, December 28, 1974; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 167. 

59. Acta 12, April 26, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 125-126. 

60. Acta 6, March 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 175. 

61. Acta 14, July 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 188. 

62. Acta 17, August 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 31 f. 192. Acta 18, August 15, 1975; LCMA 
Tomo 32, f. 2. 

63. Acta 18, August 15, 1975; LCMA Tomo 32, f.2. 

64. Acta 18, August 15, 1975; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 2. 

65. Acta 23, November 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 32, ff. 10-11. 

66. Acta 23, November 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 32, ff. 10-11. 

67. Acta 2, January 15, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 23. 

68. Acta 5, March 1, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, ff. 27-28. 

69. Acta 5, March 1, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 28. 

70. La gira no estuvo muy favorable debido a los multiples problemas que estd atravesando 
el Gobiemo Central motivo a la huelga de los transportistas como asi mismo la huelga de los 
maestros y fue por tal motivo que no fuimos recibidos el dia en que habia sido consedido la 
audiencia, sino que hasta el tercer dia en que llegamos, pero al mismo tiempo tuvimos la 
oportunidad de visitar a las ofidnas de COHDEFOR referente a la ultima solidtud de 
derechos que habia sido presentada por la munidpalidad, la cual se encontraba dominada[?J, 
adudendo el Departamento de Trdmites que kadan falta unas firmas en el contrato de 
compra-venta de madera y que por el mismo motivo se habia retrasado, pero lo derto es que 
si no se efectua la visita no se hubieran preocupado por resolver el problema, pues la 
cantidad ultima solidtada es de (L. 1,134.36) un mil dento treinta y cuatro lempiras, con 
treinta y seis centavos por 587.18 metros de madera...El Uc. Flores Anduray nos manifesto 
que en cuanto fuera posible se resolven'a el caso de la munidpalidad y que posteriormente 
se haria la notificadon correspondente. Acta 6, March 15, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 30. 
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71. Acta 10, May I, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 35. Acta 20, October 1, 1976; LCMA 
Tomo 32, f.49. 

72. The actas do not report actually obtaining the funds — only that COHDEFOR had 
recognized the pajanents for La Campa and that the council authorized representatives to 
petition the Ministry of Government and Justice for the withdrawal. The absence of further 
discussion implies that the fimds were obtained; this assumption is supported by project 
expenditures and a note in the October 1976 Treasurer's Report explaining the expenditure 
of 184 lempiras as: "expenses effected by the special commission to take steps in the Ministry 
of Government [and Justice] and [the National] Autonomous Bank to make the latest 
withdrawal of municipal funds." [Gastos rfectuados por la comision especial para hacer 
gestiones en el Ministerio de Gobemacion y Banco Autonomo para hacer el ultimo retiro de 
fondos de este municipio.) Acta 25, December 1, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 57. 

73. Acta 6, March 15, 1976; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 30. 

74. Acta 19, April 15, 1978; LCMA, Tomo 32, ff. 125-126. 

75. Acta 23, September 1, 1979; LCMA Tomo 33, f. 28. 

76. It is unlikely that logging contracts were issued without mention in the actas of the 
bimonthly council sessions. 

77. Acta 13, June 15, 1977; LCMA Tomo 32, f.80-81. 

78. Acta 27, December 20, 1977; LCMA, Tomo 32, f. 110. 

79. Acta 29, December 15, 1978; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 161-162. 

80. Acta 29, December 15, 1978; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 162. Acta 11, April 16, 1979; 
LCMA Tomo 32, f. 189. Acta 6, March 15, 1980; LCMA Tomo 33, pp. 79-80. 

81. In August 1980, an acta reports that Lui's Bardales and resin-tappers agreed to work 
together to repair the road into Caiquin, and that Bardales wanted to return to log in Caiqum 
(Acta 18, August 22, 1980; LCMA Tomo 33, f. 142). 

A September 1980 COHDEFOR document notes that a trip to delimit the Aserradero 
Bardales' tributary area {area tributaria) was called off due to inclement weather. (Guillermo 
Mazier, Informe Mensual, September 1980; CA File 1980). 

The combination of these two documents implies that Bardales planned to resume 
logging in Caiqum, but no further references to logging in this time period were located in 
the municipal archives or in COHDEFOR archives. It raises the question of whether the 
logging contract was handled atypically through the auxiliary coimcil in Caiqum rather than 
the municipal council. (Failure to discover COHDEFOR docimientation could be attributed 
to the archive's poor organization or to missing records, given the director's own admission 
that a number of documents had been discarded after a roof leak damaged certain files.) If 
so, the 1980 and 1981 requests for payment from Bardales could refer to a 1980 cut. 
Nevertheless, the last payment for the 1978 cut did not occur until 1982, and it is possible that 
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a 1980 cut was stopped in lieu of payment. 

82. Lui's Bardales paid 60 lempiras for the last 1000 irf logged in Caiquin. Acta 15, August 
2, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34 f. 23. 

83. At the same time that COHDEFOR regulations restricted mimicipal rights to manage 
forests, the INA {Instituto Nacional Agrario, or the National Agrarian Institute) limited 
municipal rights to grant land for agriculture, pasture, or cooperative groups. La Campa's 
council had previously granted land as residents made requests, but under the new laws, 
residents who desired over one manzana of municipal land had to make requests to INA. The 
council apparently respected the rules, but in several cases residents were granted land 
exceeding one manzana, and the actas do not indicate whether these cases reflect exceptions 
in or violations of national laws. 

84. Acta 31, November 1, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 89. 

85. By custom, most farmers preferred to bum fields after 4 pm, when fields are dry and 
winds die down. 

86. During the December 16, 1974 council meeting, the secretary noted: "The bums will be 
effected by zones in presence of the COHDEFOR representative, [who] has indicated the 
morning hours, a case which requires special attention due to the dangers and the results for 
planting...." (Las quemas se efectuardn por zonas en presencia del representante de la 
COHDEFOR, y han senalado las horas de la manana, caso que si requiere especial atencion 
por motivo a lospeligrosy los resultadosde las siembras....) Acta 31, December 16, 1974; 
LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 165-166. 

87. Acta 7, March 15, 1978; LCMA, Tomo 32, f. 122. 

88. Acta 23, November 1, 1978; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 151. 

89. Acta 31, December 16, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, ff. 165-166. 

90. Resin-tapping required the following materials for each tree: (a) a 21cm long grooved 
metal strip; (b) a 14cm long grooved metal strip; (c) four one-inch long nails; (d) a plastic 
cup; and (e) one three-inch nail. The metal strips were bent to fit around the trunk and 
attached with the one-inch nails; the strips led to the plastic cup, which was affixed to the tree 
with the three-inch nail. All the materials could be relocated to a new tree. Sulphuric acid 
was used to increase resin flow, and large, reusable barrels (the size of an oil drum) were 
used to store the resin for sale. In addition, resin-tappers used a a pica or escoda (bent-
tipped, sharp metal tool) to scrape new lines into the trees, and a flat wooden or metal-tipped 
stick to clean out the metal strips and the cups. During resin collection, the resin was poured 
into 1-gallon cans carried by the resin-tappers, and then into large drums mounted on 
horseback. 

91. Acta 14, July 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 32, f. 188. 



336 

92. Acta 17, August 1, 1975; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 193. 

93. Personal communication of Enrique Lopez, former COHDEFOR technician and current 
director of the Gracias COHDEFOR office, June 28, 1994. 

94. Engineer Edas Muiioz G., Chief of the Copan Forestry District, Memorandum No. JDFC-
009-81, January 13, 1981; CA File 1981. 

95. Personal commimication of Enrique Lopez, Chief of COHDEFOR in Gracias, June 28, 
1994. 

96. Rigoberto Alvarado L., Informe, November 26, 1979; CA File 1979. 

97. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Atilio Ortiz F., April 23, 1985; CA File 1985. 

98. Guillermo Mazier, Informe Mensual, January 20, 1979; CA Plan Anual de Trabajo 1979. 

99. Rigoberto Alvarado Lopez, Informe Mensual, February 1979. Rigoberto Alvarado 
Lopez, Informe Mensual, March 20, 1979; CA File 1979. 

100. ...asegurarles un mercado a suproduccidn, en todos los aspectos, ya que la gente del 
campo si lucha, lo hace con el fin de resolver parte de sus multiples problemas. Rigoberto 
Alvarado L., Informe Mensual, May 21 - June 20, 1979; CA File 1979. 

101. Agradecer de manera especial en el fiituro, no se nos presente otro caso como el 
ofrecimiento del viaje a Comayagua, situacion que nos dejd en mal predicado con los grupos 
y, que se nos de drden de promover algo, cuando tengamos seguridadplena de la realizacidn 
de determinada actividad. Rigoberto Alvarado L., Informe Mensual, April 21 - May 20, 
1979; CA File 1979. 

102. Como una inquietud a manera de sugerencia, pedimos a los senores Jefe [sic] del 
Distrito el proximo ano 1980 se nos brinde un poco mas de apoyo en la ejecucion de las 
actividades de nuestro programa previendonos [sic] de los medios indispensables para llevar 
a cabo urm labor mas completa ya que durante mi estadia en el mismo, lo poco que se ha 
realizado ha sido el esfiterzo propio del personal prdctico],] mi persona y el apoyo de algunos 
inmediatos que han dado lo que han podido. 

Espero y considero que si para el proximo ano se nos da el apoyo tantas veces 
solicitadado les daremos may ores y mejores realizaciones en pro de nuestra institucion. 
Rigoberto Alvarado L., Informe Mensual, November 21 - December 20, 1979; CA File 1979. 

103. Alvarado's name disappeared from COHDEFOR records in 1980, and two specialists 
in resin production took over the responsibilities with the agroforestry groups. 

104. Jose Humberto Calderon, Reportes de Actividades Diarias de Campo Realizadas, 
November 30, 1980; CA File 1980. Julio Cesar Agurcia, Reportes de Actividades Diarias, 
December 30, 1980; CA File 1980. 
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105. Jose Humberto Calderon, Reporte de Actividades Dianas, December 30,1980; CA File 
1980. 

106. Edas Munoz G., Memorandum No. JDFC-009-81, January 13, 1981; CA File 1981. 

107. ...es obvio que su labor no es eficiente en vista de los multiplesproblemas detectadoas 
en La CooperativaRegional... Edas Muiioz G., Memorandum No. JDFC-009-81, January 13, 
1981; CA File 1981. 

108. Si en el ana 1980 la situacion presupestaria fui raquitica, la del 81 lo es aun mas. La 
reduccion efectuada al Anteproyecto Presupuestario presentado reducird las salidas al campo 
de todo el personal del Sistema Social Forestal....siendo obvias las conclusiones.) Edas 
Munoz G., Memorandum No. JDFC-009-81, January 13, 1981; CA File 1981. 

109. Julio Cesar Agurcia, Informe de Visita por Grupo Agroforestal, March 4, 1981; CA 
File 1981. 

110. Jose Humberto Calderon, Informe de Visita por Grupo Agroforestal, October 15, 1981; 
CA File 1981. 

111. The municipio needed 7000 lempiras ($3500) to repair two critical bridges, and 30(X) 
lempiras ($1500) for the municipal townhall (Acta 8, March 16, 1981; LCMA, Tomo 33, p. 
190-191). 

112. ...en los actuales momentos, esta Municipalidad carece defondos economicos; y que 
ademds el presupuesto ordinario que rige durante el presente ano, no tiene ninguna partida 
en el Ramo de Fomento y 00. PP. [Obras Publicas] para solucionar algunos problemas 
urgentes....Las obras mencionadas requieren dichas reparaciones de inmediato, ya que se 
encuentran en completo mal estado. Acta 8, March 16, 1981; LCMA Tomo 33, pp. 190-191. 

113. The municipal budget was revised in April 1981 and indicated an estimated income of 
4,496.70 lempiras ($2248.35) from municipal taxes. The council requested an additional 
7,122.30 lempiras ($3561.15) from the government. Acta 9, April 1, 1981; LCMA Tomo 
33, pp. 195-196. 

114. Acta 12, May 19, 1981; LCMA Tomo 33, p. 204. 

115. Acta 17, August 1, 1981; LCMA Tomo 33 pp. 215-216. 

116. The president presented the grant when he made a visit to Santa Rosa de Copan. 

117. Acta 1, January 2, 1982; LCMA Tomo 33, p. 281. 

118. On June 15, 1982, the council resolved to request an additional 29,000 lempiras from 
the government of Roberto Suazo Cordoba in order to build a new bridge over the Rio 
Chiquito, primary schools in Nueva Esperanza and Santa Catarina, a marketplace in the 
Centro, and potable water systems in the Centro and in Caiqum (Acta 12, June 15, 1982; 
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LCMA Tomo 34, f. 18). This petition did not result in a subsidy for La Campa. 

119. Amulfo Cruz and Mateo Molina, Informe de Gira a Inspeccidn al Distrito Forestal 
de Copan, January 23, 1984; CA File 1984. 

120. A palillera processes small trees, damaged or defective timber for small wooden items 
such as broom handles, wooden spoons, matches, and toothpicks. Usually palilleras exploited 
previously logged areas for the trees rejected or discarded by sawmills. 

121. (Apoyar presupuestariamente a la Unidad de Manejo de Gracias ya que) cuenta con un 
enorme potencial forestal; es tal que cuenta con 5 aserraderos, una palillera y 10 cooperativas 
resineras y excelente personal tecnico. Francisco Castellon, Letter to Edas Munoz G., Jefe 
del Distrito Forestal de Copan, May 10, 1983; CA File 1983. 

122. Acta 16, August 16, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 26. 

123. The potable water project completed in the 1970s never provided enough water to 
supply the Centro's households, and it had been plagued by pipe breaks and engineering 
problems. 

124. Acta 16, August 16, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 27. 

125. Acta Especial, July 21, 1982; CA File 1982. 

126. Acta 15, August 2, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 23. 

127. Acta 21, August 15, 1974; LCMA Tomo 31, f. 144. 

128. Alternative spellings include "Gilguarapis" and "Juilguarape." 

129. Acta 23, December 1, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 49. 

130. B.F. Guillermo Mazier C., Constancia, November 25, 1982; CA File 1982. 

131. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Notificaci6n to Sr. Luis A. Bardales, August 26, 1983; CA 
File 1983. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Edas Munoz, Jefe del Distrito Forestal 
de Copan, October 11, 1983; CA File 1983. Enrique Lopez and B. F. Guillermo Mazier, 
Notificacion to Sr. Luis Amilcar Bardales, May 31, 1984; CA File 1984. 

132. Enrique Lopez, Denuncia Forestal against Luis Amilcar Bardales, June 28, 1983; CA 
File 1983. Modesto Antonio Portillo, Letter to Lui's A. Bardales, July 4, 1983; CA File 
1983. Modesto Antonio Portillo, Letter to Luis Amilcar Bardales, February 14, 1984; CA 
File 1984. 

133. ...en todas las supervisiones realizadas desde Enero de 1982 hasta la fecha, nunca se 
ha dejado de encontrar uno u otro problema. De continuar esta situation nos veremos 
obligados a no extenderle Licencia Anual de Operaciones para 1984. Modesto Antonio 
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Portillo, Letter to Lui's Amilcar Bardales, February 14, 1984; CA File 1984. 

134. Edas Muiioz G., Transcripcion — Situacion de Multas al 30 de Abril, May 29, 1984; 
CA File 1984. 

135. (JM irregularidaden laproduccion cronologica del aserradero ha estribado mayormente 
en la) irresponsibilidad de su propietario y en la mala administracion que ha llevado el 
mismo. COHDEFOR, Situacion Actual de los Aserraderos Ubicados en la Unidad de Manejo 
de Gracias, June 20, 1984; CA File 1984. 

136. COHDEFOR, Situacion Actual de los Aserraderos Ubicados en la Unidad de Manejo 
de Gracias, June 20, 1984; CA File 1984. 

137. Acta 16, August 16, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 27. 

138. Acta 24, November 15, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 104. 

139. The approval for the sale came in early 1985, but Alvarado's name appeared on timber 
contracts in November 1984. 

140. Enrique Lopez and B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Notification to Hugo Alvarado, 
Administrator of the Aserradero Bardales, July 1985; CA File 1985. 

141. Mazier wrote to Alvarado, "I request that you cancel the corresponding amounts (one 
check for each charge) as promptly as possible, either in this office or the district 
headquarters. This is to avoid delays for the municipio and the sawmill." ...le ruego cancelar 
los valores correspondientes (un cheque por coda valor) a la mayor brevedad possible, bien 
sea en esta oficina o en la sede del Distrito. Todo ello para evitarles contratiempos a la 
Municipalidady al aserradero. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Hugo Alvarado, 
Administrator of the Aserradero Bardales, February 11, 1985; CA File 1985. 

142. B.F. Guillermo Mazier, Letter to Atilio Ortiz, February 19, 1986; CA File 1986. 

143. ...aqui es muy esteril el terreno enfaldas, y no es lugar que se disminuyan los drboles 
0 sepuedan agotar...cuando uno se bota mas nacen. Acta 17, September 1, 1982; LCMA 
Tomo 34, f. 29. 

144. Acta 19, October 1, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 34. 

145. Acta 20, October 15, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 38. 

146. Acta 21, October 4, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 94. 

147. Acta 2, January 15, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 59. 



340 

148. .. .seria una incomprehension negarles a los vecinos en lugares planidos no entregarles 
para que hagan sus casa [sic] y predios de terreno para agricultura... Acta 11, June 1, 1983; 
LCMA Tomo 34, f. 75. 

149. B.F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Edas Munoz G., Jefe del Distrito Forestal de 
Copan, July 20, 1983; CA File 1983. 

150. El senor en r^erencia argumenta que la COHDEFOR estd destruyendo los bosques, y 
quepor tal razon no debeprohibir a la demos gente botar drboles.... 

Finalmente concluyo diciendo que pusieramos algo de nuestra parte (no sancionar a 
los infractores) poque [sic] el pueblo era pobre y no tenia donde trabajar, ya que de lo 
contrario el con un fuerte grupo de resentidos con la COHDEFOR no permitirian mas el paso 
de COHDEFOR por ese municipio. Roy Ovidio Romero, Memorandimi to B. F. Guillermo 
Mazier C., October 13, 1983; CA File 1983. 

151. ...una actitudpredispuesta contra la COHDEFOR por no permitir a ciertos asociados 
de realizar sus actividades agricolas en zonas boscosas; ademds de siertos [sic] 
cuestionamientos que se dieron por las actividades desplegadas en la zona Ej. [ejidal] 
actividad de resinadon y carte de madera por una sierra instalada, asi mismo cuestionaban 
algunos procederes de las Autoridades Munidpales de La Campa. Carlos H. Tabora, 
Memorandum to B. F. Guillermo Mazier C., May 11, 1983; CA File 1983. 

152. Carlos H. Tabora, Memorandum to B.F. Guillermo Mazier C., May 11, 1983; CA File 
1983. 

153. Acta 23, December 1, 1982; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 49. Acta 25, December 15, 1982; 
LCMA Tomo 34, f. 52. 

154. Acta 10, May 16, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, ff. 73-74. 

155. Carlos H. Tabora, Memorandum to B.F. Guillermo Mazier, May 11, 1983; CA File 
1983. 

156. By July, all work in the group had been suspended. Ayax Antonio Cruz, Memorandum 
to Carlos H. Tabora, July 22, 1983; CA File 1983. 

157. Convenio, October 14, 1983; CA File 1983. 

158. Acta 23, November 1, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, ff. 100-101. 

159. B.F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Edas Munoz (Jefe del Distrito Forestal de 
Copan), November 2, 1983; CA File 1983. 

160. ...para rogar a las dependendas del estado y del ramo de la Corporacidn Hondurena 
de Desarrollo Forestal, no se prohiba los lotes de terrenos de vocadon agricola que se 
encuentran ubicados en este Munidpio, los campesinos puedan ocuparla [sic] en sus labores. 
Ya que constantemente la crisis de granos se estd agudizando anualmente y la creacidn de 
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ciudadanos es invencible. Acta 21, October 4, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, ff. 93-94. 

161. ...hemos podido enteramos por medio de otros vednos de La Campa que se estd 
gestando un movimiento general tendiente a impedir que la COHDEFOR siga realizando todo 
tipo de actividades en los bosques de La Campa.... 

En resumen, considero que de no tomarse una accion seria inmediata el problema se 
puede volver grave; ya que existe la tendencia a perderse el respeto a las leyes forestales y 
disposiciones de La Corporadon, a los empleados de esta Unidad se nos vera como enemigos 
y nuestra autoridad quedaria en precarias condidones. Por otra parte no queremos arriesgar 
en ningun memento la integridadflsica de ningun empleado de nuestra Unidad o del Distrito. 
B. F. Guillermo Mazier C., Memorandum to Edas Munoz G., Jefe del Distrito Forestal de 
Copan, November 2, 1983; CA File 1983. 

162. B. F. Guillermo Mazier C., Memorandum to Edas Muiioz G., Jefe del Distrito Forestal 
de Copan, November 2, 1983; CA File 1983. 

163. Enrique Lopez A., Reporte de Actividades Dianas, November 1983; CA File 1983. 

164. Acta 24, November 15, 1983; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 104. 

165. The resin-tappers of Grupo la Campa resumed activities without problem after the 
municipio learned that COHDEFOR would contribute to road maintenance. It is possible that 
this was part of the arrangement reached by Enrique Lopez, noted in his activity report for 
November 9, 1983: "...resolve the problem concerning the forest to be resin-tapped by the 
La Campa group." {...solventar el problema en cuanto al bosque que va ha [sic] ser resinado 
por el grupo 'La Campa"). Enrique Lopez, Report of Daily Activities, November 1983; CA 
File 1983. 

166. Acta 14, June 1, 1984; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 131. 

167. Acta 14, June 1, 1984; LCMA Tomo 34, f.l33. 

168. B.F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Owners of the Aserradero Bardales and the 
Palillera Helenita, February 11, 1985; CA File 1985. 

169. Acta 25, November 15, 1984; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 155-156. 

170. ... asimismo tenga un entendimiento el senor alcalde con elsenor Gobemador Politico. 
Acta 14, July 15, 1985; LCMA Tomo 34, ff. 186-187. 

171. Acta 17, September 2, 1985; LCMA Tomo 34, f. 191. 

172. B.F. Guillermo Mazier, Letter to Atilio Ortiz, Chief of the Copan Forestry District, 
June 2, 1985; CA File 1985. 

173. Acta 7, April 15, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, p. 55. Acta 8, May 2, 1986; LCMA Tomo 
35, p. 60. 
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174. Edas Munoz G., Transcripcion — Situacion de Multas al 30 de Abril, May 29, 1984; 
CA File 1984. 

175. El mayor problema, especialmente en las actividades de Proteccion y control de 
aprovechamientos ilicitos, es la falta de una verdadera y conciente cooperacidn de la 
autoridades locales departamentales, unido al irrespeto del publico hacia las leyes forestales. 

Otro factor que nos impide la aplicacion de sanciones efectivas a infraaores es el 
sistema poco ^caz de las multas par medio de denuncias forestales, pues no hay un 
mecanismo judicial o legal para obligar al infractor a pagar. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, 
Memorandum to Atilio Ortiz, Chief of the Copan Forestry District, April 23, 1985; CA File 
1985. 

176. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Atilio Ortiz, Chief of the Copan Forestry 
District, April 23, 1985; CA File 1985. 

177. Aparte de los problemas nuestros, los grupos nunca han podido consolidarse y 
deversificar [sic] actividades por las constantes caidas en los precios de la resina y la 
idiosyncracia de los campesinos de esta zona (conformistas y antagdnicos entre ellos). B. F. 
Guillermo Mazier, Memorandum to Atilio Ortiz, Chief of the Copan Forestry District, April 
23, 1985; CA File 1985. 

178. I did not come across any denunciations in COHDEFOR Archives that specifically cited 
illegal use of pines for pottery tempering, but that may have been the purpose behind a 
number of pine tree fellings that were denounced. 

179. ...los duenos de los aserraderosya nos habi'an hecho muchos estragos, no entraban los 
ingresos correspondentes a la municipalidadtampoco era de mayor cantidad...y no sabemos 
que hacian con el dinero... Interview with SUC, May 29, 1994. 

180. Acta 3, February 15, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, p. 45. 

181. B. F. Guillermo Mazier, Notification to Carlos Aguilar, Acting Chief of the Copfe 
Forestry District, March 5, 1986; CA File 1986. 

182. Acta 5, March 15, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, p. 49. 

183. ...desde anos posterior es y anteriores, no habia la necesidad de organizar comites de 
defensa forestal para combatir los incendios, sino que el pueblo era el que combatia los 
incendios y se cuidaban los drboles de pino, porque es un material utilizable para los vecinos 
del pueblo, y no habian grandes desastres en los bosques, y [a hoy?] que se declaro la oficina 
de COHDEFOR cuidadosa, mas bien es un un [sic] agotamiento de drboles de pino, ya los 
bosques aparecen un desierto, se obserba grandes abres de brechas para extraer la madera 
de pino, grandes incendios, grandes derroches de madera de toda clase de drboles como ser 
pinitos, roble, malsinca y otros que los vecinos lo utilizan para cocinar los alimientos, a 
causa de los miembros de COHDEFOR, por lo que se considera un agotamiento para el 
pueblo.... Acta 5, March 15, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, p. 50. 
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184. Acta 5, March 15, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, p. 50. 

185. The term "chapear" refers to cutting down overgrown plants, weeds, grasses, etc. 

186. En primer lugar, le manifiesto que hay una actitud negativa en contra de La 
Corporacion y de las tareas que realizamos en aquel sector, por parte de varias personas 
particulares y de empleados municipales de las anteriores corporaciones (y creo que de la 
actual) motivadas por el localismo; o sea que mucha gente no quiere aceptar las leyes 
forestales y las disposiciones de la Administracion forestal del Est^o porque am tienen la 
mentalidad de que en su municipio "solo mandan ellos 

En relation al supuesto incendio denundado por el ex-juez de Paz. no es mas que una 
quema prescrita que se realizo en una zona previamente chapeada, clareada y preparada para 
tal fin. En el terreno que denuncia que se le quemaron "dos tareas" de cerco, el mismo sitio 
esta Unidad le permitid trabajarlo en agricultura por ser piano, pero aun asi el titado Juez 
de aquel entonces abuso al derribar varios drboles de pino con materiales de resinacion, cosa 
por la cual ni siquiera se le amonestd. 

Los danos y perjuicios que se mentionan el la denunaa del Juez de Paz son a) los 
tratamientos Silviculturales, b) las quemas prescritas c) cortes realizados por el aserradero 
alvarado y Palillera Helenita.... 

El actual Smdico munitipal que aparece en el punto de acta ([AHGJ) es un infractor 
forestal (descombrista) pendiente del pago de multa a La Corporation. 

En sintesis, creo que estos Senores, mas que todo actuan en forma caprichosa y 
insidiosa, pues nada hacen ni dicen por los descombros que los vecinos realizan para fines 
agricolas migratorios; pues es mucha la destruction de areas de vocation forestal que la 
misma autoridad municipal concede para agricultura y puestos de casa. B. F. Guillermo 
Mazier, Letter to Hugo Duron, Chief of the Copan Forestry District, April 7, 1986; CA File 
1986. 

187. Interview with Enrique Lopez, June 29, 1994. Gracias, Lempira. 

188. a) The lands that the campesino needs for agricultural and livestock production are being 
left completely dry due to timber extraction, the passage of machinery, and [subsequent] rains 
that erode the soil, and COHDEFOR doesn't care at all. b) The forest exploitation has been 
inappropriate because it has ruined sources of water, rivers and streams and domestic and wild 
animals of all species cannot survive because it's becoming a complete desert; even trees with 
only a four-inch diameter are cut. c) When COHDEFOR's policies began in 1975 [sic], 
according to authorities it was going to improve life in the pueblos and give moral, cultural 
and economic education to developing pueblos and it's all been useless. In this municipio, 
two bridges over the Rios Chiquito and Oromilaca have been almost completely destroyed by 
the passage of heavy machinery, and the road constructed by the central government tturough 
great international institutions like AID and others, is being destroyed, and of the hundreds 
of millions of lempiras that [timber companies] have acquired they have not constructed or 
reconstructed [anything] to be able to say proudly that they have helped us. d) When a 
campesino wants to have a house, COHDEFOR denies him the land, e) All the forest on the 
land entitled Jimquillo or Trapichito is being exploited by outsiders for firewood and other 
uses, and the people need it because it is the only accessible site, f) The increase of inhabitants 
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in this municipio is enormous and if all our land is declared a forest zone, our present and 
future children will have nowhere for shelter, g) 100% of both sexes in the whole municipio 
are dedicated to pottery production as a patrimony and they lack firewood to temper their 
work, h) The flora and faima are disappearing because the loss of vegetation is enormous, 
springs and rainfall are scant even in the rainy season and civilized man has recognized 
[himself] to be the factor in the situation... i) Currently we have major construction and 
reconstruction [projects], of schools, churches, and other community centers and this 
institution [COHDEFOR] has not left [anything] for our benefit, not even what it said in the 
beginning it would leave us for public woodlots in Barrio San Mati'as and El Rancho Viejo, 
and they've just finished exploiting them, j) Currently this mstitution has not exploited 
Canadas, Santa Catarina, and part of Junquillo, but we know that soon they will be exploited; 
and that is why all the campesinos of this municipio, legally associated and unassociated of 
both sexes, are ready to defend these little plots that give life to this humble but sincere 
pueblo, at the cost of sacrifice and increasing our efforts, [we are] determined [to continue] 
despite the possibility of facing the ultimate consequences, until what is legally ours is 
acknowleged. k) We have legally valid property titles granted to us, that by the will of our 
ancestors remain in a form of deposit and under care of the municipalidad, but never to be 
at its disposition, and that is expressed in the respective titles denominated "Otolaca," 
"Quesuncelca," "Tontolo," and "Junquillo or Trapichito." That is why, by means of this 
resolution, it is suggested to the current municipalidad presided over by don [GPC], not to 
sign any docimient that gives oppormnity for the free operation of one or another 
institution.. .without the personal permission of this pueblo, also the municipalidad is requested 
to prohibit resin-tapping groups, and suspend their work forever in order to give life and 
recuperation to the bleeding trees that are the future asset of their own children. 

Note: The original Spanish document is copied below; it contained an unusual number 
of spelling and grammatical errors, reflecting the limited experience that the patronato's 
secretary (with only a primary school education) had with writing docimients: 

a) Que las tierras las nesecita el campesino, de todo este pueblo, para el desarrollo 
Agricola y Ganadero y la institucion de La Corporacidn Hondurena de Desarrollo Forestal 
"COHDEFOR" sin importarle nada, las esta dejando completamente dridas, con la 
explotacidn de la madera, por el paso de maquinarias y corrientes lluvias las arrastra. b) 
Que la explotacidn de vosques ha sido inadecuado, pues [hja descombrado fuentes de Agua, 
Rws y Quebradas y los anitnales domesticos y silbestres, de toda especie no podran subcistir 
pues esta quedando un completo dederto cortando hasta el drbol de cuatro pulgadas de 
diametro. c) Que al inicio de su poUtica COHDEFOR, segun manifiestan los mayores, en mil 
novecientos setenta y cinco, que mejoraria el ambiente de los pueblos, ddndoles educacion 
moral, cultural y econdmica, a los pueblos en vias de desarrollo y todo Pija sido inutil, en 
este Municipio se han destruido casi en total dos puentes por el paso de maquinarias pesadas, 
sobre los rios Chiquito y Oromilaca y la carretera que constncyera el Gobiemo central a 
troves de las grandes instituciones intemacionales A.I.D. y otras, esta quedando destruida y 
de tantos sentenares de millares de Lempiras que han conquistado, no han construido ni 
reconstruidoy asipoder decir con orgullo [que] nos han halludado. d) Que una vivienda que 
quiera construir el campesino, no la puede haser, COHDEFOR niega la tierra. e) Que el 
Ti'tulo nominado Junquillo oh Trapichito, todo el vosque esta siendo explotado solo por 
extranos para lena y otros servicios y el pueblo las nesecita, pues [esj el unico lugar de 
acceso. f) Que la creacidn de habitantes, en todo este Municipio es enorme y si toda nuestra 
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tierra es declarada Zona Forestal, nuestros hijos presentes y futuros no habrd[n] donde 
asilarlos. g) Que todo este Mundpio de ambos sexos es el lOOfo dedicada exclucivamente 
a la Alfareria por patrimonio y carecen de la madera para quemar su obra. h) Que la Fauna 
y la Flora [se] estdfnj terminando, pues el descombro de la vegetacidn es enorme, el agua de 
manantiales y de lluvias, es escasa hasta en tiempos de Inviemo y el hombre sivilizado ha 
despertado ser el factor de esa situacidn... i) Que en actualidad, tenemos grandes 
construcciones y reconstrucciones, de grandes edificios — Escuelas de E. P. [Educacion 
Publica], Iglecias , y otros centros comunitarias y esta institution no ha dejado a nuestro 
ven^cio , ni siquiera lo que al initio de su politica detia dejar como estillero publico, 
siendo los lugares Barrio San Matias al Rancho Viejoy es lo que acaban de explotary de esto 
quedd una acta en la Munitipalidad en aquel ento[n]ces. j) Que en la actualidad, esta 
institution no [hja explotado los lugares Canadas, Santa Catarina y una parte de Junquillo, 
pero tenemos conotimientos que ya pronto serd[n] explotado y es por eso que todo el 
campetinado de todo este Municipio, asociados legalmente y no asotiados de ambos sexos, 
estan dispuestos a drfender a costo de sacrifitios, redoblando esfuersos, esos pequenos lotes 
que dardn vida a este publo humilde pero sincero, resueltos de ser potible llegar hasta las 
ultimas consecuencias, hasta reconocer lo que legalmente nos pertenese. k) Contamos con 
TUulos de Propiedad privada a nuestro favor legalmente requititados, los que por disposition 
de nuestros antepasados, quedaron unicamente en caracter de depotito y para la custodia 
de la Munitipalidad, pero nunca a dispositidn de ella, ya que asi mismo lo expresan los 
respectivos titulos nominados "Otolaca," "Quesunzelca," "Tontolo," y "Junquillo oh 
Trapichito.' Es por eso, atraves del presente acuerdo, se le sugiere a la actual 
Munitipalidad que preside el Senor [GPCJ, no firmar cualquier documento que de lugar al 
libre fantionamiento, de cualquier actividad que una u otra institution...sin el propio 
consentimiento de este pueblo, tambien se le mega a esta misma Munitipalidad, prohivir a 
los grupos de retination, que suspendan lavores por d^nitivo, para que den vida y 
recuperation a los drboles sangrados que es el fruto para el futuro para sus propios hijos. 
Acta 1, Patronato Pro-Defensa Derechos del Pueblo, August 31, 1986; Copy, CA File 1986. 

189. Acta 17, September 1, 1986; LCMA, Tomo 35 pp. 99-100. 

190. Presidents of the Cruz Alta, La Campa, and San Matias Resin-tapping Groups, Letter 
to Guillermo Mazier, Chief of the Gracias COHDEFOR Unit, September 1, 1986; CA File 
1986. 

191. Acta 15, August 15, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, p. 89. Acta 16, August 28, 1986; LCMA 
Tomo 35 pp. 93-94. 

192. On September 10, 1986, COHDEFOR notified the municipio that it had approved a 
payment for a 1983 timber extraction, and another for an August 1986 extraction. Hugo 
David Duron, Letter to Seiiores Municipalidad de La Campa, September 10, 1986; CA File 
1986. 

193. Acta 20, October 11, 1986; LCMA Tomo 35, pp. 113-117. 

194. Acta de Reunion, November 13, 1986; CA File 1986. 
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195. The "Areas of Integrated Management" program was founded in 1983 (SECPLAN/ 
USAID/ DESFIL 1989:150), but no effort was made to install it in La Campa until February 
1987; it proved to be particularly bad timing. 

196. ...el sefior alcalde municipal hace las siguientes recomendaciones al Pueblo[:] tener el 
mayor orden, respeto y moralidad [para] parar en la presente sesion y todo lo que se habla 
que se haga laconicamente y con cordura para poder interpretar lo exprezado [sic] por un 
ciudadano. Acta 4, February 4, 1987; LCMA Tomo 35, pp. 163-164. 

197. Acta 4, February 4, 1987; LCMA Tomo 35, pp. 163-164. 

198. Enrique Lopez, Constancia, April 7, 1987; CA File 1987. 

199. Acta 9, April 20, 1987; LCMA Tomo 35, pp. 183-186. 

200. The auxiliamra of Caiqum declared itself exempt from the agreement because it had 
separate land titles, and a group of resin-tappers wanted to continue working. The group 
disbanded a few years later. 
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CHAPTER? 

PRESENT PROCESSES: 

STATE POLICIES, FOREST RESOURCES, AND TRANSFORMATIONS 

After the expulsion of COHDEFOR in 1987, La Campa's council and residents 

regained control of their communal forests. Under the Patronato Pro-Defensa, Lacamperos 

expressed the intention to manage forests more carefully than COHDEFOR, and this goal 

contributed to the ban on market-oriented forest exploitation.' But a number of factors 

interacted to compromise Lacamperos' ostensibly genuine intention to protect their communal 

forests from further degradation. These included local circumstances and attimdes, the 

national economic situation, changing state policies, and international forces. None of these 

factors are new influences on Lacamperos' communal forest management and land use 

patterns, but the current interaction of these factors may arguably involve more profound and 

rapid transformations than at any time since the Spanish Conquest. 

Local Circumstances and Attitudes 

With COHDEFOR's departure, and the ban on logging, resin-tapping, and other 

forest-based market activity, most Lacamperos believed that the primary cause of forest 

degradation had been eliminated. This perception had some validity, but only to the extent 

that large-scale logging and the practice of "resin-tapping trees to death" exploited forests at 

a more rapid rate than the sum total of households' subsistence and surplus production 

activities. Although Lacamperos recalled that prior to COHDEFOR, they had used forests 

without causing marked degradation, the need for agricultural clearings had increased notably 

between the early 1970s and late 1980s. The municipio's population grew by 1586 residents 
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between the 1974 and 1988 censuses. If during that period, an average household consisted 

of 5.9 members as in the present, and if each household controlled an average of 6.65 

hectares,- then the population growth implies approximately 269 new households and 1789 

more hectares claimed for usufruct from communal forests, either during that period or 

following COHDEFOR's departure.^ These new households would have made an additional 

impact on the forest by harvesting timber to meet their needs for cooking, pottery tempering, 

house construction, and fence building. 

With COHDEFOR's restraining hand out of the way, constraints on local forest 

exploitation disappeared. An escalation in the pace of forest clearing for productive activities 

apparently occurred in successive years, indicating several things. First, a pent-up demand 

for agricultural land evidently existed in La Campa. Even though the council never ceased 

granting usufruct rights in forested areas (despite COHDEFOR orders to the contrary), resin-

tapping tracts and logging concessions had limited the areas in which people could make 

requests. Moreover, COHDEFOR's forbidding presence may have reduced the size and 

number of land grants that residents requested and that the coimcil approved.* 

Second, Lacamperos seemed unwilling to impose or enforce regulations on 

themselves. The patronato had no plan to regulate residents' forest exploitation, nor does any 

document or informant's recollection indicate that one was ever proposed. Patronato members 

ceased regular meetings; they considered that their only continuing responsibility was to make 

sure that no one subverted the ban. This attitude appeared to be a backlash by Lacamperos 

against what they perceived as the inflexible and unfair imposition of forestry laws by 

COHDEFOR. Even though residents understood the wisdom of certain rules that had existed 

prior to COHDEFOR's creation (such as the prohibition of clearing on slopes, and restrictions 
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on burning slashed fields except with council approval), the years of resistance to 

COHDEFOR regulations seemed to bias residents against self-imposed strictures on their own 

forest use. 

Third, principles that had been followed prior to COHDEFOR had been undermined 

during COHDEFOR's domination, or rendered impractical by changes that had occurred 

during the 1970s and 1980s. The primary examples relate to the traditional management of 

slash-and-bum agriculture. COHDEFOR management had compromised the long-established 

principle that fighting forest fires (usually caused by slash-and-bum activity) was everyone's 

civic duty - under COHDEFOR, people had felt that fighting forests was not their 

responsibility because they did not have rights to the forest. As a result, the custom of 

voluntary assistance to fight forest fires had eroded. It needed to be reestablished; the potential 

danger that forest fires posed to property was clear (the role that fire plays in La Campa's 

forests is less clear; it may have beneficial aspects). The historical practice of emboletamiento 

had become impractical; it was based on the principle of temporary usufnict, such that people 

would clear a different parcel every year and then leave it fallow. But increased population 

pressure and demand for permanent usufinct holdings made field abandonment undesirable and 

long fallows infeasible. Although the council continued the practice of granting boletos for 

slash-and-bum agriculture, many of these plots were transformed into permanent usufinct and 

diminished the land area for communal use. In the past, the council and most of the 

population had chosen to limit clearing activity on slopes. Flat land was preferred (except 

when fertile slopes were adjacent to streams), easier to clear, and more readily fenced; even 

when slopes were cleared they tended to be left fallow after one harvest. Population pressure 

increased the demand for any land, regardless of topography, and since COHDEFOR had 
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opposed the clearing of slopes and in watersheds (albeit on sound ecological grounds 

understood by Lacamperos), people's need for land and dislike for COHDEFOR regulations 

evidently outweighed their concerns for environmental degradation. Unlike the past, many 

cleared slopes remained under cultivation or were transformed to pasmre, allowing erosion 

to take its toll. 

Fourth, the municipal council was weakened in the aftermath of COHDEFOR's 

departure. Although the mayor survived the unprecedented public humiliation of being held 

hostage by his own electorate, he had lost the moral and political influence necessary to 

inspire confidence in his leadership or respect for any new regulations he might advocate. 

Throughout the remainder of the 1986-1990 term of office, the council wielded little power 

or authority. The following administration (1990-1994) had better fortune in restoring a 

degree of respect for certain forestry principles, but it did not make any serious attempt to 

restrict clearings or land grants except when the public submitted a protest against avaricious 

behavior.® For example, on October 15, 1990, the council ruled that no more land would 

be granted under emboletamiento, because the smdico fiscal had already granted many plots 

of land for agriculture. The council ordered the smdico to only consider requests for 

houselots.® But municipal actas indicate that these rulings carried no weight. Residents 

continued to request land for agriculture as well as houselots, and the council continued to 

authorize the sindico to investigate the areas in question whether it be for a house, agriculture, 

or pasmre. The council approved the land grants following the smdico's confirmation that the 

requested parcels did not have another, preexisting claim.^ 

Finally, land demands for subsistence activities were exacerbated by wealthier 

residents' desires to expand their landholdings for market production. The trend of wealthier 
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residents expanding their holdings began prior to COHDEFOR's departure, but quickened 

thereafter. The man with the largest landholdings as of 1994 expanded his territory in the 

years following 1987 through judicious purchases of land from their original usufruct holders. 

Other well-off residents conducted a similar strategy. It bears note that in the Centro, five 

of the eight wealthiest households have roots outside of the municipio, and three of these 

"immigrant" households belong to the same extended family. The founders of these migrant 

households brought small savings with them upon relocation, and they were able to improve 

their lot by taking advantage of La Campa's custom of granting land in free usufruct. 

One case serves as an particularly striking example: The parish priest, whose 

mediation efforts helped resolve the confrontation with COHDEFOR, sought municipal 

residency for himself and his brothers following COHDEFOR's departure. He was highly 

regarded, and unlike previous priests, he had resided permanently in La Campa for several 

years with his mother and siblings, whom Lacamperos sincerely liked. The family obtained 

residency, and the priest's request for a land grant in a prime spot of highland forest was 

rapidly approved. The priest's mother and brothers sold most of their property in Intibuca, 

where land prices were too high for them to expand their holdings, and invested the proceeds 

in improving the land they were granted in La Campa. The priest fenced an extensive tract 

of land far in excess of the area granted by the council. Lacamperos' respect for the priest 

and fondness for his family (not to mention their hope of heaven) prevented them from 

protesting as they would have done if other citizens had behaved in similar fashion. By 

Honduran standards, the priest and his family came from average means, but they took 

advantage of La Campa's free land, and planted their land in coffee, fhiit trees, maize and 

beans, all of which produced surpluses for the market. The priests' brothers added to the land 
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by purchasing neighbors' holdings; they instituted modem farming methods that included the 

use of pesticides, herbicides, fertilizer — and even an irrigation system for raising frijoles in 

the dry season to sell at a premium price. This extended family, now comprising four 

households (one in the Centro and three in Cruz Alta), is not the only one to adopt modem 

methods and improve their socioeconomic position through wise management, but they are 

a prime example. Their landholdings displaced poorer residents, and removed a large area 

from communal forest. Other residents would have claimed this land in due time, but in 

smaller segments. The unequal acquisition and distribution of land forced poorer residents 

to move more quickly onto forest lands less suitable for agriculture. 

The council, cognizant that people need land to plant and that land sales occur when 

residents face emergencies, has not enforced a municipal regulation that prohibits individuals 

from seeking more than one land grant. Nor has a recently mandated, one manzana (0.7 

hectare) limit per land grant been enforced. This lack of enforcement has benefitted the 

destimte, but also those who request a land grant with prior intent to sell it, and larger 

landholders who have made repeated requests. It should be noted, however, that Lacamperos 

did object when two well-off brothers requested an additional land grant, and extended the 

fence into the communal site that contains the colored earth used to paint pottery. The council 

ordered them to withdraw the fence; they obeyed the order but extended the fence fiirther in 

another direction. 

The public has remained adamant against outside exploitation, but ambivalent 

concerning the threats that their own activities and lapses in management pose to the forest. 

Residents have denounced wasteful felling of pine trees, illegal clearings, and incursions into 

certain communal woodlots, but it is unclear in many cases whether guilty parties were fined 
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or subjected to some other type of penalty. Communal resources needed for pottery 

production continue to be vigorously defended against any threat of incursion, but defense of 

forested areas is less evident. The need for land continues to be a driving motivation for 

commtmal forest clearing, and the national economic and policy environment has provided 

incentives to amplify the process. 

The National Economic and Policy Environment 

In 1990, under the newly elected National Party government of Rafael Callejas, 

Honduras embarked on a new, stringent program of structural adjustment. Previous strucmral 

adjustment programs had not succeeded for various reasons, and the nation was deeply in 

debt. Under pressure from international development banks ind organizations, the 

government saw few options but to institute a number of economic an 1 policy reforms to keep 

the country solvent. Broad macroeconomic reforms (i.e., elimination of tariffs and taxes on 

trade, devaluation of the lempira, debt reduction) aimed to improve the balance of payments 

and stimulate economic growth. The projected road to economic well-being emphasized the 

development of resources in which Honduras evidenced a comparative advantage: cheap labor, 

abundant natural resources, and production of tropical goods. 

One of the effects of the monetary devaluation was a sharp increase in the price of 

staple goods. In La Campa, the price increase resulted in hardship for households that could 

not produce enough maize and frijoles to meet their consumption needs. The increases 

inordinately benefitted the better-off who did produce beyond their needs, so they were 

encouraged to expand surplus production for market sale — this stimulated additional land 

claims and forest clearing. The devaluation drove fertilizer prices up as well, so that only the 

better-off households were able to purchase fertilizer outright. Other households obtained 
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credit for fertilizer through a Natural Resources outreach program, but many Centro 

households did not pay off the loan because their harvests did not produce enough to meet 

household consumption needs and make market sales. The Natural Resources program wrote 

the Centro off (including San Matfas, Monqueta, and Jilguarapis) as a bad credit risk. Other 

aldeas, mcluding Nueva Esperanza, Canadas and Cruz Alta, had better fortune with their 

harvests and enough households paid off the debts to continue in good standing; but the credit 

program is no longer available for usufruct landholders. 

The structural adjustment program went beyond macroeconomic reforms; it advocated 

economic, legal and institutional revisions in the agricultural and forestry sectors (ESA 

Consultores 1993:2). In cooperation with international consultants, Honduras formulated 

Decree-Law 31-92: the Agricultural Sector Modernization and Development Law {Ley para 

la Modemizadon y Desarrollo del Seaor Agricola). Published in April 1992, the law ended 

state control of forest resources (Gaceta 1992). Private owners regained the right to manage 

forests on their land at their discretion, but within the bounds of forestry development 

principles. COHDEFOR's business interest in forestry development ended, and it was 

charged with approving plans for forest use and verifying that forest exploitation occurred in 

a rational maimer. The change led to eventual restructuring in COHDEFOR fianctions and 

leadership; the institution was still undergoing reorganization in 1994 and 1995. 

The new law carried unanticipated ramifications for La Campa. The council 

interpreted the new law as giving usufruct holders of forest enclosures the right to harvest the 

timber as they wished. This interpretation is still open to argument, because usufruct holdings 

are not titled and thus do not carry the legal rights of privately owned land. But because 

Lacamperos have traditionally honored permanently fenced, usufruct holdings as private land 
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for purposes of management, municipal authorities feel that the new law favors the usufhict 

holders over the municipal government's regulations for its ejidos. At least one resident with 

a notable segment of fenced forest has purchased a chainsaw, and cut logs for transport 

outside the municipio. Neighbors have protested the use of a chainsaw and the export of the 

logs, but the council has decided that the new law allows the man to own a chainsaw and use 

it at his discretion in his usufruct forest. The man in question has argued that he has not 

broken the ban on sales of municipal timber to the market; supposedly the logs went to a son 

to build a house outside of La Campa. The council's interpretation of the new law threatens 

to undermine the ban, because allowing a chainsaw and exportation of timber (whether or not 

for purposes of sale) establishes a precedent that others may see as implicit support for market 

activities. Moreover, the interpretation subverts the spirit in which the ban was established 

and enforced into the present. 

International Forces 

The imposition of strucmral adjustment programs provides one of the most cogent 

indications of international influence in Honduras. International market trends have interacted 

with the path of economic reforms and policy formulation to influence the nation, and La 

Campa. The clearest evidence of this can be seen in incentives for coffee production. The 

Honduran government has aimed to encourage coffee production for some time, and has 

instituted several programs to subsidize the expansion of export quality coffee. After banana.®, 

coffee is Honduras' most important export crop. 

Lacamperos have produced coffee for household consumption for generations, but they 

received little stimulation for market production until the 1980s, when inspectors from the 

national coffee institution (IHCAFE) visited the municipio's highlands and declared it apt for 
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high quality coffee production. Certain households had already invested in coffee, and others 

followed. Support firom IHCAFE helped subsidize a road from the Centro to the highland, 

making vehicular transportation between La Carapa's coffee plantations and the market 

possible for the first time. The early 1990s brought a depression in coffee prices, but this 

changed when the world's largest coffee producer, Brazil, suffered devastating losses to its 

crop and plantations due to bad weather. Coffee prices rose on the international market, and 

prices within Honduras increased proportionally. Lacamperos who sold coffee to the market 

gained windfall profits. These residents invested their earnings in material goods — such as 

new houses and pick-up trucks — they also cleared more land for coffee. Other households 

were enticed to expand subsistence coffee production for market sales. Since coffee 

production for the market requires a major financial investment by La Campa standards, only 

those with above average resources have been able to invest in the enterprise. Some 

households have combined their resources to make a venture into coffee possible. In one 

case, three cousins united to learn the correct techniques, obtain suitable land, share costs, and 

plant seedlings. Their efforts were supported by their parents and their own surplus 

production of staples. They continue to share the expenses and labor required for the initial 

five-year period needed before the first good harvest. They plan to split the profits evenly, 

and expand their coffee fields as they are able. 

Conclusions 

La Campa's communal tradition was a result of regulations and patterns imposed by 

Spaniards and later by the postcolonial state (which was also influenced by Spanish tradition). 

Lacamperos adapted the legal framework to their conditions and over time, Spanish communal 

patterns became transformed into their own traditions. The historical situation appeared to 



357 

offer greater protection for forest resources than that in the present. But to some degree, the 

low population density protected the resource base regardless of the communal management 

regulations that existed. At present, the enduring ban on forest exploitation for market sales 

constitutes the major element in La Campa's communal forest management. Certain 

individuals surreptitiously export limited amounts of lumber and firewood outside the 

municipio, and the council has interpreted the new agricultural development law as giving 

usufnict holders of forest some exceptions from municipal rules. Although the national laws 

continue to recognize municipal rights to ejidal lands, they also permit users to title portions 

of ejidal usufnict holdings. This situation undermines the security of tenure for communal 

users, and since their future rights to communal forest resources have become less secure, 

they have less motivation to use the resources sustainably. 

Additional quantitative data is needed to fially evaluate the influence of ecological 

processes on forest productivity, growth and regeneration in La Campa. This information 

would assist in interpreting forest changes, and to more precisely evaluate the degree of 

degradation in relationship to population growth, expanded land clearing, and other processes 

that are shaping La Campa's forests today. Remote sensing data would be helpful to evaluate 

forest transformations over the past twenty years. 

Currently the communal forest system appears to be unsustainable and is declining 

with pressure from population, market participation, and national policies. Laws generally 

favor privatization. The wealthy have been able to claim considerable area in private 

holdings, and therefore they have no fimdamental need to defend communal forests, even 

though they continue to exploit them. The poorest sectors of the population still rely upon 

communal forests for their subsistence, but the forests have apparently become too small to 
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meet the demand without degradation. A regulation prohibiting better-off residents (especially 

those who have fenced forests) from using the communal forests would help to reduce the 

pressure, but such a ruling would counteract the possibility of convincing the better-off that 

it is in their interest to protect the forests. Moreover, it would violate the traditional 

understanding that all residents have equal rights of access to communal resources and the 

ideology of equality that creates a context for people of varying resources to understand 

themselves as fundamentally similar "children of La Campa." Preventing forest degradation 

would be beneficial for the entire population, particularly in terms of counteracting soil 

erosion, preserving watersheds, and maintaining the availability of timber for firewood and 

construction. A proportion of the population realizes the importance of protecting the forests, 

but no one seems to be willing to impose limitations on their own unrestricted access to the 

communal forests. 

The population appears to have become more stratified, although the lack of historical 

socioeconomic data makes this difficult to ascertain. Outsiders who have obtained residency 

brought a modest amount of capital that helped them to take advantage of market incentives 

and expand landholdings, and the better-off in the population have used their resources to 

obtain land and invest in coffee or surplus production of staples. Those who have been unable 

through lack of access to land, labor or capital to improve their position find themselves on 

marginal land and with limited opportunities. These households generally have only their 

labor and inadequate land to meet subsistence needs. In times of hardship, they may have no 

choice but to sell their land. The stratification of the population undermines the possibility 

of a broad-based movement forming to defend the communal forests. However, a majority 

of the population still organizes to defend paths, waterholes, and resources needed for pottery 
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production. The latter resources are delimited, irreplaceable, and nonrenewable, in contrast 

to forest resources. The enduring perception that forests are unlimited and expansive 

constitutes an obstacle to an organized or efficient effort to control harvesting, or to apportion 

resources with reference to household needs. Yet Lacamperos do realize that communal 

forests are shrinking. 

Given that several aspects of communal management remain intact, and that many 

Lacamperos understand that loss of communal forests endangers their subsistence base, it is 

not impossible that they may yet establish a stronger common property forest institution. The 

people were able to overcome differences to unite successfully against COHDEFOR, but their 

ability to organize against an outside threat to their communal forests does not appear to carry 

over into an ability to organize against internal threats. The frequency of complaints against 

improper forest exploitation has been increasing, and residents object to those who misuse the 

resource or take more than a reasonable share. But sanctions adequate to deter transgressors 

have yet to be imposed. The intensification of use and dependence upon the communal forests 

by a majority of the population raises the potential benefits from an effective common 

property institution. It could allow people to maintain access to the dispersed resources that 

vary in location and abundance by maintaining the forests as large units, and increase the 

probability that the resource base would be managed equitably and sustainably for fumre 

generations. But lacking state commitment to protect municipal ejidos, tenure is less than 

secure. Unless Lacamperos act decisively to defend their communal forest rights — as they 

do for other communal resources - any municipal rules to limit forest exploitation or 

constrain division of land into usufruct units would face resistance. Moreover, municipal 

regulations incurred without the support of the national legal system would be subject to 
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subversion (particularly by well-off residents able to employ lawyers against the municipio), 

and thus compulsion to comply would be minimal. The current circumstances contain 

elements that could either strengthen the common property institution, or lead to its 

dissolution. As the people of La Campa aim to find the best possible livelihood within limited 

options, they will decide the fiiture of their communal forests. 
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1. Caiqmn provided moral support for La Campa's position, but Caiquines continued resin-
tapping and work with a manud sawmill until 1989. At this point, they decided to join La 
Campa's ban and stop all association with COHDEFOR. 

2. The average landholding of 6.5 hectares is based upon the figures gathered in La Campa 
during 1994, but excludes the largest landholding which distorts the mean. There are no 
figures available to indicate what the average landholding might have been in La Campa 
during the 1980s. Today's largest landowner, with holdings of 300 manzanas (210 hectares), 
has more than three times the area of the next largest landowner. In 1987, his holdings were 
much smaller. 

3. People believe that household size used to be larger, and permanent landholdings 
somewhat smaller; therefore this figure is likely to exceed the area claimed by 269 new 
households between 1974 and 1988. Nevertheless, these households represent the potential 
for claiming a total of 1747 hectares by 1994. 

4. The best support for this hypothesis comes from residents who declare that COHDEFOR 
prevented them from obtaining the land they needed for subsistence; documentation is lacking. 

5. The mayor for the 1990-1994 term was a widely respected and unusually humble man; he 
presented a gentle, diplomatic, and easy-going nature that lacamperos trusted after the 
perceived betrayal by the previous administration. In one instance, he proposed selling timber 
to obtain funds for municipal projects. Residents turned out in droves to protest. He 
immediately dropped the proposition, and the ban on timber sales remained intact. 

6. Acta 24, October 15, 1990; LCMA Tomo 36, pp. 194-195. 

7. Land grants continued without interruption following the council's elimination of 
emboletamiento, and the size of the grants was generally in excess of the area needed for 
houselots. In the subsequent session, the council granted 26 manzanas of land to twelve 
petitioners; only one of these was described as a houselot (Acta 25, November 1, 1990; 
LCMA Tomo 36, pp. 204-206). 
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ARCHIVES AND COLLECTIONS CITED 

HONDURAS 

La Campa, Department of Lempira 
Archivo Municipal (LCMA) 

Gracias, Department of Lempira 
Archivo de COHDEFOR (CA) 

Tegucigalpa, Distrito Federal 
Archivo Nacional de Honduras (ANH) 

UNITED STATES 

Special Collections, University of Texas at Arlington. Selections from the Archivo 
Eclesiastico de Comayagua. 
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