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INTRODUCTION
he objective of this article is to address threaegal questions about globalization: 1) what ake ritajor
features of globalization? 2) who are its majooes? and 3) what is the outlook for the future?the case
of the other articles included in this issue, llwiBe my current research to address these questioparticular, |
will employ the theme of the social creation of doquality and its application to fresh fruit protioa and
consumption to illustrate salient aspects of glabadibn.

Commodities that circulate in food markets of therlek have codes and standards defined according to
particular ways in which local and global relatidake place (Busch 2000). In this sense, they hawarticular life
and dynamics. Appadurai (1999) suggests that lifeicourse may be shorter or longer; some comrexiihay be
of recent construction, may disappear, or be repldry new ones, thus revealing social processesiich capital,
labor, territories and technology are involved adlvas new signs attached to it. For example, aemid by
Goody (1994), the particularities of a commodityfe course may explain changes in content andahiéy
according to the way items are declared luxury goaad objects of consumption for a particular dgEeupper
class or end up as items of mass consumption. Hire debates concerning these issues point to ginifisance of
networks - a linkage of objects and subjects in@dhin the globalization of agriculture and food rd&o the
relevance of following the actors, including comntied, to understand the constructed nature of By@ems (see
Bonanno et al. 1994; Friedland, 1994; Goodman aatta)V1997). Busch (2000) makes the point thatajindtion
actually depends on the standardization of good@seiiphasizes that the whole process of makingtyualbd
requires a set of standards. These standards stramental in the competition for the ways in whadntrol is
established along the supply chain and, as a rémdbme objects of disputes and resistance.

Employing the relationships that connect producemkers and consumers in a restructured agri@llgite
located in the Brazilian Northeast, the San Fraci¥alley, the article explores aspects of this adebby
underscoring the intricate connection between fgodlity’ and social inequality that is a result thie process of
globalization. Remote regions of the world — sushtle one studied here -- are increasingly patneven and
hierarchical networks, linked through competitivehi@nd productivity. Codes and conventions (Baomet al,
2001), grades and standards (Busch, 2000) intrad#&e way in which commodities, territories and gleoenter
into the evolving networks of the globalization folod, as well as revealing distinctions and ineigesl that
develop along supply chains (Tanaka and Busch 2003)

Data for this article were collected through a aeslk project carried out for nearly a decade thanitored
developments of the San Francisco Valley horticaltuegion. Empirical evidence has been collectsthqu
gualitative methods. These procedures includeceptidinterviews with male and female farm workessaell as
other key informants. Additionally, following th@mmodity chain from production to retail, data weadlected at
fruit and vegetable sections of a Supermarket.

The article opens with a brief discussion of sosgeeats of global agriculture and food that relatéhe social
creation of quality and the production of qualibodl products. In this context, some analytical gegenerated
from the study of the San Francisco Valley areouticed. The second section of the article briefbbps the issue
of the construction of quality adopting a North-8oapproach. It is maintained that the creatioma gfuality food
demand in the North involves changes not only imsconption but also in production and social refegiat various
levels. The following section discusses in moraiiethe case of the San Francisco Valley in Braaiparticular
the cases involving the production of grapes andgoa are discussed focusing on the impact theeexst of
quality standards generated for local producersnyMaf those producers could not meet the globallityua
requirements and went bankrupt, providing instarmmfeshe creation of inequality through the introtdoc of
quality standards. Additional inequalities are dssed in the next section. Here the constructioquafity food in
the San Francisco Valley is illustrated in tandefthwhe exacerbation of age- and gender-basedrdiftes
between women and men and the counteractionsdhat groups carried out against the empowermergroalfe
workers in the region. Some concluding considenatiend the article.
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GLOBAL AGRICULTURE AND FOOD AND QUALITY

While competing definitions of globalization existwould adopt that of the noted British socioldgidorman
Long. He states that globalization refers to "thgid dissemination of scientific knowledge and texhgy, culture
and communications, the restructuring of work, sidg and economic life, and the fragmentation and
reorganization of power domains leading to the gemece of new social and political identitigsbng, 1996: 37).
There is also significant agreement that globdbrats a process characterized by the faster eitioul of objects
and subjects around the world that entails a greegied for the existence of standards (Busch 20&¢h and Urry
1994). These standards make commodities eligibtgrtolate according to consumer demand and awsselet
may result in preventing some people and natians fsarticipating in the markets. Food distributinay reveal or
activate social divisions that are historically amtemporaneously present in the world. Basedanassumption,
it is presumed that some people and some natienskaty to be included or excluded from those tielas and
networks altogether due to the fact that they ldeknecessary elements or conditions required ddicipation.
Therefore, as Castells (1998:357) comments, glpdiadin is not a homogenous process; the ways ichathings
are globalized differ, as do the globalizers (Haed 1997:230). This unevenness of globalizaticatHer than
homogenizing the human condition, ... tends to ppéait” (Bauman 1998:18). There is, therefore, asnarof
contention, revealing confrontations and conflatsong agencies in social contexts in which thedepapheres of
production, circulation and consumption of goodssraped.

Agricultural commodities and the production and omercialization of agro-foods have changed ove st
twenty years and new “financial circuits, produetiechnologies and conditions of the market haamstormed the
conditions of production” (Raynolds, 1994:143). $&dransformations of agricultural practices haweoaraged
increasing levels of competition among those whtig@pate in global circuits, easily observed ie fhlaces of fruit
distribution such as the port of Rotterdam. Prosldicim several parts of the world are brought onfrdifferent
continents, competing against each other in marketer a shadow of “quality.”

Products are elements and outcomes of social or$dtips. As Storper and Salais argued, (1997:17-18)
products are created according to ‘conventionsa—ule which is taken for granted and to which ghedy
submits without reflection, the result of an agream(a contract) or even a founding moment (cangdital
convention)." These are translated into a languafigenderstanding and compromises between consuamel's
producers that provides the grounds for the esfatlent of patterns and standards against whichgkeiormance
is assessed. The construction of quality prodweisires knowledge, technological capabilities ambf; products
are, therefore, constructed and marketed throwggt af social relations that develops along witssthprocesses.

Although a dynamic and variable concept, qualita isieasurement for control and evaluation in theketa
dynamics. A definition of quality establishes tldationship between producers and buyers andaitnechanism
by which trust is established among social actoustful exchanges may take place, and regulatmasctivated.
Quality is often considered as the driving forceifmovation and restructuring of production anddurction sites,
and it is also influential in the implementationawfd justification for labor’s controls.

The San Francisco region became known for the figigcbf its commodities and dedicated products(Ser
and Salais, 1997:29). There, the production of ligudruits was identified as the road to the demment of the
region in a global context featuring intense contipet The increase in the proportion of value atide
commodities and the novelty of products and marketshich they circulate have combined to enhaieerble,
relevance and meaning of defined standards. Thiaswlards are also the measure to evaluate the ssuofe
producers and laborers.

Elsewhere (Cavalcanti 1997; Marsden et al. 199#ydtrated the limits by which the quality of comdities
is combined with other qualities such as thoseabbt and the environment. Men and women may expegithe
impacts of globalization in their lives in diffetemanners (Cavalcanti et al 1998). In the cultmatof grapes, the
feminization of the labor force is one of the outas of the gender division of labor. Women are nsasitive to
beauty and more gentle dealing with grapes, thexefoe more skilled in structuring the grape busdoe export.
They are a better choice of labor for this commpoditd this situation, in turn, makes them feel ewgred. A clear
example of this is offered by the impressive petage of women (sixty percent) participating in @000
member Rural Workers Union of the Valley in spifetlte macho bias in the local society. Branco (20810
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argues that migrant women were happy with their ijplviticulture because they became more indepednohen
regard to their partners, family, and to the oudifal they had before migrating there.

This gender division of labor, however, generategative impacts on women's lives. Female workers
complain about sexual harassment that they expmerievhile being transported to the fields along wntlle
workers. Additionally, they are threatened withihgstheir jobs because of their union membership tae union
pro-woman agenda. There are entrepreneurs, but faledy farmers, who counter these women’s Union
membership and activism because of the agendavieey able to build: women's rights, maternity leaaed
motherhood rights. Consequently, managers prodlaanwomen have become very expensive labor and twan
reorganize viticulture by hiring men only. Paradeadiy, high levels of resistance to establishednfrof labor
control, feminist and union militancy, along withet emergence of an ethical trade movement are getplm
legitimize added value for local commodities. Catlg in the San Francisco Valley, the quality cimgoes and
grapes is advertised based on the fact that treepraduced by equal opportunity farms that givei@agbreference
to female workers.

CONSTRUCTING ‘QUALITY’ NORTH/ SOUTH LINKAGES.

The circulation of goods in the global market cesaspecific global/local and North/South linkageattin turn,
transform both the North and the South. In the cddbe creation of quality agro-foods, the tramsfation of the
sale and consumption of exotic fruits in the Nomhenarkets is paralleled by the transformation ofitSern
agriculture, impacting, simultaneously, the teches used and technological changes that accomgamy t
restructuring of rural areas and ‘cuisines’. Fumhere, the production of these commaodities carrghwliem the
often overlooked features of exploitation and treaton of social inequalities (Lash and Urry: 1994

The case of ‘luxury’ goods is telling. There isansensus among authors that the transformationadgyand
their ‘fresh’ contents are outcomes of technoldgiateanges and labor processes, including timingydsding and
selling, practices and conditions of storage, paiciga and transportation. Jack Goody (1994) discussech
features in the development of production and marggeof flowers stressing the ways in which flowergheir
varieties, colors and meanings --- have changetheysare marketed around the world. He calls aterto the
effects of new markets on the varieties and quamibduced and that of their symbols and imagesheir
production and commercialization. From luxury tocessity goods they have been developed through a
combination of means and technological change$intdogical changes may further drive consumptiooody
gives a clear example of how technological charmyesght about new patterns of consumption. “As ietite
capitalism gave way to industrial capitalism therkea expanded, in terms both of supply and demand,what
were at one time luxury goods were seen as objgdtecreasingly wide-scale usage until they evelhiuzecame
items of mass consumption... moving from categorriiry to necessity” (1994:210).

Using an example of the flower market, says Goddyhe market dealt with more than cut flowers
alone...Each of the floral products were in theintaffected by the successive changes in trandpaiis, seeds...
from Holland... to Brazil, to Russia (1194:211)" lnid way, distant parts of the world were suppligthwnnuals
and other plants from the more temperate areas@fpe. The sophistication in transport and cootiegices has
also impacted the selection of management stratagsed in the sector and created a need for chantee
commodities as a whole. “Since the flower tradeltdealuxuries, the market expanded with risingnstards of
living and with the coming of train, truck and dape..." (Goody, 1994:231). From ‘natural’ to highlua
products, these examples show the extent techn@ogtyibuted to the ‘industrialization of agricu a process
marked by the distinct social relations and ineigjealthat drive them.

There is also evidence that social inequalitieiwitountries with higher consumption of those go@ak in
the North) do not allow all citizens to consume #gaane ‘quality’ goods. In spite of the expansionttad fruit
market in the United Kingdom, not all fruits reael markets with the same standards; local marketd
superstores offer distinct ‘quality’ products; thesmre markets -- and markets; people’s choicescandumer
performance in the markets may be restricted becafisheir distinct income, ethnic diets, and so Dinerefore
globalization engenders inequalities at the consiom@s well as the production levels.

CONSTRUCTING QUALITY IN THE SAN FRANCISCO VALLEY
The fruit region of the San Francisco Valley progikienore than 90% of the total Brazilian exportadfieé grapes
(36,848 tons of table grapes with a value of USF4®8000) and 124,620 tons of mangoes with a vafugS$
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68,256,000; (VALEXPORT, 2004). While local produgegnjoy a strong and expanding presence in global
markets, they continue to promote their productd #re region aided by governmental assistance.ueerd
enhance their competitiveness through the creatidmproved colors, flavor, sizes, and fruit presgion. They
have learned to advance or retard the fruit matmgthase according to market times, a great adganto the
region. Because there are two and a half harvegeal grapes are a commodity that requires a langgunt of
labor, as compared with mangos. In addition, grapqaire differing amounts of labor in the pre- gu$t-harvest
times of trimming and packing. Mango for exporgie®wn predominately in the Northeast. However, cgtto
the traditional or small farms cultivation, the ftyamango for export is a recent development i 8an Francisco
Valley and there is steady growth projected fos thiea. The fruit is primarily consumed fresh, @lih some
experiences have indicated developing industriinaof products such as jams, pulps, and for ggagesins.

The Valley region was constructed as a result d, ia pace with, Brazilian economic modernizatiorthe
1970s (Graziano da Silva, 1998}1e construction of dams to supply electricity amieto fuel the industrial plans of

the Brazilian military government of that time, ¢dlouted to the availability of water for irrigatio During this
process, the banks of the San Francisco River vlesged and the population relocated, not withesistance by
those most affected, the small and poor farmthes ribeirinhos(Sigaud, 1992). To deploy the water, a plan for
agricultural development was presented, providingeans for agriculture under irrigation, which vaéso intended

to soothe conflicts following the displacementmbéirinhos’ riversidefarmers.

One must understand the relevance of this restingtof the region for both local development arrdAlian
exports considering that only 0.37 percent (3,189 0ectares) of Brazil is irrigated (Euromonito®99) and that
the San Francisco Valley has around 120,000 ie@ydtectares. Around 70,000 hectares are fully &1 ths
number represents 23 per cent of the 774,000 fedbhectares in the Northeast. Technological asdareh
developments provided a more intensive use of &amimultiple harvests per year (two and a halthencase of
grapes) as well as the opportunity to adjust tléspio the timing of market demands. There areraéyacking
houses in the region, installed in around 160,008 freezing capacity of 68.20G m

Government policies provided funds and technicgbpsut for the establishment of the CODEVASF
(Corporation for the Development of the San Fratcigalley), an agency that coordinates irrigatiod &echnical
assistance projects for small and large enterpriditsthese activities transformed the semiaridioaginto an
important niche in the food network for world frefshit and vegetables (Aradjo, 1997). Recent dguaient plans
for this region anticipate a doubling of the numbérrrigated plots between the years 2000 and 2®@i8sil,
1996). These changes respond to the reorganizatidicoordination of the global market (McMichaeb49).

The provided infrastructure and the prospect ofl land employment attracted migrants from severatiBan
states. Job supply and the dream of a plot tovedéti pulled in thousands of people to the most mapb
Municipalities of the San Francisco Valley, Pemaliand Juazeiro, which speeded up the urbanizatiocess.
Seventy per cent of the 175,506 Juazeiro populdii@s in urban area, whereas in Petrolina thigrtion is
higher, 73 percent of a population of 218,538. €higgures, provided by the IBGE census, reveal rticoous
trend towards urbanization, making clear that éwlture in the San Francisco Valley depends on amsrkvho do
not live on the farms. In the total population, enparticipation is around 51 %.

The presence of different social groups contrithitethe specific development of the region. Siamstously,
this new system brought out differences and inetigmlthat proved to be a particularly fertile gndufor growth
(Cavalcanti 1996; 1998). Large and medium entreares) as well as small settlers, came to sharearrigated
lands of the San Francisco Valley from the outdethe beginning of the 1990s, the export of friiexxame the
main objective in the region; ideological and sKifferences appeared between the large and smuallpers who
were competing for markets and opportunities intwhey considered “the business of the century”.

Mario, an elderly man from the district of Aracadiilvas one of the first to implement grape fieldghe
Valley. He is the son of a Japanese family who atagf to San Paulo in 1927. His father came to SaroRo
work in a coffee plantation. With his savings heigot a 150 hectare farm and continued as a coffeeey until
1940, when there was a crisis in coffee productide.shifted production to silkworms until 1946;eafthat he
bought a farm in the state of Parand, where heedodktil 1976. Mario worked with his father andl®70 bought
a farm more than 2000 hectares in size in the $ancisco Valley. There he started growing grapeboin3; for
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this he hired a manager and other consultants @etulio Vargas Foundation in San Paulo. He hadeardr to
produce grapes year round. “At that time grape@eags only three months and | decided to prodocehie
national markets during the entire year,” he staaedhired about 800 workers for this job.

As a pioneer, Mario visited other irrigated landslsrael, and Japanese farms in Los Angeles, QailEo
Savings and credit from a bank loan helped himefraround to learn more about the business. Tceltrav
different places in Brazil, he had a private ainglaThinking in advance, he thought about diveratfon of
production by introducing wine making, but was satcessful. In 1989 he joined a cooperative whigwgo a
membership of 50 Japanese families. That cooperatas replaced by another, CAJ, in 1994 (Pires3R0w a
well reputed exporter, according to external retipis. In 1990 Mario's firm bankrupted as he was atfae to
continue payment of bank loans. Now Mario realite he was not very organized, did not save enadighnot
take advantage of the new export opportunitiesleRig on his experience he states:

“What | did wrong was to want to solve the socialkestion; | was not an individualist. In today’'s Vdor
socialist ideas do not survive.....and my philosophkiow to run a farm came out of this kind of thimk This is a
Japanese philosophy, and Japan is facing diffesilio solve the problems raised by thinking abletdthers, not
only about ourselves... let's think about creatifgsjanore employment, more freedom.”

The local or regionatolonos(small farmers who received plots of irrigatedddrom CODEVASF through its
colonization project) also felt the negative eféeat harsh competition; they “didn’t know how to d@mpetitive in
this new environment.” Of 40,000 irrigated hectates comprise the official colonization projeatiotthirds were
left to large enterprises, around 219 units, wtiike other third was used by 2,16@onosunits (Silva, 2001). The
colonos,however, were steadily expelled from agriculture agplaced by larger independent farmers. They were
unable to successfully compete in the markets foores and tomatoes for processing and internal etsurkVhile
they tried to reconvert their plots to fruits, agrdpes in particular, they lacked the necessargrgxpce and credit.

They did not know how to address the issue of #& required quality standards for export. They miid
know how respond to patterns, grades, wrappinggpacklages required. As part of this new world afdpiction,
they came to know that they could not be competimough to stay in this market: quality and timegame the
primary obstacles to their success. “I could nodprce on time” is the answer | received from memloéra small
cooperative whose commodities did not fulfill tharslards for export.

CONSTRUCTING QUALITY FOOD AND INEQUALITY IN THE SAN FRANCISCO VALLEY

Quality is a matter of dispute among social actorthe global networks and as such is a sourceagfuality. The
essence of the dispute arises from contents gbribduct, as defined by regulations. Recently thex® been more
concern about how to fulfill the expectations ohsomers, formalized in the protocols such as EUREP&nNd in
USDA rules; these instruments, codes, grades, atdadare part of thé&knowledge’ of how to comply with
consumers'/retailers' expectations. The prevaligd in the San Francisco Valley is that those stalsdmake it
possible to trace all inputs and technological ficas used, contributing to the accumulation ok@ow how’ --
how to produce and reach the market in time. Asdyxer stated: “We have to learn how to produdbeénmarket
time”, meaning that you have to produce out of @easut of a supposedly natural ‘timing’, in timekhigher
demand, i.e. a new notion of time is created, ntieanhow it will aggravate the conditions for thestinability of
local development or the environment. Processesulo¥erting seasonality, in advancing or postpoihagyest of
mangoes is very often used in San Francisco Vélleysden and Cavalcanti, 2001; Adam 1998).

In the attempt to enhance market opportunitiegyrinftional technology is being used by San Francisc
Valley producers, thus making them up to date witirket developments. They learn abblanks and windows
for particular products, speed up their links wittospective buyers, producers, and their assonigtiand have
their own electronic addresses and web pages ir aodestablish and improve commercial linkagesladvatide.
According to a director of an agro-industry, thes wf computers and virtual programs are tools oftrob in
agriculture. As a result, there is a displaceméreladerly and illiterate workers who are replacedtbe younger
and better educated workers who are computer titera 19 year old with a secondary education ariffiedkin
computers was hired to replace a 47 year old wpeted 8 year old female agricultural technician ais® hired to
register all the practices in the field of grapeplacing a much older worker.



34 International Journal of Sociology of Agricultureé Food

A ‘knowledgeable’ producer is one who knows hovassert him/herself vis-a-vis others in the mankgio is
able to foresee changes, counteract difficultieds mnltiply the effects of comparative advantagdse 8lso needs
‘to enhance her strengths and minimize her weaknassa small entrepreneur describes: "To get toakthe
market is an asset to those who want to improvepetitiveness."Producers, in general, have precise ideas of
standards and products demanded by the market#festedt times. Therefore, they organize farm dtigg
accordingly.

'‘Quality’ standards are now seen as the controfl@roduction. Management strategies and decisiakimg
processes are ‘quality’ led, as quality informs tleployment of technology, labor, and performangesessment.
Quality fruits are produced to meet a certain deparameters defined by prospective North Americanal
European consumers (Marsden et al 1996; Busch,; 2B&80ientos et al, 2001). Producers usually sa the
monitoring of fruit quality is largely in the hands$ retailers at the expense of local producerss ®hvisible both
in the fields and in the major retail distributingnters. In the fields, there is a strong feelimgt £ach worker is
closely watched, as is the producer. At the régaitl, supermarket chains can make or break prodwrel regions
by simply evaluating their ability to meet the “djtiastandards” that they adopt.

Due to its climatic and morphological conditiorit i6 a semi-arid area) and socio-economic features
(immigration), the San Francisco Valley fruit pration attracted unemployed men and women from titiee
Northeastern region (Cavalcanti, 1997). In theieation of grapes women clearly outhumber man. anynways,
women benefit from this gender division of labocéese they are viewed as particularly skilled tal deth grape
pre- and post-harvest requirements. As indicateden this sector, women constitute more tharydixe percent
of the work-force. Men, on the other hand, arenttagority in the mango sector.

The gender division of labor has worked as a mashathrough which more women were incorporated into
the fruitculture labor market. Women were put iragje of post-harvest tasks to comply with the ‘dyal
requirements imposed by external markets (Cavdlanal. 1998; Bendini and Bonaccorsi, 998) andabezx
known for their expertise in the tasks needed tmipce quality table grapes. The duties of men aowhen were
divided, in general, according to greater or smalle/sical energy waste, based on the prevalertegatefinitions
of "masculine" and "feminine". In the San FranciMalley, grape harvest tasks are considered teimnine and
mango tasks are masculine. Because the harvesti@eintensive, and because the majority wereafem
workers, grapes were considered proper for fanaitynfng (Cavalcanti, 1997; Cavalcanti et al. 1998).

However, due to the expanding markets for freshlyets, the quality requirements associated withrit] the
technological innovations introduced to meet ther aed growing demand for local commodities, theaeehbeen
extensive changes in grape production. The numbeotkers employed per unit of cultivated land li@sreased
by more than half, while new partnership systemgeHhaeen instituted to guarantee productivity. Adidated
above, the large number of women in grape hangstiade them active members of local unions. Thegted a
gender-based agenda for better wages, working tonsli childcare and health care. Because of their
organizational abilities but significantly becaule expansion of the quality product markets aedréguirements
attached to this production, they were able to inbimportant concessions on their agenda. This gg®c
empowered women as a group, but also exacerbadddfuality in the sector and area by engendedsigtance
and counteractions. In effect, male managers amdefs, including medium family farmers, were nottigalarly
pleased with the new position of local women. Tpriave levels of productivity and counter the susaefsfemale
laborers, they attempted to de-gender the divisibdabor, and tried to increase the number of merthie
cultivation of grapes. This attempt eventuallyddil Indeed, men were not very satisfied with thew activities,
and women didn’t like their husbands doing “fematesks Some farms tried bringing men and women together t
carry on similar tasks in grape packing, but evés move was not particularly successful. The otlioe is that,
in the San Francisco Valley, the implementatiome# labor strategies generated a trend towarductied of the
number of female workers (Marsden and Cavalcaff1? This situation continues to exist in spitelaf fact that
some farms have been introducing equal opportgniregender sensitive politics in labor to appeasesumers
sensitive to environmental friendly practices, feisii issue, and fair trade.

The fifty/fifty basis for hiring workers is advoeat by one of the enterprises of this region. Howetree
feasibility of doing this type of hiring is questied by those in the sector who believe that, becafishe craft
aspect of the production of grapes, men will nptaee women. Furthermore, the enforcement of réigals under



Cavalcanti 35
new protocols, such as EUREPGAP and, to a lesgentexhose of ethical trade initiatives, is cdmiting to
change this approach to the gender division ofrlalhohowever, agree with Barrientos et. al. (20tiat the codes
of some of those protocols are not yet very semsiid the gender issues. In the fields, every wodkemanager
talked about EUREPGAP, they bring these two EURER AP together for the matter, stressing thasehare
the major concerns for them. Ethical Trade Initiatihowever, is favoring a gender division of lab&rnewly
bought agri-industry is advertising that the entegworks on an equal opportunity basis. The cantenetheless,
is for more exploitation of workers in general. Wammwho work with grapes are working more hourspetiog to
one 46 year old worker: “Because of the low waged anemployment in my family | decided to accep th
opportunity to work more hours a week.”

Actually, what we observed is that the work load immen in the San Francisco Valley increagddo, as
technological innovations become more prominerthig particular region, the proportion of womentiie labor
force tends to be reduced; this is particularlyirspacking and post-harvest activities. New maatyirend new
varieties of fruit are affecting tasks in the fietdainly reducing women'’s jobs, as in the casdekeedless grape
There is a tendency for more competition among @skbecause their performance is being inspecigalasely
observed, while informational innovations continagestructure working practices. The new protooaisor this
tendency. As Wilkinson (2001) comments: in the glokestructuring, quality is a substitute for qugntThis
aspect requires particular attention to the neworegof food production and processing that havenlmonstructed
under those limits imposed by new regulations.

CONCLUSION

Globalization is a complex process. Consumers,desnworkers, retailers and processors are allexiad through
the production and consumption of world commodit{ésntral to this process is the existence of statsland the
agencies and agents that allow their existence cébe study gave us some ideas of how this qusli@gnstructed
revealing how local farmers and workers are workimgler both tight control of regulations and retpia The

creation of quality food products is viewed by aamers of the affluent North as a desirable stefakte: a norm
that should be followed. To establish quality, iastents (standards and regulations) are createchetods and
groups operate to employ these instruments. Whdar be assumed that the consequences shouldeatsusitive

for society, the analysis carried out in the agtickveals a much more complex reality. The prodocand

consumption of quality food creates new inequalitieat disadvantage but also empower various grolips

quality fruit production that takes place in then$aancisco Valley is an illustration of this preseBut it is also an
illustration of the essential meaning of globali@at The links that connect global production affgooups and
social relations in ways that were not seen befbherefore, to understand globalization, the evefithe San
Francisco Valley's fruit production indicate thateohas to pay attention to the complexity of retathips linking

processes and agents.

In many respects this is the essential messagertémporary constructionist theories, such as thdsn
employed to study agriculture and food standardsnf@lexity and heterogeneity of experiences anédtajies are
much more pervasive in contemporary society thayn @inthe common behaviors and world views so often
affirmed in past analyses. While it is certainlg ttase that corporate actors (in this case retpigge among the
most powerful actors of globalization, consumerd teir quest for quality consumption emerge asgybw actors
under globalization. Their power constrains thediand work of laborers in the distant South. Timese forms of
control are symbolic of the contradictory ambivalemf commodity production under globalization: search for
guality food items translates in new forms of exaltion and inequality.
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