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1. I\ntroduction
\

encompassing and affecting social, economical as well as political domains of
society.

In the process of reconstruction not only households participate, whose
homes were destroyed, but also state authorities and international organisations

With reference to several case studies from my fieldwork in Muzaffarabad (the
capital of Azad Kashmir) I examine how local people represent and practice
home in the context of the earthquake. This general context ranges from trau-
matic experiences of destruction to the difficult reconstruction process of houses
and interactions with the state housing policy. I argue that the destruction and
Teconstruction of houses after the disaster highlights multiple ways in which
“home” (ghar) is re-constructed not only physically but also socially and politi-
cally. My examination of “home” is guided by the following questions: How do
people represent their homes afier the experience of (complete) destruction and
the reconstruction of their houses? What ideologies, values and practices are
linked to these categories “home” and “house” in general? How does the hous-
ing policy target houses and homes and how do these political objectifications
figure in people’s representations of home? How are homes practiced after the
earthquake in the everyday family life of households? And, finally, how are rep-
resentations and practices of home related to one another and shape this basic
category of social life? :
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Regarding the post-disaster “home”, it is often assumed that state and inter-
national relief and reconstruction programmes caused the separation of hou:se-
holds and the decline of the “joint family system”. Contrary to this oversn_npllﬁ;
cation, my case studies reveal that representations of homes and the practices ﬂr:
everyday family life are far more multifaceted, although they are affected by T
state’s housing policy, but rather in fragmentary than consistent ways. Lolc;a
representations of home are highly ambiguou§ and frgquqntly conlrad:c?toty e-
cause they are strategically articulated in pamt_:ul‘ar situations am_:l spccﬂ.'lc cond-
texts with multiple references such as conﬂlcung‘ household’ 1deo_log1es an
common practices as well as disaster-related experiences of disruption, recon-
struction and the state’s housing policy.

2. The 2005 earthquake and the vulnerability of homes

The current literature on the anthropology of di;aster puts fon\_;ard a ;?olmcal
ecological approach to studying and analysing disasters in specific social cog-
texts (Oliver-Smith 1999). Natural hazards, such as earthquakes, floods, lan I-
slides etc. are neither exclusively natural nor social events, buf corn:lplex inci-
dences which occur at the interface of “nature” and "s_ocwt){ (Ol:ver-Smth
2002: 28). Thus, natural hazards do not inevitably constitute dzsast‘en_;. It is ra-
ther the social, cultural, political and economic context and li}e ‘l'ust-::.lncally
produced pattern of vulnerability” (Oliver-Smith 1999; 29: Olwer-.‘.'imxth a?ud
Hoffiman 2002: 3), within this context, which turns the natural hazard into a dis-
ter for a society. )

* eAs natural dti};asters are difficult to predict, anﬂuogologlsm have been pre-
dominantly concerned with studying the post-disaster situation and the ways in
which local people respond to a disaster and recover from it. Both., vuluerablht){
(the scale to which people are, or have the potential to be, affected t_:y a natura
hazard) and social recovery and, thus, the ways p_et_)ple (can) de'al with ﬂ}e con-
sequences of a disaster, are interlinked and conditioned by social orlgamsathfth.
economic production, political power relations and cultural va‘lues (Ollver-Spli
and Hoffman 2002: 8; Oliver Smith 1999: 29). Rather than single events, disas-
ters are multidimensional and processual phenomena which encompass the so-
cial, political and economic context before, during and after the disaster’s occur-
rence (Oliver-Smith 1999; Oliver-Smith 2002). _ -

Because of the complex intersectionality of dlsastefg and s_oc1et1e§, the an-
thropological literature often refers to disasters as “emplrica.l windows” on s?jq-
ety. Disasters challenge society and thereby expose how s?(:lal structures, plo ti-
cal relations and cultural values function in ways more evident than under “nor-
mal” conditions.
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[-.] disasters disclose fundamental features of society and culture, laying bare cru-
cial relationships and core values in the intensity of impact and the stress of re-
covery and reconstruction. (Oliver-Smith 2002: 26)

As Oliver-Smith and Hoffiman (2002: 7-12) argue, the anthropological study
of disasters provides deeper insights into human sociability in general.

The earthquake in the Pakistan Province of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (PKP) and
the, so-called, State of Azad Jammu and Kashmir (AJK)' occurred on October 8,
2005, with a magnitude of 7.6 on the Richter scale. The disaster caused the
death of almost 80,000 people and left over three million people homeless
(EERI 2006). People’s general vulnerability to the earthquake were clearly ex-
posed through the devastation in terms of fatalities (largely as a result of build-

Water and power supply, government buildings, schools, hospitals and people’s
homes (EERI 2006). Oliver-Smith (2002: 36) argues to conceptualise this vul-
nerability as “social, political and economic power relations [...] inscribed
through material practices (construction {urban planning, transportation) in the
modified and built environments,”

The fact that almost 400,000 houses were destroyed or damaged (to various
degrees) and, as a consequence, many people died and were left homeless re-
vealed that people’s homes were extremely vulnerable to the earthquake disaster
(ADB and WB 2005: Annex7). This vulnerability is clearly inscribed in the poor

construction and hazardous sites? of houses in the city of Muzaffarabad, As the

with the examination of power relations and, thus, with the question of how vul-
nerability of groups as well as their power to determine the shape of reconstruc-
tion differ in a society (see Oliver-Smith 1999: Oliver-Smith and Hoffman

I Formally AJK is an independent state with its own government, parliament, and judiciary
(only delegating defence, diplomacy, and currency control to Pakistan). But in fact, AJK is
almost entirely dominated by Pakistan economically and politically, The Government of
Pakistan allocates AJK’s annual budget and appoints the most influential positions within
the state’s bureaucracy. Because of Pakistan’s ideological stance on Kashmir as an inte-

claim over AJK and interference in the state’s affairs are put under pressure by the mili-
tary and intelligence agencies present in the area (ct. Rose 1992),

2 The north of AJK and the carthquake affected Hazara District in the PKP are mountainous
areas which are prone to landslides. In the 2005 disaster many houses and sometimes en-
tire villages were destroyed by landslides caused by the earthquake.
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which indicates some basic aspects relevant to my examination of “home” in the
context of the earthquake and the reconstruction process.

~First, the widespread destruction of houses reveals that homes and its resi-
dents, households, are among the most severely affected groups by the disaster.
These households are confronted most with the consequences of destruction, the
loss of human lives and property, and are mainly involved in deal ing with theses
consequences and recovering from them. As a site of destruction, homes also
play a crucial role in immediate disaster response, initial recovery and long-term
reconstruction. Second, the destruction of houses reveals the strong association
between notions of “home” and its locality in a “house”. This close relation of
home and house is of crucial importance for people in Pakistan and Azad Kash-
mir. The destruction of houses, thus, provides an important framework of re-
thinking, re-presenting and re-practising home. Third, a political effect of the
destruction of houses was to make the “house” and “home” the objects of the
state’s reconstruction policy. The policy-related objectification of house and
home affect people’s notions and representations of home.

2.1 Households in the context of disaster

I conducted fieldwork in Muzaffarabad, the capital of Azad Kashmir, more or
less continuously from October 2009 until May 2011. Muzaffarabad, a city with
almost 100,000 inhabitants, was near the epicentre of the earthquake and, thus,
one of the areas worst affected by the disaster. My fieldwork in Muzaffarabad
commenced in 2009, four years after the earthquake. Although this clearly lo-
cates it in the context of long-term reconstruction, rather than in that of emer-
gency rescue and relief, I encountered quite often narratives about the immediate
disaster’s aftermath which point to important meanings of home in relation to
the traumatic earthquake experience of the destruction of houses and the loss of
homes.

Many narratives of the earthquake tell about panic-stricken people who, first
of all, rushed home in search of shelter and family members. The home (or what
was left over from it) was the place to go in this situation of severe crisis. The
home was maintained in the crises although it was “destroyed” insofar as the
home lost its materiality and physical location: the house. In the days, weeks and
months after the earthquake it was within these (maintained and modified)
homes people managed the living in temporary shelters, such as tents and simple
barracks, the cooking, sleeping and emotional care for traumatised household
members. Later, homes and households engaged in the expensive and time-con-
suming reconstruction of their houses, which in many cases is still ongoing,

The intuitive orientation towards home in the immediate aftermath of the
earthquake illustrates a “sense of belonging” to home as a place where people
seek protection and emotional care. It is the home which turns out to be the most
important source of belonging whereas other social affiliations and (more politi-
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Regarding the ideology and composition of households it is widely assumed
that households often, comprise “families”, either nuclear, extended or multiple
families (ct. Hammel and Laslett 1974). Families are ideological groups which
are tied together by kinship and marriage. Nevertheless, the household needs to
be analysed separately from “family” since families may live in two or more
households, or one household may comprise more than one family (as well as
non-kin members). Goody (1972 cited in Sanjek 2002: 286), for instance, de-
fines household activities in terms of either dwelling (sleeping), reproduction
(eating) or production and economic contributions. The examination of house-
holds’ locality mainly deals with the physical space, the house or domestic
dwelling, which affects and is affected by households’ everyday life and history
(Sanjek 2002: 285-287). |

I agree with Sanjek (2002) that anthropology must direct its-efforts to ana-

lysing households by means of emic concepts. But in addition, anthropology
must also admit and approach the problem that one conclusive emic definition
does not exist. In every context, even within the household, people’s views dif-
fer on what the household is. Women and men, young and elderly, marginalised
and more dominant people perceive, interpret and represent the household in
different ways and, thereby, challenge and dispute each others’ notions of home
and the practices linked with it (ct. Carr 2005). Household is not a distinct unit
but a social, ideological and political space of constant negotiation and contest
between different interpretations, interests and practices and, thus, a space of
ambiguity and contradiction in terms of separation and solidarity, conflict and
mutual support.

The household’s composition, ideology, activities and location are relevant
when examining the general characteristics of households in a particular context.
Thus, “household” could be defined as the flexible and dynamic arrangement of
people (composition) who are related by notions of “kinship” (family ideology)
and cooperation (activities) for a common “home” in everyday life (locality).
This preliminary definition of household provides a starting point for further
elaboration of the concept which accounts for local variations and discrepancies

in imagining, representing and practicing home.

2.2 Locality of belonging: dialectic of house and home

Home features a sense of belonging to a social group (household) and a locality
(house). Because of this close association of home/household with house, the
earthquake revealed that home is not only a place of intimate care and protection

but can become a site of brutal destruction and danger”. Although the home basi-
cally continued to exist and was maintained by people during emergency, relief J

6 After the earthquake many people feared (the destruction of) houses and, thus, preferred to
live in tents, even though their houses were not destroyed.
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Taking the dialectic of materiality and sociality into account, the rebuilding
of a house can not simply entail the reconstitution of the home as it was prior to
the earthquake. The collapse and rebuilding of domestic dwellings, inevitably,
raise questions concerning the constitutive relation of houses and homes. In
many cases, people do not simply reconstruct the house they lost in the earth-
quake but make modifications which, in tum, lead to modifications of the home
itself. Reconstruction requires of people to rethink their previous houses and
homes. This dialectic process can be problematic and create conflict among
members of the household. But apart from presenting solely a threat to the re-
constitution of home, reconstruction can provide the opportunity for people to
modify their homes and the practices linked with it. In any case, people’s per-
spectives and strategies related to the loss and reconstruction of houses highlight
multiple ways the “home” is re-presented, re-imagined and re-practiced after the
earthquake. The experience of destruction, immediate disaster response and
long-term reconstruction, thus, induce the re-examination of this basic category

of everyday life.

2.3 Reconstruction and the “enlarged state”

The household’s characteristics of composition, ideology, activities and loca-
tion, as examined above, are missing a relational political dimension. House-
holds are always positioned within the structures of the larger society. They are
socially, economically and politically related to other households, social and
political groups as well as state institutions and international organisations. The
context of reconstruction in Pakistan and Azad Kashmir clearly reveals that “the
state” expanded (among other realms) into the realm of “home”. Thus, the ways
people imagine, represent and practice home are affected by political represen-
tations and practices of state policies.

In the disaster literature, reconstruction in general is characterised as a highly
political and conflictive process which is not limited to the physical reconstruc-
tion of damaged infrastructure and simply returning to the ‘normality’ as it was
prior to the disaster (see Oliver-Smith and Hoffman 2002; Henry 2006). The
post-disaster situation presents, to some extent, a “new” situation for local soci-
eties. After a disaster international, national, state and non-state organisations
enter the affected areas, first, to provide rescue and relief services and, later, re-
construction assistance.” These “external” actors and their ideological agendas

7 With reference to the activities of state, non-state and international organisations the post-

disaster context is conventionally categorised into the three phases of “rescue”, “relief”
and “reconstruction”. In the short-term emergency phase activities are directed towards the
rescue and immediate survival of people. Whereas in the relief phase, usually lasting sev-
eral months, tent camps are established and people are provided temporary shelter, food,

health care etc. Gradually, the relief distribution is stopped and people leave the camps
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2.3.1 The housing policy
After the earthquake the government of Pakistan established a huge centralised

bureaucracy to administer the reconstruction process in the PKP as well as in
Azad Kashmir. The establishment of the so-called “Earthquake Reconstruction
and Rehabilitation Authority” (ERRA) clearly demonstrates that people are con-
fronted with an “enlarged state” after the earthquake.® People’s encounters with
“the state” were in particular numerous in the context of housing reconstruction.
ERRA set up a housing compensation program for a, so-called, owner-driven
reconstruction of domestic dwellings. An inspection team comprising of army
staff, and officials from local authorities, assessed the damage to houses classi-
fied as either slightly, partially or fully damaged. Ownership of the house had to
be proven by the means of the land record. ERRA issued the compensation doc-
uments which entitled their holders to an amount of compensation according to
the scale of damage to the house. Compensation was issued in four instalments
with, at most, 175,000 rupees (approximately 2,000 USD) for a fully damaged
house. The policy contained several restrictions. First, it held that a roof is enti-
tled to compensation and, second, that a person is entitled to compensation only
once, even though she/ he may own more than one house®, The amount of
money was very low given the actual cost of building a house according to
earthquake-resistant type of construction. The value of the compensation amount
was further eroded because of rising inflation and the late payment of compen-
sation, which was issued in instalments, paid over a period of two years.

Five years after the earthquake, many households have still not rebuilt their
houses, mostly due to financial difficulties'®. During the period of fieldwork,
people stated that they have to spend at least 4 lakh rupees for the construction
of a small house (two rooms, one kitchen, one bathroom) of the confined ma-

8 Besides, by establishing ERRA to administer reconstruction in Pakistan as well as in AJK,
Pakistan enlarged its influence in AJK. All the international funds were collected by the
Pakistani government and managed by ERRA. Thereby Pakistan strengthened its political
and financial grip over AJK and the reconstruction process respectively.

9 A person who owned more than one house was allowed to make ownership over, for in-
stance, to a (married) son or a daughter who, by this act, became entitled to compensation.

10 The city dweller not only faced the financial difficulties of reconstruction, but also politi-
cal restrictions on the reconstruction of houses. ERRA prepared a comprehensive Master

* Plan for the reconstruction and mitigation of the city's disaster vulnerability which in-
cluded the acquisition of private land for the widening of streets and the construction of
parks. In order to avoid the situation where newly reconstructed homes obstructed city
projects, the construction of permanent buildings was banned for a year and a half, ERRA,
instead, promoted the construction of so-called temporary shelters (SGI-sheet construc-

tions).

T
|
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is highly problematic. What is a “house™? In the context of the local living ar-
rangements this question is not easy to answer as is shown by the example of the
two brothers who lived in separate households in the house constructed by their
father. The question inevitably arises whether the house is, in fact, two houses.
Families often live in compounds of houses comprising a separate living room,
bedroom, kitchen, bathroom and storage constructions. Are these, according to
the policy, separate houses or not? If the bedroom of a married couple collapsed,
but not the bedrooms of the parents, the brother etc., does the authority catego-
rise this single construction as a house or a separate roof respectively?

I once talked to an ERRA official about such difficulties in determining a
house. He appeared to be very convinced that there is no doubt about the house.
He completely ignored my question of what a house is, possibly, because it
struck him as absurd to question such a clearly identifiable object as a “house”.
He adhered unswervingly to the “one-roof-one-compensation-policy” and the
house/roof as the legitimate criterion for compensation. The cases which didn’t
adhere to this logic were denounced by him as deviant.

The approach taken by the ERRA does not allow for the “house” as an am-
biguous and elusive category. This, as a consequence, created space for inter-
pretations, strategies and corruption. According to those interviewed, discrimi-
nation and bribery were rife in the process of getting claims for compensation
recognised. Thus, another conflictive dimension of reconstruction is evidenced.
People were placed in competition for reconstruction aid whereas differences of
access to social and economic capital were revealed. Without connections to the
relevant officers in charge of the compensations and without financial resources
people were more likely to be rejected as beneficiaries of the housing program.
Thus, also mistrust and suspicion was created among families and neighbour-
hoods. Even today, people blame others for practices of bribery (rishwat) and
favouritism (sifarish) in the context of aid distribution for reconstruction.

3. Representations of home

In the context of the earthquake home is re-examined on different levels and by
different actors concerned with the collapse and reconstruction of domestic
dwellings. It is not only those who lost their homes who are involved in the re-
construction of houses, but also state authorities (and, to some extent, interna-
tional organisations and NGOs). People are targeted as beneficiaries of technical
and financial assistance by means of categories such as “house”, “home” and
“household”. A policy which deals with houses objectifies the “house” in a cer-
tain way and treats people according to its definition. Thus, local notions and
practices of home must be contextualised within the political context of state

housing programs.
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earthquake. Although the members of these households rarely explicitly stated
that they separated the household because of the nuclear family bias of relief
distribution, overall they represented separation of the household as coinciding
with the aftermath of the earthquake and the reconstruction of houses. I fre-
quently heard statements such as: zalzale ke ba’d ham alag ho gae hain (“we
separated after the earthquake”) and ham alag alag rahte hain zalzale ki vajah
se (“we live separately because of the earthquake™). People often perceived liv-
ing separately as being undesirable, and at the same time hold nostalgic views
about communal family life, when they were all living together: pehle ham sab
akhat e the (“before, we were all together”). The earthquake is conceptually
linked to the home by the means of correlated dual oppositions: before/afier
good/bad and together (akhat€)/ separate (alag alag).

The problem of this representation became obvious when I asked people to
explain whether they separated because of the earthquake. I never got a plausi-
ble answer and instead often found people avoiding my questions or even feel-
ing embarrassed by them.

3.1.1 Case study 1
The case of Akbar Sahib and his younger brother is illustrative in this regard.
The two brothers migrated twenty years ago with their parents from Indian held
Kashmir to Azad Kashmir. The father built a house in a refugee camp which he
occupied with his two married sons. After the father’s death the two brothers
lived in the house until it was completely destroyed by the earthquake. As a
further consequence of the earthquake, the refugee camp collapsed into the river
and became uninhabitable. By the time I visited the family, the two brothers had
almost completed the reconstruction of two separate houses in a new camp. As
we were sitting on the veranda of the younger brother’s house and talking about
the construction work of the new house, I asked about the house the families oc-
cupied before the earthquake. Akbar Sahib explained that they all used to live
together in one big house before the earthquake. But, he added with some regret,
they separated after the earthquake when his brother and he reconstructed their
own houses. When I asked about the reason for their separation Akbar Sahib
referred briefly to the earthquake and the family’s subsequent moving from one
place to another until the government finally allocated them plots in the new
refugee camp. 1 could not ask any follow-up questions because Akbar Sahib
(who very obviously wasn’t well disposed to discussing the issue any further)
changed the topic of conversation instantly. His explanation was not very plau-
sible. He could have reconstructed a house together with his brother. Thus, the
explanation was rather an attempt to avoid the topic and his reaction demon-
strated that the separation of households is considered a problematic and incon-
venient issue. ;
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extent, a closer relationship today than they would have had if the plans for their
respective living arrangements had proceeded, uninterrupted by the earthquake.

3.1.2 Case study 2
In another case I was confronted with a quite similar contradiction concerning

the representation of the household’s history in the context of the earthquake and
reconstruction. In my neighbourhood the Qasi family, comprising of four mar-
ried brothers and their mother, lives on land inherited from the deceased father.
Three of the brothers live in separate houses near the mother’s living compound.
The eldest brother, whose wife died in the earthquake, and who suffers from a
severe eye disease, lives together with his mother, children and unmarried
brother. When I met Nigat Bibi, one of the sisters-in-law, she told me that before
the earthquake all brothers lived together with the parents in one big house (bara -
ghar). She accentuated proudly that they jointly prepared the food on one
cooking stove (ek hi cula). When referring to the housing compensation, she
stated that they were compensated only once because they all lived under one
100f (ek hi chat). It was only after the earthquake that they separated and recon-
" structed separate houses. She explained the separation with reference to the
death of her sister-in-law in the earthquake. It was she who managed the joint
- household and the related housework tasks. In the wake of the earthquake they
were unable to maintain the household as it had been previously. Bartan bahut
ziyada hai! (“the crockery is too much!”), she stated and, thereby, cited the lo-
gistics of cooking and washing up for such a large number of people as the main
obstacles to maintaining the household in its pre-earthquake form.

I found Nigat Bibi's representation of the family’s past challenged by other
family members. Once, for instance, I was engaged in a conversation with Qasi
Sahib, one of the married brothers (and Nigat Bibi’s brother-in-law), and his
cousin about the latter’s challenging living conditions. Qasi Sahib told me that
the cousin was very poor and didn’t receive a prefabricated shelter provided to
other earthquake-affected families because he couldn’t afford the bribes in-
volved. Qasi Sahib asked me to help his cousin by presenting the case to the
authority’s representative in charge of the shelters. I then started addressing the
cousin directly about his case. In addition, he pointed to the housing compensa-
tion and stated that it was, like the distribution of the prefabricated shelters,
highly unfair and discriminated against the poor. Among his wealthy relatives
(the Qasi family) each of the four married brothers and their mother received
separate housing compensation while he as a poor man didn’t get anything at all.
I was quite surprised because, by this time, I had thought the family had been
compensated only once, as Nigat Bibi told me. I, then, turned to Qasi Sahib who
confirmed his cousin’s statement. Qasi Sahib specified that he and his brothers
and mother had been living separately before the earthquake. They lived in sepa-
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The difference between approaches to representing one’s household, either
orientated on ideology or the practice of housework, is to some extent related to
gender differences and gendered practices linked to the home. The social divi-
sion of work between the sexes attributes housework (such as cooking, cleaning
and washing) to female household members. Thus, women, working at home,
are probably more likely to representing home with reference to these daily
practices. These practices are not only more relevant for most women’s lives,
than the ideology of patrilocality, from which they are mostly excluded by male
representation, but are also very common, at least, in a city such as
Muzaffarabad. :

Nevertheless, an overall allocation of female perspectives in “practice” and
male perspectives in “ideology” would be oversimplifying. Women’s approach
to home is not, inevitably, more “practical” than men’s. The separate household
represents as well as the joint household an ideal of how to organise daily family
life. Like Anser Bibi, many women told me that they appreciate living in sepa-
rate households comprising of the nuclear family'2. Marginalised in relation to
the dominant ideology of patrilocality the separate household represents a con-
trasting household ideal frequently expressed by women.

It would be wrong to state that the separate household represents a female
ideal whereas the patrilocal joint household represents an exclusive male ideal.
Case study 2 illustrates that women are also in certain situations likely to put
forward nostalgic representations of a pre-earthquake joint household. Nigat
Bibi’s representation has a great deal in common with Akbar Sahib’s ideological
approach to the household’s history in the context of the earthquake. She also
refers to the glorious pre-earthquake past of the “one big house” when the
(patrilinear) family was living together. To emphasise the solidarity among the
female members she adds to the “one big house” the “one cooking stove”, where
the women had jointly prepared the food. Although women are often excluded
from the representation of the patrilocal joint household it is also a female ideal
of family life expressed by the means of the “one cooking stove”.

The “one cooking stove” is revealed in Nigat Bibi’s representation as a
problematic and vulnerable space. Her account of the joint household is also
practically anchored as far as she points to the fact that it was difficult to main-
tain a joint household because of the problems of performing and dividing
household tasks effectively. Whereas, Akbar Sahib keeps the household mem-
bers as actors completely out of the joint household, and instead explains its
separation as determined by external circumstances under the catch-all title of
“the earthquake” Nigat Bibi refers to internal dynamics of a household. The

12 The ,,nuclear family" in Muzaffarabad, expressed in Urdu by the use of the English term
“family”, is connoted slightly differently from the “nuclear family” in western societies. It
clearly includes the aged parents of a woman’s husband as part of the separated household
(of the nuclear family).
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in one house. To legitimise the fact that the brothers and their mother were com-
pensated separately he must represent the households as separated regarding
roof and kitchen. '

Nigat Bibi’s and Qasi Sahib’s representation are both in line with the pol-
icy’s one-roof-one-compensation logic, although they articulate by the means of
this logic different versions of the pre-earthquake household. Qasi Sahib Tepre-
sents the households as “separate”. He must strategically over-estimate the sepa-
ration against the background of the compensation policy in order to legitimise
separate compensation. Nigat Bibi, on the contrary, is not confronted that much
with the compensation policy and practice of the state authorities. Qur conver-
sation is probably an opportunity for her to explain her people’s “culture of the
joint family” to a western woman about whose culture she assumes that families
and even old parents live separate. Thus, she maintains, by means of the one-
roof-one-compensation-logic, the joint family household as the way of living
before the earthquake.

The housing policy implemented after the earthquake provide insights into
the ways people’s representations and practices of home are governed by the
state’s representations of home. The “enlarged state”, as examined above, ex-
panded into the “home”, a domain which people clearly regard as “private” and,
thus, separate from “the state”. As the case of Nigat Bibi and Qasi Sahib illus-
trate, the state’s housing policy is deeply inscribed in the representations of
home. Although this inscription is rather implicit than explicit, it reflects the ef-
fect of a mechanism of govemmernt which Michel Foucault introduced as
“governmentality” (see Foucault: 2006). Besides the reciprocal constitution of
power and knowledge, governmentality points to the power/knowledge-mecha-
nisms by which human conduct is governed by states, institutions, procedures,
discourses etc. Foucault’s interest is directed towards the question of how
power/knowledge is materialised and manifested in the everyday lives of people.
In other words, he attempts to conceptualise mechanisms of government which
are neither limited to the state nor characterised entirely by coercion, direct con-
trol and regulation. According to his understanding, mechanisms of government
cut across and expand into “private” domains of the family and household
(Ferguson and Gupta 2002: 989; Lemke 2001: 191). As convincingly argued by
Gupta, (1995: 377) “the state” is not a cohesive and unitary whole but consti-
tuted trough “a complex set of spatially intersecting representations and prac-
tices.” As Gupta demonstrates with reference to ethnographical examples, the
state is encountered by people as fragmentary, disaggregated and inconsistent.
Similarly, the effects of “the state™ on people’s lives and the ways policies “gov-
em” people are fragmentary, inconsistent and often unapparent to people them-
selves. Although Nigat Bibi and Qasi Sahib’s representations (unconsciously)
adhere to the state policy’s notion of home, their representations contradict one
another. This indicates not only that the effects of power are fragmentary and
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with the earthquake and/or the reconstruction of houses. These representations
are either strategic insofar as they legitimise living arrangements which are no
longer in accordance with the dominant ideology of the joint household. This
strategy completely ignores the agency of households and their members. People
themselves developed the strategic claim of separate households in order to be
compensated more than once. The compensation (as well as the earthquake and
reconstruction in general) was a means by which actors organised and reorgan-
ised their homes. The post-disaster situation allowed for opportunities to sepa-
rate instead of maintaining the former joint household. But, separation of house-
holds was in no way an unavoidable consequence of the earthquake or the re-
construction policy. A household could have strategically represented itself as
two separate households (to claim separate compensation) but then recon-
structed a common house together.

The assumption about the decline of the joint family system in the earth-
quake-affected areas is an oversimplification. This perspective, far from de-
scribing a social fact, alludes to a general ongoing debate in society about the
social question of how families do and should live together. In fact this debate
around the “home” and “household” has been ongoing over several decades, and
is not simply a product of the post-disaster situation. Modernity and the domi-
nant ideology of the nuclear family, for instance, constitute a global trend to
smaller household size (Sanjek 2002: 287) to which relief and reconstruction
assistance more than likely contribute. But this trend also produces diversity and
a context where different household and family values and practices of home
coexist and sometimes contradict one another.

Anyhow, the earthquake and the consequences of reconstruction assistance
must be contextualised in the wider social processes of change as well as in the
daily practices and the concrete histories of households.

4. Practices of home

Representations always coexist with actual practices. Because there is a differ-
ence between what people say about their practices and what they do in daily
life, these practices are not revealed by representations. People don’t theorise
their daily practices. Thus, the ambiguous and contradictory representations dis-
cussed don’t say much about how households practically organised their every-
day life before the earthquake and how they (re-)organised it afterwards. To
what extent are the members of a household together (akhat ie) and, to what
extent, are they separate (alag alag)? In which realms do households cooperate
or divide housework tasks, financial contributions and responsibilities relating to
the maintenance of their home?

Up to now I have discussed strategies of representations in the context of the
earthquake and reconstruction and how the separation of households is ad-
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and pocket money while the father has the same duty vis-a-vis his wife and chil-
dren up to their marriage.

It is a common pattern that the elder married son separates from the parents’
household after the marriage of his younger brother. Thereby he gets a piece of
land allotted by his father in order to construct his own house. In other cases the
separation of brothers coincides often with the death of their parents, especially
the father. As the moving in of members, the loss of household members affect
the social relationships and power relations within a household and the disputes,
tensions and conflicts existing in it. In the context of the death of the father his
sons are exempt from the subordination to the father’s authority. This situation
creates an opportunity to rethink and renegotiate the household’s arrangement
and organisation of daily life. -

The social consequences of incidents such as marriage and deaths do not
lead automatically to the separation of households. There are many more cir-
cumstances, tensions and conflicts which affect the decisions and actions taken
by household members in order to separate. But, in any case, households sepa-
rate sooner or later. Separation is a constituent aspect of the social process of
joint households.

The earthquake, reconstruction of houses and the consequences of housing
compensation must be contextualised in this social process, the practice and the
concrete histories of households. Reconstruction and separation do not coincide
ad hoc but are shaped by the pre-earthquake household situation and the scale of
separation already carried out by then.

The disruption of the social process of homes by the earthquake became es-

pecially visible in the destruction of the houses and living compounds. These are
closely linked to the household’s history. When people talk about the houses
they had lost in the earthquake I found them often contrasting their actual living
arrangements by claiming a huge dimension and beauty of their former houses.
While these houses are very much idealised the actual living arrangements or
reconstructed (parts of) houses after the earthquake are decently described as
operational. People express by the means of nostalgia, grief at what they have
lost in the disaster and the impossibility of reconstructing within a few years a
bouse that has, in many cases, taken them (and their parents) decades of effort,
money, time and commitment. The house and living compound participated in
the household’s past and is a constituent part of its specific history and future.
The construction of a house is processual in the way the home and household are
processual. House and home, as I argued with reference to Wilford (2008), dia-
lectically reflect one another. Thus, separation is also materially inscribed, alt-
hough, it can take many forms and be carried out gradually and either physically
by constructing a separate house or practically by separating the cooking and
adding a kitchen construction to the already existing living compound.
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Jjealousy of her sisters-in-law and justified her privilege by explaining to me that,
after all, she was the wife.

The separation which took place has a history. It is, of course, neither the
scorched food nor the new outfit exclusively which led to separation. Neverthe-
less, I believe that “home” (ghar) is negotiated in the every day by the means of
such arguments about loyalty and responsibility which lead to practical modifi-
cations of the household’s organisation as the separation of domestic work. Such
modifications, as revealed in this case, are sometimes carried out quite fre-
quently. The frequent switching between a “joint” and “separate” organisation
of everyday life demonstrates that “separation™ is not an absolute decision and
action conducted by household members once and forever, but, a rather flexible
means for frequent re-modification of the household’s organisation.

Immediately after the conflict the two families avoided interaction for sev-
eral weeks. Thus, Mariam Bibi, once more arranges the cooking and housework
separately from her in-laws. This situation was quite difficult for her since she
now has a little son to look after as well. The sisters-in-law told me.that they
even ignored Mariam Bibi’s son for about a week after the conflict. But they
gave up ignoring him and start to look after him again. Mariam Bibi’s situation
has therefore relaxed to the extent that she can, from time to time, give her son

to her sisters-in-law to look after while she is doing her housework. The absolute
separation carried out right after the quarrel already diluted somewhat after a
couple of weeks and the separated households again cooperate in certain situa-
tions. Although the separation concerning the housework is relatively strict the
two households are involved in joint activities. Once, I visited the family and
found the sisters-in-law busy cooking food for guests. They told me that Mariam
Bibi’s husband invited an officer and his assistant from a local state authority to
his house. The authority was conducting a survey in the neighbourhood in order
to identify beneficiaries for prefabricated shelters. Her brother, the sister ex-
plained to me further, will try to get himself as well as the mother and elder
brother registered as beneficiaries for the shelters.

The cooperation between the two “separated” households was very close in
this situation of interaction with a local state authority. The brother from the one
household invited the guests to his own house whereby the food for the guests
was prepared in the kitchen of the other household. The two households agreed
to be represented by the younger brother and, thus, closely cooperated in order
to get registered for the receipt of three separate shelters. Thus, separation is
neither an absolute and irreversible decision nor a restricted practice from which
cooperation and joint activities are entirely excluded.

4.3 Home as resource of reconstruction and social recovery
Separate and joint households represent two extremes of an enormous spectrum
of practices, dynamic social arrangements, and flexible organisation patterns of
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rate as part of a social process constituted by births, marriages and deaths of
household members. Separate households participate in joint activities with
other households as well as joint households divide responsibilities such as
housework and economical contributions. The array of these practices of home
as well as their local representations in particular situations and contexts are still
to be compiled and analysed in more detail especially in reference to the disaster
context and its effect on these practices and representations.

In this regard, I consider it especially important to examine further how peo-
ple’s vulnerabilities to the earthquake as well as their access to reconstruction
resources differ according to their social, economical and political positions in
the society. An analysis in this regard will provide deeper understanding of how
people represent and practice home in relation to social, economic and political
differences as well as how (disparately) people encounter and deal with the
“enlarged state”, evolved in Pakistan and Azad Kashmir after the earthquake.

With reference to the international and national states” disaster response, it is
also crucial to ask of how people’s vulnerabilities are reduced, reproduced or
even exacerbated in the process of reconstruction. The financial difficulties of
people in Muzaffarabad regarding the reconstruction of their houses indicate that
the housing policy failed to reduce the vulnerability of those homes which lack
necessary social, economic and political capital.

In addition to the structural vulnerability, my paper also points to the general
questions of how people experience grief and cope with it in the disaster context.
“Home” is an intimate place of affection, protection and mutual care where peo-
ple, indeed, experience grief and the disruption of their lives most starkly but
where they also cope with these traumatic experiences in the first instance. Thus,

as my case studies evidenced, the experience of grief and the sense of loss of
home are closely linked. Grief and disruption are frequently expressed by the
means of nostalgia about the destruction and loss of the house as well as the
separation of the family. By referring to the destroyed and lost house/home peo-
ple demonstrate their grief. In the same way, by stating that family life pro-
foundly changed after the earthquake people explain the sense of disruption ex-
perienced in the disaster. For coping with grief and disruption, the ambiguity of
the category “home” as well as the flexibility of people’s living arrangements
are crucial. I believe that this ambiguity and flexibility provide important re-
sources for households for adapting to changing circumstances, conflicts and
crises such as a disaster. “Home” is re-shaped, strategically applied and politi-
cally exploited in the course of reconstruction, but, at the same time, enables
ambiguous interpretations and flexible practices which, in turn, shape and con-
tribute to the process of social recovery from disaster.
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