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The Themes in Word History series provides exciting, new and wide-ranging surveys of the importan
themes of world history. Each theme is examined over a broad period of time allowing analysis o
continuities and change, and introduces students to historians” methods and debates in their context.
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Peace in World History
By Peter N. Stearns

In Peace in World History, Peter M. Stearns examines the ideas of peace that have existed
throughout history, and how societies have sought to put them into practice. Beginning
with the status of peace in early hunter-gatherer and agricultural societies, and continuing
through the present day, the...

Published March 27th 2014 by Routledge

Migration in World History
2nd Edition

By Patrick Manning

This fully revised and updated second edition of Migration in World History traces the
connections among regions brought about by the movement of people, diseases, crops,
technology and ideas. Drawing on examples from a wide range of geographical regions and
thematic areas, noted world historian._.

Fublished Septemnber 5th 2012 by Routledge



ants, A World History RE :

1/ The Debate: Three Discussions 185 : =378

2/ The Object: Peasants’ Work and Peasants’ Worlds X35 : &KX T{E
St IeItHR

3/ The Subject: Peasant Regimes and Peasant Transformation =K : KE
Il SRS E

4/ The Question: Incorporation, Assimilation and Resistance. Peasantries as

Frontiers [ : Wim. BEMLSINF | fFARNGHIKRE

5/ Central Focus: Peasant Land-Labour Regimes in Agrarian Empires and
in Global Capitalism £ : KIUFESEKEARENFHIKE. LT, 5
JIART]

Land Rights, Land Access, Land Reforms (and Peasant Rebellions) 14X ,
THEEERN , it ( 5EARERIRIT)




1. The de'bate:_'th:ree discussions / three P

185 . =IHhe (=1MEFEIE )

Discussion 1: Globalization as a historical

aradoxes

Process.

towards a world without peasants?

Wiel . MR ERHE | ER—NERERIEHRA ?

The end of peasantries? RERHILRLE ?

How to understand de-agrarianization? de-ruralization? de-

peasantization? W{AERFELRARIAL ? WMAIEFE RN ?

LI

QORI NRAL ?

After divergence more convergence? 3152,

=8 /9EE ?




The urban and rural population of the world, 1950-2030
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Table 4.1 Rural population between 1950 and 2030

World popm’ar@

Proportion of rural population by region

Total R/m! \ Africa  Asia Central and North  Europe
(billions)  (bijlions) South America America
1950 2.53 1.8 (71%)| 86%  83% 59% 36% 49%
1970 3.69 2.3p (64%)] 76% T7% 43% 26% 37%
1990 5.29 3.0 (57%)] 68% 68% 30% 25% 30%
—2000  6.12 64%  63% 24% 21%  29% >
2010 6.91 607 S8% 20% 18% 27%
2030 8.31 50%  47% 15% 13% 22%

Source: UN World Population Prospects: The 2010 Revision Population Database (http:\\esa.un.org).




(Paradox 1) the end of peasantrleso ‘

( Iﬁlel) RERIEBREE ?

1950: 2/3 world population in agriculture

HEAOPE=0Z2 " NFRI

2015: 1/3 world population in agriculture

HREAOFRE=022—MNERI

= 1.3 billion main income from land
1 - 1.5 billion additional income from land

13ZARIEZWINRE it
10 - 152 ARTEB AR E it

= 2.5 billion (FAO)
95% small producers in Global South
- 70% of total food production

25(Z N\ ( BREERARER
5% H/INEFTEEREREIK , £/7 7 2IK7T0%HIRE



Discussion 2: a ‘European globalization’?

de-peasantization as a part of the ‘theory of progress’

idig2 . —ip "BRiMRY” £k ? BF “"HEEIL" NEDRI

(Paradox 2)
( 'E]‘iiz )

1/ Economic growth + social welfare + food security 5518 + (T SEF + IREZS

- From ‘closed’ to ‘open’ markets Ti$ZM “$iF)" E£M@ “FFE"
- From ‘informal’ to ‘formal’ protection systems {FPAZEM “JEIER” £E “1ER”

2/ The four ‘Cheaps’: labour, energy, raw materials, food PUSEENAIYIGR : 5077 .
BelR , R  IRE

- Externalizing (part of) social and ecological costs (frontier expansion and green

revolutions) fT=SEMNEY (EB ) /MERME ( BN ASUERIHEA S5 EEm )



| D'iscu_'ss:ion 3-: old and new peasantries
ii€3 : IRESHRE
(paradox 3)
(1#ie3)

1/ From a foundation of agrarian empires and colonial and imperialist

capitalism ? WRAFFE. EREAENSFHFESEAENRIRER ?

2/ To a burden in nowadays neo-liberal food regimes ? ST FHBERE

NRBURHIRISRE ?

As producers of agricultural surplus {ERR\FRIGHIE~E
- As strategies of survival {EA4TZERE

- As actors in food regimes {EfREMFIAIITEIE

- As agents of change (former and new ‘anti-systemic’ movements) {E

FNEHEDTHIREE ( ZRIRIAMETRE "REAESK" 15 )

10




Peasantization: v, :

strategies of marginalization ? JBZ{X AR

or #pEk
strategies against marginalization ? XN LEISERE ?

In the 21th century, can a strategy of peasantization be a viable answer to real

marginalization? SfFEIFANDSE , 21t L2H/ IR KIS ERTITIERIG ?

This includes the reinforcement of peasant production and knowledge systems,
peasant land holding systems (access to land, land rights, land use), peasant food
provisioning systems (food sovereignty), peasant movements and easant forms of

AT Ny LE] s e Rt R LR
LR /|\ = /|\
IR (RIER) . R, R B %’Jﬁd\w)ﬁ

A\

It challenges the foundation
of 20t century modernization an

food regimes l:,HEIE*ZTZOEQEIM‘bﬂ’. SREARHIRVET



2. The Object: P'easan‘ts"V.Vo-'rk and Peasants". Wbrlds X |
xR . REXBITIEFft{Ir9H R

Peasants are the workers of the land. KRERES{/EFF i ERIA.

They are organized in rural, agricultural households who have (at least partly) direct access to the land
they work and the fruits of their labour fE{IJLARAS, RIVKRERIFZLABLRTE—RE , ( EDEPD ) HBEATH
YR HBRIE RN LN B S5 aRIR.

They are organized in family bonds, village communities and social groups, peasantries. These meet a
large portion of their subsistence needs (production, exchange, credit, protection) and pool different
forms of income (from land, labor, and exchange) ft{iJLAIM% , WSFNBDE AL FE—FC, IXLEREH
E&;@kﬁﬁﬁ@iﬁ%‘%ﬁ (&£F , i, EEMERF ) & (KB, SSahFacHERY ) AERFZZVAIIAN
CEE—

They are ruled by other social groups that extract a surplus either via rents, via market transfers, or
through control of state power (taxation). {B{{J#EMBERARTSS | FE B, HinEEE =S E
I (Bl ) KRB FIR.

Key terms are (a degree of) household and local autonomy, direct access to land and labor resources,
flexible strategies of income-pooling, household-based village structures, and surplus extraction outside
local control KR : (—EREEMN ) RTINS BN , TFISEEHRFRERN  BRIENRIERS
WNEKIR , AREAERMBI RS |, LA 2 IMERARE S s RIRATRE.

12



(1) Peasantries as a social process RE(EA—HEETIE

Farm: the pursuit of an agricultural livelihood combining subsistence
and commodity production, through direct access to land, labour

and commodities #&i7 : L)\Z?leJZISEI’JQErl‘ B R R

MEF" | BHERFE R B mia otk

Family and village society: social organizations based as the vital
units of production, consumption, reproduction, socialization,
welfare, credit and risk-spreading ZREFF RS | 4 7F. iB#E.

?Er‘ T2, &F. B, oK T—FIHSBRNESR
\

Social group / Class: external subordination to state authorities and
regional or international markets which involve surplus extraction

and class differentiation fT=EHAK / Fi4K EHEFG’I‘“BEI’JI%WHZ'?
WX M EFRETIZZT | 5 REIARMFRIRAREFOM B3¢

13



.

frontier REAEI—MELEIE

(2) Peasantries as a social

Incorporation in overarching societal systems; Outside core decision and accumulation centers #
MNBHIH AR | WERRFIRREF 25

Peasant zones central to expansion of agrarian (tributary) empires, and global (colonial and
imperialist) capitalism ¥l ( it/ ) FEISEEK (FERMTGEEN ) ERE XY Kk AEEN
KEX

Integrated as (peripheral) spaces of production, exploitation and recreation ZE&7H (SMNEAY ) &

7=, FEFEIRIZ(E

No ‘peasant essentialism’; no ‘peasant teleology’ A& "KEARIL" , A "KEBENE"
But historical processes of peasantization, de-peasantization, re-peasantization. Via creation, decline,

adaptation and resistance: (BEfFERIIE. =&, ENAHERSFEARINKML. ZNKRE. BIREGA
SRITAE -
diversification of systems of access to labor, land and markets &1/, THFIHIHENERHS
=204
diversification of production / reproduction &= 5B4 NS
diversification of survival and coping mechanisms £EfZ-S R I EIRIS 4L,

14




3. The subject : peasaht'iegimes and peafséﬁt
transformation — a global analysis

EE . REGH 'EZQEEEi——Aéﬁmﬁ :Bhagii

‘Global research’ needs to be: “2EK4HR" MYS

integrated (peasant life) Z=549 ( ZKFB4EE )

multi-scaled (local and supra-local scales of action) Z;E/EHY ( ZHoLUREEH A
1R 757 )

comparative fEZHY

interconnected and systemic (interaction within ‘global’ systems) 85 XEHIEZ7
MR (£ £ BEAG5Y])

Historical 7 & 1/4HT



Peasant Regimes RE{Fil

The way how peasantries in a certain time/space are (internally) organized and (externally)
embedded KETE—ENRNTE S FAMAISCHL ( BERRY ) BERUAR (FMEBRY ) BrA ?

Each regime embodies an institutionalization of economic, social, political and ecological forces
that structure internal and external peasant relations. It organizes forms of production,
reproduction, exchange, extraction. It defines how these relations are ordered, and represented
(or legitimized), via forms of hegemony. 8 MAHIEMUER—ERIZFT. =, BUATIESHERTH
B, IXIRE T RENIBAIMEIR RGN, BRFE~. BEr. RMKNAIFENERER, B
AZEINATFZ ZURTE 7 XEXRUMEE RS |, AEsRAREE A,

Regimes are a methodological tool to specify changing relations between ‘world ordering’ and
peasantries. It claims that episodes of restructuring and transition are bounded by stable periods
of organization. {AHEIR—1M0AE LRITE , BLUSAIFER "HEKE" SKEZEZRMUENXRER.
BRI | BEMMCIEEREM B2 2B R RIS ERTHARRHIZY,

They may provide a global comparative-historical lens on the social, economic, political and
ecological relations of agrarian empires and global capitalism B{|Ja]gef&Ht—Fh eIk SEELER
WA, ALRRIFEFNESKERENHHR., £, BUiaflESXAR.

16



Types of regimes {AHIFI3EEY

Peasants and village / city societies (from 7000 BCE) KES5#% / IFitt< ( 15F27cRI7000 )
Peasants and agrarian empires (from 3000 BCE) KES&KIWFE ( 158F 22768030004 )
Peasants and colonial expansion (from 1500 CE) KE5SEEY 5K ( $8F15004 )

Peasants and imperialist expansion (from 1850 CE) KESFHEENY 7K ( #8F 1850 )
Peasants and neo-liberal expansion (from 1980 CE) XES#HBEHENY 7K ( 158F1980F )

(examples) (Z&fl)

- Peasantries in early village/city states (example Fertile Crescent) BEFSE / FBEZRIIKE ( HlanFBIX
+) (G : SRRIEK , NBBARFGESEIREENT , MFREERERETE )

- Peasantries in agrarian-imperial expansion (example China) &KRMFEY KITEIRIKRE ( W E )

- Peasantries in capitalist core zone expansion (example Western Europe) &4 X )X 3KATEAROR R
( 4NPERY )

- Peasantries in capitalist settler zone expansion (example Africa/North America) &4A3 W FER X 3KATEARY
ARE (an3EMNFOAESE )

- Peasantries in capitalist plantation zone expansion (example Middle/South America) FBANE N FPiERE XY 5K
ATHARORES (aNrSENFIRSEM )

- Peasantries in capitalist peasant zone expansion (example sub-Sahara Africa) AT X K1H XY SKATHARY
KRE (GNEmeRiLARaRYIEM )

- Peasantries in neo-liberal world order (example contemporary peasant movements) FTEHEN HERKFET

MIRE (MNSAREE ) .

& & & ¢ @




4. The Question: Incorporation, Assimilation and
Resistance. Peasantries as Frontiers [a)§R : Y%, B4
i , {EHeGRIRE

Expansion of historical systems is ‘nourished’ by the incorporation of
new spatial and social zones JBIIIRAFFAVZT B EAOFOHSRIXIE, |, B
SBERGBRIB T KA "F”

->Widening external frontiers MEBENERYY K

Expansion of historical systems creates new spatial and social zones of
action and interaction FIS2ZRFHIT AN EIiE 7 17a15ERIAYZS(E) LA
LSRR X 85,

-> Deepening internal frontiers REZFENHERNE

18



Agrarian Empires: Indirect incorporation XM/ E : [EZYYR

Global Capitalism: Direct incorporation (commodification of the countryside)

EBEAREN : BRI (RTIIEmE )

Long 16th century: regional incorporations j2icii161HeE : Xl AW
- (re-) peasantization around capitalist centers around North Sea (and
America) 168 ( F15EE ) MHAREARENX LD (5 ) KW

1850-1950: imperialist incorporations 1850-1950EHIFEEE :
- (re-) peasantization in European colonies (Africa, Asia) RGMEERE ( IEM
OGN ) BY (58 ) ZNVR1E

Late 20t century: neoliberal incorporations 20tt42kEHR : $1BHFE AR

- (re-) peasantization as anti-systemic force ? {fEARZESGIER (F ) /MK
?

19



New peasant regimés: 'Chéinging rules of the g'ai-m‘e"
FRESIAH - ineXerinzEY
Via waves of appropriation and commodification of land and labor B3 FIZ1-ith

MENHAS G E St

- Direct appropriation since 16" century (Americas) M16tHZEL S KHNEIE#Z
(&=M)

- State induced commodification BFiESHIE R
in European core since late Middle Ages St 20 S HBRIRRN R/ MK
in European periphery since 19t century 19tH£8 LASERGMEISMNEHBX
. Imperialist regime FEE N {4
. Developmentalist regime & &3 XA
. Neo-liberal regime B H=E X {445

20



Result 1. widening and deepening frontiers ‘
LR : BB KSHFK

Frontiers are (shifting) processes of contact / interaction between

different social spaces and systems that unleash new streams of the

four cheaps AIGIEIER S UMENMImIIARTSZEMRFELIE

Y (R ) AR NENdE

Incorporation: external frontiers Y24& : FMNZBEUIS
Diversification: internal frontiers 44, : REFRIG

Increasing pressure contributes to the homogenization of the global
capitalist system by reducing its frontiers. It simultaneously leads to
heterogenization because this pressure is answered by new forms
of resistance and the (re)formulation of (new) frontiers. EJIBYEIN
SHEXERE N ARBIR/DELIGKRERKC. CRNBSHRE
0, AARERDXMETD , BB RN (8 ) 2B T #HY

NS
EUIDO

21



Result 2: new’peasant answers
£E8 . MIREAEZE

Social and spatial differentiation through processes of de- and re-peasantization EZ/\&K

AR/ NRICEII M H I A=A D

- Uneven incorporation and uneven commodification AEHNIRMN SIS
=
it

/II\{k

What is often regarded as de-peasantization is, in essence, part of more diversified labor
and income strategies of the peasantry. FEIIAYE/INKY , LR EEXRERSHIFIKNSEES
BEEHLT

Due to intensifying processes of economic and social uprooting, for an important portion of

the world’s population these survival strategies become more irrj_portant than ever. 7]2%

ﬂiFD?iAEI’Jd‘EE WRRZEEE  WHARS B AOMS , XMEFRBHNEEMILE
Bl

Some authors have coined these revived multi-level strategles of survival, autonomy and

resistance a recreation of peasant strategies HLFEIAN , RPN AR S E}kE’JET Z.
BT RIS/ KRN —F B eE 22



5. Central Focus: Peasa-nt Land-Labour Regir-nes'in
Agrarian Empires and in Global Capitalism

B Zqzlkﬁlil*ﬂéﬁﬁzlsixﬂhﬂ’.‘lﬁﬁ :I:ﬂl’. FEN Il

New frontiers of land and labour Tt 555z HIE RIS

- From appropriation to commodification M\FIZZIEFRL
(= processes, never complete) ( = ZMIFE , MFK5R4E )

- Permanent Redefinition / Recreation ;X HBENY / BEIFET

Struggles: &35 .

- Access to land (and commons) tith (F0/NEHh)
Access to household labor REEFH TN

Access to capital £

Access to knowledge iR

> 0Old and modern enclosures |[BIX89F0I BB D

23



. ; - 1 - e 2
Case: Land Rights, Land Accéss, Land Reforms (and"Peasant
Rebellions)

6 - i, THe(ERIN , TibeiE (FIRERRR)

Who defines the ‘rights of access’? ERRBRE “THAMY

i

&

Peasant (families) K ( ZXkE )
Village institutions #fE£2H7R
Lords i3

States (government) EZX ( BUF )

(World) Markets ( tH5] ) 3%

Social movements 1 £Ii=5]




Global éapitalisrﬁ: new Fegime of property r'r(jh’ts

SEBEFEN : FiFESUSH

# The invention of private property. The commaodification of the

countryside (enclosure) F=NHEIARR : KANBIERMA ( Bit )

»  Within capitalism each peasant regime is premised on new forms

of enclosure across time and space. This dimension is critical
because enclosure alters ecological relations: gradually
substituting world-extractive for local-extractive processes. {£i%
AENHMR  EF—KEARGEBAARRRZ B RIEIIEE] IRITE
Hifl, X—UAZFAUEE , ERIABINE TESKR « X4
RBUE T 2 BRI R E TR



&~

&

? 15th — 18th ct bourgeois land reform - city/urban/regional

? 15218HEC F oA TtsE - 3R / dkr / sEXI4ERY

1750-1850 physiocratic land reform - state/national setting

1750 - 1850 BEAE N Hithp & - BxR / £EHRY

1870-1920  mercantilist land reforms - imperialism

1870 - 1920 ERFFE X T HEIKE - FEEEN

1940-1980 neo-physiocratic land reforms - global: developmentalism
1940 - 1980 FIENREN TN E - MR : REENX

1980-... neo-mercantilist land reforms - global: neo-liberal

1980 - FhEREN THINE - 2R FTERENXY

Waves of rural rebellions??

RIS IHYIRER ? ?

26



Running projects IETEFRIASTIERE

CORN — North Sea Area: M.A. — 20t century dbiEHBX : G4 - 20tH4E

High Andes: land reforms 20th century EHE’E : 201HZ2 TN E
Yangzi Delta: land reforms 1950-1980's < T=FiM : 20tH£250 - 8OGLAY L HEAEE
East China: rules access to land 20th century FREZRED : 20tH4E TibERA

East Congo: land and labour regimes in coffee growing regions MISRZRER : WM EXAILT
HBFNS5 B3RS

Comparative and global analysis of (state induced) land reforms and resultant peasant

rebellions DHFILLIREERIBUF AE SN TR EREMS I RIIRERN
(workshops Lima 2015, Girona 2015, Lisbon 2016)

( 201575Hhd%. 2015 Z TS M2016 FEHAHTR )

27



Some Afterthoughts [E&E@E -

This research approaches the question of land control as a central point of friction between
peripherally located groups and the development of a capitalist world-economy. AiFFE T

st S AINEREHA S B AR E N REZF AR IEERIHPO,

The question of land is basically a question of rights, in the first place the right to self-
determination. Rural peasant usually maintain communal rather than individual claims to
land, territory and resources. THBAIEIMNIRA_ EMSENFA@ , HHERANGREEEMNE.
REXS i, SN IRAVNA Eok—R 2 EMAImIF AR,

In the context of state expansion and capitalist market integration, these rights have
become undermined by commodifying pressures to delineate, endorse and extend a
systematic legal basis for what is called ‘title to the land’. ZEEZY KR AE N HIFEESH
BRF, XENFEERANEDMZIRE  TRHRIERY | HEFHLL , ERIR
KAVEMBAEYT R, XERELL i

This process of land rights commodification can be regarded as a concrete, and possibly
the single most important frontier that has shaped the historical trajectory of capitalism
expansion WA AT IE R LASEFRIN ¥ B AE XY 5KAVHD LHBRIENRR, tBalse
R EBRYRLOWIT,

28



Land reform case studies demonstrate how the interplay of the modernizirg aép'lrations of
state elites and strong communal land claims often forced local communities, rural elites
and government actors into a complex negotiation. THIEEAYZFIZEER T ERISEAIT
HWAIBS A B IREEZFKAIEEREA |, IMAEREESMH X, KSR SERFTE
ARITERREERS.

The interaction of commodifying state initiatives and local responses drives the creation
and movement of (new) frontiers of land control. Rather than following straightforward
course, this frontier process covers multiple trajectories that reflect regional divergences as
well as the ability of peripheral groups to extort concessions, compromises or retreats that
enables them to secure a minimal margin for autonomy (process of negotiated
incorporation). B &ENERUEHSHS LRIEIN ZBINES , Bk T EHeEHRY (F#
B ) BIGRIFERRAIED], X—IRERMESMED , MEFZMERIRRE , BRI 7 ib
XMAID I , R T INFEHARETS (ENRIEIEERINSIES ) BITEUBRATIN , SR
BRI —R B ERYZSE,

The frontier perspective elaborated in this presentation can thus be instructive to the
analysis of ‘peripheral agency’ in the context of incorporative processes in other temporal
and spatial settings, in order to give more texture to our understanding of an ever more
globalizing world. FEIt , IREHPEIMRIBLGMEAINAEBE T oI ERTE R MR
HiE "INEIRYRERIE” | LEEREF TR — N EIISEkA T R FRNAE.

29




And a last question RE— S =

How does the ‘Chinese case’ fit? “FRAERIZEF" NS5 Z28RE ?

Regime of agrarian empire until 19" century; impact of and on
peasantries and peasant movements during disintegration of empire?
E:I:lg'lﬁéaﬂlj&ll_;:lﬂgﬁu ﬁlﬁ%epﬁﬁﬁ&% 'iZQ%_z:)JE’JE’ﬂr]L,L&
RESKEIEFIFIZRIFN

Regime of modernization in 20t century, since 1945 the collectivistic
way; redefinition of the countryside; impact of and on peasantries and
peasant movements? 2011EQEE’JEJU1JCHZ1ZIK%|J )\A1945$L)\5EEI’JE1ZIK1{
E‘Fﬂt% , a%z;zﬁﬂ’ﬁ%m REAR ISR R RAIR RIS AT
X

Regime of capitalist integration late 20" century; impact on land
reforms and peasants rights? 20tHECIEHARIE AT X EBEHE ; WL
SR AR ARSI ?

30



