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® A dynamic of surplus and deficit farm production leads to
changes in property relationships and changes in working
relationships within and between peasant households
ARERZGESTHETTRER. KEREBLARAKFZ BRI 5]
REWEETTN

® Agrarian accumulation is or is not leading to changes in
property relationships

RAVAREGTFIEE, BEIFARTH RV XA

® Henry Bernstein ‘s four key questions:
SH «(HEHERYIIN R REE)RR
1. who owns what? EHEHA ?
2. who does what? I ENSE{TA ?
3. who gets what? 1E5ZI{T+A ?
4. what do they do with it? {tt{{JBRTEWHMTA ?




AQ

The agrarian question: whether, and if so, how, capitalism

and capitalist relations of production are transforming rural

societies in ways that can be socially, economically and

ecologically detrimental to farmers IRIEI|A)EH : E453 W F
BEENEFXRERIETEMN IS, &5%. £E5FHHEN

EXRS  EZEATFRENARALR ? M1RE |
APX—t X 2 =ERY ?

Agrarian transition: those changes in rural societies that are

necessary for the establishment of capitalism, both within

agriculture and outside agriculture fRIEEERY : 25T
MBPENX , RWW%WRHHAW%@EEM“‘




Key original texts: EZ[F=E

Karl Marx, Capital Volume I (1867)
FRGRE , (FEFiL) F—5 (1867)

Friedrich Engels, The Peasant War in France and Germany (1895)
pEEEA-BE, (ZERE&FR) (1895)

Karl Kautsky: The Agrarian Question (1899)
RRFRE : (LHBERE) (1899)

Vladimir Lenin: The Development of Capitalism in Russia (1899)
FBRERRIIT . (BERFEXIRRE) (1899)




® Marx‘s ’so-called primitive accumulation: Z53 FBRIFTIEA
“RIGRR"

through the commodification of land, labour and subsistence, feudal
relations of production between lord and serf are replaced in the English
countryside by capitalist relations of production between landlords,

capitalist tenants, and agricultural waged labour

BT T, SaiAFIEEERERMN  EEARNIEESKIN (8]
HIEEBEFRXEZMME., HEAGERNRN T AZBNERENE
F=RX Z2FTEUY

® Lenin and Kautsky: F55E%E

. the differentiation of the peasantry through the normal, everyday and

routine working of highly imperfect markets

KEESHIREN. BERTERIMHSEE THDH

The market imperative: those peasants that produce to sell must sell if they
are to be successful

MiglYESIS] - FEND , AEEFmiET AR KRS m
SEHE




® Markets, specialization and competitiveness can facilitate

accumulation This, B STHBEIFIRR

® This depends on ﬁiy;ka: :
. the production of an agricultural surplus, and on A\ SEIFRAVE= LI
= how that part of the agricultural surplus which is kept by the household

is used AKX RNMAEEFE B SRR BBHUIXER D ARV RIR

® The retained surplus must be re-invested in farming

R TFRIRI RO IR B IR E R R IR




This promotes the capitalization of farming and a

restructuring of the rural labour-process

XIER 7 RUINBIPMMEIEE | BN T RIFENIIE

Households struggle to avoid the appropriation of

agricultural surplus by 235 /7B UV FFE AT
Z5 -

* Jandlords, in the form of rents; and/or #8=F , DAKFEAIFZZUFD
(8k) ;

* merchants, through prices; and/or A , LMTFERVZZNAD (B ) ;

* lenders, through debt; and/or EE , LURSESEFEH ( gy, )

* the state, in the form of taxes [EZ< , LAFAKAIFZZC.




® At the same time, some farm households fall into deficit

SitFERr , —ERIFE £ 7RSS

They do not produce enough to meet the demands the household makes
in the market for commodities that are not self-produced

I EAR | AeefEmIz LWL E SABEEF~ M N MNERIE
=

A0

Cash flow problems produce distress sales, debt, and entry into waged

labour

HEREZLHIRNNET @R |, RBES | iCAERZ T

® It may force them to rent out or sell land

1Bt thFHEk e 11t




The result is a change in the structure of resource

distribution among farm households Z5RENRF Z[AER
PHcEE L

« accumulating households seek to expand their control
over productive assets in order to give further impetus

to accumulation BEEFRERYRFIHEBIEHIE SHE =14 &
, LUEEFHBSCINRER | Ebal
- Land it
 tools, equipment and machinery TE. 1S538
‘modern’ farm technology “Ift" ZAMFA
« Labour FzH

® deficit households increasingly liquidate their
remaining assets by selling them to more dynamic

producers SRAIKRFIRZSZRIFIER™ , BZEELEAE
NEFE

® agrarian structure changes KEZ5H&EZT




® Thus: [Z|Lk

changes in who owns what — land and equipment :
ERBHARET M - THFNRE

changes in who does what — work for another begins
ENETARETERW - EATRAMEATLF

changes in who gets what — the products of working for another are

owned by the land owner
BRI ARE TEN - ETEF R~ R FREEFRE
changes in what do they do with it — market imperatives mean that they

must 1nvest

A JABFISYIEIT AR E T A — ThIgATEHITIE IR
=

® But: scale of farm does not equal size of farm

{BR : RIFHMRAFTRIAER




® Robert Brenner and Ellen Wood add a new dimension to
the analysis: the social property relations of feudalism did
not develop new technologies or techniques, which

produced a crisis of production and productivity — the

forces of production were stagnant
SRS - HICNFNRICREBIEIN T — A FIDthER : 5
EEXBNHEM~XRHSEEELFNEA  SHT7TE

FRISEFEEi—E~EH

The agrarian crisis of late feudalism led to conflict between lords and
peasants which generated context-specific transformations in agrarian
structure and rural social relations

IEHAETE E NRYREEHSE Tt ESKEZEINFE | FREE
HERNHERAKEAAERRE TR,




Terence ] Byres has stressed that this is a process that

historically has not been encountered in such a stark,
clear form

SCHRFE/REFSEIEY , Y LB FARE S
FZ VAN LLEFARRYAEBYITEE

A driver may be, as in Marx, a landlord class in process of

transformation: capitalism from above

—ESREMMRENE LM FRIRAENX , HENKESHIEEE
A driver may be, as in Lenin and Kautsky, a differentiating peasantry in

process of transformation: capitalism from below

EHTHEREMRAE T ENSAEN , ARED
RHYEEE




Byres has identified historical puzzles: agrarian transitions

which have not required the full development of capitalist

social relations of production in agriculture as part of the

establishment of capitalism ,EfREﬁ}MH:.‘?ﬁEEJ:EgijiIZI :
FEXRERIEER BZARE NANEVHAERIFENX
EFEXRERITIHSEIR2ZRE

Thus: agrarian transitions can produce Elitt | &ﬂkﬁﬁﬁgﬁjﬁg%%ﬂé

capitalist relations of production and dynamic processes of labour
commodification; OR BAE X HEF X EZ G RMANSTE |, 580&

* a reinforcing of pre-existing pre-capitalist class relations in an effort to sustain

surplus appropriation amongst dominant capitalist class forces; OR E55{F (T
HIRIRAEMMFERAERIINGE | LTt AEAEN MRS
FRIFARWRR | BE

a partial transformation of pre-existing relations of production, grafting aspects
of capitalist relations of production with aspects of pre-capitalist relations of
production as part of an effort to sustain surplus appropriation by dominant
capitalist class forces RFEFERIERREPD TR , BIRAENEKRR
SRAENEFRESBORE | EOFa RIS MRISIARERIT
ARV SRR




To understand historical puzzles Henry Bernstein

“unpacked” the agrarian question into 3 constituent

elements, which together constitute an analytical framework

AR BIER , ST A BB R
MEXEE , XEER—1PRHESR :

1. Production &=

a. differentiation of assets & ~=%314,

b. technical change 2 ARZEE

c. commodification of labour S#E7IE R
2. Accumulation FAZ2

3. Politics Hig

RE)=E 5

=

b s} —
A=
S n —




The contemporary agrarian question thus explores how
. production
. accumulation
. politics
in rural areas
® arc
. or are not changing
in ways that
. do
. or do not

facilitate the development of capitalism

Bt , SRNRBIAREEERRR , MERHXAE~, R
SHaEEEREZN  UAXHBHAEEER/UTFH
FEMHIERE.




What is the contemporary historical puzzle?

SR BiIEB X EfT Al ?

1. The expansion of non-traditional agro-exports has deepened the
commodification of peasant labour as it is subsumed to global capital IE{&
SRR O LERERFRIRN , SR KR 7 RIS DM
tidiz
* richer peasants that can take advantage of this are becoming (proto-)capitalist
farmers EBRIKREFAERX—R , RIKA ( RO ) AAEXKIGE
2. But peasant-based petty commodity production remains stubbornly
significant in rural life: globally, some 450 million smallholders farm 2

hectares or less, and these are the rural poor (BN RAEMBY D EemEr=
TREFEFHNNRTETRFEEEN. 2BF4.5(0IR (RERESA
0) , AR TIEEIAR B2 AL,
* but processes of peasant displacement and peasant class differentiation can
continue to be witnessed {BAR EGHIAKE AR, REHINM RS ICHITIZA
EEIY




3. The fragmentation of classes of rural labour has led to

deepening processes of semi-proletarianization as the rural poor

become a relative surplus population
REI% TIMRRITERFRE 7 RERFT=MRAHEE | KFY
HI55 AREAERIRIRA L

Does the agrarian question still matter in an age of globalization?

A , ELEERIRMT , REWEAEES ?




The tripartite agrarian structure: =53 HIRIEESS

* a relatively more capital-intensive export-oriented farming sector
that is industrial / capitalist or is about to become capitalist —/MiH

WRPFZE., UHOASERRIVER] , (1IEfE) kAT
BEEN

Brazil B

Vietnam F%Eg

India EQE

Kenya 5B

a relatively more labour-intensive locally-oriented farming sector
that retains a significant degree of petty commodity production —
MENBNEERE, LIFHETHRASHEBRIEER] , 455
ReEEN D EmEr

» Ethiopia ig"é%ﬁ*ztlﬁil]z

» Nepal =N = VL

» Malawi S 24




* alongside dramatic growth in semi-proletarianization and the
relative surplus population 1n most settings EXZBRDTBRTE , X
FHEEFLT=MRCIEERNEENFRTENRRA QRS E
BEZBis

The extent of the linkages between the two sub-sectors have important
implications for growth, accumulation and agrarian transition

XA ER VBB RAIRFIEEXIE R, REMRWEREEER
X

» Vietnam and Brazil versus India and Kenya

» SEgHIE --- EDESREIL




How might this contemporary agrarian question

be resolved? Y{AJfEE (AR a)RR ?

Marx: the analysis of Capital is “expressly restricted

to the countries of Western Europe” and that it is

wrong to “place all agrarian transformations on the

same plane”

358 . (&Fie) Noth “(URIFHEEGEE" |
“IARFRE IR EERIE FX—IKE" BAIEH

HY.




® Marx‘s letter to Zasulich clearly stipulated: OB seT
SRS HREPiEEE -

a formally independent but internationally weak state

(&E ) Aozl LIRS (BEERR S5/

with a dominant small-scale peasant population
INREAORIERZEL

which was rapidly industrializing under the auspices of an

interventionist state
IEFEBUF TR AT ERERY Tk AL

with industry under the control of the state or non-Russians
TP AR E ZRANG PR A=

with production linked to the world market

FrSERHIZERN

® It is a remarkably contemporary setting

NS RZERBLFHEERIIRME




® Marx identified a set of powerful interests seeking to
subordinate the peasantry: %ﬁ%iﬁ&?—%ﬁﬂﬁtﬁiﬁ
REMNDE :

*the state %

* intruding capitalists and merchants N{EHVEAAZHKFOREA

*landed proprietors THIFTEE

® This too sounds quite contemporary IX25JJE{5{EAEB




The agrarian question could be resolved through the

agricultural commune gradually transforming itself into an

element of collective production on a national scale, building

upon the unique features of the Russian peasantry LA E 7

FERIMIFIEAEG | REURRAJLLESIT R 2 thZ e Bk
A2ESRAE~RN—ER D TiSEIRE

* arable land was not private property, and so land was not commodified ##

FHIARAE | TR EREmEE

* all members of the commune were entitled to a house and garden, and so

subsistence was not commodified 2NfT R PFE+L RERHEE EFrFIEE |
AR RER

* membership of the commune was not defined by kinship NS ANE= dvi)
HAFEMERIAE




A new way of resolving the agrarian question: one that

requires de-commodification so that the global peasantry

can develop the productive forces in agriculture fifH /R

[RRRIFRIE | ZEmit , EFEERRESURRRIVE
=73

A falsehood lies at the heart of the world food system: that

we need capital-intensive industrial agriculture to feed a

world of 10 billion ZIKIRRITFHAIZLDIRS : FHAilFE
RPBREN TIERIVRSFEI100{CAL

Instead, industrial agriculture is increasingly fettering the

productive forces in agriculture because of its impact on

climate change fHR , BEIJAENSRZ(AI=2IR , TIk
R BIR AR EF= D LRI




AERRY I
B SRIIIRu/ NZRIFIIFTE (/22000 )
FFEAPE/NEZ
AHERE
FEFCALAE*
FEAEHAE

Fertile ground
Broadbalk average wheat yields

Tonnes per hectare

Continuous wheat:

m— Lnmanured

=== inorganic fertilisers*

organic manure only

FeARRISE—F
ERIFAITTHAE
RIFRIEHLAE

fertiliserst

best organic
manures
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"With too little nitrogen tFor maxdmum
yield *Plus spring nitrogen :Fig

SOurce:

Rothamsted Resaarch

-0

SRI Experience Is Spreading

Comparison Yields (t.ha') vs. SRI Average and Max.

Country Comp. Yields Ave. SRI Yields Ave. SRI Maximum
BANGLADESH 4.9 6.3 7.1
CAMBODIA 2.1 4.4 8.5
CHINA (hybrids) 10.9 12.8 14.8
CUBA 6.2 9.8 12.7
GAMBIA 23 7.1 8.8
INDONESIA 4.8 8.2 9.0
LAOS 33 33 7.0
MADAGASCAR 2.6 7.2 13.9
n NEPAL 4.4 8.1 11.1
PHILIPPINES 3.0 6.0 7.4
SIERRA LEONE 2.6 5.3 7.4
SRI LANKA 3.6 7.8 14.3
Average 3.9 7.0 10.1

1st wheat in rotation:
— I}Eitmurgamc

KT RIS ZR (SRI)ATHE

KRR RN P RS RaT R
10
. ER  WHFR SRENFR  SRERSE
. B
¢ B
2 ......
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® Agroecology requires: DRI ESZFER

optimizing the sustamable use of low-impact local resources

0. IR, BIFEFEEHA SRR

minimizing the use of high-impact farm technologies

RE/D B SERIAR AR

thus, sustaining soils and micronutrients

PRI TR ETTRAY R 54R1E

adapting farm input and output choices to reflect the ecosystem and the

landscape

REAIZRYIRANAFE | EZRERNETRFAX RN
while all the while sustaining and enhancing crop yields to as to increase
agricultural surpluses

IRERITHIRSIFYE | 1EI0RSRIR

in other words, in agroecology knowledge is a central productive force,

which is not the case in Taylorist agriculture

RS2, MRAERWESFHEERAYEFT] , TEZEIHRI
FAE



® Agroecology R}U{ﬂi?éﬁ%"—
s * can be more productive

ATIASERS

1s more resilient to economic and environmental shocks

BREN XI5 SINEHE T

1s more labour intensive
ENE o EERY

* historically, was the foundation of local communities and food

systems

B EE  EAtt XARENRNESA




® Food sovereignty is based on the right of peoples and

countries to define their own agricultural and food policy:

RYENEREVEARHIEREGNEIEMMMIB SaIRILF
RRIEERIEZ

. the right of farmers to produce food and receive a price for it that reflects

their actual cost of production, not world market prices
REEFRERINH | FFEeRRIRSERRAE AR ST AZE:
FMZENME LSRRI

the right of eaters to be adequately informed so that they can decide what

they consume, and from whom

Eﬁ%lﬂ’]% DRIBI , EIBEREREt A | LUIREEEEF R
i

*the right of peoples and countries to decide how and by whom food 1s

produced and consumed

ARHMERENRERYEFBZENA VAR BEREFIHZE




the protection of eaters and farmers from international food dumping
arising from direct and indirect export subsidies
RIFIEZEATIE S A A EEMEEE AN s e EME R
UGEEREA

thus, the protection of national agricultures from low-priced imports

RIFEIZR AR ASZ BRI O GRS

and the phasing out of government measures that promote unsustainable

agriculture

B BGEA RIS RIEZRIBR




® Food sovereignty is a new way of thinking about the

central concerns of the agrarian question E¥JEN=

RBERBAEZORIFIEE

* the right of farmers to receive a price that reflects their actual cost
of production — production and accumulation REENFKIE /N
fl JSEBRAE = PR ANHIN TS — £~ FIRR R

* the right of countries to decide how and by whom food is
produced — production and accumulation ExaNEEREBLUE
FRRYS TV R — E-FIFRER




the protection of farmers from international food dumping

arising from direct and indirect export subsidies —

production and accumulation FIPRBAZEBEfAEE

AT

o5 ERYE PR

NRItHAYRZ I —E =R R

the protection of national agricultures from low-priced

imports — production and accumulation

1%#' EI%EQR&I:Z:%IﬁMﬂFDFZ an E’JE’HD—QEFZW*A?

the phasing out of government measures that promote

unsustainable agriculture — production and accumulation

ZZAHATIFERIVBIERBER—E~HRR




What drives the movement for food sovereignty?

The rural politics of the agrarian question

=T AED T 'RMENEE) ? REIRREPIRITES

La Via Campesina - 148 member organizations 1n 69 countries with

an afﬁliated membership of 200 million: ¥R =L — 148

* redistributive agrarian reform in order to preserve land, water,

seeds and other natural resources {FRfPTiH. 7K. FHFEE({D
S ARIRRIE D B R B E

* sustainable agroecological production based on small and
medium-sized producers Sef A FFEE RN S IR THIAN

7 LUK SERIRE A IS

* gender justice MEBIIEN.

* food sovereignty BHJFEIN




The essential questions of agrarian political economy:
RIS FRIERAE

* who owns what 1B {4
* who does what TEMZE{TA
*who gets what 1EEBEHA

* what do they do with it {tB{{ JFBRF BT 4

These essential questions are at the forefront of L.a Via
Campesina‘s campaign for food sovereignty, the foundation of
an agroecological agrarian transition

XERENR R Ea ER B ENITRIZO AR |, 22
R ESFIEZIES FRIKIAREIRIEA
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