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e Introduction.5|=

« Two types of development strategies: the debate between
‘agrarianists’ & ‘industrialists’. F# 4 RikEg: “RillFEN" 5
TlEN” ZERS

* A synergetic development strategy: proposal and requirements.

—MhEIRN A RS : BINSEIESFH

» Discussion of the agrarianist position of the World Development
Report 2008: Agriculture for Development. X} {20084t R 4 &
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e Conclusions.Z514



1SS e oy intsrostion Development Strategies:
Agrarianists vs. Industrialists

& RRiilg: RAkFE N vs. TilFE X

Simplifying, it Is possible to distinguish between two types of
development strategies:

BRI, FA1ATAX 5 AR A& R bR

« ‘Agriculture first’: the agrarianists prioritize agriculture’s
development and argue that growth will trickle down to the poor.
Problem: industrial development is neglected thereby limiting
overall growth and trickle down may not happen.

“Rll A" o RWENFZBUKRNERAKAEE, AAXH
AT LUR I BRI N B A 55 Ao
FEMREZ: Tl REZMHEILHZ) T E2#AEIER, JBRY
MR ge R~ = I,



1SS /s or izt Development Strategies:
Agrarianists vs. Industrialists

& RRiilg: RAkFE N vs. TilFE X

* ‘Industry first’: the industrialisers prioritize industrial
development and argue that growth will trickle down to the
poor. Problem: agricultural development is neglected thereby
limiting overall growth and trickle down may not happen.

“TolkRse” « TIFENBUTIHAZRERAMNE, N AXTHE
KA LUBIE BRI E RS A
EEOEATE: Rl SRR AN E LSS TRAEK, BR

MNATRERN S BT .



1SS ..., Internationai Historical Controversies About
Sequence of Development

KT % R SE IRk

There is a controversy among economic historians about the
timing, magnitude & flow of resources from agriculture to industry &
the linkages between these two sectors in the process of economic
development. &2 55 2 F R Z BB SR FIR AR M B T RYREN . FREaY
RIS MRARRNE ) ELFARIEPHXRKRT T —#71L6K.

In the case of Great Britain one group of historians argues that the
agrarian revolution happened well before the industrial revolution
while another group argues that both revolutions were more or less
contemporaneous. But nobody argues that industry developed
before agriculture. FEERERRERFIH, —BEFELZFIANAKRIFEFE
SmaETIWEaZR, MA—HEFEFNARITEG/LFERNLZE.
BREBANAAIIRETRI AR



1SS A rasee o dntarnations! The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’

BRI Tl kiR S

The ‘Soviet industrialisation debate’ between Nikolai Bukharin
(1888-1938) & Evgeny Preobrazhensky (1886-1937) during the
1920s in the Soviet Union (URSS). “AEEHIT ALKt E” 22
2220 KBV BRE e R FigHk (1988-1938) ’ﬁﬂH&ifE)ﬁ
HH B A H{EETEL (1886-1937) Z[BIHIILHEL.

The ‘New Economic Policy’ (NEP) 1921-1929. 7-B£F1921-1929
FHABSCHERY “FhE ST BUR”

A pioneering & influential debate in development. % & &gl 5 A%
— NHEIMER . BRI



1SS /e or Sirations The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’

BRI Tl kiR S

Bukharin: 7o MR EI W &= -

e Stimulate agricultural investment & production by allowing free
markets & higher agricultural prices.1B i3 M B HHiAFEERSHIA
FEminig KRR TZSE =

* Industrialisation has to satisfy the needs of the peasantry
otherwise they will not sell their agricultural surplus. Tl 4t w70
AMERRMBFIER, BN AcEEE SRR IIFR.

* Industrialisation can only advance at the pace at which the
agricultural sector is able to grow & the peasants are willing to
sell their agricultural surplus in the market. T M2 ¢ BY$E i3 15 £ wA 4
ZHERINFH: KWUFRTEBLINEK, KEEEEMHLEH
SRR F R



1SS /e or Sirations The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’

BRI Tl kiR S

 ‘The greater the accumulation in our peasant economy ..., the
sooner the peasants overcome their poverty, the richer they
become ... the more they are able to purchase the commodities
made by urban industry & the more rapidly the accumulation in
our industry takes place’.

ARV NREFRARSESL -, PMRERTAELTF . TS
=28, ftMmndgEEWEmEnm T HENEm, FAIa9T
M BIRSEINFAR"



1SS /e or Sirations The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’

BRI Tl kiR S

Preobrazhensky replied that Bukharin’s policy favours the rich
peasants (‘kulaks’) whose aim was to become capitalist farmers
& who would thus oppose any socialist transition.

S RARERELINIE, fRHRRBERXSARLEIRZE ) A F AR
KERARLERSEMHESENTEZRNER (kulaks) . fthFIA]
REHE:

 Peasant farming is not efficient & thus agricultural production
will not expand quickly enough for the requirements of a rapid
Industrialisation process.

INRRAIEERIRT, FHtRAAE B9 5KEE E A & LR E RIE
Tl FZRIFTE K




1SS /e or Sirations The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’

BRI Tl kiR S

The transition to socialism requires its own ‘primitive socialist
accumulation’ by manipulating the terms of trade against
agriculture & in favour of industry.

FEHSEXNTEFTERETRA—LEXNTIUEF, FRIULA
FRRAZ FHREIBE BN “HEXIFEIRRE" .

Entice peasants to join collectives via mechanisation &
provision of fertilisers.

BI VA AR AL BRI IR S NI & 1EHL
Collective farming achieves economies of scale enabling

faster growth in agricultural output. Agriculture’s surplus can
be transferred to industry via unequal exchange.

EW&W+HTME@% ﬁ&?&ﬂ#ﬁ%%& R,
ZRull o AR 4% T GBS 2 5 it A B Tl S5




1SS /e or Sirations The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’

HERRI Tl L iS5

Evgeny Preobrazhensky (1886-1937)  Nikolai Bukharin (1888-1938)
MRIRE- EF| MR EHE et AR AR Y N



Alexander V. Chayanov
(1888-1937)

AV eI iER

Some followers of Bukharin within the
leadership of the Communist Party of
the USSR were influenced by the
iIdeas of Alexander Chayanov,
professor of agricultural economics,
who was a leading advocate of
peasant farming & the most
outstanding ‘neopopulist’ as well as
agrarianist.

mIEMAEX AN SHI ER—LLIERE
222 T ALK EIEREEF
M. [ailiaRERIWZFFHIR. MR
RIEMEREESE. =20 “FR%



188 A S Development Strategies:
Industrialists

&g Tl ENE

The view of the industrialists predominated from 1950s to 1970s.
Industrialisation signified growth & modernity for developing
countries. T\l X B = 7E20tH £250-70F K S E S AL, Tl
HEREELZRPE RSB KFAIMAE. —LRRMA:

* The ‘structuralist’ model of Raul Prebisch & the CEPAL (ECLAC
In English) school of development: from ‘outward-oriented’ to
‘inward-directed’ development via import-substitution
industrialisation (ISI). FH/R - EHF MY “GGiFEN" =BT
XAFSNEARFIR: BIHOBRWIALSEIMN “FhmEL”
[ “WEE” % RAREAVAEZ .



188 A S Development Strategies:
Industrialists

& Rihg: Tl EXE

 The classical model of Sir Arthur Lewis (1954). ‘Economic
development with unlimited supplies of labour’. P X ZErE+
(1954) HZHIRE: “SFRITRBEFHTHEF LR
 Gustav Ranis & John C.H. Fei (1961), ‘A theory of economic
development’. HEIE X KiEBrfzR =N (1961) HY (EF 4R

JRIE)

 Bruce F. Johnston & John W. Mellor (1961) ‘The role of
agriculture in economic development’. To provide food, raw
materials, capital, labour & a market for industry. To transfer an
agrarian economic surplus for industrial development.

mEH F. AEEFAE- 155 (1961) By (RWELFEZRFH
ER) , Rl ATARBRE . EEL BR. Fahhimig,
AT % R TR Z5FRI&




198 Fsn s Rall Prebisch and Arthur Lewis

7R B AR X S HR

Radul Preblsch (1901 1986) Sir W. Arthur Lewis (1915-1991)
FOR - EEYET B P X ZErE =T



Internationa

Development Strategies:
Agrarianists

KEGREE @ ol E NH

The counter-offensive of the agrarianists
against the industrialists. &\l = X Z [ Tl 3
NEN R &

Michael Lipton i 52 /R- 37 i

Why Poor People Stay Poor:
Urban Bias in World Development,
London, 1967, 467 pp.

2, 19674, H4671



| e Urban Bias (UB) Thesis of Lipton
I E R T REE

‘The most important class conflict in the poor countries of the
world today is not between labour and capital. Nor is it between
foreign and national interests. It is between the rural classes and

the urban classes.’ (Lipton 1977: 13).

“HOMR, ABFERFHREZNMPARAEEFZTHNEHER
Z 8, BAZEMEFIEMEZERFEZIE, MEFETRFME
5w E”  (1977: 13) .



| e Urban Bias (UB) Thesis of Lipton
I E R T REE

‘Governments are responsible for ‘urban bias’
development policies as they:.

(UB) In their

X & REGRTPH “WhwE" fitz, EREl]:

(1) Distort prices in favour of the industrial sector (‘price twists’)

& HBMAZAFITITAERT ¢ “frigHH

3” ) ﬂ;n

(2) Allocate government expenditure in favour of the urban

sector. 438t BT 2 i AF T4 i R0 )



1SS A i Urban Bias (UB) Thesis
T W E12

UB has negative consequences for economic growth as well as

for equity: 3T R [EIXT 255 G A 20 =5 T THAREZ I -

(1) The marginal productivity of capital is higher in agriculture
compared to industry. K\ PR ERBFRE =REST .

(2) The trickle down of agricultural growth is higher compared to
Industrial growth as agriculture creates more employment per
unit of investment & as income is distributed more equally in
rural areas as compared to urban areas. KM/ IEKFF 4 BB
MMNESTIIIEK, RARIPFHNEBRARZINETEZSR
A, BRAFHIXEE Z T XA T ECE A .




e ot LIMItations of the Urban Bias (UB) Thesis
Wi REE R ER 1

Empirical (Iimitation of data) & methodological problems
(urban poor are classified as rural & landlords as urban) =£
WE (BEIERER) AR ARRIBIREE (R RHEX 7 AR
BR, MtbERINTABTER) .

‘UB and its underpinning class analysis simply serve to
conceal the true class antagonism and to divert attention
away from the class struggle which is actually taking place’
(T.J. Byres 1979: 240). “SHihREILIN ZIZEERM AR D HHE
Schae T EIERMEXL, HEREENNEXLZEENM
TR pEERBIFE” (T.J.Byres 1979:240) ,



1SS eassmues  Limitations of the Urban Bias (UB) Thesis
T E1ie B R PR 1%

» Class analysis: instead of UB there is mainly a pro-landlord bias
& an anti-peasant bias. Mgt EEE—FXTHFAVREE
MR RERE, AR RE

o ‘Lipton tries to explain too much, indeed virtually everything, in
terms of urban bias. In the end it becomes a brilliant obsession’
(K. Griffin 1977: 108). “IM E#HUXEIRBHmREERSE%, JL
TH—NEYHRARTRERERE. RBREET! 7 K BEF
1977: 108)




1SS ewiimes  Limitations of the Urban Bias (UB) Thesis
55T 1R [ 32 Y = BR 14

International factors & their negative impact on agriculture in
developing countries are not considered (subsidized
agriculture & exports in rich countries, distorted world markets,
unequal exchange, etc.). K% &E[EPrEZ K EXT % & [EZR
R EEE (ERERPRLAMFEO., HEEERS
7. PEFZIRFF) .

Would abolishing UB eliminate rural poverty? How to explain
the persistence of urban poverty? [& R IR < E R KA
RS ? GRfaIRERE T 32 [ IR R I FF LR 1R ?

Does not analyse the dynamic impacts of industrialisation due
to economies of scale, technological innovations, etc. & their
spill-over effects on agriculture. XTHELZFF. FARCIFTFHEZ
R BY T Al Ak BUFR BB 2 o) K EL 3o R ol )i HH 38U AR 331 T 93 4T
Fails to analyse the positive contribution which industry can
make to agriculture’s development. T M3t % & GEfs 7 3
HYFR TR DT AR BE IR LA 5347 o




e ormersserst - Synergetic Perspective on Development:

Agriculture- Industry Relations

R Rl-Tokx &

KT % RayiEH

1950 to 1970s countries in Latin America (LA) mostly followed an
Industrialist development strategy via import-substitution
industrialisation (ISI). 20tt4250-704 X iz

I

M AIRFER T

' E XA R

EERK%3Z

=T LA O

1980s the ‘lost decade’ of development in LA: ‘structural
adjustment’ & transition to a neoliberalism. 20t £280F X fiE % &

2 ST e s

: GRS ETE R E XAV E.

1990-present: LA mainly follows an agrarianist & extractivist
development strategy focused on agricultural, forestry, mineral &
oil exports. 20t LI0OFRES: REFEZIT—MAR N F SR
FMHA kRS, MIETRA. #Rdl, & F0ABEIEH O



1SS e Synergetic Perspective on Development:
Agriculture-Industry Relations

AT RZREMEIMA: RI-TkxH

Neither the ‘industrialist’ nor the ‘agrarianist’ development
strategies have been able to fundamentally reduce the high levels
of inequality & poverty in LA. £t Tl F B2 R F X% B
FXEEER IS B RE T MR AR L IR R R £t X = BRI AN EHEM T E K FE

Hence, the need for an alternative development strategy. [#1tk, %

MNEES —ME RS

See data on income inequality, poverty & land distribution in the
next three slides. &R E=HKLIKTHHXTFTWAAFEFE, REFL
e S Bo A E AR



1SS A orsaciisuie Income Inequality in Latina America

BT = MBEOBNAARFF

Gini Coefficient of Income Distribution (decennial averages of 1970, 1980

& 1990) YIANSECHIE R EE (1970, 1980F119904F B+ F41E)

Regionsith[X 1970s 1980s 1990s
OECDZ&&4HZ1 32,3 32,5 34,2
Asia DI 40,2 40,4 41.2
Latin America$iz= 48,4 50,8 52,2

Latin America has the most unequal distribution of income in the world

R T E2MZ2 IR TECERA IR S

Source: PNUD (UNDP), Informe Regional sobre Desarrollo Humano
para Ameérica Latina y el Caribe 2010, San Jose, Costa Rica: PNUD,
2010, p. 26.

SKIE: RIT SEMANMENEE X AR L Bk E2010, ZM[FE, SFHNAZEM:
UNDP, 2010, p. 26



1SS A o i Poverty in Latina America

AL T SSMAY R

Incidence of Poverty in Latin America, 1980-2010 (percentage of population)
RTEMWRAE LSRR, 1980-2010 (AOEEH)

Years Total Urban Rural
F {5 B /] 2t
1980 40.5 29.8 59.9
1990 48.3 41.4 65.4
2000 42.5 35.9 62.5
2007 35.1 29.8 53.6

Source: CEPAL (ECLAC), Panorama Social de América Latina 2007,
Santiago: CEPAL, 2007, p. 5.

KiR: RERES, T EMNESE:2007, ZH#IE: CEPAL, 2007, p.5



Distribution of agricultural landholdings

(1990 round of agricultural censuses) Latin America has
the worst land

Madian landhalding | concentration in the
Glind cosffident
world.

AT RMEZEER TSR

N | ‘ ‘ | e b

.,#‘" *“- uf-**

o |

|:.3..

Flacdions lareled sy Gird cossl lici et

>

Sourca: FAC onbine agricultural census data, HM . : g.02



188 . i A Synergetic Development Strategy
— v [E] Y & FR A g

Dilemma of an extraction of an agrarian economic surplus & its
transfer to industrial sector: 38 Bl K\l 22 555 %l &r H AL 2 2l Tl 3B )

P 7 7E By [F] 15 -
o Ifitis too high it will limit investment & growth in agriculture.
Agricultural prices will rise.

INRERE R, FaHlARI YR FMIERK, RUINERFL
i ;

« Ifitistoo low then industry will not have sufficient resources
for investment & growth.

MREEFBUR, TIATHRAMBROFTIERS A E-



188 . i A Synergetic Development Strategy
— v [E] Y & FR A g

How to resolve the dilemma?an{a] R X —F1E ?

 Design & implement a development strategy which stimulates
simultaneously both sectors & their interrelationships in such a
way as to maximize total factor productivity growth across the
economy while being mindful of equity issues, i.e. a synergetic
development strategy.

WATH L E—f & RAES, XTERANERIIEET 0 LARE, FERAEA
I ERXRBEEFEFENE TN REZE FREKEX
b Eem Kk EFEFEE, Wi —H#ihEe A RIS

Five requirements for a synergetic development strategy.

i EIH & RSB ER R B AR



188 . i (1) State Capacity & Class Relations
FZREENTMBXFR

State & class: in Latin America (LA) the State has been & is
largely dominated by upper class interests, capturing rents
(‘mining’ the economy), unstable, wasteful, dysfunctional, often
lacking in legitimacy but at times developmentalist & populist.

EXSMK: T EMN, BEX—BEURSBEH LRI P mE
IﬁﬁE—Er, HAEEEMATH RS « MEE, B8, )
BRI, 1 %ﬁk"‘éiﬁ'l‘i, BXFEEAXRENSREEEXH.



188 . i (1) State Capacity & Class Relations
FZREENTMBXFR

What is required?:

An enlightened political leadership, a State with a
developmentalist vision for the whole society, able to overcome
specific class interests, with legitimacy & administrative
capacity. An entrepreneurial, efficient & ‘catalytic’ State able to
create & release synergies within the economy. This requires
Increasing the revenue capacity of the State & public investment
to be financed by higher productivity & rates of growth.

EETAEH?

/\%HHE!’JLFSZ,I‘:? Nz, /\S(‘Hi %WEEEEIXF%E’JI

xR, EBERFEEANNE, BEAESEEMITHEN. — &
E/\JJ_%# Y. SEY. B “ERIERT Eﬁl%‘ﬁ“éﬂ%ﬁﬂk.#h
P 255 ARV EI R . X TEELR *I%E’Jﬁllﬂt £)1, H#HEE
WEHE R AMERERA NI FIRMFE



188 A S (2) Agrarian Reform: Unfinished Task
RAVELE: RTHIES

LA has the highest land concentration in the world: 0.81 Gini
coefficient (K. Deininger & P. Olinto, ‘Asset distribution,
Inequality, and growth’, World Bank Policy Research Paper
2375, Washington, D.C., 2000.) It has a ‘bimodal’ instead of a
‘unimodal’ agrarian structure originating in the ‘latifundia-
minifundia’ system. R T =M THEFIEE R EBkEmH: &
JEeZ&#140.81 (K. Deininger & P. Olinto, “&~4H#d,. AEZH
518K” , HFIRITBERMRRE2375, LR, 2000) . BT
“REER-NIMFF &R, EEWME “TE” BmMAE “F
" ARl 257
Consequences: low productivity, highly unequal income
distribution, high levels of poverty, limited demand for industrial
commodities, etc. in the rural sector. Z558R : RFERITIHEE =R
v BERBEANESE., REKES XS T Ema A IREK




188 A S (2) Agrarian Reform: Unfinished Task
RAVELE: RTHIES

Land reforms were implemented in several LA countries,
mainly in the 1960s & 1970s but these were limited (land
expropriated & beneficiaries). Sometimes they were followed
by counter-reforms & land concentration increased again. Most
peasants remained landless or with insufficient land. —£t#;
XERSKH T LM E, FERA20H260F170FK, BRI
L EZ2 7RG (EHFAESFZEAN) - B, XERE
BiE TIEIH EEIMEPERERERIES . KSHPNRDARL
TRMRGSEE LB ERD



1SS mewiis  (2) Agrarian Reform: Timing & Sequence
R E: FESIEF

Timing of land reforms: in LA land reforms were implemented
decades after the start of industrialisation. Hence productivity
remained low & agriculture was unable to fully support the
industrialisation process. T p{FERIETE]: FERIE, THIE
R Tk FEZEN L+ FRHIER . FbE =R IARIK,
R NAA e E Tl Ltz

What is required: a systematic redistributive agrarian reform
with sustained State support for the peasant beneficiaries
(diffusion of productivity enhancing technologies, provision of
credit & marketing, etc.). TFERIFEH: — P FES M. BoEC
AR BCR LA R IS N RIFEIMEI SR 57 (77 SR8 R KAy
'ﬁ% :.|:E1 I:lJ\ﬂ:nl_-ﬁiﬁ #JS'Z?\#, %%) o




1SS ewriis (2) Agrarian Reform: Timing & Sequence
R E: FESIEAF

Sequence: such an agrarian reform should have been
Implemented before or at the start of industrialisation so as to
develop early on synergies between agrarian & industrial
sectors. Ongoing reforms in Brazil, Bolivia & Venezuela.

W : X AERY R e = AN N 7 Tl AL Fran < B s 2 4R i gt e T,
LUERE AR ERIF T SRz Bk EIER. B, 3K
L AZ MR BLIE EIFHITHIBLE .



Haciendas or latifundios (large
landed estates) in Mexico

=R AERE

ST B

Emiliano Zapata by Diego Rivera
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Peasants marching for an agrarian Members of the landless peasants

reform in Chile (1960s) movement (MST) demanding agrarian

205 7 B Rl S 2 THAT (1960s) reform in Brazil (1980s-90s) B #Y it &
. REHAFIFRUEE (19805-90s)

i Peasant rally in support
of an agrarian reform in
Peru (1970s)
MERRBITERSKRIH
KA pgE (1970s)




.1 ... (3) Agriculture — Industry Links
RMl-T Ml gy < BR

In LA the domestic market for industry was limited due to high
Income inequality & levels of poverty. This created a highly
concentrated & inefficient industrial structure requiring increasing
levels of protection. Industry had few backward & forward
linkages with agriculture & vice versa. ZER1 T =0, EIR I %

T SENBAT P ENS R EEMSEHL, X T B
£, BTG, BESARESHRP. Tl5RLY
BLE R AR EMEIRES, &2 IR.

What is required: creation of mutually reinforcing dynamic
linkages between agricultural & industrial sectors (including
services); a more equal distribution of income which provides a
larger domestic market for industry as well as a more balanced
Industrial structure allowing to reap the benefits of economies of

scale. EERFEH: ERWFMTAER]E (B3ERSA) Z3HE
B BIBHTSIESS; EMALHBANSEE R A TR E R ER T
17, u&—/\@]ﬂ%ﬂEI’JIJL?*?I"JHE;LIJL%M%%/%A&Eo




1SS A S (3) Agriculture — Industry Links
Rll-T kg9 < BX

A more egalitarian land distribution will create a wider demand
for industrial inputs such as fertilizers, equipment & appropriate
machinery thereby boosting industrial production as well as
agricultural productivity. — > 58 il2 FBY 3 3 B AF o1& an L AR
v EFRFERESNNWMEF LA GRERET ZRFEK, AWM
RS I A =gl & =3,




188 . i (4) Agrarian Surplus: Creation
RAF&K: BE

In LA the creation of an agrarian surplus was limited due to the
highly unequal dualist or bimodal latifundia-minifundia agrarian
structure which failed to fully develop agriculture’s potential.
Modern technology was concentrated on the capitalist farms,
often capital intensive with the use of largely imported tractors &
harvest combines & requiring scarce foreign exchange.
Agriculture’s balance of foreign trade declined or became
negative. R T EM, HTEEAFEFHN xRN B EE-/)
T i ERRUEN R 5, KAFFRI~=E SR ABRN, XfE
SFRUINB NI ESE AT AR, MRABAREBEFTEREN KIS
d, XERBEEXZAEZEREN., E2FEMAONERIML. BKE
WEINL, HBEEFEABHBFRRINC. RIFINRFEHEI REREZ
MG



188 . i (4) Agrarian Surplus: Creation
RAF&K: BE

What is required is the widespread use by all peasant producers
of productivity enhancing technologies which require less capital
& foreign exchange than the technologies used by large scale
capitalist farms. Switch to higher value crops, increase

processing & move upwards in the value added commodity
chain

FENFHERAANREFEE ZRAE R ERARA
, Yﬁt?ﬂiﬁ%tbkﬂﬁﬁf)&&%mﬁﬁE’J?S'UITS(‘I RAFINCRFE
XKUBFE. NREEZRNMEESHEMREE ™, RERMIFH
H 1=1Mfin{E e mm 5 A L im %5 .



188 . i (4) Agrarian Surplus: Use
ReFFK: FIFA

Due to landlord bias policies in LA the State only captured part
of the agrarian surplus & often failed to use it for developmental
purposes or efficiently. Landlords also wasted part of the
agrarian surplus in luxury consumption instead of reinvesting it.

RTNT RMERRNBER, BRXRRZET—SBrRUFKE
BRLEINEBLEAAIMHEAT AR, WERFERS KRR R
EEASEHEL, MAZHITHERE.



1SS A i (4) Agrarian Surplus: Use
RlFE: FIA

What is required: State policies which promote productivity
enhancing measures directed mainly at peasant farmers. This
should reduce poverty & widen the domestic market for industry.
State should capture only part of the increased agrarian surplus &
use it to promote the synergies between the economic sectors by,
for example, supporting rural industries & industries geared to
Improve agriculture’s productivity (ploughs, fertilizers) & value
added through agro-industrial processing, etc.

EEREN: EERENKE. ERE R s AR e Y [E K BUR

- XEBEREKE, HHEEARAITI . EREIZE KRR AR

FIEMP R —ER sy, FHiEd—E G RIBHSEZ 3R] 8t EMER
15']1111EZ?#?*TIL%H%B’EE‘E@ZEFZ‘ZLEE#K (EHELFN{LAE) Fn
B R TR SMMMERN I, FEF.




1SS s o tzmmations (5) Industrialisation: Sequence &
Competitiveness

Tokt: MRFFZESN

Industrialisation in LA went through a dynamic but ‘easy phase’
of ISI (1950s-60s) which after a couple of decades was
‘exhausted’. Vicious circle of ever-increasing lack of industry’s
competitiveness requiring more protectionism thereby furthering
its inefficiency. Lack of foreign exchange (‘external
strangulation’) & inability to make the transition from ISI to
export-oriented-industrialisation (EOI) prevented industry to reap
economies of scale & to move to the higher value added stage
of industrialisation.

RT MBI ERT—1MZTEX “FER” ORI
KB (2012850-60F4K) , X—d3iEEZE/ L +FEETETEEFL
o TAZFEFT] ElﬁnAzEl’J,uIE?JEH\H-EEEAV\J%#FISL, NP
Bl T ERREIS. SRDINC ( “9I\%K¢E%é” ) AR BREIMNGEDO
ZRIWEEE OSE T HET, XS T Tl SEI IR 5T
F e Tl LAY E S MIEM EZ 18 3




What is

I e (5) Industrialisation: Sequence &

Competitiveness

Tokt: MRFFZESN

required: an industrial policy which promotes industry’s

competitiveness by supporting an early sequence from ISl to
EOI, technological innovation (increasing R&D expenditure) &
shlftlng to higher value added industrial commodities. Promoting
Industries & services which support agriculture.

FERIF

M —IANTRERS TSRS AT SR, O

HRT)

AEEE OFE TR R EAEE . SRR EIFET (380

& %%) FEREESMMERNTI EmmES. #HEIFiRiIl%

Ry
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The World Bank:A Surprising (& Temporary?) Agrarianist

world development report

Agriculture for
Development

HFRIT: SARFH (MEARIREFR? ) Rl EXE

The WDR 2008 asks three guestions:
20084t & & R R &5 HELH I =M a] @

(1) What can agriculture do for
development?

R gEJ9 & RAGLE 2.7
(2) What are effective instruments for
using agriculture for development?

FARIRHEEZ BB FEETA?
(3) How can agriculture-for-

development agendas best be
implemented?

AR MR % e B AZ AT 15 2 B 4F Kt
?



1SS _wwatimza  WDR 2008 ‘Agriculture for Development’
2008FHFLRIBE “ARIRELR”

These 3 guestions reveal the agrarianist position of the WDR

2008. The Report is most welcome as it is the first time since

1982 that the yearly WDRSs focus on agriculture. X =8 g 6 7~

meﬁﬁnﬁi¢m&w¢xV% XIAR &G ZRIL, FEA
XEB1982F LRI TEEREEXBRER.

« But it fails to ask the question what can the industrial &
service sectors do for agriculture’s development? B2 EFH &

RE— e, BT FnAR S ge AR Y & M7
* Nor does it propose a synergetic development strategy. 2%

BZ LN ER A R



1SS . WDR 2008 ‘Agriculture for Development’

2008t F A BIE “URINIREZR”

Instead it proposes to develop markets by ‘getting prices
right’, creating ‘level playing fields’ & ‘securing private
property rights’, which are also advocated by neoliberals. 8 &
, Effi@d “FENEEFERE" « 2E “AENZEFT
27 M OREERAE I k&g, XEREHMBRENMH
1 FH.

But it acknowledges that neoliberal policies have failed to give
a new impetus to agriculture & above all to reduce rural

poverty. BERENXFAFTEHAEXBERXEEER AR FENF
B, REEMNIRAEK LR R RE



* WDR 2008: In the Shadow of the UB Thesis
2008t R A RIS : EWHREIEHBERT

The WDR 2008 is imbued with Lipton’s urban bias thesis.
It refers in a Liptonian manner to:

2008 F TR EPF ARSI SR T REIEIE. B S

B iedl:

* ‘macroeconomic, price, and trade policies [that] unduly
discriminate against agriculture’ (p. 38) “ZEMWZ&E5F. MIZFER
ZERII BB RA” (p. 38)

 ‘urban bias in the allocation of public investment’ (p. 38) “/Ait
wREDBECPEIMmRE” (p. 38)

e ‘reduced but continuing pollcy biases against agriculture’

(p.226) “XF KA AFERMWEBHRDBNERFE" (p. 226)




155 2555 \WDR 2008: In the Shadow of the UB Thesis

2008 F AL RS : FEWHRENLRIAET

‘underinvestment and poor investment of public resources in
agriculture’ (p. 226) “AHFRFEERINFHREAE. FEEF
55" (p.226)

situations were ‘smallholder interests tend to be poorly
represented, and policy is biased toward urban interests and
those of the landed elite’ (p. 43). 12 “/INELHhEEE
MFmARGRITESRE, BER ﬁl‘i?ﬂﬁ%%ﬁiﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬂiﬁﬁ
mHIFIZE” (p. 43)



1SS e of intermationa Limitations of Dualist Visions

— i E=RERME

The dualistic vision of ‘agrarianists’, ‘industrialists’ & the UB thesis
IS Increasingly unhelpful for thinking about development.

For Lipton the rural-urban divide is profound & persistent.

“RAENT « “TAENX” FAEmRmES XM T E ST
mTAR. MTILEHKRE, WMEZxXls 2Rz mEEEFEEN.
Yet in recent decades there is a growing interaction between rural-
urban sectors:

M, AsEJLTEH, W2 Ek)ERNERHANES

» Ruralisation of the urban & urbanisation of the rural. The
emergence of peri-urban agriculture. 3/ HY 2 #1 4L F1 4+ Y 35
&, P (Efm) ARARYEH IR

« Agriculture’s rising need of inputs from industry. & M3t T Mz N\
HYFESKIB N




1SS e of intermationa Limitations of Dualist Visions

— Tt E=RERME

Increasing processing of food, spread of agroindustries,
Integration of farmers into global commodity chains & intrusion
of urban & global supermarkets into rural areas. #kE#HZHE
mil L. RATAEH 88 REEEIKE miE P RIREN LU
KT ER A X AR

Rural household employment & incomes increasingly depend
on non-agricultural & non-rural activities as well as on
remittances from migrant family members (urban work). & #J38
FER A FI A BN fasidE A Ml . FEARFTRIERNFIRBINHFZ T
RREBECE (WmIE) .




1SS e of intermationa Limitations of Dualist Visions

—_ Tt EERNRERM

e Rural & urban labour straddle progressively more the rural-
urban sectors through migration, often of a circular kind. I 2 55
E%Jjj‘ wEEE RS (RBEEMEIAINRE) FRTWMHMZ AT
|8

e Growing rural-urban flows of commodities, services, capital &
people as well as increasing entanglements between rural &
urban activities erode the division & rigid distinction between the
urban & rural sectors. i Z [BIE &, RS, BAFMAORREE
%, WMEZENNWHEHERX Y HEIEM, XEEEISS THZ 30)E
T BRF AR X 5

In short, development strategies should overcome dualist

proposals & instead promote the synergies between agriculture-

industry & rural-urban areas. 5 <, &RKEENIZIZR ZTHE

e, MARZAHERNRA-T ol & F5- i B e b FEME A
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188 s o S Conclusions: Synergies First!

&ie: RAk!

The advantages of designing & implementing a development
strategy that exploits the dynamic synergies between agriculture
& industry.

18 T FA SE Tt — 101 Be % o A& slle Fn ol B 4 W[50 14 0 A & 8 ) R B &
RGBSR ES

Proposals for prioritizing agriculture over industry or vice versa

will not be able to achieve the productivity & growth enhancing

outcomes that are desirable & possible.

Atk RRIER ML RIWAITR], HITEEISIEER
TR RERVAE =&, JTASKINTRERVIBK.




188 s o S Conclusions: Synergies First!

&ie: RAk!

| am aware that it is only under particular social & political
circumstances that such synergies can be created & that the
obstacles can be formidable. But | am also aware that neoliberal
policies have not provided a solution to the problems of poverty &
iInequality. Therefore the importance of enabling the State to
design & implement synergetic development strategies.
KIRERE, RAEFENASHBURIMNE T A seisWiEs. flES
XAEREER . BtiiE, FHEREXBERREAREFMAFE
FoJBEH®—TRARR. Fitt, E2ZAMETEERBEETIEK
& T A St 1 B M Y & RRAXRE




	幻灯片编号 1
	Outline讲座纲要
	Development Strategies:�Agrarianists vs. Industrialists�发展战略：农业主义vs.工业主义
	幻灯片编号 4
	Historical Controversies About Sequence of Development�关于发展顺序的历史论战
	The ‘Soviet Industrialisation Debate’�苏联的工业化论争
	幻灯片编号 7
	幻灯片编号 8
	幻灯片编号 9
	幻灯片编号 10
	幻灯片编号 11
	Alexander V. Chayanov (1888-1937)�A.V.恰亚诺夫
	Development Strategies:�Industrialists�发展战略：工业主义者
	幻灯片编号 14
	Raúl Prebisch and Arthur Lewis�劳尔·普雷维什和阿瑟·刘易斯
	Development Strategies:�Agrarianists�发展战略：农业主义者
	Urban Bias (UB) Thesis of Lipton�立普顿的城市偏向论
	幻灯片编号 18
	Urban Bias (UB) Thesis�城市偏向论
	Limitations of the Urban Bias (UB) Thesis�城市偏向论的局限性
	幻灯片编号 21
	幻灯片编号 22
	Synergetic Perspective on Development: Agriculture-Industry Relations �关于发展的协同观点：农业-工业关系
	幻灯片编号 24
	Income Inequality in Latina America�拉丁美洲的收入不平等 
	Poverty in Latina America�拉丁美洲的贫困 
	幻灯片编号 27
	A Synergetic Development Strategy�一种协同的发展战略
	幻灯片编号 29
	(1) State Capacity & Class Relations�国家能力与阶级关系
	幻灯片编号 31
	(2) Agrarian Reform: Unfinished Task�农业改革：未完成的任务
	幻灯片编号 33
	(2) Agrarian Reform: Timing & Sequence�农业改革：时间与顺序
	幻灯片编号 35
	Haciendas or latifundios (large landed estates) in Mexico�墨西哥的大庄园主
	幻灯片编号 37
	(3) Agriculture – Industry Links�农业-工业的关联
	幻灯片编号 39
	(4) Agrarian Surplus: Creation�农业剩余：创造
	幻灯片编号 41
	幻灯片编号 42
	幻灯片编号 43
	(5) Industrialisation: Sequence & Competitiveness�工业化：顺序和竞争力
	(5) Industrialisation: Sequence & Competitiveness�工业化：顺序和竞争力
	 The World Bank:A Surprising (& Temporary?) Agrarianist�世界银行：令人惊讶的（而且是临时的？）农业主义者
	WDR 2008 ‘Agriculture for Development’�2008年世界发展报告“以农业促发展”
	幻灯片编号 48
	WDR 2008: In the Shadow of the UB Thesis�2008年世界发展报告：在城市偏向论的阴影下
	幻灯片编号 50
	Limitations of Dualist Visions�二元化愿景的局限性
	幻灯片编号 52
	幻灯片编号 53
	Symposium on the World Development Report 2008: Agriculture for Development,�Journal of Agrarian Change, 9 (2), 2009.�《农政变迁》杂志刊载关于2008年世界发展报告的研讨会论文 �(Notice question mark in Oya’s article).注意Oya文章标题中的问号
	Conclusions: Synergies First!�结论：协同为先！
	幻灯片编号 56

