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Letter from the editor

T he fifth issue of Workers of the World — International Journal on Strikes
and Social Conflicts is dedicated to “Conflict in the contemporary rural
world. New interpretations of an old problem”, and it has Histagra
(Research Group on the Agrarian and Political History of the Rural World,
University of Santiago de Compostela, Spain), as guest editors.

Miguel Cabo, Lourenzo Fernandez-Prieto, Antonio Miguez, Daniel
Lanero and Ana Cabana are the members of Histagra (from the Department
of American and Contemporary History at the University of Santiago de
Compostela, Galiza, Spain) who were responsible for the initial selection of
articles — which were then submitted to evaluation by independent referees —
and the introduction to this edition that you can find in the next pages.

Let me also call your attention to our next issue (January 2015): its
dossier will be dedicated to ‘Resisting war in the Twentieth century’ and it
is still possible to submit articles.

Workers of the World is the journal of the International Association
Strikes and Social Conflicts (http://iassc-mshdijon.in2p3.ft/). Workers of the
World is an academic journal with peer review published in English, for
which original manuscripts may be submitted in Spanish, French, English,
Italian and Portuguese. It publishes original articles, interviews and book
reviews in the field of labour history and social conflicts in an
interdisciplinary, global, long term historical and non Eurocentric
perspective.

Articles should be sent, according to the Editorial and publishing
rules that you may find in our site (http://workersoftheworldjournal.net/), to
the executive editor at workersoftheworld2012@yahoo.co.uk.

Antonio Simdes do Pago

Executive Editor



Introduction: Conflict in the contemporary rural world. New
interpretations of an old problem

Histagra - Research Group on the Agrarian and Political History
of the Rural World, University of Santiago de Compostela,
Spainl

The peasantry: a contemporary historical subject

One of the characteristics of this monographic issue of Workers of the World
is that we conceived of and attempted to explore the history of peasants and
farmers as rural workers and also as pluriactive or “symbiotic” agents,
capable of influencing and adapting to contemporary processes of social and
productive transformation.” We expressed this clearly in the Call for Papers.
The other characteristic is that we tried to organize a global edition and we
achieved it in part, with the presence of works from two continents and
seven different national states, although in terms of the peasantry we may
refer to twelve distinct geographic territories covered in the edition since the
peasantry does not define state boundaries nor does it conform to them.
Indeed, it pressures and pluralizes state boundaries.

A central and traditional object of study in the field of the history of

! Miguel Cabo, Lourenzo Fernandez-Prieto, Antonio Miguez, Daniel Lanero and Ana
Cabana are the members of Histagra (from the Department of American and Contemporary
History at the University of Santiago de Compostela, Galiza, Spain) who were responsible
for the editing, the introduction and the presentation of this edition.

* There is a great deal of literature regarding the industrial, commercial, and daily activities
of the peasantry. An excellent guide is DOMINGUEZ MARTIN, Rafael. “Caracterizando
al campesinado y a la economia campesina: pluriactividad y dependencia del mercado
como nuevos atributos de la "campesinidad". Agricultura y Sociedad. n. 66, 1993, 97-136.
As for adaptation and unrest, some perspectives that guided our work had already been
raised by ARTIAGA, Aurora; BALBOA, Xesus L; CARDESIN, J.M.; FERNANDEZ
PRIETO, L.; HERVES, Henrique. "Agricultura y capitalismo en Galicia. Una perspectiva
historica". In: VILLARES, R. and SAAVEDRA, P. eds., Sesiores y Campesinos en la
Peninsula Ibérica (ss. XVIII-XX). Barcelona: Critica, vol. 2, 1991 and HERVES, Henrique;
FERNANDEZ GONZALEZ, A.; FERNANDEZ PRIETO, L; ARTIAGA, Aurora;
BALBOA, Xesus L. “Resistencia y organizacion. La conflictividad rural en Galicia desde
la crisis del Antiguo Régimen al franquismo”. Historia Agraria. 13, 1997, pp. 165-191.
And following this Hispanic thread of rural studies, an important inspiration came from
SEVILLA-GUZMAN, E. and GONZALEZ DE MOLINA, M. Ecologia, campesinado e
Historia. Madrid: Eds. de la Piqueta, 1993.
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Introduction: Conflict in the contemporary rural world. New interpretations of an
old problem

social conflicts, and social history as a whole, has undoubtedly been the
working class, often understood as "working classes" precisely because of
its plurality and diversity of conditions, rather than being seen as a
homogeneous social group. The initial analyses in the field of social history
predominantly paid attention to the lives and work of industrial workers and
the organization of labour in countries that were considered to be “advanced
capitalist”, of which the English case featured as the genuine model. Yet the
progressive historiographical renewal of the second half of the twentieth
century assisted in diversifying, on the one hand, the objects of study, and,
on the other, it helped to break with interpretative paradigms of a more
deterministic and teleological character.

The deficiencies were marked in part by some of the positions of
Marx himself, which left a lasting impression on the historiography of the
left.” Both classical Marxism, from a theoretical point of view, and the
political parties and the trade unions whose practice was inspired by it, had
difficulties dealing with the integration of the peasantry in their readings of
capitalist social relations and their alternatives to overcome them. Marx
dismissed the question of the attitudes and potential for social
transformation of the peasantry with the successful (for its repercussion, not
for its accuracy) expression “sack of potatoes”. The ties of the peasantry to
the land it farmed, its immediate surroundings, its supposed individualism,
the mirage of property (whether real or as an aspiration) and its apparent
isolation hampered the collective actions of the peasantry. It is significant, in
this sense, that the depth, subtlety and nuance of Marx’s analysis of
capitalism and the proletariat was not matched by his analysis of the
peasantry and agriculture. The conception of the peasantry as a dead weight,
incapable of adding value to any revolutionary process, led Marxists to
downplay its importance in their interpretation of reality, as they predicted
the drastic decline in the agricultural workforce as a consequence of the
unstoppable progress of industrial capitalism. If the means of production
developed as they had been intended to in this Marxist interpretation, we
would thus observe in agriculture the same process of concentration that had
already occurred in the industrial sector (concentration of capital, decrease
of the craft sector, etc.), which would give rise to corporately managed large
farms. The fate of the peasants was either emigration or exodus to the cities
to reinforce the needs of the secondary sector, thus becoming real
proletarians. Coinciding with conceptions in classical economics, the

* F. Engels had similar positions. For example, in The Peasant War in Germany (1850) and
The Peasant Question in France and Germany (1894).



Histagra

economic role of agriculture as a sector would be subordinated as a mere
supplier of food and, in the process of primitive accumulation, a provider of
capital and labour.

With the development of the labour movement in the late nineteenth
century, the European socialist parties (as well as the trade unions) would
face the problems that arose from this discourse when they needed to
propagandize and mobilize for collective actions in rural areas. Both the
agriculture and peasantry still had an enormous weight in the European
economies and societies at the turn of the century. Furthermore, the data did
not corroborate the Marxist prediction of the decline of the small peasantry
since family farming had weathered with surprising adaptability the broad,
baffling agrarian crisis at the end of the century, capable of shaking up the
agricultural estates and consciences throughout Europe. Moreover, the crisis
also inflicted serious damage on large farms, affected by the rise in wages
and by the exclusive dependency on certain cash crops.

The practical difficulties that these theoretical standpoints meant for
the expansion of socialism in rural areas led to intense debates at the core of
social democracy, particularly within German social democracy.” This
controversy was related to, but did not overlap with, the debate over
revolution and revisionism. Kautsky emerged as the guardian of orthodoxy
(years later he would revise his positions): to defend the small landholding
peasant was to prolong the agony of a social group doomed to extinction
that was also fundamentally “counter-revolutionary”. In the case of the
Italian Socialist Party, the only European socialist party with a strong
agricultural base, its expansion was largely due to the figure most easily
assimilated by the proletariat, the rural labourer (bracciante) in need of land
to work on and whose demands (greater salary, reduction in working hours,
etc.) and methods used to achieve them (strikes) were comparable to those
of industrial workers. However, Italian socialism was unable to incorporate
in equal measure the needs and traditions (mutual support and reduction of
the recruitment of wage labour) of the other categories within the peasantry,
leading to the tragic consequences of the fascist offensive in 1921-22.°

* LEHMANN, H-G-. Die Agrarfrage in der Theorie und Praxis der deutschen und
internationalen Sozialdemokratie. Tiibingen: J. C. B. Mohr, 1970.

See PROCCACCIL. La lotta di clase in Italia agli inizi del secolo XX. Roma: Editori
Riuniti Procacci, 1972 for a classic vision and CRAINZ, G.. Padania: Il mondo dei
braccianti dall'Ottocento alla fuga dalle campagne. Roma: Donzelli Editore, 1994 for a
revision that shows how the braccianti, even those who were socialist militants, had not
necessarily renounced the aspiration of private ownership of the land nor had they left
behind the peasant ethos. There was a certain parallelism in the clash in France between
BARRAL, P. Les Agrariens frangais de Méline a Pisani. Paris: A. Colin, 1968 and

Workers of the World, Volume I, Number 5, July 2014

9



10

Introduction: Conflict in the contemporary rural world. New interpretations of an
old problem

Throughout Europe, the difficulties of the socialist parties were very
similar® and in the absence of a reassessment of theoretical dogmas,
cooperativism in its multiple forms (on which were pinned the hopes of
spreading collective habits which would erode the supposed individualism
of the peasants) was the main palliative.

The more militant, and increasingly theoretically stagnant, Marxist
historiography continued to voice these positions until after the Second
World War. The lack of cooperation of the peasantry with the labour
movement was attributed to their alleged lack of class-consciousness and
inability to shake off the mental and material shackles of traditional
hierarchies (landowners, clergy, etc.). In the 1960s new perspectives began
to emerge, especially British cultural Marxism. E. P. Thompson was able to
understand the logic of seemingly primitive actions like the food riots of
eighteenth century England, while contributing to dematerialize the analysis
of such conflicts. These were no longer exclusively due to the evolution of
objective and measurable factors (prices, wages, distribution of land), but
also due to the cultural values associated with the economic activity, and the
expectations regarding what was to be expected of the different actors
involved, which Thompson coined the "moral economy." Meanwhile
Hobsbawm and Rude, in their study of the Captain Swing riots, revalued the
rational logic of actions that had traditionally been dismissively referred to
as simple fury against “progress”.” Hobsbawm would also rescue the role of
the peasantry in socio-political processes, although his theoretical positions
would lead him to qualify as "primitive" the formulas and ideologies
separate from Marxism, as in the case of Andalusian anarchism.”

There was also a revaluation of the role of the peasantry in historical
sociology such as Charles Tilly’s work on the defensive or reactive conflicts
to keep the state at bay (which for Tilly was the vanguard of economic
progress and modernization in general), giving way to proactive conflicts in

BARRAL, Pierre and GRATTON, P. Les Paysans frangaise contre l’agrarisme. Paris:
Editions Francois Maspero, 1972. Barral put the emphasis of the involvement of the French
peasantry in the political sphere around the nineteenth century on associationism and
Gratton replied that the “agrarian defense” discourse only benefited the powerful and hid
the class struggle that in the rural world included lumberjacks, day labourers, etc.

® BLOK, A; HITCHINS, Keith; MARKEY, Raymond; SIMONSON, Birgir. eds., Urban
radicals, rural allies. Social Democracy and the Agrarian Issue, 1870-1914. Bern: Peter
Lang, 2002.

"HOBSBAWM, E. I.; RUDE, G.. Captain Swing: A Social History of the Great English
Agricultural Uprising of 1830. New York, Pantheon Books, 1969.

8 HOBSBWM, E. J. Primitive Rebels. Archaic Forms of Social Movement in the 19th and
20th Centuries. Manchester, Manchester University Press, 1959; HOBSBAWM, E. J.
Bandits. London: Penguin Books, 1972.
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which influence within the political and administrative system was sought.’
And although his conclusions were controversial, since they seemed to
imply that a precondition for the triumph of liberal democracy was a
reduction, as drastic as possible, of the peasantry, another historical
sociologist Barrington Moore also put the fundamental role of the peasantry
on the table, showing that its political positions could decide one way or
another the outcome of the struggle between democracy, fascism and
communism. '’

Thompson, Hobsbawm, Rude and Tilly, among many others,
contributed to this renewal that would also result in a rethinking of the
significance of the processes of politicization, until that time closely
associated with what were considered certain essential moments and
historical subjects, almost as if there were “chosen” classes. In the
consolidation of these new perspectives, a key aspect was the criticism of
modernization theories, which had gained a hegemonic status in the social
sciences since World War II. So much so that social science and
modernization theories constituted an essential part of an era and a
paradigm: that of modernization. It was in this context that the social
sciences were constructed and their arguments strengthened: through
studying the delay and obstacles to modernizing development. What about
history? Imbued with such social scientific theories, researchers regarded
history as the best place to discover how obstacles to progress developed.
The past was effectively turned into a laboratory of modernization in the
present.

Following this historiographical renewal, but in a more focused
manner, the rural world and its protagonists, the peasants, would later
became central objects of attention. When investigating the composition of
the British working class in the Industrial Revolution - and
“industrialization” before the Industrial Revolution itself — there was
nothing to be found, but the rural world and peasants. But that was in the
past. In the present of Thompson, Hobsbawm and Rude in the 1950s and
1960s, the prominence obtained by farmers in the context of the liberation
struggles of the Third World put the emphasis on the need to diversify
beyond a Eurocentric and industrial-urban perspective. In this second half of
the twentieth-century, peasants were no longer considered as the "sack of
potatoes" defined by Marx in the nineteenth-century, useless to the

® TILLY, C. The contentious French. Four Centuries of Popular Struggle. Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1986.

' MOORE, B. Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy. Lord and Peasant in the
Making of the Modern World. London: Beacon Press, 1966.

Workers of the World, Volume I, Number 5, July 2014
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revolution that only the working class could undertake. To the contrary, they
began to appear as active social and political agents in the liberation and
anti-colonial struggles of the Third World, as shown by the studies of E.
Wolf and J.M. Paigne."'

The contemporary realities of the 1970s allowed such scholars to see
a different past when reviewing classic themes. It also opened space for a
dialogue with the parallel conceptualizations of the peasantry as defined by
rural anthropologists and sociologists, from the Polish rural sociology of the
1920s to the fundamental contributions of peasant studies led by T. Shanin
and passing through the conceptualizations and reconceptualizations of
anthropologists such as Kroeber from 1923-1948 and E.J. Wolf in 1966."
The appearance on both sides of the Atlantic (USA and UK) of the Journal
of Peasant Studies in the early 1970s represented a concrete materialization
of this new research on the peasantry in which anthropologists, historians
and sociologists participated (as did the World Bank, politicians and
university students). Farmers got "trendy" and the search for conceptual
categories and theories that could bring us closer to the understanding of its
historical evolution and its role in history led not only to new formulations,
but reinterpretations of classic authors such as Lenin and Redfield." In this
context, the rediscovery of the Russian author Alexander Chayanov in the
1960s was fundamental; especially his studies from the 1920s on the
workings of the peasant economy — the peasant economic unit — that he had
actually began before the Russian Revolution of 1917."* During the Russian
Revolution, Chayanov developed his understanding of the nature and logic
of the peasantry and published Peasant Farm Organization in 1925 in
which he formalized and revealed the economic aspects of the peasant
family. This Russian populist and independent socialist, convicted in the
Stalinist purges of 1930 and executed in 1937, has since been instrumental
to peasant studies and to the understanding of the relationship of the

"WOLF, E. Peasant Wars in the Twentieth Century. London: Faber and Faber, 1969;
PAIGNE, JM. Agrarian Revolution: social movements and export agriculture in the
Underdeveloped World. New York: Free Press, 1975.

2 KROEBER, A.L. Anthropology: race, language, culture, psychology, pre-history. New
York: Harcourd-Brace, 1948; WOLF, E. Peasants. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall,
1966.

" LENIN, V.I Development of Capitalism in Russia The Process of the Formation of a
Home Market for Large-Scale Industry. Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1977 [1899];
REDFIELD, R. The Little Community. Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1956;
Peasant Society, Chicago, Chicago University Press, 1956.

'Y CHAYANOV, A. La organizacion de la explotacién campesina La organizacién de la
unidad economica campesina. Buenos Aires: Ediciones Nueva Vision, 1974 [1925].
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peasantry to the market and to wages."

But this renewal of peasant studies emerged through a long and often
interrupted process. Under the modernization paradigm in European and
Western history itself, it was revealed that the history of rural areas and
peasants was generally relegated to a secondary role, limited to occasional
outbursts of protest arising from their poor living conditions or rejection of
the innovations of modernity. Groups of farmers became peripheral,
ostracized, quintessentially subordinated groups, incapable even of revolt
against historiography. Not surprisingly, the contemporary world started,
symbolically, with the French Revolution and the struggle of the Jacobins
against the "reactionary" peasants of the Vendée. Throughout modernity,
peasants had been the repositories of reaction, of political conservatism and,
in some cases, the essence of patriotic traditions that were lost in the mists
of time, unable even to support or collaborate with the historically
revolutionary classes of modernity, whether it be the bourgeoisie or, later,
the proletariat. The farmers were the Irish scabs of Marx's England, or the
tireless workers of the “cursed races” of his son-in-law, P. Lafargue, in The
Right to be Lazy.'®

Therefore, concepts such as "democracy", "citizenship" or simply
"politics" let alone technological innovation or social change were
incompatible with the nature of social processes related to the rural world."
These ideas dominated in some influential theories of political science in the
second half of the twentieth century, which generally pushed in two ways
for a vision of politicization as a unidirectional process: from top to bottom

" The first publication of Chayanov in English appeared in SOROKIN, P.A;
ZIMMERMAN, C.C.; GALPPIN, C.J. Systematic Source Book of Rural Sociology. New
York: Russell & Russell, 1965. In 1966, his magnum opus was published. CHAYANOV,
A. In: KERBLAY, B; SMITH, R.E.F. and THORNER, D. eds., Theory of the Peasant
Economy. Homewood, Ill.: Richard D. Irwin for the American Economics Association,
1966. A Spanish edition followed in 1974. See CHAYANOV, A. La organizacion de la
unidad econémica campesina. Op.Cit. The last two publications recovered the two most
important books by Chayanov from the 1920s Sobre la teoria de los sistemas econémicos
no-capitalistas and La organizacion de la explotacion campesina. The English version of
1966 was translated from the German and the Spanish version of 1974 from Russian. See
SANCHEZ DE PUERTA TRUIJIILO, F. La economia de trabajo (Alexander Vasilevich
Chayanov: Seleccion de escritos)”. Agricultura y Sociedad. n. 55, 1990, pp. 239-248.

" LAFARGUE, P. The Right to be Lazy. Fifth Season Pr, 1999 [1883].

"7 For an ample debate regarding changes in technology and the peasantry (farmers,
ploughmen), consult PUJOL, J. and FERNANDEZ PRIETO, L. “El cambio tecnoldgico en
la historia agraria de la Espafia contemporanea”. Historia Agraria. n 24, August 2001, pp.
59-86. Another revisionist article is QUINTANA, X. R. “Campesinos que se adaptan
agricultura que se mueve”. Areas. n. 12, 1990, pp. 147-165. For a monographic study with
respect to this question, see FERNANDEZ PRIETO, L Labregos con ciencia. Estado,
sociedade e innovacion tecnoloxica na agricultura galega (1850-1939). Vigo: Eds. Xerais,
1992.

Workers of the World, Volume I, Number 5, July 2014
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(from the elites of the system to the public) and from the centre to the
periphery (from the more modernized dimensions of the social system to the
ones falling behind). Therefore, the politicization of the rural world was
consistently conceived as a process of the incorporation of farmers into
politics through a process of the arrival of a political reality that was
completely foreign to them, and the only part they could play was in either
accepting or rejecting these modern political identities.'® Precisely because
of this, this paradigm may serve as the articulating element of this
introduction since it rejects the peasantry as an object (“a sack of potatoes™),
treating the peasants as subjects and actors in the process of
democratization.'’

Questioning the prejudiced vision of the peasantry thus signifies
breaking with various interpretative inertias (which actually constituted a
lasting interpretative model that was present all throughout modernity in the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries). First, it is necessary to provide a two-
way view of the processes of the politicization of the rural world, in which
the rural world is not a passive subject of sociopolitical changes. This is an
interpretation that favours the interaction between the adaptability of the
elites of the system to the challenges posed by the demands of the political
participation of the peasantry, and the ability of the peasantry to influence
and act in political struggles. Therefore, the statement by Hobsbawm, during
the process of deagrarianization that was simultaneously going on in various
parts of the world after the Second World War, that "the end of the Middle
Ages" had arrived was also called into question.”’ The idea that nothing
important had happened in the history of the rural world up to its extinction
was false as was the stigma of backwardness, primitivism, social and
technological millenarianism and immutability that it was blamed for. The
ahistorical, purely imaginary, idea of a “traditional” and immutable world,
either with no history or outside of it, should be strongly criticized.

It was in this way that the notion of "peasant logic" and the
understanding of the rural world acquired a central role as a complex,
changing and organic object of study. The peasants were understood as

' MACHO, Antonio Miguez; VILLAVERDE, Miguel Cabo. “Pisando la dudosa luz del
dia: el proceso de demcoratizacion en la Galicia rural de la Restauracion”. 4yer. n. 89,
2013, pp. 43-75.

' MARKOFF, J. Waves of democracy. Social Movements and Political Change. Newbury
Park, Ca., Pine Forge Press, 1996; MARKOFF, J. The Abolition of Feudalism. University
Park, Penn.: State University of Pennsylvania, 1996.

* HOBSBAWM, Eric. The Age of Extremes: The Short Twentieth Century, 1914—1991.
London: Michael Joseph, 1994, pp. 288-9, 415.
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being able to articulate their discontent and their protests according to their
own behavioural pattern, a prominent feature if one can see past the walls
put up by theory of social movements which imposed a somewhat
formalistic interpretation. On the other hand, the successful formula of
James C. Scott’s “weapons of the weak” was an explanation with
Thompsonian foundations to the puzzle of how the peasants expressed their
discontent while appearing submissive in the acceptance of their fate, and it
did so by empathizing with their conditions (limits to formal organization,
aversion to risk, social subordination, etc.).21 The combination of Scott's
work with so called "subaltern studies", focused on colonial contexts, would
be a catalyst for the study of the peasantry, which however still had to face
criticism from Marxist positions that focused on the lack of definition of the
subject, as well as accusations of populism.*

Rude, Hobsbawm and H. Alavi, meanwhile, sought the peasant of
their present in the past and found it as a pre-political and primitive rebel,
capable of participating in riots, but not of creating policy proposals and
even less capable of building civil society. What is remarkable is, in any
case, the search, because the definition contains the explanation of a
paradigm that is now too obsolete for us to keep using, even if it continues
to appear and people persist on using it, whether because of the success of
the expression or by virtue of the strength and intellectual authority of its
authors or even simply by the powerful force of modernization theories in
the explanation and understanding of present history. We are children of the
welfare state, modernization and of the post-war years, as T. Judt
demonstrated who, under the progressive influence of the Annales, did his
thesis on contemporary French farmers.” However, a great deal of progress
has been made in the characterization of peasants in history since then, and
this progress is not without its importance for our knowledge of the past if
we take into consideration that we are talking of the vast majority of
humanity from the Neolithic period until well into the twentieth century.
Even today peasants and farmers account for more than half the world's
population.

Environmental studies also contributed to the task of conceptually

21 SCOTT, J.C. “Everyday Forms of Peasant Resistance”. Journal of Peasant Studies. vol. 13,
n. 2, 1986, pp. 5-35. See also SCOTT, J.C. The moral economy of the peasant: Rebellion
and subsistence in southeast Asia. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1976 and
Domination and the Arts of Resistance. Hidden Transcripts. New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1990.

2 BRASS, T. Peasants, Populism, and Post-modernism: The Return of the Agrarian Myth.
London: Frank Cass, 2000.

¥ JUDT, T. Postwar. A History of Europe since 1945. London: Penguin Press, 2006.
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redefining both the peasantry and its theoretical status. Authors such as
Guha, Martinez Alier and Toledo have shown that the "lower classes" in the
poorest of the poor countries, almost entirely constituted by farmers, largely
indigenous, possess characteristics and knowledge worthy of being retrieved
as they may hold the solution to the environmental crisis and help us
achieve a more sustainable handling of agricultural ecosystems.** In this
way, farmers lose their status of "waste" and gain a new status, that of an
"alternative model", and they do so mostly under the eyes of non-
Europeans. At the same time, this line of study that has become popular
since the late twentieth century, has changed its outlook on the conflicts
involving the peasantry, adding to their "logic" the defence of environmental
ideals ("environmentalism of the poor", "popular environmentalism"),
always starting from assumptions opposite to those of "enlightened"
Western environmentalism.

The peasantry is a complex object of study, firstly, because the
notion of "peasant" was revealed to be an abstraction of multiple realities
and social identities that, although always taking place in the rural world,
included various types of relationships to the land and to agricultural work.
With respect to this, reference may be made to the debate on the definition
of peasantry that occurred in the 1970s, which interacted with the crisis of
structuralist Marxism. Beyond that, the complexity of analysis thrived with
the increasing incorporation of other global realities outside the Western
European context. A whole stream of studies related to rural realities in the
so-called "Third World" found itself attached to the increased attention to
environmental issues. The effects of the Green Revolution had reached a
global dimension, constituting a project of transformation of the rural world
in the context of the disturbing crisis of the environment and the
sustainability of the model of development.

With respect to the idea of the changing subject, reference is made to
the attention given to the historicity of the change in the rural world and its
relation to society as a whole. The idea of the immutability of the peasantry
and its environment, and its supposed secular isolation, was the result of a
strongly ideological construction which was employed to justify the
submission of their identity, to legitimate identity and romantic discourses

** GUHA, R. “El ecologismo de los pobres”. Ecologia Politica. n. 8, 1994, pp. 137-153;
MARTINEZ ALIER, J. El ecologismo de los pobres. Conflictos ambientales y lenguajes de
valoracion. Barcelona: Icaria, 2004; TOLEDO, V. La paz en Chiapas: Ecologia, luchas
indigenas y modernidad alternativa. Chiapas, México: UNAM/Quinto Sol, 2000.
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on the building of European nations in the nineteenth century. It is actually a
definition of the social sciences that opposes the urban with the rural, the
modern with the traditional, the open market with autarchic-gated
communities unfamiliar with the free movement of goods. Conceptions that
established and served this paradigm of modernization and the development
of the green revolution, although they were already present in the older
attacks on the rustic world, reflected a view of the peasantry as ignorant and
illiterate (a new version of the pagan) as opposed to the educated and
enlightened urban world (a new version of Christianity) that began with the
Enlightenment of the eighteenth century, and in some cases even before
then.”

The deconstruction of this discourse began with the analysis of some
of its core elements, such as the evolution of social relations around the
issue of land ownership. The complex process of peasant proprietarization
went beyond merely overcoming feudalism and was interrelated with forms
such as that of communal property that did not fit the “perfect” liberal and
individual model of property. This went hand in hand with the new
questionings of the alleged lack of technological renovation of the
productive practices of peasants, which were traditionally subsumed under
the dichotomy of mechanical vs. traditional agriculture. These new studies
rather looked to include models of adaptation and "dead ends" that, again,
challenged the unidirectionality of the notion of historical progress.

Finally, the very dynamics of this evolving and complex subject
necessarily implied conflict. The rural world had been very much alive in
history, and this was so primarily due to the capacity to organize themselves
as one, to struggle for their interests when possible and to attempt to take
advantage of what political and economic systems offered. The attempt to
unify all these struggles under the category of "reactionary" resembled an
ideological prejudice more than a historical observation, since this latter
reality also demonstrated struggles to build profitable alternatives for the
peasantry. The questioning of the model of development that prevailed
through concepts such as modernization and progress also arose in this
struggle for alternatives, directly or indirectly. In line with this approach,
several authors have questioned the idea of a single genealogy of the
concept of democracy in favour of a more plural and complex vision where
the paths to democratization were numerous, although one eventually
imposed itself.

The problem of the denomination of the peasantry, as we call it here

2 BAROIJA, Julio Caro. Le Carnaval. Trad. Sylvie Sesé Léger. Paris, Gallimard, 1979.
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in an attempt to unify academic studies in a comprehensive way, is not a
minor problem. The denomination that has stood out has been that of
peasant, but this term, although it depends on this language, is often foreign
to the peasantry itself. It is how they are identified yet there are other names
according to the time period and their activities: farmers, day workers,
tenants, landlords, ploughman, land workers, etc. But what do they call
themselves? Almost always, external observers have referred to them
differently to what they call themselves, whether they come from urban,
scientific or political sectors. The Spanish denomination of "campesino”
(peasant), for example, as common as it is in urban, political and scientific
contexts, is distinct from the diverse and objective ways the peasants call
themselves. They call themselves "labradores": those who plough. Yet a
whole host of other terms are also employed: Labregos, lavradores,
llauradors, pages, paisano, peasant, pessant. We dare not attempt to
distinguish them in a universal and timeless way, so many years after T.
Shanin classified this as a supremely difficult task in his important article
published in 1979, “Defining Peasants”.*® But we know that peasants were
defined in different ways in the past, which has left traces and sources that
allow us to study them and not just the images of them left by ecclesiastic
and aristocratic sources.

Finally, it is necessary that we mention the historiographical currents
of the Annales, who were among the great promoters of the insertion of the
peasantry in history, even before World War II: from Marc Bloch to George
Lefebvre, who stressed the peasantry as an essential agent in the origins of
the French revolution to G. Duby’s studies on the medieval peasantry in the
early 1960s.”” The lessons, methods and investigations of Bloch and Lucien
Febvre in the 1920s are well integrated within current rural and agrarian
global studies as the contributors to this edition of Workers of the World
amply demonstrate. Other authors cited in this edition, such as Scott,
Thompson and Shanin, are incorporated into some of the articles that,
without quoting them, include the extent of their conceptual knowledge in
practical terms; they have incorporated them as if they were a light rain,
falling upon the current scholars of the history of the peasantry and its
conflicts.

*® SHANIN, T. "Defining Peasants: Conceptualisation and De-conceptualisations, Old and
New in a Marxist Debate". Peasant Studies. vol. 8, n. 4, 1979, pp. 38-60.

*» BLOCH, M. Les caracteres originaux de ’histoire rurale francaise. Paris: A. Colin,
1952 ; LEFEBVRE, G.. La Révolution Francaise. Paris : Presses universitaires de France,
1951 ; DUBY, G.. L’économie rurale et la vie des campagnes dans |’Occident médiéval.
Paris, Aubier, 1962.
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It is also possible to ascertain, in the works gathered here, how the
old dichotomies regarding the peasantry (pre-political versus political,
modern versus primitive) can be overcome. There is also a need for a more
open and plural interpretation, less sociological than the characterizations of
B. Moore and T. Skocpol in political science that were so successful in their
day. An interpretation that pays closer attention to historical change in a
world where change is more common than during the postwar and Cold War
eras is therefore necessary. Moreover, after post modernism and the
linguistic turn in historiography, a return to the material and the social is as
appreciated as it is necessary. It is essential that we bring in, syncretically
but eclectically, the methodological and theoretical innovations that have
been produced, tested and incorporated in recent decades. It remains the
case that using the definition of the peasant without succumbing to
ahistorical essentialisms and at the same time being able to incorporate their
internal diversity and the multiple local realities (sometimes even within the
same country) nevertheless continues to be a challenge.

The eagerness to continue such critical research on the peasantry had
been clear since the fall of 2013 when the Histagra research group discussed
its call for papers that resulted in this issue of Workers of the World. We
decided to suggest a number of principal themes or lines of research that the
authors could consider as a guide to formalize their proposals. Starting off
from an inclusive and global perspective, the six main themes of the issue
would be the following:

- Theoretical, methodological and historiographical reflections
on the peasant (with all his/her heterogeneity) as a historical subject.

- The conflict between the environmental and the productive.
The control and management of productive resources at the heart of the
conflict (fiscal, environmental, productive, etc.) in rural areas.

- Ownership, possession and struggle for land, paying
particular attention to common peoples.

- The juxtaposition of rural and urban identity, and their
multiple forms of expression (in cultural, social or technological contexts).

- The role of peasant societies in the shaping and
transformation of the major contemporary political systems and ideologies:
liberalism; fascism; socialism; democracy.

- Emigration and conflicts over land.
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The time has now come for a brief critical assessment of the
responses we received in regard to our proposal to reinterpret rural conflicts
in the contemporary world. We begin with a presentation of what the readers
will find in this monograph, and we will leave the synthetic diagnosis of the
combined contributions to the end. It should be obvious that, among the six
themes we mentioned, there are numerous points of contact or, in other
words, most of the dozen articles that were chosen may, without much
difficulty, be ascribed to two or three of the suggested thematic blocks. We
will move from the themes with the least response to the ones with the
greatest.

As was somewhat predictable, the texts built around a
theoretical/methodological reflection are a minority, which is not to say that
the other contributions do not include valuable observations on this topic.
Only the piece by Eric Vanhaute: “Globalizing local struggles — Localizing
global struggles. Peasant movements from local to global platforms and
back again” takes on this perspective, by comparing a current peasant
movement (La Via Campesina), and its practices of resistance, with
examples from the past, while presenting the current peasant movements as
proactive towards the future, and not simply as a defensive response to
threats such as environmental degradation and risks as well as the role of
multinationals in the control of production and of agricultural markets at a
global level. The theoretical debate between the environmentalists and the
institutionalists also has a very important place in David Soto's text
“Community, institutions and environment in conflicts over common lands
in Galicia, NW Spain (18th - 20th centuries)”.

The conflict of identities (rural and urban) did not attract much
attention from the contributions incorporated into this number either.
Peasant identities seep into every text, historically manifesting themselves
in a number of different ways, depending on the discourse of the various
social groups that make up the peasantry as they define, construct and
reshape the context of the political conflicts related to the demand for or
access to land. But they almost always appear as an ingredient (almost
naturalized) of what is explained and not as an object of study in itself.

In this regard, we would like to draw attention to the text of
Domenico Perrotta and Devi Saccheto “Migrant farmworkers in Southern
Italy: ghettoes, caporalato and collective action”, that explores the working
conditions of illegal immigrants from Africa (North Africans and sub-
Saharan Africans) in the agro-industrial crop farms in southern Italy from a
methodological perspective that is halfway between sociology and
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anthropology. Their work shows how new social and work identities are
created in a rural world replete with acute productive and territorial
transformations. Simultaneously, previous labour and social identities from
the old system of large land-holdings, such as the caporali or gangmasters
(which functioned as intermediaries between illegal workers and
agricultural employers), were reactivated in the "new" stage of capitalist
industrial agriculture. Moreover, this article aims to examine the relations
between migration and new forms of conflict.

If there is a "classic" theme in agrarian historiography (from the
French Revolution to the Landless Workers' Movement) it is the matter of
the access to land by different groups of the peasantry of rural societies,
usually highly stratified. Processes such as the vindication of the access of
peasants to the exploitation of natural resources, the protection of the
common lands and the aim of becoming individual owners have almost
always unfolded against the background of social and political conflicts that
were explicit, latent, and long-term, with peaks of intensity associated with
certain historical conjunctures. Several of the articles in this issue can be
inserted into this thematic line: it is the case with the works of Carlos
Humberto Durand Alcantara “Hegemony, agrarian problem and Indian
peoples in Mexico (A legal perspective)” and Noemi Girbal-Blacha “Land
conflicts in Formosa. Argentina (1884-1958)”. The contributions of
Massimo Asta and Niccoldo Mignemi, discussed later in this introduction,
may also be included in this theme.

Durand Alcantara examines the historical process of the
establishment of agrarian property in Mexico and its relation to the Mexican
Revolution and to the intervention of the indigenous peoples as well as the
United States. From a legal perspective, the author contrasts the myth of
agrarian reform, the totem of the post-revolutionary ejido (communal land),
with a detailed study of this historical process that is the key to
understanding the creation of contemporary Mexican identity. The text by
Girbal-Blancha is a good example of the relationship between the two
historical processes: the colonization and shaping of the land in South
America, taking as an example the case of the province of Formosa (in
north-eastern Argentina) and exploring the social unrest arising from this
process.

The articles of Massimo Asta “Between “resistance” to the war and
social conflict. Revolts and “peasant republics” in southern Italy, 1943-
1945” and Niccolo Mignemi “Peasant cooperatives and land occupations in
the Sicilian latifundium (1944-1950)” look into very similar geographic
areas and agrarian systems (southern mainland Italy and Sicily) with a
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certain chronological (and historical) proximity. Asta analyzes the events
that occurred after the liberation of southern Italy from the Nazi occupation.
The emergence of "peasant republics”, their claim for immediate access and
ownership of the land in a very specific historical moment, and the different
discourses (and ways of thinking) in relation to land occupations actually
put peasant communities in conflict with left-wing political organizations.
Meanwhile, Mignemi also addresses land claims in post-war Sicily,
explaining the (partial) distribution of the land of large estates among
agricultural workers and small subsistence farmers. In the social conflict
around the demands for access to land by the aforementioned groups, he
highlights the role played by agricultural cooperatives and their
multifunctional nature. Both texts fit not only in the aforementioned
thematic lines, but also in a unique and very complex political process: the
political and social reconstruction of Italy after the defeat of fascism.

The texts by Mignemi and Asta are not the only ones that may be
paired up. The contributions by Cristian Ferrer “Popular empowerment,
peasant struggles and political change: Southern Catalonia under late
Francoism (1968-1976)” and Maria Candelaria Fuentes Navarro “The
Spanish Communist Party and the Andalusian countryside. Rural
mobilization and social empowerment (1956-1979)” address a common
time period: the last years of Francoism and the transition to democracy and,
above all, they do so from a detailed perspective within the context of
current Spanish historiography on the rural world in this period. Ferrer
studies an example of fiscal conflict in southern Catalonia as a mechanism
for the social and political articulation of the anti-Franco opposition in a
rural area, integrating the values and forms of protest characteristic of the
peasantry. This perspective of social mobilization from below is also present
(at least partially) in the article by Candelaria Fuentes Navarro, who
illustrates the success of the Communist Party of Spain (PCE) in the anti-
Franco agrarian mobilization in Andalusia, understanding all the protests as
a process of education in democratization.

Finally, we feature three texts that revolve around different
manifestations of rural unrest, though in very different historical contexts.
Picking up the thread of fiscal unrest, the work of Héctor J. Martinez
Covaleda, “Peasants and the revolution of 1781 in the viceroyalty of New
Granada (Colombia)” studies peasant revolts of an anti-fiscal nature,
undertaking a critical analysis of them and presenting a new multi-causal
interpretation, more attentive to the importance of "popular" elements. This
text, in addition to the contribution of David Soto, is one that clearly shows
the chronology of a conflict that occurred before the twentieth century.
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Edouard Lynch, in “The fight against multiple professional land holdings: a
new agrarian issue during France’s “silent revolution” (1950-1970)”
analyses the effects caused by the process of accelerated agrarian
modernization in the French rural world during the post-war period of 1950-
1980. The author discusses the forms of protest in the French rural world
and the interaction between the discontents of the farmers with that of other
social groups. The contribution of Pedro Gabriel Silva “Political opportunity
and collective mobilization in post-revolutionary Portugal — the case of a
socio-environmental conflict in the Portuguese inland (1974-1980)” studies,
with the conceptual tools of the theory of collective action and social
mobilization, the socio-environmental conflict caused by the exploitation of
an open pit mine in the Portuguese town of Gaia, in a very particular
sociopolitical context, that of the years of upheaval and reorganization of the
political and institutional spheres that followed the Portuguese Revolution
of 1974. Together with an anthropological perspective, which in turn leads
to constant reconstruction of the identities in the transforming rural
communities, the author also addresses factors such as memory and
perception. This text and the one by David Soto are the articles that clearly
incorporate an environmental perspective into this issue.

A quick look at the texts as a whole brings up a series of questions
that illustrate some of the possible weaknesses of this special issue. Even
though this was not the wish of the editors, we found ourselves with an issue
much more Eurocentric than we wanted. Putting aside the introduction for a
while, this monograph has twelve articles, of which at least 8 (or 66%) focus
on the examination of European case studies, with an absolute
predominance of what we might call Mediterranean (Western, specifically)
Europe: three contributions on South Italy; three others look into various
“regional” examples in Spain; one article on Portugal and another on
France. There are no contributions on Eastern or Central Europe,
Scandinavia or Great Britain. Three other items were on Latin America
(Colombia, Argentina and Mexico), representing 25% of the articles. We
received no articles that had Asia or Africa as their object of study, even
though these are continents where the peasantry is, to date, the majority of
the population, both in absolute terms (as a workforce) and in terms of
analysis, the active population as the peasantry in these continents was, as
stated above, central to the theoretical and methodological renewal of
history and social sciences over the past half century in terms of the
approach to the rural world as an object of study.

Moreover, the chronological concentration of the pieces is
noteworthy. Few assumed a historical study with a wide time frame, only
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the articles by David Soto and, to a lesser extent, Noemi Girbal. By contrast,
half of the work is restricted to a very specific stage, the long post-World
War 1II period that for the purposes of this dossier begins in 1943 (if we start
from the Mezzogiorno) to 1980 (ending with the "wave of democratization"
that engulfed the countries of the Iberian Peninsula). We might even make
more restrictive chronological groupings in the articles of this edition: the
period immediately after the war and the transitions from dictatorship to
democracy in the 1970s. As has been previously mentioned in this
introduction, many of our studies are still children of a post-war period and
modernity that we have yet to explain and understand, in order to
comprehend ourselves better.

In any case, the twentieth century acts as a chronological marker for
the majority of the articles, with exceptional approaches to the chronological
borders of the contemporary stage, whether it be from the bottom (the end
of the eighteenth century) or from the top, as is the case with the
contributions which are related to the present. Our invitation, despite the
“contemporary” priority we wanted to give in this monograph, for works
focused on the rural conflicts in the Old World or in the Middle Ages,
continuously re-examined and interpreted by the Agrarian history of the
present, did not have the resonance we thought it deserved.

Finally, we found that, among all the articles we received, some very
important themes were missing: none of the proposals we received
attempted to examine rural conflicts from a gender studies perspective. No
attention was paid to another of the agents of social and cultural
transformation, one that is most characteristic of the rural world: youth.
Indigenous people were largely ignored (with some exceptions), as well as
their relation to the environment and to agricultural practices. We also noted
the absence of a closer approach to the urban-rural interaction and to the
“market” (in a broad sense) as the point of interconnection — often of
conflict — between producers, consumers and intermediaries. Lastly, it is
surprising that with the current agenda so full of questions regarding the
environmental viability of the planet in the medium term, the relation
between this and food production, the use of finite natural resources and
land management — all themes in which the rural world will play a
determinant role — were barely present in the proposals we received.

In any case, the distance between the proposal made at the time by
the editors of this special issue of Workers of the World and the specific
contributions received may be associated with a wide range of factors: the
novelty factor of the journal itself; the type of academic circles where it is
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better known (most likely among Europeans); the fact that the labour
movement and urban workers have, so far, been the primary object of study,
especially in comparison with other types of workers (rural) more
heterogeneous and difficult to characterize; and the historiographical impact
of the conflicts throughout the twentieth century compared to other
historical periods, etc.
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Hegemony, the agrarian problem and indigenous peoples in
Mexico: a legal perspective

Carlos Humberto Durand Alcantara

F rame of reference

The basic framework of the agrarian question in modern Mexico has been
molded by the hegemony of underlying capitalist social and property
relationships. Yet one of the complex problems that Mexican agrarianism
and its juridical expression in Article 27 of the Constitution created is a
chauvinist vision of the capitalist nation state. Ideas about the state and the
nation were conceived through diverse myths that entered “in the brain of
generations of scholars of agrarian law”', as well as the interpretations of
certain ideologists in history, sociology, politics, and even the humanities,
attributing to Mexican agrarianism the rise of a “national identity” and
agrarian law as a vindicator of poor people. This is expressed in the
common idea that “The Mexican Revolution gave birth to agrarian justice”.

In this article, while I use the agrarian question as a descriptive
category, I also consider that it has undergone important changes in the
context of globalization and the contradictions of neoliberalism. This is due
to the concatenation of processes existing in the social relations of
production and property in agriculture, which, among other aspects,
expresses the intense and avid reproduction of capital by big oligopolies
influenced by financial capital. These social, economic and political
processes that should be framed in the context of a permanent crisis include:
the growth of the agricultural industry and manufacturing production, the
expansion of the urban into rural areas and the social associations of the
rural with the urban, rural depopulation, the diversification of production,
the increase of transnational capital and the complex experiences of
indigenous peoples and peasant economies.

' One of these notions was that agrarian law was “fundamentally social” when in fact we
should ask who applied it and for what ends.
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The meaning of the agrarian question, particularly in Mexico, may
be explained by Foucaultian® thought through the phenomenon of power in
which the submission of individuals is reified’ by the existence of a whole”
which in this case is the very Mexican nation in its current neoliberal
version. This phenomenon is evident throughout the history of Mexico with
precedents originating in the pre-Hispanic period as Paul Kirchhoff

. . . . 4
explained in his concept of “Mesoamerica”.

Yet as Phil Weigand Moore states in regard to the distorted use of
Kirchoff’s model by the Mexican state:

...Paul Kirchhoff, Julian Steward’s aid, developed a
culturist model, underlaid by a Marxist, multilinear evolutionary
approach that states the hypothesis of Mesoamerica as a highly
cultured civilizational complex that would later be converted
into a centralist national identity and ideology, by the agencies
of the post-revolutionary Mexican state. That is why the notion
of Mesoamerica is the stumbling block such as it is stated by the
Nationalist ideology of the PRI and the National Institute of
Anthropology and History. This also has other theoretical
implications. One of them is the profound questioning of the
framework, such as the one proposed by Paul Kirchhoff, in
order to delimit the boundaries of Mesoamerica. This approach,
when it was retaken by centralist policies as an irreducible
theoretical monolith, became the rudest dogmatization...whose
effects are felt more than fifty years after. By excluding the
higher pre-Hispanic region from Mesoamerican [conceptual]
borders, there was a fetishizing and mystification process of
Mesoamerica — the splendor of ancient Mexico — that perfectly
meets the public target values of the policies of an extreme state
centralism, and not with the fundamentals of science.’

> FOUCAULT, Michel. Defender la Sociedad. México D.F.: 2006, pp. 58-59.

? We refer to the specific way of losing the consciousness of individuals. See HABERMAS
Jirguen. El discurso filosofico de la modernidad. Madrid: Katz Editors, 2008, p. 92.

* Mesoamérica. Mesoamérica. Sus limites geogrdficos, composicion étnica y caracteres
culturales. México, D.F.: UNAM, 1970.

> LOPEZ ELISEO et.al. Phil Weigand Moore. Reconocimiento Tenamaztle 2009 CU
Norte. Centro Universitario del Norte. Universidad de Guadalajara. 2010.
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Some ideologists — mainly intellectuals, artists and writers® — saw
revolutionary agrarianism as the source of self-identity, of “being Mexican”,
with a historical memory linked to the “culture of maize”’ that also
incorporated the indigenous past of Mexico, thereby vindicating the
supposed link of American societies with the land. In such a way, the
“nation” was basically limited to the establishment of a “retrospective”
history of the indigenous peoples of Mexico.

The agrarian question and indigenous peoples, some aspects.

The Mexican Revolution framed in an agricultural perspective the
repossession of the land as a reconstruction of what colonialism had
destroyed, that is, the Indian peoples and peasants of Mexican society,
which beyond the juridical discourse constitute the substratum of Mexican
agrarianism. The dominated people therefore would claim their lands and
resources. This is presented as the opposite of Western agrarian
conceptions, a contrario sensu within nineteenth century liberalism, which
was adapted to mean a “birthright to land”. In our opinion, this operated as a
kind of “mirage” that was disconnected from the realities of the dominated
classes and nuclei of the society. The human right to (land) property was
oriented as a wish more than as a task.

The indigenous peoples and peasants who participated in the
Revolution went beyond the pragmatic utilitarian sense of rural property,
since their agrarian demands did not only circumscribe to a type of “legal
formalism, a gracious concession or royalty of rulers”, to the ruled.
Indigenous peoples aimed to reconstruct and vindicate their own historical
origins which had been aggrieved for centuries. They not only attempted to
rehabilitate in the economic sense as a means to produce subsistence, but
also as a means to recover their cosmogonies in the face of those who had
usurped their lands.

% This critical, multiple, diverse and complex prospective of “Mexican nationalism” was
expressed, for example, in the murals of Diego Rivera, Jose Clemente Orozco and David
Alfaro Siqueiros, among others. In literature, we find it among Mariano Azuela, Narciso
Bassols, Juan Rulfo, Carlos Fuentes and Octavio Paz.

7 The work of Miguel Angel Asturias is no less important, intertwined in the conception of
magic would note the importance of the Indian cultures and Cosmo visions in the evolution
of modernity. His classical work, Hombres de Maiz (Men of Maize) from 1945, was
republished in Madrid in 2005 by Alianza Editorial. In this work, the author delimits the
sacralized sense of the earth and its resources for the peoples of America.
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The multiplicity of guerrilla movements by communities and peoples
against the haciendas,® due to the “construction of their own identity”, was
such a complex phenomenon that it even transcended the context from
which these movements arose, that is, from the territories they aimed to
liberate. As an example, let us always remember the indigenous opposition
to the General Headquarters of the Liberation Army of the South, by the
tlapanecos, mixtecos or nahuatl peoples, who opposed production for
export, such as silver in Taxco (in the state of Guerrero), or sugar cane in
Morelos, in Tlaxiaco and Oaxaca.” For them, the land (“the father and
mother of their transformation”) would provide maize, considered as their
main ally for the development of their endogenous livelihood. However, the
state that arose from the Revolution (and its accompanying Article 27 of the
Constitution) would actually foster capitalist development in agriculture
although apparently using the “peasant model” through agrarian reforms,
which we will later discuss.

Reconsidering Constitutional Article 27 from the framework of
hegemony

The socio-legal margins of the Mexican Constitutional Article 27
assumed that the state was the original owner of the land and its resources.
Once the Revolution was consummated, however, the capitalist class that
actually took over power of the land, and it was not the nation,'’ became the
dominant force and definer of the socioeconomic formation, controlling the
relations of property and production in the country and consequently its
natural resources.

Yet the emergence of the Mexican state, under the assumption of an
“independent political entity”, could hardly free it from the regional

¥ In this perspective the work of Adolfo Gilly, The Interrupted Revolution. México D.F.:
Ed. El Caballito, 1973 is fundamental. He analyzes “the other Revolution”, the one of the
indigenous peasants.

’ See WOMACK, John. Zapata y la Revolucion Mexicana. México D.F.: Siglo XXI, 1989.
' In political theory, the state is the instance that exercises power. In the Post-
Revolutionary Mexican case it was merely about the political party, (National
Revolutionary Party, NRP (in Spanish, PNR), later the Mexican Revolutionary Party MRP
(in Spanish, PRM) and from 1941 to the present day, the Institutional Revolutionary Party,
IRP, (in Spanish, PRI). In sociological terms, the fact that the first paragraph of Article 27
states that the Nation, that is, all Mexicans, are supposedly owners of the land evidently has
ideological features. Landownership in México and its historical process has been
controlled by the interests of the dominant classes, including originally Americans. See.
CORDOBA, Arnaldo. La ideologia de la Revolucién Mexicana. México, D.F.: Ed. Cultura
Popular, 1989; WOMACK, John. Zapata y la Revolucion Mexicana.. Op.Cit.; GILLY,
Adolfo. La Revolucion Interrumpida. Op.Cit.
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hegemony of the United States that still maintains control in the Latin
American subcontinent, establishing profound social contradictions. To
conceive of Mexico under the hypothesis of self-determination fits better as
ideological construction than a reality. This circumstance has in turn
acquired a certain relevance: for Brandenburg'' it was about the
“Revolutionary Family” that expressed itself through an alliance between
the victors of the Revolution and the interests of the United States that since
the Virreinato had demonstrated their expansionist zeal throughout Latin
America. The dominance of North American economic liberalism as a
paradigm was clearly expressed in the Virginia Declaration which
enshrined the right to private property,'” in the Monroe Doctrine, and
particularly for Mexico, in the McLane-Ocampo'> Treaty, which eventually
turned out to be different than what had been originally planned. Thus,
control of the Mexican state has become a complex phenomenon due to the
role that the political and economic interests of the United States have
played. In this light, we find that the advent of the Mexican state was rather
ambiguous because of the limits of its policies and the scope of decision-
making power exercised by its powerful neighbour to the north. This was
particularly the case in the biases, restrictions and contradictions of agrarian
reform.

The idea that the Mexican state has created and recreated its property
system through what appears to be a monolithic entity that controls its land
and resources is simply untrue since the country has faced serious
indebtedness problems, besides being practically “besieged” by North
American transnational interests that, while affected by “the other

"' BRANDENBURG, Frank Ralph. The making of modern Mexico. Englewood, N.J.:
Prentice Hall, 1964.

"2 This juridical formalism is based in Roman law, and its origin carries two complex
aspects: it was founded in imperialist and slave societies and its bases were established in
the plundering and looting of conquered peoples. From classical Marxism, this process
would be known as the Primitive Accumulation of Capital. See MARX, Carlos. Capital.
Meéxico, D.F.: FCE, 1969, Cap. XXIV. Private property in what is currently Mexico
originated in the Castilian law that was imposed upon the American colonies and
constituted the “legitimate basis” of New Spain’s property regime. In this sense, it is
necessary to point out that the modern version of this legal foundation emerged from
American Protestantism, becoming Common Law and later affecting all the liberal
constitutions of Latin America. See DURAND ALCANTARA, Carlos Humberto. EI
Derecho Agrario y el Problema Agrario de México. 2a ed. México: Porraa, 1999.

" While this Treaty was not applied, it planned the partial assignment of territorial
sovereignty at the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, with rights to passage as well as certain border
corridors on behalf of the USA. See COYRO, Ernesto Enriquez. Los Estados Unidos de
América frente al problema agrario de México. México D.F.: Facultad de Ciencias
Politicas y Sociales, Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexico, 1984.
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revolution” of the Zapatistas, has still managed to impose their hegemony.
Thus, the question arises: how could the Mexican state take charge of its
own territory when, in fact, future conditions and commitments with the
United States were being imposed one after the other?

Private property in the Mexican countryside from the perspective of the
hegemony of the United States

The vision of private property rooted in the North American
mentality in itself represents a process that would seem to oppose the
survival of the original peoples of America beyond the question of territorial
borders themselves. This is expressed in the contradiction between the great
centers of economic power and indigenous peoples in such a way that the
agrarian problem of Mexico shows, among other aspects, the historic fight
for the land, as well as the fact mentioned by Wright Mills'* of the existence
of a lurking enemy who sometimes appears under cover, but whose
development and growth patterns per se have been found to be ever-present
in the consolidation of Mexico as a country.

These patterns found their neoliberal transmission in the reforms of
January 6, 1992, promoted by Mexican president, Carlos Salinas, as well as
in the signing of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), and
more recently in the enforcement of the new Bucareli Treaty (2012) signed
by President Calderon’s administration as well as the latest adaptations
made by the current government to Article 27, which foresees, among other
aspects, the privatization of Mexican shores and the country’s oil resources.

While the historical context in which the hegemony of the United
States has evolved expresses the singularities of the capitalist paradigm, we
are also able to find specific aspects that are related to each particular set of
historical circumstances. Thus, Article 27 of the Constitution provides for
land-ownership relations, but has been adapted to facilitate the reproduction
of capital in different instances; today, this may be seen by the way capital
is reproduced at all costs under the guidelines of the policies of the United
States that have gained strength since the implementation of the Washington
Protocol.

" WRIGHT MILL, C. Escucha Yanqui. México D.F.: FCE, 1961. Wright Mills was
particularly referring fo American economic penetration in Cuba.
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From the agricultural discourse of the peasants to neoliberal capitalist
politics on the buying and selling of land.

Not only does the hegemony of the United States cut across the
agricultural history of Mexico, but it has also operated over the most
fundamental of all agricultural subjects in the country: the indigenous
peoples, who have been the great losers of the Mexican state, having been
denied and separated from their lands despite the circumstantial rights that
they possess over these and their resources as the original agricultural
producers. In this sense, the socio-historical right corresponding to these
peoples and their claims to these lands are unquestionable. The fundamental
relationship that exists between the native peoples and their habitat can be
found in classic writings such as the Chilam Balam de Chumayel or the
more widely known Popol Vuh, among several other works which speak of
the close bonds that the Mayan Indians kept with their lands.

Within the highly complex set of concepts that make up Article 27,
we may even “deconstruct”’’ the juridical concept regarding indigenous
peoples, given that the constitutional framework included them as
“agricultural communities” (based on the confirmation and entitlement the
Article has over land ownership).

Such a legal precept offered indigenous peoples the possibility to be
recognized as the rightful owners of the land through an administrative
procedure named The Agrarian Restitution, which was carried out by
federal authorities. Despite using this formula, they gained relatively little
recognition from the government and were henceforth identified as a “rural
population segment” that was seen as disperse and disconnected. They were
now without the possibility of consolidating an identity and a culture of
their own, for the government’s logic only allowed for the existence of
certain communities, a designation that did not include the indigenous
peoples. Not only that, the state also diverted the demands of the indigenous
peoples for the land by formulating other administrative procedures in order
to create what would later be known as ejidos (land farmed communally

13T refer to the classic sense of the concept created by Martin Heidegger and developed by
Jacques Derrida. The historical, metaphorical process through the years has dealt with the
“construction process of certain concepts”, in this case, the hypothesis of the agrarian
Indian individual based on factors that are far withdrawn from reality. This is where our
statement about deconstruction stems from. Under this idea, the reality of Indian peoples
has been “reduced” to the ideology of the state. In this respect, it is interesting to mention
the work of CULLER, Jonathan. On deconstruction: theory and criticism after
structuralism. Madrid: Ed, Catedra, 1984.
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under the direction of the state), a step which, far from being gratuitous,
relied heavily on the edifice of an agrarian capitalism that was already
casting its shadow over Mexico. This phenomenon, which has scarcely been
studied, reveals the problems inherent to hegemonic power in that it
alienated native peoples and drove them towards structures that were
unknown to them. That is how the “totem of the post-revolutionary,
contemporary ejido” came into being as a severe impediment to the multi-
cultural consolidation of rural populations.

The romantic idea of the ejido (conceived by the state) as a
projection of the Prehispanic Calpulli in modernity was actually conceived
as an element of capitalist government agricultural policy. The purposes of
ejidalizacion (the construction of ejidos) was the expanded reproduction of
capital, either by means of renting the land or because above the interests of
those who worked the land of the ejidos (both indigenous and non-
indigenous peoples) were the state, transnational enterprises and private
entrepreneurs.

Another myth surrounding the development of agriculture that needs
to be deconstructed concerns the juridical nature that private property holds
in Mexico. Private property held by individuals is conceived in an odd way.
Article 27 presupposes that there exists private property in the countryside,
yet such elements that could be conceived as private property were taken
over by the state, that is, the subsoil and its resources, waters, airspace,
forests and jungles, among others, that were submitted to control by the
prevailing capitalist hegemony. This “hybridization” of private property is
culturally opposed by indigenous peoples for whom such natural elements
are indivisible, that is, that there should be no such limitations, as it was
supposedly foreseen by Article 27.

Avatars of a failed process. An approach to the Mexican agrarian
question in post-modernity

National statistics have witnessed the long and winding road of the
agrarian question. The “booster” propaganda that for decades was part of
the official discourse has been significantly reduced by the serious problems
in the agricultural development of Mexico. This is seen, for example, in the
granting and expansion of ejidos on lands with no agricultural purpose
whatsoever, which is what happened during the distribution of lands in the
forests and jungles in south and southeast Mexico. Such policies had
negative environmental impacts such as the collapse of lake areas such as
Texcoco on the outskirts of Mexico City created by the construction of new
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ejido population centers during a drought which prohibited rural
development. Instead of tackling the agricultural problems of the latifundio,
a severe social situation took place when all the people who were given
lands in forests or jungles migrated. In fact, land distribution was limited:
incumbents received only about 2.5 hectares of bad quality lands and in
1992 (the year of President Carlos Salinas’s reforms) there was an
agricultural backwardness in which 100,000 certificates were linked to
conflicts of land ownership.

On the other hand, it is a surprising fact that the agricultural rights of
only 3,500,000 Mexicans, corresponding to 31,500 ejidos and indigenous
communities that were basically born during the mandate of President
Lazaro Cardenas in the 1930s, were recognized, and not always on good
quality lands. Marked by agricultural failures, millions of Mexicans
abandoned their lands to seek livelihoods elsewhere in the cities or outside
Mexico. 20 million Mexicans are currently living in the United States.
Actually the state itself affected the latifundio, which proved in certain
moments to be convenient for governments. That is how we consider the
adaptations and reforms that historically took place during the ruling periods
of Miguel Aleman (1946-1952), and in the neoliberal framework of Carlos
Salinas (1988-1994), Felipe Calderon (2006-2012) and currently that of
Enrique Pefia Nieto, which have expanded private property in agricultural
production in Mexico under the instructions of the Group of Eight and
NAFTA.'® From a socioeconomic prospective, these policies were designed
to construct a “minimum state” and include oligopolies in the national
economy, involving an intense rural privatization program'’ that has aimed
to concentrate capital in the agricultural sector.

' The NAFTA has produced awful results for Mexico during the time it has been applied
and the three decades of structural adjustment with its abrupt and unilateral trade
liberalization, and its severe reduction of the participation of the state in sectorial economic
development, phenomena linked with the profound asymmetries in technology,
productivity, natural resources and agricultural policies existing between Mexico and the
United States. SANCHEZ ALBARRAN, Armando. EI campo no aguanta mds. México:
UAMA, 2011.

"7 Against whatever could be implied in the ejido privatization, the number of ejidos did not
decrease, notwithstanding the market economic variable on which various spatial scopes of
its heritage were positioned, with the reform of Constitutional Article 27. On the contrary,
there were now 31,518 ejidos together with the communities. According to the INEGI
(National Institute of Geographical Statistics and Information) only 5% of the holders of
the ejidos fully sold. Another very revealing data concerning the social situation is the
qualitative aspect of ejido lands that are basically all fed by rainwater. See CONCHEIRO,
Luciano. et al. Privatizacion en el Mundo rural. UAM Xochimilco, 1998.
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It is worth mentioning that the traditional canons of Article 27 about
the limits concerning private property have suffered a rupture. Thus we
found that with the adjustments of the Salinas period, a sole owner can
possess up to 60,000 hectares of rangeland soils and the reform of the
current president simply ratified what previous governments had made
feasible years before through trusts of foreigners in coastal and border areas.
If it is a legal truth that the state distributed land in Mexico, there is also the
“objective truth” that there has never been fair land distribution in Mexico.
According to the 2007 census'*:

e the rural population in 2005 was 24.5 million

e 10.7 million worked in the rural sector

5.7 milion people were farmworkers

¢2.5 million people were labourers

0 164,000 were employees and workers

o3 million workers were not paid

3.7 million worked or used the ejido lands

o Of farm incomes, 44% belonged to non-agricultural sources
oEight out of ten producers lacked union organization

088% of families have at least one member living outside the
community

©97% of rural land is affected by environmental problems; in 60%,
the impacts are irreversible

eOnly 6 million hectares have irrigation; 10% of the lands have
severe salinity problems

068% of the cultivated land is dedicated to grains and oilseeds; 5.8%
for fruits; 3% for vegetables; and 22.3% for other crops.'”

' In 2012, the INEGI carried out the National Agricultural Survey that was based on a
sample of the thirty-three most representative crops of Mexican agricultural production,
which qualitatively delimits the projections of the agricultural census on which this essay is
based. The results of the survey were published in 2013. It is worth mentioning that
between the two aforementioned documents there are methodological differences due to
the fact that the cited survey was founded on a sample. That is the reason why the data
mentioned in this work mainly comes from the 2007 Census cited below.

¥ See INEGI. Censo Agricola, ganadero y forestal y Censo Ejidal. México, INEGI, 2007.
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At a macroeconomic level, the rural Gross Domestic Product (GDP)
constitutes only about 2.7 % of the total goods and services which are
produced in Mexico. This figure shows, among other aspects, that the
country is food dependent. At the same time, it is worth mentioning the
compulsive expulsion of great sectors of the rural population that after
almost eight decades of land distribution have left their homes. This is best
known as migration and the reasons may be found in the structural poverty
of millions of Mexicans.

Epilogue

In the current context of predatory capitalism, it is important to
explore if there are feasible alternatives for rural development in an
unquestionably dehumanizing and aggressive framework.

Oligopolies insist on maintaining structures that intensify rural
poverty and guarantee the expanded reproduction of capital. In a “neoliberal
fashion”, they name all their applications and projections as “sustainable”.
Thus, laws are sustainable, projects are sustainable, but are all the predatory
activities in the woods, jungles, aquifers, mines, tourist developments, and
agro-industry sustainable?

The power centers use an “ecological” discourse yet environmental
catastrophe permeates all neoliberal growth practices. Alejandro Toledo’s
opinion is that this is a organized strategy applied from the powers above
that on the one hand creates deep and irreparable ruptures in the
environment and on the other formalizes activities that will “compensate the
damage” of something that nature created thousands of years ago. This
discourse is used to propagate the “benefits of neoliberal development” to
civil society.® Hence, everything is coated with this new discourse of
sustainable development.

Concerning indigenous peoples in Mexico we consider it an urgent
task to interpret the meanings that indigenous rights should have in most of
the countries of the continent considering three principal objectives. First,
the ratification of Convention 169 of the International Labor Organization.
Second, approval of the Universal Declaration of the Rights of Indian

* TOLEDO OCAMPO, Alejandro. “Towards a political economy of biodiversity and of
communitarian ecological movements”. Chiapas Magazine. n. 6, México: UNAM - 1IIS,
2003.
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Peoples® of the United Nations (UN) (declared in September 2007) and,
finally, the reform of the state in Latin America with regard to indigenous
peoples’ rights, that is, the construction of new constitutional frameworks
based on the multiethnic and multicultural configuration of the nation state.

Notwithstanding the importance of Convention 169 and the
Declaration of Indian Peoples of the UN,** it would also be important to
study these documents in light of their structural differences, together with
the contributions of the Zapatista Army of National Liberation (EZLN) in
the Mexican context, for example the integrated management of resources by
indigenous peoples, as well as those scholars and activists who refer to self-
determination, autonomy and the concept of people(s).*®

Juridically, the Universal Declaration of the Rights of Indian Peoples
of the UN does not require compliance, since it is not a treaty, unlike

2! The Latin American countries which have ratified Convention 169 are: Argentina (2000),
Brasil (2002), Bolivia (1991), Colombia (1991), Costa Rica (1993), Ecuador (1998),
Honduras (1995), Guatemala (1996), México (1990), Paraguay (1993), Perti (1994),
Venezuela (2002). For effects of this work, it is important to mention that the minimum
standard of specific rights of indigenous peoples is synthetized in this Agreement originally
approved in 1989.

** The approval of the Declaration was preceded by the 60/1 resolution of the UN General
Assembly dated October 2005 that on paragraph I1-27 stipulates: “We reaffirm our
commitment to keep promoting human rights of the Indian peoples of the world, and
locally, domestically, regionally and internationally, even by means of the consultation and
collaboration with them and to submit, as soon as possible, for approval, a final draft of the
UN Declaration of Human Rights for Indian Peoples”. This declaration was approved on
September 13, 2007. Among the 192 countries represented at the UN, 143 adopted it;
eleven refrained and only four opposed (USA, Canada, Australia and New Zealand)
arguing its negative effects on territories and resources.

3 Zapatismo is not only a cultural conception, but also an ethnological and experiential one
that seeks to establish human claims concerning the land in an asymmetric context, where
hegemonic groups indiscriminately take over the habitat, making the interpretation of the
dialogue among humans and between humans and the land more complex. Beyond some
conceptions that conceive the Zapatista movement as a “rupture” we find it valid that they
make credible and feasible the cognitive practices of peoples who have been victimized by
colonialism. In this philosophical respect, the thought that the EZLN has developed
becomes important. Zapatismo as an ethnic background can be seen as a cultural tradition,
with its peculiar sense, originating from the Zapatistas, in search of the fair distribution of
the land and the return of the territories to the Indian peoples, something that could imply a
hopeful reference able to influence society so that it acknowledges its values and
“humanizes” the most disadvantaged social classes. The EZLN placed the problem of racial
autonomy, respect for the demands of their territories and natural resources, the defense of
their cultures and regulatory systems, in the international debate among other aspects that
transcended beyond these particular struggles, such as the establishment of dialogue and its
insertion in the political life of Mexico. Regarding this, we should not forget the
intervention of the EZLN at the Unity Congress of Mexico. Since the Mexican Revolution
there has not been another social movement that has had such political importance.
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Convention 169, that was ratified by the signatory states, thus requiring
them to respect its provisions. This aspect has gradually become a permanent
debate in each of the signatory countries that was provoked by the constant
activism of indigenous movements for enforcement of the Conventions’
provisions, which has in fact resulted in reforms and adjustments of national
legislation in some Latin American countries.

Despite the current limits of indigenous rights, we believe that the
rise of indigenous movements in the last three decades® has broken with the
traditional idea of a mono- ethnical state. We insist that the EZLN has
played a significant role in this development.

*The special rapporteur of the UN on the situation of human rights and fundamental
freedoms of Indian peoples, Rodolfo Stavenhagen, has sustained the importance of
approving the UN Declaration. See OLIVARES, Alonso Emir. “Stavenhagen exhorta al
Congreso a incluir el documento en la reforma del Estado”. La Jornada, octubre 13 de
2007.

* Beyond the “economistic” analyzes that identify the objectives of the demands of
indigenous movements as eminently socioeconomic, we also find a polychromy in its
expressions. In this respect, the classification of Daniel Cazes is interesting: “Productive
organizations that refer to the economic field. Organizations of cultural perspective and
human rights that refer to the struggles against inequality and discrimination based on
differences (genetics, ethics, sexual preferences, etc..) Social organizations that refer to the
scope of social rights and political citizenship rights”. See CAZES, Daniel. Creacién de
alternativas y poderes democrdticos. México, D.F.: UNAM, 2008.



Popular empowerment, peasant struggles and political
change: Southern Catalonia under late Francoism (1968-
1976)"

Cristian Ferrer Gonzalez

1 Rural opposition to Francoism

The peasantry has been often identified as a heterogeneous, conservative
and politically apathetic social group. Their demands have been considered
as pre-political, individualistic and millenarian. Moreover, it was assumed
that the peasantry was a group destined to disappear with the advance of
modernity. Recently, however, several studies have thoroughly reconsidered
and overcome these conceptions.” In the historiography of the Franco
regime, particularly surrounding the theme of political change, numerous
studies have correctly highlighted the key role of the popular classes in
explaining the end of the dictatorship: especially the industrial working
class, but also the role of neighbourhood movements, students, professionals
and intellectuals. Despite this trend, rural social agents and their interaction
with the regime and their role in its downfall have often been ignored. Only
recently, a few researchers have begun to pay attention to the dynamics of
conflict in rural Spain, highlighting its role as a democratizing force for
wider social sectors, a fact that resolutely infl