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KOMYHUCTUYKN MAHU®PECT V1 CEJbALIITBO XXI BEKA

Caxerak: IIpe 170 ropuna y Komynuciiuukom manugecitiy K. Mapkc n ©. Enresnc
JLaJIv Cy HEKOJIMKO IIPOTHO3a y morefy Oyayhux npomena apyurrsene crpykrype. Ilpema
jeHOj Off BVIX, CE/BALITBO je CAaMIM Jie/I0BarbeM 3aKOHA KaruTanusma 6mao ocybeno Ha
HecTajambe. Vako je of BpeMeHa y KojeM je 0BO IpeBubame n3pedeHo JOLuIo 0 061MHe
fearpapusanije y BEIMKOM JIe/ly CBETA, Kao I N0 MHJYCTPpUjaau3alyje Mo/bOIPUBPEIHE
IIPOM3BOMbE, CE/HAIITBO He CaMO ILITO HUje HecTalo Beh je y HeKuM 3eM/baMa JIOLIIO U
IO BETOBOT ITOBPATKa Ha APYIITBEHY cueHy. Objalimene 0OBUX IIPOTUBPEYHNX IIpolieca
HaJIasyIMO y TeOpMju pelle3aHTy3anyje (IIOHOBHOT IOCe/badeha) XOMaHCKOT COLMOIO-
ra J. JI. Ban pmep Ilnera (Ploeg). Victe npymTBeHe cijie Koje M3a3MBajy Helle3aHTHU3ALjY
(pascepaderse), a TO Cy MOfiepHM3aja, MHAYCTpUjaIu3aluja u rnobaansarmja, IpoBo-
LIVIPajy ¥ OTIIOP IO/bOIPUBPERHIKA U BUXOBY 60p0Oy 3a ayToHOMIUjy. Ta ce 60p6a ountyje
y IIOBPATKy Ce/baukuM obpaciyMa y 6aB/berby I0/bOIPUBPEIOM.

Kipyune pedn: fenesantusanyja, rodanmsaiuja, MHAYCTpUjaamusanuja mobonpus-
pene, Komynucitivuxu manugpecisi, MOfepHU3aLIja, pelle3aHTN3alIMja, Ce/BAIITBO.

Vpentudukanyja emeMeHara 13 KOjux ce IPYIITBO cACTOji (CacTaB), Kao 1 objalrtbe-
e pacropenia 1 Mehyco6HOT ofiHOCa TuX eneMeHara (CTPYKTypa), jenHu cy of Hajuenrhnx
L/beBa y COLMOMONIKMM UCTPaXXMBamyMa. VIcToBpeMeHO Tpeba IPUMETUTH A CY Ce ca-
CTaB JPYIITBA 1 JPYLITBEHA CTPYKTYPa PENOBHO IIPOyYaBa Kao JUHAMIYKe KaTeropuje,
Tj. y ®bUX0BOM pa3Bojy. Cacrap JpyLITBa je BP/IO IPOMEH/bMB: HEKM €IEMEHTU HECTajy,
HEKM HOBM Ce I10jaB/byjy. [IpylITBEHa CTPYKTYpa je 110 CBOM KapaKTepy joll MHAMUYIHIja,
npoMeHe y ogHOCMMa Mey eneMenTNMa fpymiTBa jou cy yeurthe u mspaxennje. OBo je
CIIy4aj M ca CacTaBOM U CTPYKTYPOM Koje IPOM3BOAM TOfe/a pafia y APYLITBY, a IITO ce
cMarpa jefHUM Off HajBXKHIjIX 00/INKa OBMX APYLITBEHNMX IojaBa. Kako cy ce Meman paf
1 TIOfIeNIa pajia, TaKo CY Ce Memasy ¥ CTPYKTYpPa M cacTaB JIpyLITBa.

Y oBOM ce pajiy 6aBMMO CyIOMHOM Ce/balliTBa, BEOMa CTAapOT PYIITBEHOT e/IeMeHTa
(croja, K7mace) 4nje ce MOCTOjarbe TeMe/bl YIIPABO Ha MO/ Pajia 1 Koju je 6110, Ha pasiu-
4yTe HauMHe, J1e0 CBYX II03HATHX MCTOPHjckuX dopmaiyja. OHO LITO OBJe IpeCTaB/ba
HaIll Tpo6/IeM jeCTe YMIbeHNUIIA [a Taj APYLUITBEHN CJI0j, YIPKOC TOME LITO MY je ,,CMPTHa
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npecyna” M3pedeHa joll IIpe CTOTUHY U ceflaMfieceT ropyHa y KomyHucitiuukom manudge-
ciiy (Marx & Engels, 1945), kao fia onbuja fa ,yMpe’, Tj. HeCTaHe U3 JPYLITBA U IIPecen
ce y ucropujy. Hamme, cynpoTHO 6pojHMM IIPOrHO3aMa, CE/bALITBO je U Aa/be IPUCYTHO:
Ha Ce/bavyKyl HAYMH, TaYHIje, Ha MaIMM HOCeArMa Koju ce o6pabyjy yrmaBHoM myTem mo-
poAuYIHE pafHE CHAre n KOjI/I HICY Y HOTIIYHOCTU MHTErpUCaHN Yy TPXKMIITE, JaHAC JKMBI
oxo Tpu munujapge pyau (Hilmi, 2013, p.75). Ce/paukn MOfeN paja U >KUBOTA YCIIeO je
Ja IPEeXXUBY TIeT BEKOBAa KallMTaAM3Ma, IBa BeKa MHAYCTpUjanusanyje u Tpyu JeleHunje
HeomubepanHe rmobamusanyuje (Vanhaute, 2010, str. 7). VicToBpeMeHO, IOjeANHI ay TOPU
(Ploeg, 2008) roBope 0 ,,ce/baKy ABafieceT I MIPBOT BeKa~ ¥ IOHOBHOj II0jaBU CE/bAIITBA
YaK ¥ y HajpasBUjeHUjuM U HajOOraTHjuM APYIITBUMA, y KojuMa ce oHo Beh gyro cma-
Tpajo fenom npouiocTu. Hamra Hamepa jecTe fa yTBPAMMO Ha Y€MY Cy Ce TeMe/buie
nporHose (Mapkcosa 1 Enrnecosa y KomyHucitiuukom manugeciiiy, anu u HeKe Ipyre) 0
HECTaHKY Ce/ballITBa, /I I, LITO je jOLI BaKHMje, a OTKPUjEMO KOjI APYLITBEHN YCIOBU
omoryhasajy ga ono nmak orncrase. IToxasahe ce, Hansrey mapajjoKcaaHo, Aa MCTU IPO-
L[eCH KOjy M3a31Bajy €pO3ujy Ce/balliTBa U CE/bauyKOT HaYMHA KMBOTA, YTUYY U Ha HErOB
OIICTaHaK 1 AEIVNMUYIHY O6HOBy.

IIporuosa u nogauu

Ca mmyHuM mpaBoOM MOXKe J1a M3IJIefia Yy/JHO YMEbeHNIIA fla HeKaJla Xubajle U Xubasie
HAIMCAHNUX CTPAHMIIA He OCTaBe TOTOBO HMKAKBOT TPara, 0K Ce MCTOBPEMEHO KEbIDKUIIA
Ofl CBera HEKOJIMKO JleCeTHHA CTPAHUIIA MTOKaXKe Ka0 M3BAaHPENHO 3HAa4ajHa 3a JAPYIIT-
BeHe HayKe U pymTBo yormrte. CTBap je joll YyZHUja YKOIUKO Taj KpaTaK CINC U He
IpeAcTaB/ba HeKakaB HaydyHU pafl, Beh Heky BpcTy mommruykor namdrera. HapasHo,
ped je o KomyHuciiuukom manugeciily, Koju je pBu nyT obja/beH 1848. rogune u quju
ce Hay4YHU M JAPYIITBEHM YTUIIAj TEHIKO MOXe mpereHnTy. [locToju Bullle KOmpuHOCaA
Komynuciniuuxoi manudecitia caBpeMeHoj counonoruju. Ha npumep, Ty ¢y yBUAM Koju
ce T4y cykoba Kao ApyumTBeHor ob/mka. Mapkcy un EHrency 6mio je caBplieHO jacHO
Jia CyKob yBeK 1Ma [iBe CTPaHe, [ja je yTeMe/beH y APYLITBEHOj CTPYKTYPH, 1a MOXKe OUTH
JIaTeHTaH ¥ MaHuQeCcTaH U Ja Cy pesylITaT cykoba CTPYKTypHe pYIITBEHe IIPOMEHe.
Takobe, fanammwy TeopeTnyapy robanusanmje, XTemu To fja PpU3Hajy WIN He, Takobe,
MHOTO JIyTYjy YIIPaBo HeKuM ofoMuyma KomyHuciiuuxol manugectiia, y KojuM je mpo-
Iec rmobanmsalje Iperno3Har, HajaB/beH 1 OIMCaH, JOAYIIe, 32 JaHAIIY COLMOIOTH]Y
He 6all yoOM4YajeHOM TEePMMHOMOTMjOM. YKOIMKO OMcMO ce ApxKamu Knacudukainuje
cxBarama rmobanusanyje kojy je gao [I. Xenn (Held, 2003), K. Mapkca u ®. Exrneca 61,
6e3 ycTpydaBama, Tpebaso CBpPCTaTH y XUIepraobaimcTe.

Hac ospe HajBuire nHTepecyje oHO mto KomyHuciiuuku manugecii uMa 1a HaM
Ka’Ke O IPYLITBEHOj CTPYKTYPU U IeHIUM IIPOMeHaMa, a YIPaBo Cy TH fiefioBNU (II0ceOHO
IPOTHO3e JaTe y WbuMa) 6unu yecto Kputrukosaun. Tako P. [Japenmopd, nokymasajyhu
fla OITOBOPM Ha MKTame 300r Yera Ha 3amajy Huje [OIIIO IO IPOeTepCKe PEeBONMyIIlje,
ykasyje (nsmeby ocranor) ympaso Ha onpeleHe mpoMeHe y IpyIITBEHOj CTPYKTYpH Koje
HIICY MIIJIe TOKOM KOjuM je npenBubao oBaj criuc K. Mapkca u @. Exrneca (Dahrendorf,
1959).

I pyra nporxosa 13 KomyHucitiuuxol manudeciiia y oriefly IpOMeHa y IPYLITBEHO]
CTPYKTYpM THHe Ce, Y YBOLY OBOT pajia Beh crioMeHnyTe, ,,cMpTHe ITpecysie” KOjy je Taj CIIIC
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uspekao cepanuma. JJo6po je mosnata unmenna ga K. Mapkc Huje rajuo cumiaTuje mpe-

Ma cepaiTBy. OH ra je CMaTpao ,,[...] K1acoM Koja y OKBUPY LUBUIN3ALINje IPECTaB/ba
BapBapCTBO’; BUJIEO T4 je KAO ,[...] He3rpaIHo /IyKas, MYIELUIKY HauBaH, Oy[aIacTo y3BI-
mIeH [...], reHMjamHO 6eCMUC/IEH aHAXPOHNM3aM, HepelnB Xujepornud 3a pasyM L{UBIUIN-

soBaHux’ (Marx, 1949, str. 69).

He 6mucmo 6umn mourrenn npema K. Mapkey u koayropy Komynuciiuukoi manu-
gecitia ®. EHrency yKommko OMCMO TBPAMIN Ja je IJMXOBO IIPOTHO3Mpame HeCTaHKa
ce/ballITBa Kao e/IeMEeHTa IPYIITBa O1/I0 3aCHOBAaHO Ha aHTUIIATHjaMa J1/ /1Y Ha YU HeHUIN
Ia cy o6ojuia 6umy rpaficKu /by, 6e3 MHOTO JOAMpa ca CelioM U nojponpuspegoM. Ha-
IIPOTHUB, OHU Cy CBOj CTaB TeMe/bIINM Ha OfroBapajyhem pasymeBamy (yHKUMOHMCAbA
3aKOHA KallMTAIUCTUYKe eKoHommje. IIpeMa HUXOBOM MUIUbEHY, KaIMTATMCTHYKA
€KOHOMUja HeM306eKHO BOMY KOHLIEHTPHUCAbY CBOjJHE Yy MajlloM Opojy PyKy, OHOCHO Ha
jemHOM IpYIITBEHOM IIOJY, JOK he ce Ha ApyroM Iony Hy)KHO Hahy OHM Koju IOCenmyjy
CaMo COIICTBEHY PaJHy CHAry. Y IPYIITBEHOM CMUCTY, TO 3HAUM HECTAHAK CBUX CPeIbIX
cnojeBa, Meby Koje crragajy 1 ce/baliy Kao CUTHM COICTBEHNUIIM M BUXOBO ,IlIpeTamame”
y Oyp>xoasujy u mponerapujat. leo ce/paka he ce searpapusosatu u npehn y rpanose,
nok he geo 6uty audepeHnVpaH Ha [Be OCHOBHE K/Iace y caMoj mojporpuspenn. EBo Tux
OflJIOMaKa:

»Lle/10 ApYLITBO Ce CBe BUIlE U BHINE IIellA HA [{BA BeJMKA HeIpujaTe/bcka Tabo-
pa, Ha [[Be BeNNKe KjIace KOje CTOje HEIOCPENHO jefHa IpeMa Apyroj: 6ypskoasujy u
mposnerapujat [...]. Byp>xoasuja je ceno morunHmIa rocnofcTBy rpaga. OHa je crBopuiIa
OrpOMHe I'pafioBe, OHa je cuHo yBehaa 6poj rpafickor CTaHOBHMIITBA IIPeMa CE0CKOM 1
TAaKO 3HATAH [e0 CTAHOBHMIITBA OTe/Ia Off MAMOTU3MA XXMBOTA Ha ceny [...]. locagammu
CUTHIU CPelIbU CTaleXM, CUTHU MHAYCTPMjalLM, TPTOBLYM M PEHTUjepH, 3aHATIMje U
ce/ballM, CBe Te KJIace CPO3aBajy ce y IposieTapujat, e/IoM TUME IUTO HUXOB KalUTajl
HIIje I0BO/baH 3a BoDhere KpyIHe MHAYCTpUje, Te MOAIeKe KOHKypeHLuju Behux kamnm-
TAJINCTA, [EIOM TUMe IITO FJXOBA YMEIIHOCT M3TyOM BPEFHOCT yC/Ie[ HOBUX HadMHA
npousBopme [...].7 (Marx & Engels, 1945, str. 32, 36, 40)

»Cynporaoct usmely 6ypskoasuje u nponerapujara Bopuhe mobegHNIKOj Iporte-
TEPCKOj peBOMyLujI, unje he ce Heke Off MPBUX Mepa TULATI YIIPABO 3eM/bUIIHE CBOjUHE
U 3eM/bOpaJitbe: IPBO, 3eM/bUIIHA CBOjiHA O1he eKcrponpucaHa, a peHTa ynorpe6/beHa
Ha Jp)KaBHe M3JIATKe; APYro, y seM/bopafmu he 6urm crBopeHe apmuje papa; tpehe,
yjemvHuhe ce sem/popanma U MHAYCTpHja, TO he YyTULIATM HA MOCTEIEHO OTK/Iambame
pasnuka usmeby cema u rpaga” (Marx & Engels, 1945, str. 53). Taxo he, y Busuju Mapkca
u Enrneca, nsrnenaru cset 6yayhHoctu 6es cepaka.

Ose je craBose K. Mapkc motBppuo y mpsom romy Kaiiuifiana, mpBu iyt o6jaBbeHOM
1867, meBeTHaeCT roJyHa HAaKOH Komyﬂucmumcoi Maﬁugﬁecu_,ta:

»{lefoBabe KPyIHe MHAYCTPHje Y 00/IacTy MO/bOIIPUBPENie YTOMMKO je HajpeBOly-
LJIOHApHNje IITO OHA PyLIM CTYy0 CTApOr APYINTBA, 'Ce/baKa’, CTaB/bajyhu Ha BETOBO Me-
CTO HajaMHOT pafHuKa. Tako ce morpebe 3a [PYIITBEHNM IPEBPATOM 1 CYIPOTHOCTY Ha
celty M3jeHadyjy ca oHuMa y rpany. (Marx, 1977, str. 445)

C 00631poM Ha uMIEHMIY fla 32 MapKCOBOI >KMBOTa Ce/bAIITBO HIje HECTalo,
[OK Cy Y UCTO BpeMe aIeTUTHU CTpaHAKa Koje Cy Omle MHCIMpPUCAaHe BeoMa IOPACIIN,
CTBOPEHO je TAKO3BAHO ,,Ce/bAUKO MUTaAe , OZHOCHO AMjIeMa KaKBy HOMUTUKY IapTuja
nposeTepa Tpeba Jja BOAM IpeMa Ce/ballTBY, IIpe M MOC/Ie 0CBajarba BIACTU. YKPAaTKo,
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Ce/ballITBO Ce I0jaBU/I0 KaO HY)KaH IapTHEP pafHMYKe K/Iace y 3aJaTKy OCBajarba Bjla-
CTH, TIAPTHepP Kojer 61 Ioc/e ycIlelliHe KOMYHUCTIYKe peBonynuje Tpedano ybenuru
na ¢popmupa saapyre (Sljuki¢ & Sljuki¢, 2012; Sljuki¢ & Jankovi¢, 2015). Cymruncku
r7emaHo, MebyTMM, rnepuite u3 KomyHucitiuukol MaHugﬁecma K. Mapxc u ®. Enrenc
HUKaJla HUCY IIPOMEHMIN: CaMMM JieJIoBambeM 3aKOHa eKOHOMMje, OHO je ocyheHO Ha
HecTajarme, Te MM 3aTO Tpeba CTaBUTH [0 3HAIaA 1A HUXOBU MM, IPUBATHU TIOCEM,
HeMajy 6ynyhHoCT.

Mapxkcosu crnefbenntu B. V. Vipanos Jlesun n K. Kaynkn (Kautsky), mako cy y
HOJIMTUYKOj apeHN OV JbY TH IIPOTUBHUIIY, 110 IIUTAlby CYOMHE Ce/ballTBa IIPATU/IN CY
CBOra yumuresba. Tako JlewuH y CBOM 1O3HATOM feny Passuitiak kanuiianusma y Pycuju
KOHCTaTYyje la PasBUTAK KallMTa/IM3Ma Ha PYCKMM IIPOCTOPMMa BOJAYU HECTAHKY CTapOL,
HaTpMjaXa/THOT Ce/bAIlTBA ) II0jaB) HOBUX CTAHOBHMKA y pypamHuM obnactuma. T HOBU
Ce/baHU, 3allPaBO, OTENOTBOPYjY HOBM, KaUTAAMCTUYKY HAYMH IPOU3BONIE Ha CEIly.
ITocroju TeHmeHIMja Ka KOHLEHTPALMj/ 3€M/bUIIIHE CBOjMHE, IITO BOJY PaciojaBamy ce-
OCKOT CTAaHOBHUIITBA Ha OyprK0oasujy U MpojIeTapujaT, y CTBApH, Ha MCTE OHe KIace Koje
IOCTOje Y MHAYCTpuju, y rpagy (Lenin, 1958). K. Kaynxwu, umju ce jefaH off ImaBHUX pajio-
Ba yIpaBo ¥ Hasuba AipapHo duifiarbe ¥ KOji je MIcao 0 0COOeHOCTIMA TI0/hOIIpUBpeTe
Y OOHOCY Ha MHIYCTUPU)Y, BPJIO MIPELIM3HO OINCYje IITa 9eKa cebaKa KOji Ce y IOTIIy-
HOCTM YK/bY4H Y TP>KUIIHY IIPMBPEAY U KaKaB MOpa OMTU Kpajiby UCXOJ, TAKBOT CTamba
(mporeca):

»AKO YIIODHO OCTaje IPU CTapOM, O/bOIPUBPEHNUKY IIPETU CUTYPHA IIPOIACT; OH
MOpa HENPEKUIHO Ja IpPaTy PasBOj TEXHUKE, CBOje Ta3AMHCTBO MOPA HENPEKUIHO fIa
npuarohasa HoBUM ycioBuMa |[...]. Taj cTamHm BpT/IOT Byde Ha JTHO CBaKOT KO HeMa BaH-
pente cpehe 1 BaupenHe 6e3063MPHOCTI, KO HeMa BaHpeIHe OCTOBHE MHTETUTeHIIje
WM BAaHPEJHMUX HOBYAHUX CPeCcTaBa. VI Tako peBOomyLMOHNCabe IO/bOIIPUBPE/E 3a CBA-
KOT Of IbJMX 3Ha4M IOYEeTaK AMBJbe XajKe Y KOjoj ra HEMMTIOCPAHO TOHE M TOHE [OK ce
WCLIPIIEH He CPYLIM — Ca M3y3eTKOM HeKOMMLMHe 6pyTanHux cpehHuka Kojuma 1onasu
3a PYKOM Jla Ce Ha JIelleBMMa MOJJIEIINX Y3OUTHY Y PefoBe TOHMYA — KPYIIHMX KaIluTa-
mucra.” (Kautsky, 1953, str. 284)

Y [Ipyroj monoBMHM IPOHIIOT BeKa, MapKCUCTM Cy HAcTaBWIM Ja IOAPKaBajy
Te3y 0 HY)XHOM HecTaHKy ce/baurtsa. [TosHaru ucropuyap E. Xo6cbaym (Hobsbawm)
KOHCTaTYje [la je TAYHO [ja je CE/balllTBO, YIIPKOC IIPOrHO3aMa Mapkca 1 MapKCcHUCTa, Ha-
CTaBIJIO JIa ITOCTOjU U YaK OpojIaHO JOMMHIUPA JYOOKO y IBafleCeTOM BeKy. Vmak, cMa-
Tpa OH, Apyra IOJIOBMHA JBaJileCeTOr BeKa jecTe BpeMe ,CMpTH ce/bamta’. HaBogehn
HOfaTKe O M3BaHpegHO Op30j Aearpapmsanuju y 6pojHuM penoBuma cBera (CeBepHO]
Awmepuuy, Esponn, JlatuHckoj AMepuun, Adpuny, Janany), Xo6cbayM sakbydyje fa cy
IIPEOCTajIa CaMo TPU fie/la CBETA Y KOjUMa arpapHO CTAHOBHUIITBO C€/ba4KOT TUIIA YMHI
BehyHy: cybcaxapcka Adpuka, jy>)KHa ¥ KOHTMHEHTa/lHa jyroucToyHa Asmja u KnHa.
[TpemMpaa CTAaHOBHMINTBO TUX IOZIpyYja YMHMU IOJIOBUHY YKYIIHE CBETCKe HOIy/aluje,
€KOHOMCKM Pa3Boj ¥ TaMO 6p30 ypyluaBa ce/baliTBo. JJpyruM pedrma, OHO HUIZe HeMa
6ynyhunoctu (Hobsbawm, 1994).

Hucy camo MapKcuCTy T KOju IIOfpyKaBajy TBPAbY O pacTakamwy ce/baiitia. O ,,Kpajy
ce/pamITBa’ y 3aragHoj EBpor, kojeM cBegounMo HakoH 1950. rofuHe, ILCAO je ¥ ITO3HATH
¢paunmyckn pypanuu coruonor A. Menapa (Mendras). Ipagehn moce6uy Teopujy o cepa-
WTBY, MeHapa TBpAM Ia Cy ce/bavyka APYIUTBA HAcTa/la Y MOMEHTY pasfiBajarba arpapHOr
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APYLITBA HA Ce/bAYKO U IT06JTHO,> KOje Hajl OBUM IIpBUM JomyHupa. OBo ce y EBporn fjo-
ropuio oko 1000. rogyae nocrne Xpucra. JleceT BeKoBa KacHUje, NeTOBABHEM UH/TYyCTPUjCKOT
APYLITBA KOET3JCTEHIIMja Ce/badKor U ITIOOATHOT HecTaje M CBaKa ayTOHOMMja Ce/bauKMX
mpyurrasa ce ry6u. OBo moraba 1 caMo IocTojarba ce/baka Kao MoceOHOT APYIITBEHOT C/Ioja:

»Ce/bak ce IIpeTBapa y MO/BOIPIUBPENHIKA, IO/bOIPUBPEIHOT IpoK3Bohada Koju je
MCTOBPEMEHO ‘TIOY3€THUK I ‘PajjHUK , BIACHUK CPEeJiCTaBa 33 IIPOM3BOJbY, A/l KOju
He Kopuctu wiaheny pagHy cHary, win je xopucti Mano. CepaHuH, momyt rpahaHnHa,
II0CTaje IOTPOIIAY, 3aTO IITO M OH KyIIyje CBOj KPyX, y 4eMy BUAUMO Kpajibu U3-
pas opbanmBama ce/pauke Tpagumuje [...] Kpaj cerpaxa [...] o3HawaBa Kpaj jegHor Tmma
tucyhyrogummer apyurrea” (Mendras, 1986, str. 29-30)

Kao mto MokeMo BUJeTH! U3 OBOT I[UTATA, 38 Pa3/NNKY Off MapKCcHCcTa, MeH/ipa He Tro-
BOpM 0 IudepeHnnpamy ce/baka Ha Oy p)Koasujy 11 IpoJieTapijart, Hero o TpaHChOopMaLju
ce/baKa y MOJ/BONPUBPESHIKA, MHTETPUCAHOr Y MOfiepHO apyiuTo. Vcxop je, mehyTum,
MCTU: CE/bALlITBO IIPECTaje fja TOCTOj!, a HO/bOIIPUBPENHUK je, Kao IPey3eTHUK, Y ITOTITY-
HOCTH Be3aH 3a TP)XKIIITE U MHAYCTPHjy. VIcToBpemeHo, mucnu Menppa, y Tpehem ceety
JIO7asy [0 Ipolieca ,II0ce/baderha’, y KOjeM BE/IUKI 1e0 CTAHOBHUIITBA, PAHIje N30/I0BaH
Y BUJY IVIeMeHCKUX IPYIITaBa, HACTajakeM HaIlIOHATHYX JPYLITaBa [IPeast y Ce/baukn
cTaryc, ¢ 0631poM Ha TO Ha fobuja cBoje rMobaIHO ,cnomaume” ApyuTBo (Mendras,
1986). Mako MeHppa He Ka)ke HUIITA 0 MOTYhHOCTM f1a €BeHTYa/IHA MHAYCTpUjaIusanuja
Tpeher cBeta foBeze 10 ,Kpaja ce/baka” 1 Y TOM ATy 3eMajbCKe KYITIE, TO 611, TeOPUjCKI
I7IeflaHo, 6110 CacBUM JIOTMYAH 3aK/byUaK.

BepoBarno 6ucmo jomr gyro Morm ga Habpajamo Buberma Koja rOBOpe O HeCTaH-
Ky Ce/balliTBa, padyHajyhm Ty He camo HayyHumke Beh U /bymle M MHCTUTYIHMje Koje ce
6aBe MPaKTUYHVMM NUTABNMMA €KOHOMCKOT U IIJIOKYIIHOT APYLITBEHOT PasBoja, aln
ce CYyNITMHA CBUX TUX IJIeAUIITA CBOAM Ha oHO 1uTo cy K. Mapkc n ®. Enrenc 3annca-
mu y Komynuciiuukom manugpeciity paBHe 1848. ropuHe: JIOTMKa KaluTaan3Ma, JTOTU-
Ka MHAYCTPUjCKOT APYILITBA, HeM36EKHO BOAE PacTaKamy Ce/ballTBA U HETOBOM Ofi-
JIACKY Ca MCTOpHjCKe ClieHe. Y HOBHje je BpeMe CKOBaH U TEPMUH ,Jelle3aHTusalyja”
(depeasantization),* Koju 611CMO Ha CPIICKH je3VK MOIIM IIPEBECTH KAO ,pasce/baderbe”
" Koju ce fepuHMINE KAO ,[...] epo3uja arpapHOr HauMHA XXMBOTA KOjiI KOMOMHYje Ha-
TypanHy U poOHY IIPOM3BOAGY Ca YHYTPALIKHOM APYIITBEHOM OPraHM3AIMjOM 3aCHO-
BaHOM Ha MOPOAMYHOM pafy M ceockoj 3ajemuuiy’ (Bryceson mpema Hilmi, 2013p.
25). Hecranak cepaurrsa BubeH je Ipoljec Koju je HmapajielaH ca MOJEPHU3ALUjOM U
napgycrpyjamusanyjom (Hilmi, 2013).

Haj6o/bu HauMH fa ce MpOBepPY Ba/baHOCT Te3e O HY)KHOM HECTAHKY Ce/bAIlITBA jecTe
la ce OCTBapM YBUJ, Y peasHe JPYLITBeHe Ipoliece. A OHM CY, [ja OFMAX TO KaXKeMo, JI0-
HeKJIe IPOTUBPEYHN.

Ha nipBu morsep, 4MHYU ce Ia YMbEHNIIE HEONIO3VBO TOBOPE Y IIPUJIOT TBPALM fia
je jemHa Off IOC/IENIIA HATIPeOBabha MOePHI3ALIMje 1 MHAYCTpUjanusaLuje , ToI/betbe”
ce/baKa, OTHOCHO Jielle3aHTu3anuja. ¥ nepuopy of, 170 rogmHa, of IpBor nsfgama KomyHu-
cifiuukoi manugpecifia [o TaHAC, HANTYIITabe IIO/bOIPUBPefe (fearpapusariija) jecte BpiIo

3 OBge ce He MMUC/IM Ha IT06ATHO Y CMHUCITy Ipoljeca rnobanmsanuje, Beh Ha apymrBo Koje je
Ce/ballITBY ,CIO/ballbe” (Kao CPefuIITe eKOHOMCKE, TIONUTIYKe U KyITypHe MOhu) u Koje Ha
UM JIOMUHMPA.

4 O,E[ C€HIJIECKOTI' peasant, IITO 3HAYM CE/baK.
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JIAKO YOWBMB Ipoljec. MUIMOHY ¥ MIWIMOHM CTAHOBHUKA Ce/la IIPeCcTajn Cy Aa ce OaBe
HO/bOIPUBPeNoM, Ipenasehn y gpyru (mHpycTpuja) u Tpehn (ycryre) ceKTop eKoHOMUje.
OBo je Hajmpe 3anouerno y CeBepHoj Amepuiy 1 EBpomnn, 1a 61 ce KacHUje MPOMINPIIO I
Ha 0CTaJIe JIefioBe CBeTa, Beh ca mprxBarameM MofepHM3alje Kao mpoueca. JJaHac je 6poj
PajiHO aKTMBHOT CTAHOBHUIITBA AHI'QYKOBAHOT Y IOJ/bOIIPUBPENY Y HEKMM 3eM/baMa 3aC-
Ta MuHMManaH: y CAJl oH u3Hocu MsMeI')y 2 11 3 IPOLEHTA, [IOK je MPOCEK 3eMasba-YIaHnIa
EBporicke yHuje oko 6 nponenara (Sljuki¢ & Jankovié, 2015). ¥ 1cTo Bpeme, IPUMETHO je
fa [o7Masy U O KOHIIeHTpaluje 3eM/bMIIHe cBOjuHe. Jonylle, y HeKMM 3eM/baMa IIpo-
CeyaH 3eM/BMIHM TI0Ce] je MHave 610 BeIMKM 1 paHIje, a y HeK1Ma je 3Ha4ajHoO nosehan
nocnenspux fenennja.’ Mebytnm, mocroje u mopany Koju cBegode Jja CTBApU HUIOIITO
HICY TaKO jefTHOCTaBHE U Jla Ce Ce/bauKa IIOJbOIPMBpEa YIOPHO OAYIIMpPE U OIICTaje.
Haxko je mearpapusaruja II0oogMaKiIa, jour yBek 6musy tpehnue (30,1%) cBeTCKOr pajgHO
AKTMBHOT CTAaHOBHMIITBA Pajyl y MO/bOIPUBPENM, 2 OKO MOTIOBJMHE CTAHOBHMKA 3eM/be
xuBu Ha ceny (Sljuki¢ & Jankovi¢, 2015). [larbe, 6e3 0631pa Ha YMEEHUILY 12 TIOCTOjU TPO-
IieC KOHI[EHTpalje 3eM/bIIIIHe CBOjIHe, 6poj Manux ¢apmu (fo ABa XeKTapa) y MHOTUM
IeTIOBMMA CBeTa He caMo Ja He omaja, Hero n pacte. [Ipema mogaunma FAO (Food and
Agriculture Organization), cnenujanusoBale opraHmusalyje 3a XpaHy ¥ IO/bOIPUBPETY
npyu Oprarmsanyju Yjenumennx Hamuja (OYH), y cBety manac uma 486 MmnmoHa ma-
mx dapmuy, mro urHM 83% cByx dapmu Ha ceery. C 0631poM Ha To #a je FAO morma
Jla KOPUCTY TIOfaTKe 13 cBera 84 semsbe, Taj 6poj je peamHo (y alcomyTHOM M3HOCY) U
Behn.® CynpoTtHo oveknBamuma, 6poj Mammx dapmu y cBety (36 mocMaTpaHMX 3eMasba ca
OKO IeTBPTUHOM Of YKYIIHOT Opoja dpapmu) je y Tpi OCTIebe AelieHNje ABaIeCeTOT BeKa
(1970-2000) sxauajuo mopacrao, 4ak 3a 91%. Ha moderxy oBor mepropa 6mio ux je 66
MWINOHA, a flaHac ux uma 126 muwmona (Hilmi, 2013).” Ha manum dapmama, 04eKnBaHo,
IOMMHIIPaA MOPOANYHA pajiHa CHATa, IOK je HajaMHM paji n3y3eTak. To 0361/bHO TOBORU ¥
IKTamke TBPAY a he ce y mO/boIpuBpeny FOrOAUTH UCTO WITO U Y MHAYCTPU)jH, Tj. Aa he
nohu mo nmbepeﬁumjaumje Ha BJIaCHMKE KaIlMTaJa i HajaMHe panHMKe.8

5> EBO mopaTaka O BeIMYHY IIPOCEYHOr MOCEA KOjUI OBO MIYCTPYjy: Aycrpanuja 3.243 xekrapa,

Aprentuna 583, Jyxxna Adpuxa 288, Ypyrsaj 287, Kanana 273, Hosu 3enang 223, CAJ] 178. Y
Espomn HyjegHa 3eM/ba HeMa IpocedaH mocer, Behn ox 100 xekrapa, a npepmade Yemka Perry-
6muka (99,28), llIsencka (93,87), OuHcka (72,24) u YiepumweHo KpabeBcTBO Bennke bpuranuje u
Cesepue Vpcke (70,86), (Hilmi, 2013).

Ha camom BpxXy mucre mpema 6pojy Manux ¢apmu cy asmjcke semspbe, u 1o Kuna (98% cBux
dapmn), Bujernam (95%), Henan (92%), Minponesnja (89%), Mupuja (82%), JTaoc (73%) u Ou-
munuun (68%). Benukux 6poj manux dbapmu uma u 'y Abpuiiy, a BeoMa Cy 3aHIM/BJBY HOJALIN
3a EBpomy, rjje HajBMIIYM IpPOIIEHAT HajMamwbMX Hocea umMajy Mranuja (57%), Iopryranuja (55%)
n Iombeka (51%). CAL, Yjennmeno kpamenctBo Benmnke bpurannje n Ceepne Vpcke, ®pan-
nycka, Xomaupnuja, benrnja, Aycrpuja u Jlykcem6bypr nmajy usmehy 10 u 25% manux papmu. 3a
CAJl xopuurhenn cy nogauy o hapMamMa BeIMdMHe [0 TIET XeKTapa, jep mojany o papmama Be-
JM4MHe 10 ABa XeKTapa He nocroje (Hilmi, 2013).

=N

~

Bbpoj mamux dapmu HajBuure ce mosehao y HeKUM asujckKuMm U abpudKMM 3eM/baMa, aju
usHeHabyje monarax fa je mosehamwe 1o 25% mpumeheno y CAJl, YjenumeHoM Kpa/beBCTBY Bermn-
ke Bpurannje u Cesepue Vpcke, Bpasuny u na Kunpy (Hilmi, 2013).

o

ITpema noparuma FAO, Ha 250 MumnoHa nocefa (OKO IOTOBMHE MOMNMCAHNX) Y 57 3eMarba YIioc-
JIEHO je 22 MUIOHA PaJIHMUKA, IITO U3HOCU Makbe Off jefHOT 3all0C/IEHOT Ha fleceT mocesia. Y MCTO
BpeMe, T10 jeJHOM HOCey onasu 2,58 aHra)xoBaHux wiaHosa nopopuie (Hilmi, 2013).
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ITponec penesanTusanmje

JoK ca jefHe cTpaHe MMaMo Jiearpapusalijy M KOHLIEHTPalljy 3eM/bUIIHE CBOjMHE,
ca ipyre ce MO)Ke KOHCTAaTOBaTH fia Masie papMe HI y HajpasBUjeHUjUM PYIITBUMA HICY
HecTasle, 1a y pefloBe Ce/balliTBa CTYIIajy MUIMOHM JbY/IU Y CBETY 1 Jia je Y O/bOIIPUBPEnu
paji WiaHOBa MOPOAMIIe IPUCYTHI)Y Off HajaMHoT pasia. OTyzna He Tpeba fia dyfie TBpAHbE
fla ce Ha TIOYETKY /iBajieceT U MPBOT BeKa ce/bak Bpaha Ha rmobanny areHay. Cepauka
IIO/bONIPUBPENIA je U fajbe jeflaH Off ITTAaBHMX M3BOpa CPeCTaBa 3a )KMBOT, a BEJIKH JIe0
CBETCKe ITPOM3BOJIbE XPaHe je U la/be Y PyKaMa Manux ¢papMepa, Tj. BaH KOHTPOJIe BeJn-
kux koMmmanuja (Vanhaute, 2010: 7). OBakBa cuTyanmja Tpa>ku U HOBO objaliiberbe, jep je
CacBMM OYMIVIE[HO Ia BMIIE HIMje OBOJBHO je[JHOCTABHO pehu fa je ce/pallTBo ,,0CTaTaK
IpOIIIOCTI U Jia je BeroB HeCTaHaK caMo MUTambe BpeMeHa. [IpyruM peunma, moTpe6Ho
je y caBpeMeHMM JPYLITBEHNM OKOTHOCTMMa ImpoHahy umHmone koju omoryhasajy om-
CTaHaK Ce/balliTBa.

Oprosop Ha Hallle IUTambe flaje TeOpHuja O PelesaHTU3aLuj!, ITO 61 ce Ha CPIICKU
jesMK MOITIO ITPeBECTHU Kao ,IOHOBHO IIOCe/baderhe’, a KOjy je pasB1O XOMAHICKM COLIO-
nor J. [. Bau gep Ilner (J. D. van der Ploeg).

ITner monasu off Mpeno3HaBama TPYU TUIIA CaBpeMeHe N0/bOIPUBpefie: KOPIopaTuB-
He, Ipefly3eTHUYKe U ce/badke. IIpBa off ib1X, KOja ce MO>Ke HasBaTU U KallUTAMCTUIKOM,
3aIpaBo NPeCTaB/ba MO/bONPUBPENHY NIPOU3BOAILY Ha BEMMKUM MIMAbJMa, Ha KOjuMa
ce ynoTtpe6/baBa MCK/bY4MBO HajaMHM Paj ¥ YMjH je jeRMHY /b MaKcuMu3anuja mpou-
ta. OBaj TUII IOKPMBA BE/NMKE /Ie/IOBE TPXKMUILUTA XPaHe U II0/bOIPUBPESHMX IIPOU3BOTA
U Y TeCHOj je Besu ca oHuM 1mto IIner HasuBa Vimnepuja (enr. Empire). Vimmepuja jecte
HOpefak CTBapy KOjy TEXN Ja IIOCTaHe JOMUHAHTaH, a 00yXBaTa arpoOM3HUC CTPYKTY-
pe, Be/MKe JIaHlle Ma/loNpofiaje XpaHe, p>KaBHe allapare, ajly U 3aKOHe, Hay4He MoJiere,
TexHonmorujy, uth. Habpojaum enementu VMmepuje cy sanpaso uMiiepuje xpase (eHr. food
empires). [lenoBabe VIMItepuje MOTITYHO pasfBaja IPOU3BOAY M IOTPOIIBY XpaHe, KaKo
BPEMEHCKM, TaKo U mpocTopHo. OHa HacToju fia mpeysMe cBe Behe u Behe fienose apymir-
BEHOT 1 IIPMPOJIHOT CBETA I MMOTYMHY UX LIeHTPa/lIN30BaHOj KOHTPO/IM; Y KapaKTepuie
eKIIaH3MOHN3aM, XMjepapXyjcKa KOHTPOJIa 1 CTBapale HOBOI MaTepMjalHoOr 1 cuMbo-
JIMYKOT IopeTKa. ViMnepuja je y TeCHOj Be3y ca HayKOM, KOja I10J] IbeH!M yTUILajeM IIPO-
ydaBa caMO OHO IITO ce CMaTpa MOTYhUM ¥ pelleBaHTHMM, JIOK Y IIMPOKOM JIYKY 3a001-
JTa3M CBe OHO IITO ce BUAM Kao ,,HeMoryhe” i ,upeneBanTHO . [lojaBa VMmepuje y TecHO]
je Be3u ca nmoBehaHuM r1m06aTHMM IIPOTOKOM KAaIMTasIa, OHOCHO OHA je 3aIlpaBo jefjaH
off HauMHa MaHudecToBama mpoueca rinobanmusaiyje. OHa HACTOjI 1a TIOKOPHU CBe IITO je
AayTOHOMHO U JIOKA/THO ¥ TIOTYMHY Ta LIeHTPaNIM30BaHOj KOHTPOIN U TeHePaT30BaHUM
npasBuauMa. Ta mpaBuia, Koja 3alipaBo Uy Y lbeHY KOpUCT, VIMIepuja npencrasba Kao
YUCTO TEXHUYKA, TOOOKEe BPEJHOCHO HeyTpajHa. VIMIlepuja He cTBapa HMKAKBY HOBY
BPEIHOCT HUTK pecypce, Beh camo y3yprupa, KOHTPOJHIIE ¥ KOPUCTU OHO LITO IIPOMU-
3Bofie mpyru. To je mapasuTcka Mpexka, Koja IIpey3uMa I ,JCIcaBa’ pecypce MOy T BaM-
mupa, unHehn Hekap 6orare kpajese cupomanranma (Ploeg, 2008).

JIpyru Tl je mpemy3eTHUYKA IO/BONIPUBpeNa, nsrpaheHa Ha TEXHONOTWjU, HAY-
CTPUjCKUM MMITyTMMA ¥ KPeUTY, Tj. HA MHAYCTPUjCKOM M (PUHAHCHUjCKOM KaIllMTaIy.
Omna nozipasymMeBa BUCOKY CIELMjann3aljy IIPOU3BOJbe, OPYjeHTICAHOCT Ha TPKMUIITEe
U CTAJIHY TeXmbY Ka nosehamwy mocesia u npoussope. IIpenyserHuiy-papmepu HeMajy
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CBOj€ ayTOHOMHE pecypce, Y IOTIIYHOCTH Cy 3aBVMCHU Off TPKUILTA ¥ YECTO Ce I0jaB/byjy
Kao INIPOM3BOJ APXKAaBHUX IIporpaMa MOJepHM3alyje moporpuspepne. [la 61 yommre
HOCTOjajIa, Ipefy3e THUUKA [0/bOIPMBpesa TPaXKH II0ceOaH MOMUTUYKO-eKOHOMCKH KOH-
TEKCT, KOji 00yXBaTa PeIaTUBHO CTAONIHE IjeHe II0/bOIIPUBPENHIX IIPON3BOfa (06aBesHo
MOpajy Jia JOHOCE IIPOQUT), PeTATUBHO CTAOMIIHE LieHe MHITYTa, CTa0W/IHe KaMaTHe CTOIIe,
Ip>KaBHY MHTEePBEeHINjy Koja oMoryhyje jeriH kamuran 1 jebTUHY pafiHy CHAry, CUCTEM
caBeTOflaBCTBa Koju omoryhyje Tpancdep mHoBanmja, kao u MoryhHocT usbarsarma
Ca TPXKUIITA HEyCIeMHNX (apMu 1 BUXOBO HpeysuMarbe. TUINYAH [TO/BOIPUBPETHU
IIPEeY3€THUK BHUIIE HYje BEIUT IO/bONPUBPENHMK KOjU BOM CBOj ITOCA0, HETO HEKO KO
je BIIIIe TProBal, MEHIIep, I1a U IIIeKy/IaHT. Bucoka 3ay>KeHOCT, TauHuje 3aBUCHOCT Off
(brHaHCHjCKOT KalnTaa jecte yob1dajeHa CUTyaluja y 0BOM THUITY To/boripuspepe. [la 6u
0BO WIYCTPOBao, IIier nmpeHocTM Imasny y Kojoj Ipefy3eTHUK-(papMep OfjIa3y Ha OfMOP
U TO jaB/ba AMpPEKTOPYy bGaHKe Koja My fmaje kpenmute. Kaj ce mupextop sadymu 1To ra ce
0 ToMe o0aBelITaBa, Ipefy3eTHUK-papMep My ofroBapa: ,llomrro cy Behuna xpasa 3a-
IIPaBO TBOje, OYEKYjeM fla MX My3ell JOK ja HucaM Ty . TecHa Besa ca TPXKUIITEM YMHU
IIpefly3eTHUYKY IIO/bOIIPUBPENY BEOMa OCET/bMBOM U PamyBoM. CBaKM TP)XXMIIHN WIN
MHCTUTYLMOHAMTHN TIopeMehaj MoXe Jla yTposy meH OIICTaHaK, jep OHa HeMa HUKAaKBe
COTICTBEHe pecypce, HUKakBy ayToHoMujy (Ploeg, 2008; 2017).

ViMniepujy 1 mpefy3e THMYKY ITO/bONIPUBPENY II0BE3Yje MPpOoLeC MHAYCTpUjannsanmje,
KOjU TOfpasyMeBa AepUHMUTHBAH packuj usmeby mIpomsBofme M IOTPOLImE Xpa-
He. Mecra mpomspofilbe M IIOTPOIUEbE IIOCTAjy IOTIIYHO MpeNeBaHTHA. EmeMeHTn
IIO/bONIPUBPENIHE IPOU3BOMIbE U IIOTPOILIbE XPaHe, HeKafla YBPCTO OPraHCKY IIOBE3aHM,
cafia Cy pasfBOjeH), M30/I0BAaHY, IPEeKOMOMHOBAHM ¥ IOAPBPIHYTU LieHTPaIN30BaHOj
koHTponu. [mobanusanuja, mbepanusanmja, FeHeTCKI MOFU(PUKOBAHN OPTaHU3MIL, KA
Y TBPJIba [ ,, HUKAJ] HUCMO MIMaJIM CUTYPHU)Y XpaHy  jeCy HOCUOLM MHJyCTpHjanu3sanuje
y cdepu npousBoime 1 MOTPOLIkE XPaHe, 3a KOjy ce HABOAU [jd ,HeMa alTepPHATUBY
(Ploeg, 2008).

Ce/paukyl TUII TIOJBONIPUBPENie, Kao Tpehu, pafiuKantHo je paslInymuT Of IPEeTXOfHA
nBa. OH je 3aCHOBaH Ha eKOJIOLIKY OfIP)KMBOj YIOTpeOu pecypca U OpMjeHTHCAaH Ha Ofi-
6paHy u yHanpebuBame cepaukor HaunHa X1BoTa. KOpucTyt yrimaBHOM HOPOANYHY paj-
HY CHary, WIM TaK pajiHy CHary pypainHe 3ajefHuIe (Ha MPUHIUITY PEIUIIPONNTETa) U
Iocelyje CONCTBEHY 3eM/by. JIeTMMUYHO je OPMjeHTUCAH Ha TPXKUIITE, a JeNMMIYHO Ha
IPOM3BOJIbY 3apaji CONCTBEHE MOTpollbe. Ce/bauka I0/bOIPUBPESHA IOTUKA YK/bYUdyje
caMOCHab/ieBatbe, MHOTO Y/IOKEHOT pajia, CTPAcT Ka MOC/Iy Koju 00aB/ba, 3Hame 1 Be-
mtyHy. Ce/bak HACTOjU Jla CaM PENpOJIyKyje ¥ KOHTPOJIMILE PECYPCe, TAaKO Jla je Makbe 3a-
BIICAH Off TPKMILTA y OfIHOCY Ha IIpefiy3eTHIKA-(papMepa; BeroB paj je, 3alpaBo, CTa/IHa
6opb6a 3a ayronomujy. Jepunnnryhu ce/bauxy TUI HO/BOIPUBpeNe, Iler ce mo3uBa Ha
pyckor exonomucty A. Yajanosa (A. Chayanov), koju je TBpaM fa Ce/bauyKuM Ta3fuH-
CTBOM He PYKOBOAM KalluTanusam, Beh cet 6anaHca o KojuMa ce/bak Bopu padyHa. Tu cy
6ajaHCK Kao TEPMOCTAT, KOjU perucTpyje ofpeheHo crame, Ha Koje OHIa Ce/baK pearyje.
ITpBu of Bux jecte 6amanc usmehy norpourmwe u paga, Tj. usmehy nopopnunux morpebda
32 MOTPOLIHOM I PACIIONIOKMBE PaJiHe CHAre y MCTOj TOj mopoauun. bes norpoime HeMa
pafia, a/m1 HU 0OPHYTO, Te 3aTO Ce/baK CTAIHO MOpA Jia BOAM payyHa Jja OHM OYIy y HeKOj
BpcTH paBHOTexe. Jpyru 6anaHc ce Mopa ycroctaButu nsmebhy ucuprubyjyher u nemo-
JIHEBHOT pajia M KOPUCTH 3a IIOPOAMITY KOji oHOCH. [IBa HaBelleHa 6ajaHca Cy y TeCHOj
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Be3l, HIIP., aKo 6POj paJiHMKa ONajiHe, IIOPOANYHEe HOTpede U3UCKY)y MHTeH3nUKALIjy
pajiHe aKTMBHOCTH, KOja, OTIeT, JOHOCK NoBehaHy KOPICT 1 3a0BOJbaBame TOPOIHIX
notpe6a. BaBuTH ce IO/LONPUBPEIOM Ha Ce/badK) HaulH 3HAYM YMHIUTH TO 6J1aT0, HEKHO
(enrn. farming gently), Bonehu pauyna Kako o JbyguMa, Tako 1 o npupomn (Ploeg 2008;
2012;2013; 2017).

HampenoBatmwe Vimmepuje, Koje ce mmokasyje Kpo3 mpolece robanmnsaruje, OTuMa-
4yHe 3eM/buiITa (eHIL. land grabbing) 1 ycrioHa MHJyCTpMjanu3oBaHe MO/bOIPUBPELE,
BOJIM ITIpOLieCy JieresaHTu3anuje (,pascepbadera’), y KojeM cCe/ball HAIyIITajy CBOja
UMama U Ipease y rpafioBe, WIN MaK MOCTajy jedTHA pajiHa CHara 3a KOPHOPaTUBHY
nospopyuBpexy. leo wyX Npenasu y npefy3eTHIUKY HO/bOIIPUBPENY, Be3yjyhu cBojy ae-
JIATHOCT MCK/BY4IMBO 3a Tpxxuirre (Ploeg, 2017). Ykommnko 6u ce 4nTaBa cCTBap Ha OBOME
3aBpIIMIa, MOI/IM OMcMO MypHe fyuie pehu na je npensubame us KomyHuciiuuxoi ma-
Hugpectiia 6uno cacBuM tauHo. Mebytum, camo menosame Vimmepuje msasuBa Kpusy y
oppehennm obmactiMa, a Kajia ce Ta Kpusa IoBexe ca cmaboctuma 1 pamusourhy npey-
y3eTHIYKe II0/bOIIPUBPEie, J0/Ia3H [0 II0jaBe Ipolieca ca CYIpOTHUM eeKTIMa Y OffHO-
Cy Ha Jlere3aHTH3aLjy, Kojy Ilner Ha3uBa penesanTnsanuja (,IIOHOBHO [OCE/hAYCHE”).

Kpusa o x0joj je ped HajjacHuje ce mokasyje y cepu ekonoruje u ¢punaucuja. Ilpu-
ponHu pecypcu 6uBajy pasopeHu, JOK KPELUTH ,4aBe” IPefy3eTHNUKY [O/bOIPUBPELRY.
[TpenyseTHNYKa MO/BOIIPKUBPENA je PabUBA 1 HEeMACTUYHA, Oalll 3aTO LITO je y MOTIIYHO-
CTH 3aBVCHA Off Tp>KuiITa. ITaj IjeHa ¥ TPKMIIIHA HeCTabMIHOCT KecToKo norabajy ympa-
BO IIPefy3e THUYKY IIO/BOIIPUBPENY, LITO je IToceOHO nmpuMeTHO off 90-ux ropyHa XX Bexa.
Kapa y ycnmoBuMa eKofolke Kpuse caMa ersyCTeHIMja I0o/bOIPMBPENHIX IponsBohayua
Oype yrpo>keHa, a IIpefy3eTHUYKA TI0/bOIIPUBPeNia IIOKaXKe CBOja OTpaHNYelba, JO/Iasy [0
HOBpAaTKa Ce/badkKuM obpaciyMa y IIo/bOIIPUBPENH, KOj) CY paHuje OM/IU IPOITIallleHN 3a
»3a0CTajze” u ,KouyHn4yape  Hamperka. I[Tokasyje ce Ja Ipefy3eTHMYKa IO/bOIPUBPEA
Hlfje Be4YHa, [ja Ce He pajy O HeIoBpaTHOM mporecy. IIpousuasu fa riobammsanuja u
nubepannsanyja N3asuBajy peresaHTU3aAL]Y, jep »jefy CBOjy Aely’, OFHOCHO IpefyseT-
HIYKY NO/bONIPUBpPERY. Y CBOM IIOXOAlY Ha cejbake, ViMmepuja, 3apaBo, IpOBOLMpPa OT-
nop u 60p6y, TeXby MO/BOIPUBPEFHIIKA [ja IOBPATe ayTOHOMU]jY KOja UM je Ofy3eTa y
Ipollecy MHAYCTpUjaIM3aLuje Io/bOIPUBPeNe, Kajla Cy YBPCTO BE3UMBAHU 3a TPIKMIITE
(Ploeg 2008; 2017).

Kako ce ountyje mpouec penesanTusanuje, Buhen xao ormop u 6op6a? Ilner Ha-
IJIalllaBa [a ce Ty He pajy O Ce/bayKuM II0OyHaMa Cpe[lbOBEKOBHOI THUIIA, HUTH O
CBaKOJHEBHO] HEIOCTYIIHOCTI HOCHOLMMA pyLITBeHe Mohu o kojy je II. CkoT HasBao
»OpyXjeM cnabux” (eHrn. weapons of the weak; Scott, 1985).° Mako cy geMoHCTpanyje,
MaplueBy U 6710Kajja IyTeBa CTAJHO HPUCYTHY, OBJE C€, Y CTBapy, pafii O HOBPATKY
Ce/bayKMM HauMHNMa 6aB/berba MOJ/bOIPYUBPENOM, YNju je Lub HoBehamwe ayToHOMMje y
opHOCy Ha VImnepujy u ogbpana of HempensusocTu TpxxuiTa. Vcrpaxyjyhu cemaduxy
sajepnuny Karaxaoc y Ilepyy, Ilner je youno Buille MexaHusMa penesaHTu3anuje, duje
je oOHaB/babe M3a3Bao AenoBame Vmnepuje y Jlatnuckoj Amepurn. IIpBo, To je me-
JTUMMUYHY TIOBpATaK IPOVM3BOJIGY 32 CONCTBEHY MOTPOIIBY (IITO je HY)XHO 3HAUNMIO
IuBepcUPUKANjy TTPOM3BOHE), YMECTO HEKa/lallliber Trajerma ITaMyKa MCK/BYYMBO 32
Tpxumre. JIpyro, cebaun KaTakaoca ynpaxkmapaayu Cy MHOIITBO aKTMBHOCTHU U TaKO
MMaJIi MHOTO ,,IIOCTIOBA’, CBE Y HACTOjalby fia 3apafie HoBall. Tpehe, HacTojamu cy fa Max-

® Onmupuuje o cxsaramwuma I1. Ckora Bumm y: Sljuki¢ & Jankovi¢, 2015.
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CMMAJTHO CMame y/larama Koja Cy TpaKuma HOBall, 3aMemyjyhn moKanHuM pecypcuma
€KCTepHE MHITYTe T7ie TOf je TO 61710 Moryhe. YeTBpTO, MHTEH3MBUPA/IN Cy COICTBEHMN
pan, ykpydyjyhu pan unanosa noponuiie, a nsberapanu kopuinherse HajaMHe pajiHe CHa-
re. IleTo, cTarHanuja y NpousBOLIbY je M36erHyTa CTaJIHMM TEXHWYKVM MHOBallMjaMa,
a/Iu OHMMa Koje Cy Kpempanu camu ce/paun. EBporicku damepu, takobe, y curyaruju ga
MOpajy Jia ce OfYIpY, KOPUCTe CIMYHe 0Opaclie: Kpenpabe HOBUX IIPOM3BOJIA M YCIyTa 1
IIPOHAJIAKEeIhbe HOBMX TPXKMIITA; HACTOjarbe Jla Ce IITO Makhe KOPUCTe PeCypcu Koje IIpo-
U3BOIM arpOMHJYCTPMja, OCTambalbe Ha COIICTBEHE VM JIOKATHEe pecypce; eKOHOMUYHU)I
Paj ¥ COIICTBeHe MHOBaLuje; HOBYU 06/ koomepanuje (Ploeg, 2008).

Y nenuHM I7efaHa, peresaHTU3alMja 3HAYM OTK/IOH Off IIpefly3eTHIYKe IIO/bOIIPH-
Bpepe u nosehame ayToHOMMje O/BONPUBPERHUX Tpon3Bohata. OHa Huje OrpaHNYeHa
Ha Tako3BaHM [no6amun Jyr (eurn. Global South), Beh Moxxe 61Ty mpero3Hara roTOBO
cBypa, ykpydyjyhn n EBpony, yak u samagny.'? ITojenuHa ncrpakuBarma Cy yTBpAUIa
na je peresantusanuja npucytaa u y CAJl (Nelson & Stock, 2016). To HOBO ,,oTKpuhe”
ceé/baliTsa ,, ] upe MpoTUB CYIITUHE MapKUCTUYKOT U MonepHmsaqucxor IIpucTyna,
KOjU ce/baKa BIJIe Kao HecTajyher m y Benmkoj Mepy 3aHeMapyjy eMIMpPUjCKe IyTarbe
PasBoja, Kako y LeHTpy Tako u Ha mepugepuju.” (Ploeg, 2008, str. 17).

3aK/byyak

Ha nu je mporuosa K. Mapkca n @. Enrenca ns KomyHuciiuukoi manugeciiia o Hy-
>KHOM HEeCTaHKY ce/balTBa 61ya TauHa? V jecte 1 Huje. MoXKeMO je cMaTpaTy Ta4HOM YTO-
JIMKO LIITO HaM ITOflaliM II0Ka3Yyjy ja je 3a 170 rofmHa off Kajia je M3pedeHa, I1a CBe [0 JaHac,
IIOLJIO JIO flearpapusalyje y BeIMKOM Jie/ly CBeTa, KOjI je Y/Ie0 IO/bOIPUBPENRHOT Y YKYTI-
HOM CTaHOBHUIITBY CITycTHO Ha Tpehnny. TauyHa je v Kafja ce pajiyt 0 MHAYCTPUjaIn3aIju
HOJBOTIPUBPEfiE, KOjOM je [Ieo ce/baka TpaHC(HOpMIUCaH y HO/BOIIPUBPEHE IPefy3eTHUKe-
-papmepe. Mehytum, y ncro Bpeme oHa Hije TauHa 13 HajMarbe ABa pasyora. [Ipsu jecte
YUILEHNLA JIa flearpapu3alja joll YBeK Huje IOTIIyHa U Jja joLI YBeK II0CTOje He MUJIN-
OHU, HETO MUIMjapyie ce/baka. JIpyru pasjior cacTojyu ce y TOMe HITO UCTU IIPOLeCH KOju
BOJIe Jielle3aHTU3AIMj I 13a3MBajy U ,,TIOHOBHO MocCe/bademe” (penesanTnsanyjy). [lner
objamrmaba fla KaIuTamusaM 1 rnobamisaiyja Hacphy Ha cebaka U BeroBe pecypce,
npunybasajyhu ra ga npuxsaru mpeyseTHUYKY IO/bOIPUBPENY WIIN [a Ce Aearpapusyje,
IOK MICTOBPEMEHO 13a31Bajy OTIIOP IO/bOIIPUBPEIHUX IpousBobhada, Koju ce y Texmu
3a ayTOHOMMjOM U OIICTaHKOM Bpahajy paHuje HaIyLITeHNM MeXaHU3MMMa OaB/berba
HOJBOTIPUBPENIOM, OHMM cebadkuM. Kako 6u To pekao M. Murtposuh, ,cepamTso
HecTaje, any cebadko ocraje” (Mutposuh, 1998). Tako MCTOBpEMEHO CBELOYMMO He-
CTaHKy 1 OOHOBM CeJ/hAIITBA, KOja Cce IpeIo3Haje Kpo3 oTmop u 60p6y. bopba nameby
cerpaka u Vimmepuje (Ilner) jecte 6op6a usmeby Jasuma u Tonujata, anu He 3ab6opaBumMo
na je y Toj 6op6u Jasup mobenuo.

19 TTer naBonu fa 80% eBpoICKuX (apMepa KOPUCTY 6apeM jejaH Off MeXaHI3aMa pere3aHTu3a-
nuje (Ploeg 2008; 2012).
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Abstract: A hundred and seventy years ago in Communist Manifesto K. Marx and E
Engels gave several prognoses regarding the future changes of the social structure. Ac-
cording to one of them, peasantry was sentenced to disappearing, by the laws of capital-
ism. Since this prediction has been written, in the large part of the world the process of de-
agrarization has taken place, together with industrialization of agricultural production.
However, peasantry did not disappear; on the contrary, it reappeared in some countries.
The explanation of these contradictory processes we find the theory or repeasantization,
given by a Dutch sociologist J. D. van der Ploeg. The same social forces that cause depeas-
antization, like modernization, industrialization and globalization, provoke the resistance
of farmers and their struggle for autonomy. This struggle can be recognized in the come-
back of the peasant mechanisms in the agricultural production.

Keywords: Communist Manifesto, depeasantization, globalization, industrialization
of agriculture, modernization, repeasantization, peasantry.

The identification of the elements which comprise society (composition), as well as
the explanation of the layout and interrelation of these elements (structure), are one of the
most common goals in sociological research. At the same time, it should be noted that the
composition of society and the social structure were regularly studied as dynamic catego-
ries, i.e., in their development. The composition of society is quite changeable: some ele-
ments disappear, some new ones appear. The social structure is even more dynamic in its
character, changes in the relations between the elements of society are even more frequent
and more pronounced. This is also the case with the composition and structure produced
by the division of labor in society, which is considered one of the most important forms of
these social phenomena. As the work and the division of labor changed, so did the struc-
ture and composition of society.

In this paper we deal with the fate of peasantry, a very old social element (layer, class)
whose existence is based precisely on the division of labor and which, in various ways, was

1 ssljukic@yahoo.com
2 maricass19@gmail.com
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part of all known historical formations. What is our problem here is the fact that this social
layer, despite the fact that its “death sentence” was proclaimed more than a hundred and
seventy years ago in the Communist Manifesto (Marx & Engels, 1945), refuses to “die’, i.e.,
disappear from society and move into history. Namely, in contrast to numerous predic-
tions, the peasantry is still present: in rural areas, more precisely, on small properties that
are maintained mainly through family labor, not fully integrated into the market, today, live
three billion people (Hilmi, 2013, p .75). The peasant model of labor and life has managed
to survive five centuries of capitalism, two centuries of industrialization and three decades
of neoliberal globalization (Vanhaute, 2010, p. 7). At the same time, some authors (Ploeg,
2008) speak of the “peasant of the twenty-first century” and the re-emergence of peasantry
even in the most developed and richest societies, in which it has long been regarded as part
of the past. Our intention is to determine the basis on which the predictions (Marks and
Engels in the Communist Manifesto, but also some others) about the disappearance of the
peasantry were grounded, but, more importantly, to discover which social conditions allow
it to survive. It will prove, seemingly paradoxically, that the same processes that cause the
erosion of peasantry and peasant life, also affect its survival and partial restoration.

Predictions and data

It may seem strange to see that sometimes thousands and thousands of written pages
leave almost no trace, while at the same time a booklet of just a few dozen pages turns out
to be extremely important for social sciences and society in general. The phenomenon
is even more strange if this short document does not represent some kind of scientific
work, but a type of a political pamphlet. Of course, we speak of the Communist Manifesto,
which was first published in 1848 and whose scientific and social influence can hardly
be overestimated. The contribution of the Communist Manifesto to contemporary sociol-
ogy is diverse. For example, there are insights regarding conflicts as a social form. It was
perfectly clear to Marx and Engels that a conflict always has two sides, that it is grounded
in the social structure, that it can be latent and manifestative, and that it is the result of a
conflict of structural social change. Also, today’s theorists of globalization, whether they
want to admit or not, owe much to certain excerpts from the Communist Manifesto, in
which the process of globalization is recognized, announced and described, not in the
usual terminology for today’s sociology. If we adhered to the classification of the notion of
globalization given by D. Held (Held, 2003), K. Marx and F. Engels should, without hesita-
tion, be classified as hyperglobalists.

Here we are most interested in what the Communist Manifesto has to tell us about the
social structure and its changes, and precisely those parts (especially the prediction given
in them) have often been criticized. Therefore, R. Dahrendorf, trying to answer the ques-
tion of why the proletarian revolution did not come to the West, indicates (among other
things) certain precise changes in the social structure that did not happen in the way that
this writing by K. Marx and F. Engels predicted (Dahrendorf, 1959).

The second prediction from the Communist Manifesto regarding changes in the so-
cial structure concerns, as it was mentioned in the introduction of this paper, the “death
sentence” that this writing issued to peasants. It is well known that K. Marx did not culti-
vate sympathy for the peasantry. He regarded it as “[...] a class that represents barbarism
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within the framework of civilization”, he saw it as “[...] incongruously tricky, lukewarm
naive, foolishly sublime [...], genially meaningless anachronism, unsolvable hieroglyph for
the mind of the civilized” (Marx, 1949, p. 69).

It would not be fair to K. Marx and the co-author of the Communist Manifesto F. En-
gels if we argued that their prediction of the disappearance of the peasantry as an element
of society was based on antipathies and/or on the fact that both were urban people, with-
out much contact with the village and agriculture. On the contrary, they based their atti-
tude on the proper understanding of the functioning of the laws of the capitalist economy.
In their view, the capitalist economy inevitably leads to the concentration of property in
a small number of hands, that is, on a single social pole, while on the other pole there are
those who own only their own workforce. In a social sense, it means the disappearance
of all middle classes, which include the peasants as small owners and their “assimilation”
with the bourgeoisie and the proletariat. One part of the peasantry will deagrarize and
move to cities, while a part will be differentiated into two basic classes of agriculture. Here
are the following passages:

“The whole society is increasingly being split into two large hostile camps, into two
great classes that stand directly opposed to one another: the bourgeoisie and the prole-
tariat [...]. The bourgeoisie subordinated the village to the power of the city. It created huge
cities, it has greatly increased the number of urban inhabitants compared to the rural ones
and thus took a large part of the population away from the idiocy of life in the countryside
[...]. Lower middle classes, small-scale industrialists, merchants and renters, craftsmen
and peasants all fall into the proletariat, in part because their capital is insufficient to run
a major industry, and thus subject to the competition of larger capitalists, in part because
their skill loses value due to new ways of production [...]” (Marx & Engels, 1945, pp. 32,
36, 40)

“The contradiction between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat leads to a victorious
proletarian revolution, whose first measures will concern precisely the land ownership
and agriculture: firstly, the land property will be expropriated, and the rent used for state
expenditures; secondly, in the field of agriculture, labor armies will be created; thirdly,
agriculture and industry will be integrated, which will affect the gradual elimination of
differences between villages and cities” (Marx & Engels, 1945, p. 53). This is how, in the
vision of Marx and Engels, a world of future without peasants will look like.

These views were confirmed by K. Marx in the first volume of Capital, first published
in 1867, nineteen years after the Communist Manifesto:

“The activity of large industry in the field of agriculture is most revolutionary since it
destroys the pillar of the old society, the ‘peasant], replacing him with a hired worker. Thus,
the needs for social upheaval and contradictions in the village are equated with those in
the city” (Marx, 1977, p. 445)

Given the fact that the peasantry did not disappear during Marx’s life, while at the
same time the appetites of the inspired parties increased, the so-called “peasant question”
was created, that is, the dilemma what kind of politics the proletarian party should lead
towards peasantry, before and after obtaining authority. In short, the peasantry emerged
as a necessary partner of the working class in the task of conquering power, a partner
who, after a successful communist revolution, should be persuaded to form cooperatives
(Sljuki¢ & Sljuki¢, 2012; Sljukié & Jankovié, 2015). Essentially speaking, however, K. Marx
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and F. Engels never changed their view given in the Communist Manifesto: by the very
effect of the laws of economics, it is condemned to disappear, and therefore it must be
informed that its small private possessions have no future.

Marx’s followers, V. . Uljanov Lenin and K. Kautsky, although fierce opponents in the
political arena, were following their teacher in terms of the fate of the peasantry. Lenin, in
his famous work The Development of Capitalism in Russia, states that the development of
capitalism in Russian territories leads to the disappearance of the old, patriotic peasantry
and the emergence of new inhabitants of rural areas. These new peasants, in fact, embody
a new, capitalist mode of production in the countryside. There is a tendency towards a
concentration of land ownership, which leads to the layering of the rural population to the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat, in fact, to the same classes that exist in the industry, in the
city (Lenin, 1958). K. Kautsky, whose main work is called simply the The Agrarian Ques-
tion, and who wrote about the peculiarities of agriculture in relation to industrialism, very
accurately described what awaits a peasant who is fully involved in the market economy
and what must be the final outcome of such a condition (process):

“If he persists with his old ways, the farmer is threatened with a sure ruin; he must
continuously monitor the development of the technology, his farm must constantly adapt
to new conditions [...]. This constant spin pulls everyone who does not have extraordinary
luck and extraordinary carelessness, who has no extraordinary business intelligence or an
extraordinary amount of money to the bottom. And thus the revolution of agriculture for
each of them means the beginning of a wild chase in which he is mercilessly chased after
until he collapses exhausted - with the exception of a few brutally fortunate ones who are
able to rise on the corpses of the underprivileged up to the ranks of the hounds - the great
capitalists” (Kautsky , 1953, p. 284)

In the second half of the previous century, Marxists continued to support the thesis
on the necessary disappearance of the peasantry. A famous historian E. Hobsbawm states
that it is true that peasantry, despite the prognosis of Marx and Marxists, continued to
exist and even numerically dominate deep in the twentieth century. However, he believes,
the second half of the twentieth century is the time of the “death of the peasantry”. List-
ing the data on extraordinarily rapid deagrarization in many parts of the world (North
America, Europe, Latin America, Africa, Japan), Hobsbawm concludes that there are only
three parts of the world in which agrarian populations of the peasant type make up the
majority: sub-Saharan Africa, south and continental Southeast Asia and China. Although
the population of these areas makes up half of the world’s total population, economic de-
velopment is quickly ruining the peasantry there as well. In other words, it has no future
anywhere in the world (Hobsbawm, 1994).

Not only Marxists support the claim of the abolition of peasantry. The “end of the peas-
antry” in Western Europe, which happened after 1950, was also discussed by a famous French
rural sociologist A. Mendras. Constructing a special theory of peasantry, Mendras argues that
peasant societies were created at the time of the separation of agrarian society into the peasant
and global one?, the latter dominating over the former. This happened in Europe about 1000
BC after Christ. Ten centuries later, by the action of the industrial society, the coexistence of

3 Here, the adjective global is not understood in the sense of the process of globalization, it refers to
a society that is “outside” of peasantry (as the center of the economic, political and cultural power)
and which dominates it.
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the peasant and global society disappears, and every autonomy of the peasant society is lost.
This also affects the very existence of the peasantry as a separate social class:

As we can conclude from this quote, unlike the Marxists, Mendras does not talk
about the differentiation of peasants to the bourgeoisie and the proletariat, but about the
transformation of peasants into farmers, integrated into modern society. The outcome is,
however, the same: the peasantry ceases to exist, and the farmer is, as an entrepreneur,
fully tied to the market and industry. At the same time, Mendras believes, in the Third
World a process of “peasantization” comes into existence, in which a large part of the
population, previously isolated in the form of tribal societies, obtains a peasant status by
the formation of national societies, since it acquires its global “outside” society (Mendras,
1986). Although Mendras does not say anything about the possibility that eventual indus-
trialization of the Third World would lead to the “end of the peasantry’, even in that part
of the globe, it would, in theory, be a logical turn of events.

We could probably enumerate the views on the disappearance of the peasantry for a
long time, counting not only scientists, but also people and institutions dealing with practi-
cal issues of economic and overall social development, but the essence of all these points is
what K. Marx and E Engels wrote in the Communist Manifesto in 1848: the logic of capital-
ism, the logic of the industrial society, inevitably leads to the disintegration of the peasantry
and its departure from the historical scene. In recent times, the term “depeasantization” has
been coined, which is defined as “[...] erosion of the agrarian way of life that combines natu-
ral and commodity production with the internal social organization based on family work
and village community” (Bryceson according to Hilmi, 2013, p.25). The disappearance of the
peasantry is a process that is parallel to modernization and industrialization (Hilmi, 2013).

The best way to verify the validity of the thesis about the necessary disappearance of
the peasantry is to gain insights into real social processes. And they, to note immediately,
are somewhat contradictory.

At first glance, it seems that the facts irrevocably speak in favor of the claim that one
of the consequences of the advancement of modernization and industrialization is “melt-
ing away” the peasantry, that is, the depeasantization. In the period of 170 years, from
the first edition of the Communist Manifesto to this day, the abandonment of agriculture
(deagrarization) has been a very visible process. Millions and millions of inhabitants of
villages have ceased to deal with agriculture, turning to the second (industry) and the
third (services) sector of the economy. This first started in North America and Europe,
and later expanded to other parts of the world, with the acceptance of modernization
as a process. Today, the number of people engaged in agriculture in some countries is
really minimal: in the United States it is between 2 and 3 percent, while the average for
the EU member states is about 6 percent (Sljuki¢ & Jankovi¢, 2015). At the same time, it
is noticeable that there is a concentration of land property. However, in some countries,
average land ownership was large before this, while in others it has significantly increased
in recent decades.* However, there are also data that testify that things are by no means so

4 Here are some illustrative data on the size of the average estate: Australia 3,243 hectares, Argen-
tina 583, South Africa 288, Uruguay 287, Canada 273, New Zealand 223, USA 178. In Europe,
no country has an average estate greater than 100 hectares, the first in the list being the Czech
Republic (99.28), Sweden (93.87), Finland (72.24) and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland (70.86), (Hilmi, 2013).
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simple and that rural farming persistently opposes and survives. Although deagrarization
has gone far, still close to a third (30.1%) of the world’s working population is working in
agriculture, and around half of the inhabitants of the world live in the countryside (Sljukic
& Jankovi¢, 2015). Furthermore, regardless of the fact that there is a process of concentra-
tion of land ownership, the number of small farms (up to two hectares) in many parts of
the world does not decrease but rise. According to the FAO (Food and Agriculture Orga-
nization), a specialized organization for food and agriculture at the United Nations (UN),
there are now 486 million small farms in the world, which make up 83% of all farms in the
world. Given that the FAO could use the data from only 84 countries, this number is actu-
ally (in absolute terms) even higher.> Contrary to expectations, the number of small farms
in the world (36 observed countries with about a quarter of the total number of farms)
rose significantly in the last decade of the twentieth century (1970-2000) by as much as
91%. At the beginning of this period, there were 66 million, and today there are 126 mil-
lion small farms (Hilmi, 2013).% In small farms, as expected, family labor is dominant,
while hired work is an exception. This seriously calls into question the claim that the same
process will happen in agriculture as in the industry, i.e., that a differentiation between the
owners of the capital and the hired workers will occur.”

The process of repeasantization

While on the one hand, there is deagrarization and concentration of land ownership,
on the other hand, it can be concluded that small farms have not disappeared even in
the most developed societies, millions of people in the world enter the ranks of the peas-
antry, and that in agriculture, the work of family members is more present than paid labor.
Hence, it should not be surprising that the peasantry returned to the global agenda at the
beginning of the twenty-first century. Peasant agriculture is still one of the main sources
of livelihood, and much of the world’s food production is still in the hands of small farm-
ers, i.e., out of control of large companies (Vanhaute, 2010: 7). This situation requires a
new explanation, because it is quite obvious that it is no longer easy to say simply that the
peasantry is “the remnant of the past” and that its disappearance is only a matter of time.
In other words, in modern social circumstances, it is necessary to find the factors that en-
able the survival of the peasantry.

5]

In terms of the number of small farms, at the top of the list are Asian countries, China (98%
of all farms), Vietnam (95%), Nepal (92%), Indonesia (89%), India (82%), Laos (73%) and the
Philippines (68%). There are many small farms in Africa, and there is very interesting data for
Europe, where Italy has the highest percentage (57%), Portugal (55%) and Poland (51%). The
United States, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, France, the Nether-
lands, Belgium, Austria and Luxembourg have between 10 and 25% of small farms. For the US,
the data on farms up to five hectares were used, because data on farms of up to two hectares do
not exist (Hilmi, 2013).

The number of small farms increased the most in some Asian and African countries, but it is sur-
prising that the increase of up to 25% was observed in the United States, the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Brazil and Cyprus (Hilmi, 2013).

According to the FAO data, about 250 million workers (about half of those listed) in 57 countries
consistently employ 22 million workers, which amounts to less than one employee in ten proper-
ties. At the same time, there are 2.58 engaged members of the family in a single farm (Hilmi, 2013).
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The answer to our question is given by the theory of repeasantization, developed by
a Dutch sociologist J. D. van der Ploeg.

Ploeg starts from recognizing three types of modern agriculture: corporate, entre-
preneurial and peasant. The first one, which can also be referred to as the capitalist one, is
actually agricultural production on large estates, where only paid work is used and whose
sole goal is to maximize profits. This type covers large parts of the food and agricultural
produce market and is closely related to what Ploeg calls the Empire. The Empire is a sort
of thing that seeks to become dominant, and includes agribusiness structures, large food
retail chains, the state apparatus, as well as laws, scientific models, technology, etc. The
listed elements of the Empire are actually food empires. The operation of the Empire com-
pletely separates the production and consumption of food, both temporally and spatially.
It seeks to take on larger and larger parts of the social and natural world and subdue it
to centralized control; It is characterized by expansionism, hierarchical control and the
creation of a new material and symbolic order. The empire is closely related to science,
which under its influence only studies what is considered possible and relevant, while
disregarding all that is seen as “impossible” and “irrelevant”. The emergence of the Empire
is closely related to the increased global flow of capital, that is, it is actually one of the ways
in which the process of globalization is manifested. It tries to subdue everything that is
autonomous and local and subjugate it to centralized control and generalized rules. These
rules, which in fact work in its advantage, are presented by the Empire as being purely
technical, virtually neutral. The Empire does not create any new value or resources, it only
usurps, controls and uses what others produce. It is a parasitic network that seizes and
drains resources like a vampire, sometimes making rich areas poor (Ploeg, 2008).

The second type is entrepreneurial agriculture, built on technology, industrial inputs
and credit, i.e. on industrial and financial capital. It implies a high production special-
ization, market orientation and a constant drive to increase possession and production.
Entrepreneurs-farmers do not have their own autonomous resources, they are completely
dependent on the market and often appear as a product of state agricultural moderniza-
tion programs. To exist at all, entrepreneurial agriculture requires a special political-eco-
nomic context, which includes relatively stable prices of agricultural products (they must
make profit), relatively stable input prices, stable interest rates, state intervention that
provides cheap capital and cheap labor, system advisory services that enable the transfer
of innovations, as well as the possibility of the exclusion of unsuccessful farms from the
market and their takeover. A typical agricultural entrepreneur is no longer a skilled farmer
who loves his job, but someone who is more of a trader, a manager, and a speculator. High
indebtedness, or more precisely, the dependence on financial capital is the usual situation
in this type of agriculture. To illustrate this, Ploeg retells a joke in which an entrepreneur-
farmer goes on vacation and reports to the bank director who approves his loans. When
the director is surprised to hear about it, the farmer answers: “Since most cows are actually
yours, I expect you to milk them while I'm not there” A close connection with the market
makes entrepreneurial agriculture very fragile and vulnerable. Any market or institutional
disturbance can jeopardize its survival, as it has no own resources, no autonomy (Ploeg,
2008; 2017).

The Empire and entrepreneurial agriculture are linked by the process of industrial-
ization, which implies a definite break between the production and consumption of food.
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Places of production and consumption become completely irrelevant. Elements of agri-
cultural production and food consumption, once firmly organically linked, are now sepa-
rated, isolated, overcompensated, and subjected to centralized control. Globalization, lib-
eralization, genetically modified organisms, and the claim that “we never had safer food”
are the carriers of industrialization in the sphere of food production and consumption,
which is said to have “no alternative” (Ploeg, 2008).

The peasant type of agriculture, as the third one, is radically different from the previ-
ous two. It is based on an environmentally sustainable use of resources and is oriented to-
wards the defense and improvement of the peasant lifestyle. It uses mainly family labor, or
the labor force of the rural community (on the principle of reciprocity) and owns its own
land. It is partially oriented to the market, and partly to production for its own consump-
tion. Peasant agricultural logic involves self-sufliciency, a lot of work invested, a passion
for work, knowledge and skills. A peasant tries to reproduce and control resources, so that
he is less dependent on the market than the entrepreneur-farmer; his work is, in fact, a
constant struggle for autonomy. Defining the peasant type of agriculture, Ploeg referred
to a Russian economist A. Chayanov who claims that the peasant farm is not managed by
capitalism, but by a set of balances that the farmer is taking care of. These balances are like
a thermostat, which registers a certain state, to which the peasant responds. The first of
these is the balance between consumption and labor, i.e., between family needs for con-
sumption and available labor in the same family. Without consumption there is no work,
and vice versa, and therefore the farmer must keep them in some kind of balance. The
second balance must be established between the exhausting all-day work and the benefit
for the family that it brings. The two stated balances are closely related, for example, if the
number of workers declines, the family needs require an intensification of work activity,
which in turn brings increased benefits and satisfaction of family needs. Farming in a
rural way means doing it gently, taking care of people as well as nature (Ploeg 2008; 2012;
2013; 2017).

The Empire’s advancement, which is manifested through the processes of globaliza-
tion, land acquisition and the rise of industrialized agriculture, leads to the process of
depeasantization, in which peasants abandon their possessions and move to cities, or be-
come cheap labor for corporate agriculture. Some of them venture into entrepreneurial
agriculture, linking their business exclusively to the market (Ploeg, 2017). If the whole
thing were to end there, we could quietly say that the prediction from the Communist
Manifesto was quite right. However, the operation of the Empire itself causes a crisis in
certain areas, and when this crisis is associated with the weaknesses and vulnerabilities of
entrepreneurial agriculture, a process with opposite effects in relation to depeasantization
which Ploeg calls repeasantization occurs.

The crisis in question is most evident in the field of ecology and finance. Natural
resources are destroyed, while loans “choke” entrepreneurial agriculture. Entrepreneurial
agriculture is vulnerable and inelastic, precisely because it is completely dependent on
the market. The fall in prices and market instability are affecting entrepreneurial agricul-
ture hard, which has been especially notable since the 90s of the XX century. When the
very existence of agricultural producers is endangered, in the conditions of an ecological
crisis, and entrepreneurial agriculture shows its limitations, agricultural land patterns re-
turn, having been previously declared as “backward” and “impedimental” to progress. It is
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shown that entrepreneurial agriculture is not eternal, that it is not an irreversible process.
It turns out that globalization and liberalization cause repeasantization because they “eat
their own child’, that is, entrepreneurial agriculture. In its attack of the peasants, Empire,
in fact, provokes resistance and struggle, the aspiration of farmers to regain the autonomy
that has been taken from them in the process of industrialization of agriculture, when they
were firmly bound to the market (Ploeg 2008; 2017).

How is the process of repeasantization, seen as resistance and struggle, manifested?
Ploeg emphasizes these are not medieval-type peasant revolts, nor a daily disobedience to
the bearers of social power that J. Scott called the “weapons of the weak” (Scott, 1985).8
Although demonstrations, marches and blockades of roads are constantly present, this, in
fact, is aimed at returning to peasant farming methods with a goal of increasing autonomy
against the Empire and defending oneself against the unpredictability of the market. In-
vestigating the peasant community of Catacaos in Peru, Ploeg observed several mecha-
nisms of repeasantization, whose recovery was caused by the operation of the Empire in
Latin America. First, a partial return of production for own consumption (which neces-
sarily meant a diversification of production), instead of the former cotton production ex-
clusively for the market. Second, the peasants of Catacaos practiced a lot of activities and
thus had many “jobs’, all in an effort to earn money. Third, they tried to minimize invest-
ments that sought money, replacing external input with local resources wherever possible.
Fourth, they intensified their own work, including the work of family members, avoiding
the use of hired labor. Fifth, a stagnation in production is avoided by constant technical
innovations, but those created by the peasants themselves. European famers, also in the
situation of having to resist, use similar patterns: creating new products and services and
finding new markets; making effort to minimize the use of resources produced by agro-
industry, relying on their own and local resources; using more economical work and own
innovations; applying new forms of cooperation (Ploeg, 2008).

On the whole, repeasantization means a departure from entrepreneurial agriculture
and an increase in the autonomy of agricultural producers. It is not limited to the so-
called Global South, but can be recognized almost everywhere, including Europe, even
the western one.” Some studies have found that repeasantization is present in the United
States (Nelson & Stock, 2016). This new “discovery” of peasantry® [...] goes against the
essence of the Marxist and modernizational approach, which see peasants as extinct and
largely ignore the empirical paths of development, both in the center and on the periph-
ery” (Ploeg, 2008, p. xvii).

Conclusion

Was the prediction given by K. Marx and F. Engels from the Communist Manifesto on
the necessary disappearance of the peasantry true? It was and it was not. We can consider it
accurate insofar as the data show that in the 170 years since it was proclaimed, to this day,
deagrarization has occurred in a large part of the world, which reduced the share of agricul-
tural population in the total population to a third. It is also true when it comes to the indus-

8 See more on the views of J. Scott in: Sljuki¢ & Jankovi¢, 2015

9 Ploeg states that 80% of European farmers use at least one of the mechanisms of repeasantization
(Ploeg 2008; 2012).
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trialization of agriculture, by which a part of the peasantry is transformed into agricultural
entrepreneurs-farmers. However, at the same time, it is not accurate for at least two reasons.
The first is the fact that deagrarization is still not complete and that there are still millions,
if not billions of peasants. The other reason is that the same processes that lead to depeas-
antization also cause “repeasantization”. Ploeg explains that capitalism and globalization
assault peasants and their resources, forcing them to accept entrepreneurial agriculture or
to deagrarize, while simultaneously provoking resistance from agricultural producers, who,
in pursuit of autonomy and survival, are returning to previously abandoned mechanisms
of farming, peasant ones. As M. Mitrovi¢ would put it, “peasantry disappears, but what is
inherent to peasantry remains” (Mitrovi¢, 1998). This is why, at the same time, we testify
to the disappearance and the renewal of peasantry, which is recognized through resistance
and struggle. The struggle between the peasantry and the Empire (Ploeg) is the battle be-
tween David and Goliath, but let’s not forget that, in that battle, David won.
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