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Abstract
Taking as a launching point the fact that most of the poor and hungry people in the world today are ‘peasant’ producers, smallholders, landless rural workers in developing countries, this paper suggests the ‘food crisis’ exposed in 2008 derives from an ‘agrarian crisis’, characterized by a process of rural deprivation. Concerned with the ‘new international agenda for agriculture’, which approaches hunger by modernizing production in agrarian economies, this research paper studies the process of agrarian capitalist transition and modernization in Brazil, investigating the mechanisms that could explain how poverty becomes a social condition of existence among the rural population. This paper discusses how an ‘unresolved agrarian question’ is determined since colonialism and recreated in different periods of the economic development of the country. The ‘agrarian question’ of today is no longer national, but global, characterized by transnational capital reproduction and labour degeneration in the periphery. As the ‘new agenda for agriculture’ reinforces the ‘dynamics of capital’, it is likely to reproduce both, the agrarian and the food crisis. 
Relevance to Development Studies

The perspective from which the Food Crisis and the dramatic problem of rural poverty and hunger are understood in this study contributes with critical elements of analysis, particularly important at this moment that agriculture is “back to the international development agenda” – which will shape investments in developing countries in the years to come. This study also shows that the Agrarian Political Economy that derives from Marx’s critique is still relevant and insightful to the Rural Development Studies. 
Keywords
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Introduction

The global ‘food crisis’ and the ‘agrarian crisis’
The Global Food Crisis of 2008 exposed to the world the existence of not only an immense population constantly affected by hunger, but of another large group that, since so poor, so vulnerable to hunger. Today, according to FAO’s estimates, one sixth of humanity are undernourished – more than ever before (Fao 2009b). Such a scenario stimulated an intense debate, bringing agriculture and food production back to the political agenda, particularly, the ‘international development agenda’
. Initially, the issue was mostly treated as question of controlling/balancing food supply and demand – with the effect of stabilizing food prices – leaving aside a very significant part of the crisis’ scenario: “Most of the world’s hungry people are not urban consumers and purchasers of food but peasant producers and sellers of agricultural products” (Mazoyer and Roudart 2006: 10). The “World Development Report” of 2008, coincidently states in its first page a similar fact: “Three of every four poor people in developing countries live in rural areas […] and most depend on agriculture for their livelihoods” (World Bank 2007: 1, emphasis added).
This tells that, first, the problem of low food consumption – hunger – is directly associated with a problem of rural deprivation. Second, this is not an isolated phenomenon, rather a global one. Third, the issue of ‘food supply and demand’  becomes clearly a double sided problem with a single answer: the capacity to increase food production has to render ‘peasants’ and rural communities the direct access to adequately produce their means of subsistence and also increase their ability to purchase food and other goods in the market. In face of that, I suggest that the ‘food crisis’ derives from of an ‘agrarian crisis’, or a process of rural dispossession and displacement, which should be better comprehended to address rural poverty and hunger. 

In the recent G-8 Summit (in L’Aquila-Italy in July 2009), the international approach to food security was appointed to change from delivering food aid (of the past three decades), to investing in farming in nations in need. The announcement has been taken as a historical shift, or a U-turn in the approach to hunger. The new approach has already been baptized as the ‘new green revolution’ to be promoted mainly in Sub-Saharan Africa, where food shortage and rural poverty are not only current problems, but expected to worsen dramatically due to population growth. Although the approach seems to meet the concern relating food production and rural poverty, and the entire discourse sounds quite progressive, I still question if the world leaders are getting the problem right.
The idea of agricultural modernization in the pattern of the green revolution is strongly present in the World Bank Development Report of 2008 (WDR/2008) titled “Agriculture for Development”. Although the Report hardly touches the issue of hunger, it is now backing the statements of the G-8 and international agencies, such as IFAD, on how to create a ‘pathway out of poverty’ having agriculture as a ‘powerful device’
 (World Bank 2007). Such pathway is characterized by a sequence of gradual stages, going from “meager subsistence agriculture”, on one end, to “small farm entrepreneurship” or yet “rural non farm economy” on the other (World Bank 2007: 1). The evolutionary model of development, as well as the functionalist idea of ‘agriculture for development’ – and not agricultural development, for instance – presented by the World Bank strongly resonates with the ideas of the Modernization Theory
. Such theory identifies different society types and describes steps to achieve a social transformation from agrarian to industrial societies – or from traditional to modern society. Those ideas gave support and impetus to the project of modernization and industrialization of agrarian economies in newly independent countries in the 60’s. From a methodological point of view, such Theory identifies the rural ‘peasant’ and the rural entrepreneur as different stages of the same phenomenon, in which the former is only an inferior level of a continuum process of development. The problem of such Theory, says Marini, “being essentially descriptive, it doesn’t have any explanatory power” (1994)
. In other words, such ideas not only naturalize the rural poor as features of an undeveloped rural past, but also imply that ‘development’ is something achievable and accessible to all countries committed to creating the right conditions for it to ‘take off’ (idem). Furthermore, the linearity of the agricultural development process also implies that there is only one agenda for progress, “and to be critical of it is to be anti-development” (Amanor 2009: 248).

If on one hand, addressing rural poverty seems essential tackling hunger, on the other, as the ‘international agenda’ escapes from asking why poverty and hunger prevails among ‘peasants’ – even when scientific and technological means to eradicate it are now available (Amin 2003) – the ‘agenda’ is likely to reproduce the problems that brought it into place. Why has the Green Revolution simultaneously succeed in enhancing output, yet failed to deliver it to those who need it (Niazi 2004: 245)? Or more generally, what are the economic and social mechanisms that have enabled the current global agricultural system to deliver the necessary output to feed the world, but prevented reducing poverty and hunger among those who depend on agriculture for their livelihoods
? Those questions have been dismissed by conventional analysis, which can only explain poverty by causes decreed to be outside of economic logic, such as population growth, factor market imperfections or policy errors (Amin 2003: 8).

Assuming as a standpoint that the rural poor is not “a simple heritage from the past but the result of an ongoing process leading to extreme poverty for hundreds of millions of deprived peasants” (Mazoyer and Roudart 2006: 10 emphasis added), I intend to carry out a study on the process of agrarian modernization in developing countries, investigating the mechanisms that, throughout the process of capitalist agrarian transition of the second half of the twentieth century onward, have generated extreme poverty as social conditions of existence for most of the rural population. I will take the approach developed by social scientists from the critique of the Political Economy by Marx, which “reestablishes the pertinence of the link between capital accumulation on the one hand, and the phenomenon of social pauperization on the other” (Amin 2003: 9).
My proposition is the following: The ‘agrarian crisis’ described above is an expression of an ‘unresolved agrarian question’ characterized by the historically uneven development of capitalism between two groups of countries, centre and periphery, implied to the latter a precarious integration into the world economy and a hindered capacity to revolutionize the social structures of production (formed through colonialism), therefore resulting in a limited capacity to increase productivity, accumulate capital, create employment and increase capacity to consume. While increasing productivity of land and labour through technological incorporation seems crucial to tackle rural poverty and hunger, it will probably not produce the expected and urgently needed result if further dependence on foreign capital and technology, as well further unequal relations within the world economy continues limiting the capacity to generalize the development of the productive forces in the periphery. In other words, rather than successfully meeting food demands and reducing poverty, the new ‘international agenda for agriculture’ being sponsored by governments is likely to, indeed, deliver larger yields but not necessarily create the conditions to increase the level of food consumption.
To develop this proposition, I will, first, take the case of Brazil to explore the historical dynamics of the ‘agrarian question’, from the origins of its social configuration during colonialism to the capitalist transition set in the context of a ‘national development project’ in the twentieth century. Inspired by Ruy Mauro Marini, whom I introduce in the note below
, I develop the following lines of approach: 1) the effect of the historical mold of agrarian capital formation based on primary-export and modernization/industrialization based on foreign input of capital; 2) the effect of unequal patterns of capital accumulation between central and peripheral countries derived from differential level of technical progress. Finally, to complete my interpretation of the significance of the rural poor, I explore how the ‘agrarian question’ is reshaped in the current context of globalization and global food economy of corporate agribusiness, dialoguing with Bernstein’s ideas on the new ‘question of labour’.
By talking to Marini and Bernstein, I am certainly mixing theoretical camps and elements of analysis within the neo-Marxism. If this reflects a weak theoretical foundation, it also expresses a especial effort to identify and dialogue with key ideas within a very complex literature – and still sustain a coherent analysis. Aware of the ambitious aspect of such synthesis, I argue that the complex ‘crises of the world’ today challenge our capacity to address them, also leaving open the opportunity to revisit and reinterpret theories. Overall, I think this research could in effect reveal itself very meaningful to the agrarian political economy located within the particular academic field of “Development Studies”.
Brazil is my case study, not only because it is a nation of agrarian diversity and complexity on its own, but like many developing countries, an ex-colony in which the ‘developmentalist project’ was fully implemented and which is now completely integrated into the capitalist global economy. During the twentieth century, Brazil experienced the agrarian transition, industrialization and the Green Revolution, which opens the opportunity to fully explore in this research many of the social impacts of modernization and globalization of agriculture. Nonetheless, there are many other reasons to think Brazil provides an interesting illustration of the social dynamics of agriculture in capitalist development:

Extreme wealth of the few continues to exist alongside poverty and hunger
. […] In the rural areas, the hungry and malnourished are landless labourers who often earn pitifully low wages and the small farmers who struggle to survive from the land. […] In absolute terms, more people are suffering from poverty now than 20 years ago (54 million compared to 52 million). For these reasons, the land question continues to be an emotive driving force for social change in Brazil. (United Nations Commission on Human Rights 2003: 2, emphasis added)

Although Brazil has been presented as a country which has taken a successful development path – and recently enjoys a good reputation around the world – Brazil reproduces internally the agrarian problems and contradictions of the global agrarian crisis: on the one hand, the powerful Brazilian agribusiness, on the other, deprived small-and medium-sized farmers along with a growing number of landless people. It is not a coincidence that the Landless Workers Movement (MST), one of the world’s strongest ‘peasant’ organizations came about in Brazil 25 years ago.
A critical look at the Food Crisis, understood as a crisis rooted in structural rural poverty and not unbalanced supply and demand of food, changes its political dimension, thus helping to identify the challenges and potentialities of emancipation of our historical time. 
Chapter 1 The ‘Agrarian Question’ and the development of the periphery: Brazil
I start this Chapter with a general presentation of the agrarian transition in Europe and in the Third World, establishing some elements of comparison. I proceed studying the history of Brazil and identifying, from the origins of its colonial social formation to the period of agricultural modernization/industrialization (1930-80), the constituency and evolvement of a ‘poor rural sector’. In this ‘historical journey’, I develop the lines of approach as defined in the Introduction and debate with national intellectuals who tried to explain the ‘Brazilian agrarian question’, as well as the outcomes of the country’s process of development – especially steered by a ‘developmentalist state’.

1.1 Historical context of the ‘Agrarian question and transition’
The Classic Agrarian Question refers to the study of the transition from pre-capitalist agrarian social formations to agrarian capitalism. The transition is historical – from European Feudalism to Capitalism – and socio-structural, that is, peasants becoming either bourgeoisie or proletariat – “as the two definitive classes of a new mode of production” (Bernstein 2004: 200). The political economy of agrarian change in a Marxist tradition analyses the ‘elimination’ of the peasantry – as the models assumed by Lenin on the process of capitalist development in Russian agriculture. The ‘classic’ Marxist view of class formation describes the emergence of agrarian capital and ‘free’ wage labour from the differentiation of the peasantry (Bernstein 2006: 404). This process is historically situated in 16th century in England, but (organically) accelerated with the emergence of the industrial capitalism in the 18th century (idem: 399). The productive forces in agriculture developed throughout a century and a half on a strictly national basis, increasing productivity of labour and “‘releasing’/expelling labour required by the growth of [labour-intensive] industry” (Bernstein 2004: 205). In other parts of Europe, capitalist agrarian transition had a variety of trajectories and timings (see Byres 2009), though, in the nineteenth century, countries like Germany and France were also undergoing a process of industrialization necessary for the full development of capitalism. The ‘classic agrarian question’ succeeded in transforming agrarian societies into modern, wealthy, urban-industrial societies.
However, as capitalism subsequently spread across the world economy, the process of agrarian transition had different versions, paths, times and outcomes. First because, apart from Europe and Japan, no other region experienced Feudalism, and even if the internal social dynamics elsewhere could be compared by analogy to feudal social relations – as many Marxist intellectuals forcibly did when studying colonial Brazil – they had a rather particular pre-existing agrarian structure from which capitalism evolved. In fact, only European feudalism’s internal development produced capitalism; which is also to say that, in Third World countries, it evolved through European colonialism and imperialism. This is very significant. In the nineteenth century, Latin America for example was already integrated into the European capitalist economy through the export of raw material produced in the plantations, although the social relations of production in the farms were characterized by slavery in Brazil, and Indian tied labour (encomendero system) in the Spanish colonies. In other words, although integrated, Latin America itself was not yet functioning as a complete capitalist economy; producing on the basis of a colonial social formation of landlord farms and coerced labour.

Second, the particularities of the agrarian transition in Third World countries (when compared to Europe) are also related to its historical time: the twentieth century, when a process of decolonization, and therefore, nation-building took place in many parts of the world
. As Bernstein points out, “the trajectories and forms of the transition to capitalism in social formations where it is deemed yet incomplete are affected by both earlier transitions to capitalism elsewhere and subsequent transformations within capitalism in its dominant formations and global circuits” (Bernstein 2004: 200). The historical conditions for the agrarian transition of the Third World – and particularly for the development of industrialization, as a (necessary) counterpart – offered novel possibilities for its progression, as well as excluded others.

A process, often called ‘modernization’ – ‘developmentalism’ in Latin America – started to be implemented by (newly) independent States, precisely by transforming agriculture to promote industrialization. According to Byres, this transformation of the countryside of poor, recently independent countries, “necessary to the overall development of capitalism is defined as an ‘agrarian transition’” (1996, 27 cited in Akram-Lodhi 2005: 76). The ‘agrarian question’ became a ‘developmentalist problematic’ to academics and intellectuals (Byres 1991:7  in Araghi 2009: 118), and a ‘developmentalist programme’ to national States. Friedmann complements saying that:

As third world states sought to develop national economies, their agrarian strategies were shaped by the opportunities and limits of world food markets. (1993: 37 emphasis added).

Brazil entered the twentieth century as an independent country only recently converted into a Republic
, and still as a primary-export economy – although not any more based in slave-labour regime. The country agrarian social formation was marked by two unresolved issues of the previous century: 1) a huge subsistence sector, or a peculiar ‘peasantry sector’ which was still subjected to 2) a rural aristocracy, not through labour, but through agrarian relations, that is, through the (lack of) control over the property of land (Delgado 2005b). That was roughly the social configuration over which the agrarian transition and modernization operated throughout the century.
In the Appendix C, I give more elements about the formation of the ‘subsistence sector’ in relation to the colonial farm and some explanations for the use of the term. I will use throughout the paper this expression to refer to the portion of the rural population which is marked by its precarious conditions of labour and self-employment, only capable to minimally guarantee their simple reproduction needs as labour and as capital. This ‘sector’, as it reproduces itself in history, assumes different features. Until mid-twentieth century, it could be more easily compared to peasants.

After 1930, Brazil entered a new economic cycle, which slowly shifted the basis of the economy from agriculture to industry, and established the foundations of the modern Brazilian economy. The period from 1930 to 1980 is marked by a long cycle of industrialization, called ‘national developmentalism’, especially after the Second World War Considering the historical context of industrialization, urbanization and modernization of Brazil – no doubt, considering the country’s transition to (a more evident) capitalist economy – the persistence of a large rural ‘subsistence sector’ would be expected, theoretically, to become irrelevant according to the tendencies of capitalist development analysed either from the right or leftwing perspective (Delgado 2005b: 38). However, the Brazilian experience of agrarian capitalist transition did generate a massive transfer of working force to the urban sector, but did not eliminate the poor ‘subsistence sector’ in rural areas – in effect, it even reproduced itself in the cities, as a huge informal sector
.

Throughout the century, the organization of production certainly became more complex and diverse: in size, scale of production, degree of technification and modes of insertion/integration into the market. Regarding the relations of production, it also became more complex, now based in a combination of labour regimes: capitalist farmers and free wage labour were now part of agrarian structure, along side ‘peasants’, family farmers, petty commodity producers and landless. In this regard, I would like to make a brief distinction between, firstly: a) those who still own/control some land and are subordinated through the market; b) those who rent land from capitalist owners. Those two categories could still be in a sense ‘peasants’ because they are not subordinated through wage labour. We then have c) rural wage labourer, actual workers. Authors such as Bernstein prefer to call the first two as “petty commodity producers”, as he explains: “‘Peasant’ become petty commodity producer […] when they are unable to reproduce themselves outside the relations and processes of capitalist commodity production, when the latter become the conditions of existence of peasant farming and are internalized in its organization and activity” (Bernstein 2001: 29).

That means the conditions of ‘subsistence’ changed – certainly becoming more commoditized – but not superseding (for a great number) the condition of ‘precarious’, “only capable to minimally guarantee their simple reproduction needs as labour and as capital”. In agreement with Delgado, the poor rural subsistence sector cannot be explained as a "residue of traditional communities’, as the Modernization Theory generally implies, nor as a "feudal/pre-capitalist remains”, as many Marxists (and non-Marxists) interpreted – nor even as a simply functional "industrial reserve army". To understand the dynamics of the ‘agrarian question’ in Brazil from its original social formation in early twentieth century to the end of the period of ‘national developmentalism’, I would like to present some historical and analytical elements, such as the process of industrialization, which I will do in the next section by introducing them as they were interpreted by different Brazilian intellectuals.

1.2 National Developmentalism and the ‘agrarian transition’ in Brazil 
During the 50’s and 60’s, at least two main intellectual groups contributed different interpretations of the rural sector in the national economy. The most relevant contribution on the Marxist side of the debate was produced by leading intellectuals of the Brazilian Communist Party (PCB), who were elaborating on the “Brazilian agrarian question”. Caio Prado Jr. and Alberto Passos Guimarães elaborated the two main propositions that dominated the political debate in the PCB. The latter saw the Brazilian ‘landlordism’ as a kind of agrarian feudalism, an oppressive socioeconomic system, the transformation of which should be made by massive agrarian reform (possibly led by revolutionary peasant movement). Land reform was agued as a way of breaking the semi-colonial relations of imperialism and the extra economic power of the landlords – therefore, setting the basis for a State capitalism and peasant/family farm agrarian structure. Caio Prado Jr. completely refuted the theses on the Brazilian ‘agrarian feudalism’ and put an end in this debate after his masterpiece “A Revolução Brasileira” (The Brazilian Revolution, 1966). His originality and audacity lies on the analyses of the Brazilian social formation within the framework of the international division of labour and power. I won’t be able to go into that, but it is important to mention his proposition.
Caio Prado believed in the trend towards increasing proletarianization of the rural working force and therefore, he highlighted the importance of defending the rural social-labour legislation, so to tackle the severe situation of profound exploitation and rural poverty – for him, land reform had only a supporting role in developing the countryside. However, although Caio Prado was right to say that all the multiplicity of land tenure and partnership couldn’t be characterized as feudal, he was proved wrong or certainly overestimating assuming that the mass of rural workers were proletarians, not demanding land, but improvements of the working conditions and opportunities of employment.
The other group debating the rural sector wasn’t concerned with the social relations of production, or the agrarian structure, but with the ‘sub-development’ of the country. This group was actually denying the importance of any ‘agrarian question’ in Brazil. The Brazilian intellectual Delfim Neto was certainly the most prominent figure and voice of such view, much influenced by development economic theories from the US, among which the Modernization Theory was the most popular and ideologically influential – ideological because it held an implicit message that Third World countries could ‘catch up’ and have the same wealth and quality of life as developed countries. The ‘development theories’ of that period were produced in the North (see Kreutzmann 1998) – and particularly in the US  – to explain and justify the undeniable disparities between countries after the ‘emergence’ in the world scenario of recently independent countries marked by profound social problems of poverty and inequality
. From there, such theories were spread to state bodies, universities and international agencies implanted in Third World regions. The Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLA) is one of the five regional commissions of the United Nations created in such context (1948) by the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) exactly to promote policies of development.

However, Ecla, directed by the Argentinean Raul Prebisch, did not perform the role as initially entrusted. As Marini pointed out, taking off from development theories, the Commission assumed itself the role of producing theories and ideology, capturing the (class) specificities of Latin America (1994). The cornerstone of its contribution was the critique to conventional economic theories of international trade and comparative advantages (Kay 1990,Levitt 2005). Since this critique relied on the observation of unequal exchange between primary-export peripheral countries and industrial export central countries, Prebisch’s analysis departed from a new perspective, in which the economic development of the periphery is understood as organically related to the world economy. Marini remarks that such perspective was until then only regarded to the Marxist Theory of Imperialism (1994).
The analysis of unequal terms of trade gave support to Ecla’s argument that, in order to supersede the condition of sub-development, Brazil had to industrialize, and such a process could be done by a deliberated policy of import substitution industrialization (ISI) – such belief expresses the initial optimism shared by Ecla with the development (bourgeois) ideology of their time
.
The ‘developmentalist’ perspective much influenced the Brazilian policies for capitalist development. The emphasis in industrialization created a complex conjuncture for the agrarian transition, much different from Europe. To make a rough comparison, in advanced capitalist countries, the pace of industrialization was defined by an organic (reciprocal) relation between increasing consumer goods and expanding the supply of capital goods, without which the process would have been blocked (Marini 1994). That also translates that the process of agrarian transition and industrialization were directly related and regulated as dynamic processes of increasing agricultural productivity through the development of productive forces, releasing labour to urban areas, increasing demand for primary products, generating employment and capacity to consume industrialized products, inducing more technical innovation and so on.

In Latin American countries, as explains Marini, but also Furtado and Caio Prado, industrialization operated through import substitution on the basis of a pre-existing demand for consumer goods and a non existing supply of capital goods – which could be, however, acquired in foreign markets. Such configuration to ‘take off’ indicates a necessity of creating capacity to import, that is, capacity to generate foreign exchange. In Brazil, such condition was driven by the surplus generated by the ‘comparative advantages’ of foreign trade of primary products produced in the inherited colonial structure
 of latifundium farms. Until mid-‘50s, that was the mechanism of ISI: specific branches of agriculture had the role of transferring revenue and resources to the industrial sector, as a necessary step for the necessary accumulation of the industrial capital – also creating a peculiar alliance between the agrarian export aristocracy and the new industrial bourgeoisie, both well represented in the state politics. The ‘peasantry’ was excluded of such projects, despite the fact it was responsible for providing cheap food to the growing urban population of wage labourers, maintaining the low cost of the labour-force.
However, as Ecla’s theorists correctly identified, the international trade based on ‘comparative advantages’ is, in fact, based on a permanent tendency of declining terms of trade, which implies for primary-export countries a constant and increasing draining of capital if they are to continue importing industrialized goods. That was empirically verified after a decade of ‘successful’ industrialization: Brazil sees itself in a crisis of stagnation before the end of the 50’s, characterized by the decline in the import capacity to continue industrializing, on the one hand; and on the other, a poor capacity to increase the domestic consumption of industrial good. The problem of low consumption was aggravated by the fact that structural reforms were never implemented, stimulating a faster and larger rural migration than the (weak) industry could absorb; the created mass of labour-surplus soon pressed wages down, conditioning the formation of a poor urban proletariat, therefore, unable to consume commodity goods
 – feeding a downward cycle of development.
The key aspect of the crisis escaped from Ecla’s initial understanding. Marini, points out a fundamental mistake and I will use his own words to express it:
[During the initial years of industrialization] the manufacturing sector had not bothered to conquer foreign markets and all of its production was driven to the domestic market, which means that it remained dependent on the primary sector to obtain the necessary foreign exchange to purchase intermediate goods and capital goods demanded for the expansion of the industrialization process. By this means, such industry – exactly as the model Ecla had announced as the drive of an autonomous type of development –  did nothing but boost the expanded reproduction of dependence of Latin America on the global marketplace, without leading to an effective emancipation (Marini 1994, my translation, emphasis added).
The solution to the crisis of ‘accumulation and realization of commodity’ came easily and fast; however, not fixing the structural problem pointed out by Marini. Already in mid 50’s Brazil found a new way to keep the process of industrialization by getting abundant financial support from the US, at reasonably low international interest rates. Once again, Marini reveals the contradictory nature of such procedure: since the industry being promoted was driven to the internal market, industrial surplus was obtained in the domestic market and therefore based on national currency. To repay donor banks, surpluses had to be converted into dollars and therefore, showing the weaknesses of the Brazilian strategy.
How could ‘Substitution’ ever happen if neither a new source of foreign exchange, nor basic industry of capital goods were being developed? ‘Substitution’ based on foreign trade of primary products to promote an autonomous development was a theoretical error and an economic trap; ‘substitution’ financed by foreign capital was all the above besides an ideological fallacy. Arthur Lewis has a good intuition about the importance of transforming the domestic structure, particularly of food production (hence, the peasantry!), to create domestic basis for industry and modern services, instead of producing to export (Levitt 2005,Lewis 1978). However, as I will comment later, he doesn’t consider in his analysis the relations of production of each particular social formation and, because of that, Lewis makes problematic inferences about the process of development in the periphery – which are emphasised by his optimistic development ideology
, also shared by Ecla.
According to Marini, the crisis of the 60’s provoked a theoretical crisis with a strong impact on Ecla’s intellectuals, who started to support more emphatically structural reforms and income distribution. Caio Prado, along with Furtado and others, was foreseeing the end of the project of becoming autonomous (economically independent). For them, Brazil was beginning to lose control over the direction, pace and intensity of the import substitution process (Arruda Sampaio Jr 1999: 7).
Despite the social revolts in rural areas and serious articulation to start out a leftist revolutionary process in the country during the 50’s and early 60’s, it was already too late to change the course of history: in 1964 a military coup installed a conservative regime lasting for twenty years. The ‘developmentalists’ agenda, denying the ‘agrarian question’ and structural problems, defeated the PCB and Ecla’s theorists, not intellectually, but politically, when the debate was interrupted by “the argument of force”. From that point on, Brazil was industrializing and modernizing its pattern of consumption in a much faster pace – at the expenses of an increasing external debt and dependence. For two decades the debt was invisible, giving the population a false signal about the consistence of the national development – which had, and still has, a strong ideological effect on the Brazilian population.
It was under the authoritarian regime and the continuation of ISI’s policies that the Brazilian green revolution was implemented. The whole transformation of agriculture was primarily focused on the export crops, showing again that ISI and export-oriented industrialization are actually complementary and not opposite policies. Not surprisingly, Brazil became, according to Friedmann (1993: 45), one of the most important ‘New Industrial and Agricultural Countries’ (NICs and NACs). 

At this point, it is necessary to interpret the character and the outcome of the Brazilian agrarian transition as they come out of this long period I have being describing. Such ‘character and outcome’ was enhanced, but not determined, by the ‘green revolution’. I will then analyse 1) the historical mold of agrarian capital formation and; 2) the unequal pattern of capital accumulation between central and peripheral countries, both affecting the character and result of the transition.


It was only after 1920 that Brazil has an agrarian Census (!). Table 1.1 shows a highly concentrated agrarian structure that practically doesn’t change throughout the decades. It is noticeable the tendency of diminishing the size of farms within the first group.
1.3 Political economy of dependence and the ‘unresolved agrarian question’
It is reasonable to think that, although making the transition to capitalism, the change in the class structure in the Brazilian countryside was very limited. This seems awkward for ‘classic’ Marxist interpretation of ‘capitalist transition’ and, indeed, it has awkward aspects. With the end of the slavery regime, relations of production started to change towards wage-labour; however, the fact that capitalist relations of production emerged precisely to preserve the existence and functioning of the latifundium farm and the primary-export economy, the changes in the structure of production were timid, and so were the progressive character of such transformation. In other words, the continuation of the primary-product exchange, at the same time it reflects the ‘unchanged’ class structure, it reinforced it by inhibiting a more radical change.
It was based on that social structure – combining large capitalist farming producing to the external market and minifundium ‘peasant’ farming producing to the internal market – that the process of industrialization started. Brazil was able to form and accumulate agrarian and industrial capital by exporting primary products and borrowing foreign capital. Again, it was possible to industrialize without fully transforming the social relations of production in the countryside – it is not fortuitous that the Brazilian ‘green revolution’ is coined latter with an antithetic expression: ‘conservative-modernization’; in other words, technical modernization, without changing the social organization of production.
As I have indicated earlier, the historical moment in which Brazil and other developing nations were undergoing the process of agrarian transition and industrialization offered new possibilities that weren’t available in previous experiences, changing not only the social outcome of the agrarian transition but the fundamental meaning of it. This seems to be the ‘origin of the end’ of the organic character of capital and labour which ‘once’ defined the ‘classic’ agrarian question of most of Europe. That seems to be the start out of the ‘agrarian question of labour’ that Bernstein has been theorizing about. Shortly paraphrasing him, the centrality of the agrarian question to industrialization is no longer significant for industrial (and international) capital (Bernstein 2009a). Bernstein himself suggests that only from the 70’s onward (with ‘the advent of current globalization’) that the ‘question of capital’ divorces from the ‘labour’. Here, I am suggesting that, in Brazil and other LA countries, the assumptions of the ‘classic’ agrarian question were challenged much before than the ‘neoliberal period’.
The fact that industrialization was sponsored, first, by primary-exports, second, by a source of capital coming from elsewhere – beyond the countryside, beyond the domestic boundary – is certainly related to the ‘unresolved agrarian question’ of Brazil; in the least hypothesis, it is related by inhibiting a radical transformation of the agrarian structure, thus, continuously reproducing the poor ‘subsistence sector’ and finally, determining the course of the economic development of the country. Inspired by the work of Ruy Mauro Marini, I would like to go one step further in the political economy of capital accumulation and the agrarian question in Brazil, as an effort to provide further elements to understand the poor qualitative result of the agrarian (and industrial) capitalist development. It will be necessary, however, to make a brief theoretical digression, for which I ask the reader some attention.

Making a simplification of Marx theory of the Organic Composition of Capital (OCC), the economic success of technological incorporation translates to diminishing the participation of labour in the production process, leading to an increase in (the scale of) production, generating an effect of diminishing the unit- cost of goods. In other words, technology increases the productivity of labour and cheapens the commodity produced. However, the key aspect of technology lies on the fact that, by diminishing cost, an individual capitalist captures an ‘extraordinary surplus’ through market price – since market price reflects the average production cost given by the general condition of production. The difference in technological progress makes possible to extract an extraordinary surplus, altering the general division of surplus among capitalist. 

Agriculture, when compared to the industry, is a sector that allows low-value composition of capital, in a sense that “it is possible to increase yield without additional capital by the simple act of man over nature” (Marini 1991 paraphrasing  Marx, Das Kapital, I, XXII, 4). Considering then the exchange between producers of primary and industrial products, there is an unequal surplus transfer from the former to the latter, first because industrialized producers have the chance to sell product at a higher price than its value, since the other cannot produce the same good; second, because of the differential productivity of labour. The critique of the "comparative advantages" theory pointed out by Ecla and Arthur Lewis lies precisely on the fact that it masks the technological gap between countries in the international exchange market. Considering that developing nations have been primary-product exporters in the international division of labour, it is not difficult to translate it in structurally unequal terms of trade – historically built and enhanced since industrialization of the North, when the South was still kept as agricultural colonies. 

However, as the capitalist transition and industrialization proceed, and a capitalist social class emerges, the unequal terms of trade gains another implication – that Gunder Frank and Wallerstein couldn’t elaborate on because they were analysing a colonial agrarian society exchanging with capitalist industrial society, and from that, trying to explain the origin of ‘sub-development’ (and ‘development’, reciprocally). So, here is the unique interpretation and contribution of Marini: 

Considering the commercial relation between capitalists through market, and a productivity gap between them, the tendency is that, until the moment the technological gap is superseded and the unit-cost, equalized (and therefore, also the rate of profit), those operating with less technology (lower OCC
) would compensate the loss of surplus in the market relations by extracting more unpaid labour from workers through 1) intensification of work and/or 2) extension of working hours, both without remunerative compensation and/or, 3) through depressing salaries without correspondent real depreciation of the workforce. In all cases the relation between wage and labour is depreciated, implying, therefore, ‘super-exploitation’
 of workers (Marini 1979). As Marini explains himself:

The diversity of the organic composition of capital, within or between branches, can only be offset if the enterprises that are losers in this game artificially alter its organic composition, by reducing the variable capital without corresponding reduction in the quantity of labor they exploit. This is possible only by increasing the intensity and duration of work without equivalent compensation, or frankly through the reduction of wages, i.e., through super-exploitation of the labour force (Marini 1993 my translation, emphasis in the original).
The most advanced capitalist segment profits by increasing the relative surplus (that is, reducing workers’ necessary labour-time in proportion to the surplus-value extracted by increasing the productivity of labour through machinery). The less advanced (capitalist) segment keeps up profit rates mostly by increasing the absolute surplus (that is, extracting surplus labour directly by extending and intensifying labour, without the incorporation of technology). When the historical technological gap between developed-industrialized countries and developing-agrarian economies are put into perspective, we understand that in the latter, capital accumulation becomes more dependent on the exploitation of workers than on the development of productive forces
 (Marini 1991).
Throughout the twentieth century, such technological/productivity gap only increased especially in the industrial sector, generating an ever-lower possibility for developing countries to overcome (economically and politically) such inferior conditions, implying an inferior qualitative outcome of capitalist development. Super-exploitation derives from a particular type of capitalism that develops in the periphery and its connection with the international economy. Even after industrialization, as the case of Brazil shows, the social relations of production were still not fully capable to continue revolutionizing the development of the productive forces, especially when relations between capitalists were opened to global competition. It is in this sense that I interpret the famous expression of Gunder Frank, the ‘development of underdevelopment’ as a very fine depiction of the internal effects of a particular kind of capitalism that has evolved in the Latin America.
The historical chance of Brazil to industrialize and develop was given in the nineteenth century at the moment of its independence, along with European late-industrializing countries. Instead of promoting an organic process of agrarian transition – which would necessarily require profound changes in the colonial productive structure – the state established a backward ‘Land Law’, with the opposite effect, blocking any progressive chance to “transform the food producing sector, create agricultural surpluses to feed the urban population, and thereby create the domestic basis for industry and modern services” (Lewis 1978b: 171 in Levitt 2005: 205)
. The second historical opportunity came with the end of the slavery regime by the end of the century. However, such change didn’t create the necessary social change by wiping out the colonial social structure – perhaps because the end of slavery didn’t result from strong internal struggle, but mostly from pressure coming from England, at that period, already expanding its consumer-market of industrial products.
Lewis had another good intuition about the relations among terms of trade disparities, technology/productivity gap and wage levels, as he states that “the tropics could compete in any commodity where the difference in wages exceeded the difference in productivity” (Lewis 1978: 17). That seems in accordance with Marini’s notion of competitiveness between ‘unequal’ through ‘super-exploitation’ of workers. Lewis’ explanation, however, seems to imply that ‘low wages of the tropics’ are either culturally determined (a presumed cultural standard of income level distinguishing positively Europeans from Chinese and Indians!) or (in the best hypothesis) resulting from the effect of large labour reservoir. The level of wages derives from the productivity gap that Lewis is actually analysing, as well as a result of the social organization of production that, in fact, he completely ignores. Because of the differences in technology and hence, productivity, the competition between capitalists in the market is made possible “if coupled with intensification of the level of labour exploitation, generating the simultaneous effect of rising the rate of surplus and profit” (Marini 1991). It is the gain in labour productivity (relative surplus through technology) that diminishes the impact of salaries on cost, allowing wages to be higher in advanced/industrialized countries. That seems more plausible and consistent explanation to respond why in the ‘tropics’ the salaries have a tendency to be lower (not only in the agricultural sector, by the way).
Of course, the debate on technological development and level of income are directly related to the level of employment – which then connect us back to the debate on the ‘subsistence sector’ and the ‘unresolved’ agrarian question of Brazil. In Marini’s analysis, the level of exploitation of labour is one of the elements, if not the most important one, to determine the level of employment (Marini 1982). In Brazil, the reserve army of labour was rapidly formed through massive migration caused by land concentration inherited from colonial past but stimulated by industrialization. In his view, however, is the ‘super-exploitation’ regime which reinforces the existence of labour-surplus (Marini 1994).
Marini insists that the problem of unemployment is not on technology – saving labour power is precisely what characterizes progress, a key element in capitalist production. The problem lies on the social relations on which technology relies (and does not itself create), and the social formation in which technological modernization is implemented and developed (Marini 1982). Ecla, on the contrary, understood the problem of unemployment as related to inadequate technology, which should be based in more extensive use of labour force. According to Marini, such a proposition has a theoretical error and dangerous political consequences: choosing technological packages that don’t save workforce means choosing an inferior technology. At the same time, rejecting more advanced technologies as a way to promote employment means consolidating the so damaging technological gap, i.e., “condemning [Brazil] to a permanent technological underdevelopment”, dependence and inferior position in the social division of labour (Marini 1982). Here, Marini also provides an explanation to the reason Bernstein calls those who advocate for the ‘peasant way’
 populists. And Bernstein is totally right when he states that their analysis, despite of many merits, lack a deeper understanding of the political economy of agriculture and imperialism (Bernstein 2009a: 254).
The insightful political economy exercised by Marini also gives us some clue to understand, for instance, the still often and extreme cases of death for exhaustion of workers in the sugar-cane harvest in Sao Paulo (!), the most advanced State of the country, as well as ‘slave workers’ – modern slavery
 – in the backward latifundium spread throughout Brazil of the XXI century. Indeed, the concept of super-exploitation and the experience of hunger are much too close, as the former implies payment of wages below the value required to replace worker’s energy or to guarantee the most basic of reproduction cost.

Although the notion of ‘super-exploitation’ derives from the extraction of surplus-value, I would risk saying that, as ‘peasants’, family farmers become more dependent on market relations, they are themselves forced to increase the level of work and self-exploitation to secure means of livelihood. Perhaps, the phenomenon of diversification/fragmentation of labour, on which I will comment later, is the concrete expression of a regime of ‘exploitation beyond the usual level’ adopted by ‘peasants’ to survive.

Even the concept of ‘subsistence sector’ used by Delgado is closely connected with the notion of ‘super-exploitation’: a sector that barely earns enough to guarantee its livelihood. Below, his long quote let us re-engage with the beginning of this chapter, where the origins of the Brazilian ‘peasantry’ and the country’s agrarian question were described. Here it is:

Nearly two thirds of the rural population in Brazil currently depend on the subsistence economy, and most of the Brazilian population always found their means of subsistence from and in such labour relations […] characterized by historically low technical levels, strong social dependence and human exploitation. The perpetuation of these historical relations indicates the existence of a matrix of poverty and inequality that remains, without interruption, throughout history. And this is not effect without cause. The subsistence sector is not a residual category, transitory and subsidiary to capitalist development […]. The subsistence sector, in the Brazilian economy and society, is the product of social relations of domination and subjection to patrimonial political power, a specific capitalist mode of economic exploitation. (Delgado 2005b: 44, my translation, emphasis added)
Delgado is saying that the Brazilian ‘subsistence sector’ – in which the poor branches of the ‘peasantry’, family and petty commodity farmers are included – is neither a remaining indigenous community resistant to the ‘white’ domination as in Bolivia, Peru and Mexico; nor could be approximated to the peasantry of Europe or the family farmer of North America. Delgado reveals that social relations are what structurally and historically explain the existence and permanent reproduction of the ‘subsistence sector’. Perhaps, the author is saying that the Brazilian rural poor is the ultimate result of capitalist social relations of production deriving from an ever-progressing capitalist marginal integration of the country into the world economy.
Until this point of the Paper, I have characterised the dysfunctional process of the agrarian transition of Brazil. I would argue that the effects on the rural poor of the green revolution, implemented during the military regime onwards, derive directly from the ‘unresolved’ and problematic transition. Those effects have been much debated elsewhere, and I won’t specifically to refer to that. However, I would like to make some comments on the role of the state in the process of modernization, as well as illustrate with data some of the changes of that period.
State intervention and agricultural modernization
During the authoritarian regime, the official agenda for agriculture was established around increasing production and productivity, balancing supply and demand, controlling food prices, generating foreign trade and deliberately omitting the questions about the agrarian structure. Indeed, the main argument of Delfim Neto – who, during the military regime, became the Minister of Finance in 1967, and until 1974, and Minister of Agriculture and then Planning, between 1979-85 – was that the agrarian structure and labour relations in rural areas could be disregarded as representing any relevant economic problem, given that agriculture had so far met adequately the expected ‘classic functions’ for development: 1) release labour force to the industry; 2) transfer revenue to the urban sector; 3) produce adequate food supply; 4) increase agro exports; 5) produce raw material for the industry (Delgado 2001, 2005a: 56).

Indeed, modernization of some privileged branches of agriculture contributed to produce the ‘golden ages’ of the national developmentalism (1965-80). The National Rural Credit System (SNCR), implemented by Delfim Neto in 67, was a key state policy fomenting and conditioning the technical modernization of agriculture in Brazil, the ‘green revolution’ (Leite 2006: 298). Soon, agriculture became technically integrated into the industry, and both of them integrated into the world market for equipment and chemical inputs (Delgado 2001: 164). Graziano says that agriculture industrialized, either as consumer of industrial products (mainly agro inputs and machinery), or as a producer of raw material for industrial activities (Graziano 1982: 62).

Credits were easily available for branches of agriculture with economic interest, such as the sugar-cane for ethanol, or soy for export, in detriment of the agriculture for domestic supply. 

The Table 1.2 shows that the tendency of diminishing the average size of farms in the group size with less than 10 ha continues since 1920, at the same time farms became larger in the group range ‘1,000 to less than 10,000’.
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It is interesting to notice that the productivity of crops ‘traditionally’ produced by ‘peasants’, smallholders and family farmers, such as maize, rice and beans, increases quite significantly, indicating that those crops begin to be produced by capitalist and modernized farmers, most possibly stimulated by the growing agro-industrialization (see Table b.3 and Table b.3.1, as well as Graphs b.2 and b.3 in the Appendix B).
‘Peasants’ were being squeezed by the expansion of the agribusiness in the territory and by the competition in the market. Also, from a series of other factors, such as internal migration, illegal land expropriation or direct violence, the social relations that organizes the ‘peasant’ production (based in neighbourhood, kinship etc) became increasingly threatened. In addition to that, their agricultural system of production, often based on itinerant crop – which doesn’t require fertilizers, neither pesticides, nor much weed controlling – started to be compromised as competition for land increases, along with the necessity to legalize the land tenure. As peasants forcibly fixate their tillage in one plot of land – and are not able to adopt modern technology, such as ploughs and fertilizers, their productivity of labour decreases as they now have to adopt manual practices to control weed or revolve and fertilize the land (see Boserup 1965). In this precarious situation, soon the productivity of land drops off, which translates in growing poverty and hunger in the countryside. This explains how peasants were pushed to become ever more commoditized and integrated to the capitalist relations, since their reproduction progressively depends on the market for agro inputs, and for additional labour (beyond the family working-force, which is no longer sufficient for self-reproduction) – resulting in a variety of new social arrangements.

On the other side, capitalist farmers had better changes to adopt tractor and ploughs, which reduce the labour time necessary to prepare the land for cropping, and biochemical fertilizers, which increases the productivity of land. That immediately translates into an incredible rise of: 1) the productivity of labour and, 2) the surplus product. Starting out the process of technological modernization from a very unequal land distribution and applying a class biased state policy – and not urban bias, as often (mis)interpreted – the Brazilian minifundium farmers encounter an almost insurmountable barrier to modernize and guarantee a better living standard
, explaining the rural exodus in the 60’s and 70’s, illustrated in the graph below. In the 70’s, the Brazilian urban population surpasses the rural.
Graph 1.1
[image: image1.emf]Urban and Rural Population Series  

Brazil 1950 - 2006 (%)

45.1

55.90

67.60

75.60

81.20

83.30

54.90

36.20

16.70

18.80

24.40

32.40

44.10

63.80

0.00

10.00

20.00

30.00

40.00

50.00

60.00

70.00

80.00

90.00

1950 1960 1970 1980 1991 2000 2006

Source: IBGE. Demographic Census; IBGE. Pnad

Urban Rural

Elaborated by: DIEESE, 2008


The character of the Brazilian state intervention in that period was determined not by the regime – military or democratic – but by the type of property and productive relations that it benefited, protected and promoted. It would be certainly interesting and insightful to explore theoretically how the State is formed and function to better understand how it represents the social interest. I won’t have the space, neither the competence to explore in that direction. Nevertheless, it is clear enough that the State is not a neutral and autonomous entity, entitled and capable of leading a development project to the benefit of all. Such an idea is implicit in the ‘Development Theories’ in which the State should be equipped to guide and implement progressive policies. As Marini points out, although Ecla criticised the ‘conventional development approach’, its intellectuals kept the ‘faith’ in the State objectivity – quality that the ‘international agenda for development’ still rely on without a proper political analysis. For Ecla, the State implementation of correct measures of international trade and economic policies would be the path to overcome the condition of dependence and sub-development. That is why Marini didn’t hesitate to say that “the limitations of Ecla’s thinking derive from its umbilical linkages with the development theory, as well as from the confines of the class position from which their propositions were made” (Marini 1994, my translation).

Chapter 2  The ‘Agrarian Crisis’ of our time
2.1 The ‘agrarian question’ in times of global agribusiness

The decade of the 80’s is characterized by a transition to a new world economic and political order: the order of globalization of capital flow and neoliberal institutions. The combination of both made possible the rise of a global agribusiness, which corresponded to a redefinition of relations of production in the world food system, generating a ‘global agrarian question’. Agriculture became increasingly organised and regulated by the highly concentrated transnational capital upstream and downstream of farming; moreover, increasingly operating through global and national social divisions of labour, circuits of capital, commodity chains, and technology transfer (Bernstein 2006: 403). Globalization, continues Bernstein, “for all the confusion and controversy that surrounds the term and its use (and abuse) – is central to, indeed entails, a qualitative shift in agrarian class relations without, of course, displacing or transforming all their previous form
” (2009b: 72).

In Brazil, the 80’s was the prelude of a new economic cycle, in which agribusiness assumed a key role. Studying Brazilian agribusiness should give us important insights to understand the how the ‘agrarian question’ is reshaped in the current context, and not only in Brazil. In the first section of this Chapter, I will present the necessary historical background in which Brazilian agribusiness is embedded, nationally and globally. I will continue reflecting upon the possibilities of success and failure of conciliating the global agribusiness, with the development of the ‘peasant’ agriculture – as suggested in the ‘international development agenda for agriculture’. I will finish this Chapter referring back to the ‘agrarian question’ analysis, by discussing the character of the current global ‘agrarian crisis’, in dialogue with Bernstein’s ideas on the new ‘question of labour’

2.2 Global change and the agribusiness sector in Brazil

Three interrelated events in the international arena set off the economic (and political
) transition in Brazil: 1) the 1973 "oil price shock", along with the stock market crash; 2) the sudden increase in the international interest rate (1979-1983), and 3) the 80’s recession in the US. The effect of such international crisis, particularly in the US, was felt immediately in Brazil and in the whole Latin American Continent, whose ‘economic miracle’ was being financed by international creditors. The prices of imported goods soared because of devaluation, but the most perverse effect was caused by the multiplication of the debt service (interest payments and the repayment of principal), built during the decades of “import substitution industrialization” (ISI) and financial dependence. The debt effect was felt not only because of the violent increase in the international interest rates, but also because foreign banks were requiring immediate payment. And after Mexico’s announcement of the debt moratorium (in 1982), the access to the international capital markets completely ceased and Latin America faced the greatest recession of all times.

The Brazilian State became tied up to the ‘necessity’ to serve its own debt and in the 90’s, the country was “encouraged” to adopt the Structural Adjustment Programmes (SAPs) and promote Foreign Direct Investment. The well known policy package – orchestrated and controlled by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank through state coercion (e.g. IMF loan conditions imposed on indebted states) and state consent (e.g. acceptance of economic liberalism as a political programme) (Mcmichael 1997: 642) – had its maximum expression in countries such as Brazil and Argentina.

As Boito explains, since the beginning of the 90’s, the State’s new macroeconomic policy has shaped the Brazilian capitalism into a new mode of development, which has been called ‘neoliberal’
 and can be defined by contrast with the precedent model, ‘developmentalist’ (2007: 60). Boito, while characterizing and analysing those changes, indicates  that the neoliberal period reflects the hegemony of a new faction of the bourgeoisie, no longer the industrial, but now the financial bourgeoisie, who controls the state policies and is the main beneficiary of the new economic model (idem: 61).

To accumulate in the basis of the financial market, it was key to maintain a positive balance of payments and high interest rates; to accomplish so, the government elected the agribusiness (and the agro industrial chain) as the major supplier of US dollars
. The following graph and table express the importance of the agribusiness sector in the economy:

Graph 2.1
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In 2005, according to consolidated data from Ministry of Commerce, the Brazilian total export value was US$118.3 billion, which means that the agribusiness corresponded to 36.85% of the total. That year, the total trade balance surplus of the country was US$44.8 billion; while the agribusiness surplus was US$ 38.6, as in the table below. In 2008, the surplus balance of the agribusiness surpassed the one of the country.
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In a decade, the total volume of exports in US dollars almost tripled while the imports increased 30% in relation to the average. The table b.4 presented at the Appendix B shows that the South and Southeast Region of the country, where the agribusiness is most developed, accounted for approximately 71% of the total Balance of Payment in 2007.

All the above adds some special characteristics to the (current) agribusiness I am referring to: it is not anymore the modern capitalist agrarian production of the 60’s and 70’s, neither an expansion of the Green Revolution. The agribusiness in Brazil is all the above – implying high investments, large scale, advanced technology – but putting to use an economic strategy to accumulate and reproduce transnational capital. That means the current agribusiness requires a heavy political configuration based on: 1) national state adoption of neoliberal macroeconomic policies as mentioned above, and sectoral policies such as the Agricultural Agreement of the GATT/WTO; 2) an agrarian elite, which had already been benefited from the state policies of the green revolution
, and now is technically and politically prepared to produce subjected to 3) the hegemony of the financial capital, national and international.

The agribusiness of today differs from the ‘ agricultural business’ of the 60’s and 70’s because now, banks and transnational corporations have assumed many of the state’s roles, directly controlling what, when, how and where products of plant and animal origin will be produced and marketed. The state, on its side, operates the economy to meet the conditions imposed by creditors so that the transnational financial capital would find a safe and highly profitable environment to invest, at the same time, the allied national agrarian bourgeoisie would be protected from high risk and low profit margins of the whole business. That is how Delgado summarizes all the above, also calling attention to the increase of land speculation:

[…] the agribusiness within the Brazilian meaning of the term is the alliance between the [international] agro industrial capital and the large agrarian property. This association perform an economic strategy of the financial capital in pursuing profit and rent of land, under the patronage of the state policies (Delgado 2005a: 66).
The State instead of being absent – as the neoliberal paradigm suggests – is actively playing a fundamental role to sustain the agribusiness model through structured policies. Delgado points out some important initiatives taken by the State during the second mandate of Cardoso: 1) the government launched a priority programme of investment in infrastructure, building "development corridors" to the agribusiness in the national territory, aimed to incorporate new areas; 2) explicitly reoriented the public research in agriculture, putting the Brazilian Agricultural Research Institute (Embrapa) to operate in partnership and cooperation with multinational agribusiness corporation; 3) changed the exchange rate policy by eliminating the currency overvaluation, making the agribusiness competitive in the international trade market and functional to the strategy of "constrained adjustment" (Delgado 2005a: 67). I would add that the State: 4) diverted most of the rural credit and financial incentives to agribusiness activities; 5) changed specific legislation, such as liberating the production of transgenic crops, in subservience to transnational corporations interest; 6) repeatedly forgave huge debts
 of the agribusiness farmers; 7) sustained an outrageous programme of export subsidies of primary products, letting them free of “ICMS” (Tax for operations related to trade of goods) – which is nothing less than granting social surplus-value to export farmers.

On the other hand, there is a list of actions that the State neglects, and that are just as significant to the expansion of the agribusiness. Possibly the most important of them, as mentioned by Delgado, is the lax regulation of the land market, leaving out of the public control the ‘state lands’ (‘terras devolutas’), latifundium farms that reportedly do not meet their ‘social function’, and much of the self-declared “productive farms” (the table b.5 in the Appendix B shows the macro agrarian division of the country; 34% represents the sum of reportedly unproductive land and “terras devolutas”, land without any public control). (Delgado 2005a: 67). In addition to that, the macroeconomic adjustment led to the rise of land prices, increasing the ground rent appropriated through agrarian relations (Delgado 2005a: 62). Therefore, says Delgado, the adjustment increased the concentration of land and speculation in the land market.
In Boito’s analysis, all the support of the Brazilian State to the agribusiness sector is confined within the limits to meet the fundamental interests of the financial capital (2007: 67). With an ironic tone, the author says: “Race for US dollars, yes, but since the dollars obtained are directed to the payment of interest on the international debt [and not diverted excessively to improve infrastructure and human resources]. Therefore, the primary surplus and interest rates
 should remain high even if that imposes a limit on the growth of exports itself” (idem: 67). That means a radicalization of a process already stated in the 60/70’s with the ‘de-nationalization’ of the economy, as Caio Prado and Furtado were concerned about.

Although the Brazilian agribusiness has its particularities, it is certainly not a domestic experience, but a reflex of a global phenomenon of agricultural restructuring. Friedmann and McMichael use the term ‘corporate food regime’, highlighting the new set of rules which institutionalizes the corporate power in the world food system (Mcmichael 2009b: 153). Aragui understand ‘food regime’ as a political fact of the world value relations embedded in imperialism (Aragui 2003: 51 in Mcmichael 2009b: 155).

Particularly regarding the agricultural sector, the 80’s was characterized by an immense surplus of food production in the US and Europe
, but also coming from NACs of the Third World such as Brazil. Under the circumstances of a crisis of overproduction and an unregulated world market, it became important to include agriculture under a global regulatory mechanism of the GATT/WTO. The Agreement on Agriculture signed in 1994 sealed the new ‘food regime’, establishing trade rules inspired by neoliberal principles, as commented in the footnote 26, such as reducing tariffs and eradicating the legacies of the national developmentism (Araghi 2009: 135).

The accession of developing countries into the GATT/WTO
 and their sudden conversion to free trade affirm their subordination to the international capital represented by corporations. The Agreement had an unequal impact among differentiated national-economies, as well as different farmers within a particular economy – as a rule, beneficiating large, industrial producers (mainly in the Centre) at the expenses of the weak farmers in the Periphery. Cheap food imports, for instance, exposed farmers in the ‘South’ “to world market competition with capitalized and heavy subsidised farms in the North” (Araghi 1995: 130). In the words of Amin, agricultural liberalization represented “accepting the elimination of billions of noncompetitive producers within the short historic time of a few decades” (Amin 2003). About SAPs and the agricultural liberalization, Friedmann states:

They usually intensify social inequalities and conflicts in poor countries.  For instance, in Brazil, which is a stunning success as measured by investment in agrofood production and exports, is also a nightmare of evictions from the land, displacement of local food systems, hunger, and social unrest. As I write, major social unrest has precipitated massive food distribution to the poor. […] [‘IMF riots’] reflect the suffering imposed in new centres of accumulation like Brazil, no less than in the vast regions pushed to the margins of accumulation, which include much of the African continent. (Friedmann 1993: 50-51, emphasis added)
All the above suggests the present ‘globalized’ agriculture now being sponsored by governments, rather than successfully meeting food demands and poverty, is actually causing rural dispossession, displacement, impoverishment – and hunger. The impact of the massive increase in food production on prices has a particularly perverse impact on the less equipped farmers and less developed economies. By selling products at world prices, 1) income of small and medium farmers reduces dramatically and; 2) with very low income, those are unable to invest in new technologies and renew farm tools to increase productivity and also satisfy vital consumption needs. In Mazoyer and Roudart’s expression, “their development [becomes] blocked” (2004: 5), and in a downward cycle of pauperization.

When farmers in poor agrarian economies are discouraged to produce or condemned to indebtedness and out migration
, there is an increase in the population demanding food in urban areas, in the same proportion there is a decrease in the population producing food in the countryside (Mazoyer and Roudart 2004: 6). In two decades, countries which had been mostly self-sufficient in food until at the end of the second world war became dependent in food aid and food import (see Friedmann 1993,Philip 1994).

Within such world political context, the Brazilian agribusiness certainly assumes many interesting features to be analysed. In the next section I reflect upon the interaction between the global agribusiness with the development of the ‘peasant/petty commodity agriculture’.
2.3 Conflicting Agendas: agricultural and agrarian development 
Brazil is in a peculiar position within the global political economy of food and agriculture: as a continental country, with an immense agricultural productive capacity and enormous potential to grow, Brazil represents an important space for expansion of food production. Brazil, and Latin America as a whole, already receives pressure to assume the important role of feeding the world. At the same time, as already a strong primary-export nation, Brazil plays a similar part in the international food market as Europeans and North Americans, affecting prices of (a few) commodities and therefore, affecting agrarian economies around the world
.

Of course, the tension between the socioeconomic roles the country plays at the global level, are intensely internalized. The Brazilian agrarian policies, as well as the state structure, express these tensions very well. To give an idea, Brazil has three Ministries intervening in much related areas, and following ‘different’ approaches. Making a caricature, the Ministry of Agriculture is the one responsible for supporting the agribusiness; the Ministry of Agrarian Development, is responsible for implementing Land Reform and developing the ‘family-farm’ agriculture; and, since Lula came to power, the country gain a third related Ministry, the Ministry of Social Development and Fight Against Hunger (!). In the middle of competing/conflicting demands of the first two, this is the ministry of aid distribution. Such composition certainly inspires a critical look.
This year, 2009, the Brazilian Ministry of Agriculture released a Report
 bringing the prospect vision of the country’s agribusiness sector for the next ten years. The report is intended to indicate the possible directions of the domestic agricultural development in connexion with the international market context. It is also made to provide information for new public policies. In ten years, it is estimated that the national production of grains (soybeans, maize, wheat, rice and beans) will increase 28,7% and meat (beef, pork, poultry) 51%. In 2018/19, export of Brazilian beef is estimated to represent 60.6% of the world trade and poultry, up to 89.7% (Mapa 2009). Interesting enough, such Report was prepared by many national institutions
 in consultancy with FAO, United Nations, International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI), Organization for Economic Co-Operation and Development (OECD) and the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA). There won’t be lack of support to develop such agenda; the problem is how it will overall interact, interfere in the ‘family farm’ and ‘zero hunger’ agenda (see Graphs b.1; b.2 and b.3 in the Appendix).

Entire regions where there is concentration of landreform settlements – once conquered through the struggle of landless social movements, such as the Landless Worker’s Movement (MST) – are now rapidly being transformed in suppliers of land and labour to large-scale agribusiness companies. Contract farming is one of the forms by which the Brazilian agribusiness is “reoccupying” areas that had been socialized through land reform policy. Ariovaldo Umbelino, an important geographer of the University of Sao Paulo engaged in agrarian studies, once said in a public seminar that the land reform policy of President Lula’s administration is marked by two principles: 1) not implement it in areas of agribusiness; 2) implement it in areas where it can "support" the agribusiness. I will give one example for each situation.

First, the illustration of “land reform away from the agribusiness”, is literal: according to a recently published atlas of the Brazilian agrarian question
, land occupations occur in the areas of the Centre-South and Northeast of the country, while landreform settlements are concentrated in the North, "in the ends of the Amazon," says the author, “in order not to change the agrarian structure of the Centre-South” (Arruda 2009).

In the second situation – of “land reform for the agribusiness” – Araghi, first, describes how it works:

While corporate capital and its chain of subcontractors appropriate their surplus labour via the provision of credit, seed and other inputs, and market access, it leaves the labour process and partial ownership of means of production in the hands of the direct producers. […] this is a form of production of absolute surplus value by commodity-producing labour-power (Araghi 2009: 134 emphasis added)
In Sao Paulo, were the sugarcane/ethanol agribusiness predominates, smallholders are frequently engaged in producing for the agro-industry by means of temporary work and contract farming. In two decades (70’s to 90’s) the proportion of two-thirds permanent wage-labour and one-third temporary work has been reversed in countries such as Brazil and Chile (Grzybowski 1990: 21 in Kay 2000: 130). Nearly 12 million people worked temporarily in agricultural establishments in 2006 (Ibge 2009). Kay says that such trend is particularly significant in Latin American countries where the agro-industry for export is present (2000: 130). Considering the disproportional power relation between agro-industries and small farmers (historically deprived, thus, illiterate
, submissive, but most of all, poor), contract farming commonly represents an unfair form of contract, leading to precarious forms of labour regime. Smallholders are usually not entitled to social security benefits or employment protection; often overusing soil fertility and driven to work more intensively and extensively to meet quality and contract terms. Graph 2.2 shows that in all regions of the country, the majority of agricultural employees doesn’t have formal contract; 66.7% is the country’s average of informality in agricultural labour.
Graph 2.2
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That is why policies of complementarities become policies of failure. The deprivation of the marginalized agricultural sector not only coexists with the prosperity of the ‘globalized’ agribusiness sector, but it is recreated by the latter. In other words, the very policies which encourage global food production to expand are also conducive to depressing conditions of means of labour reproduction, which justifies the pursuit of social insecure and oppressive forms of labour.

The agribusiness also implies that the class relations in the countryside gain a different political dimension, as it represents direct global agrarian relations, that is, beyond the local agrarian classes. Stedile, one of the national leaders of the MST, in recent interview illustrates well what that means. He first says that, in the past, MST used to occupy unproductive land of extensive cattle ranching, ‘the typical backward latifundium’, now:
the ‘latifundium’ has been modernized and linked to multinational agribusiness. The best areas have become monocultures of sugarcane; and who is the largest sugar plantation here in Sao Paulo – with 100 thousand hectares of land? Cargill! So, now, when we protest against the monoculture of sugarcane, we are confronting the Cargill, which is the largest global corporation of grains. (Stedile 2009 my translation)
At the same, the ‘backward latifundium’ is being renewed in other parts of the country but, again, with interesting new features:
Let's take the example of the Bank Opportunity, [whose banker, Daniel Dantas, bought 600 thousand hectares in Para, a state in the Amazon region]. What for does a bank need land? When the MST occupied his farms, we confronted a bank which, as reported by the Federal Police, is a figurehead of the Citigroup. So, it is no longer a backward farmer in Para that we face, but the financial capital installed in the Paulista Avenue in Sao Paulo. (Stedile 2009 my translation)
Considering all the above, it doesn’t seem to be a coincidence that, first, in the twenty-first century a country as large and fertile as Brazil had to implement policies, actually, a whole new Ministry, to tackle hunger. Second, it is not fortuitous that the policies carried by the new ‘Ministry of the Zero Hunger’ are essentially restricted to aid distribution
. In 2008, the Programme ‘Bolsa Família’ covered about 47 million people, 25 percent of the country’s population, distributing a budget of US $5.5 billion, which represents 0.3 percent of Brazil’s GDP. These information are summarized in the recent report launched by the NGO Action Aid, which gave the highest score to Brazil in the fight against hunger. The same report also states that “the challenges remain in combating hunger amongst landless labourers and smallholder farmers, who […] have been eclipsed by the focus on large scale, export-orientated agriculture” (Actionaid 2009: 35).
Politically, the positioning of Brazil in the international arena is also peculiar, dubious and therefore, questionable. President Lula’s has triggered a “progressive” discourse in international meetings, such as those of the G-20, in which he proposes an alliance between developing countries, claiming the suspension of agricultural protectionism of Europe and the US. In fact, as Boito identifies, Lula puts forward a neoliberal discourse that pleads the "real openness" of agricultural markets, strengthening his government’s economic strategy of primary export, precisely because the Brazilian state hasn’t ruled out making further concessions in relation to trade liberalization for industrial products and services in exchange for the withdrawal of the agricultural protectionism (Boito Jr. 2007: 68). This is creating an economic specialization and affirming the place of Brazil in the international division of labour; and this place is precarious.

Delgado said once in an interview that “our agribusiness is more unequal than theirs” – the agribusiness in the North (Filho 2008). He is right; the difference between the Brazilian agribusiness and the North American, for example, is precisely their location in the international division of labour of imperialism.

We are “proud” that Brazil is the largest exporter of soybeans, recently beating the US, but: who exports the Brazilian soy? Who is profiting from the Brazilian soy? Bunge, Monsanto Dreyfus, DuPont, ADM and Cargill, all transnational corporations. Farmers don’t export; they sell to the grain warehouse and keep 10% of profit, or so. It is the exporter who gets most of the profit, and keeps the product itself, which is the fundamental good. (Stedile 2009 my translation)
Six companies (Bayer, Bunge, Monsanto, BASF, DuPont, Syngenta) control all trade of pesticides in Brazil. That is why, says Stedile with irony, Brazil became in 2008 the world largest consumer of pesticides – many of them, banned in Europe, but still sold in Brazil, and at high prices
 (Stedile 2009).
As Delgado points out, it urgent to dismantle the essential conditions that guarantee the agribusiness strategy, not only to diminish inequality in the countryside, but also to stop the depletion of the country. As he sates, and as I have pointed out, the conditions that sustain the agribusiness are based on its freedom to keep unproductive land for speculation, freedom to exhaust environmental resources, freedom to abuse labour relations, freedom to concentrate land compromising its social function etc. “It is impossible expand both, the agribusiness and family farming. What needs to be reviewed is the primary-exporting model” (Filho 2008).
Prior to the hit the conclusion of this work, I return to the discussion on the agrarian crisis in the next and final section. My intension is to interpret the ‘global agrarian crisis’ based on what has been analysed so far.
2.4 The current global ‘agrarian crisis’

In 1989, Ben White wrote that the literature on the nature of contemporary peasantry and agrarian differentiation was “in a state of confusion” – having the classical models of Lenin, Kautsky or Chayanov reapplied in their most simplistic and rigid form to modern times (op cit: 16-17). Today, Bernstein is saying that, ‘before our very eyes’, the nature of the ‘agrarian question’ has changed and the ‘classic’ theory has been superseded 
 ADDIN EN.CITE 
(Bernstein 2004, 2009a)
. If until mid-twentieth century the majority of the rural people could be interpreted as ‘peasants’, now, at least in the original sense, they have in effect disappeared – which also implies that the aspect of ‘transition’ to capitalism is also being contested. The existence, however, of a diversified and precarious ‘subsistence sector’ in rural areas of the periphery re-affirms the contemporaneousness of the ‘agrarian question’. Graham writes an interesting summary:

It is not the case that peasant societies have disappeared as capitalism has ‘globalised’; nor are peasantries historically residual in the sense that they are remote from the cut-and-thrust of ‘modern’ concerns of political economy. Rather, the dynamics of peasant societies are a constitutive part of contemporary international political economy, especially for those with an interest in poverty, development, political struggle and the environment (2006: 383 emphasis added).

As Chapter 2 points out, the ‘agrarian question’ of today has to be understood in a broader context of capital formation/accumulation, as well as extended relations of production. The ‘question’ has globalized. Bernstein is saying that, globalization and the massive development of the productive forces in advanced capitalist agriculture have resolved the question of international capital formation. In dialogue with the original notion of capitalist transition, he is saying that there is no longer a ‘question’ of revolutionizing the productive forces in agriculture that is still significant to industrialization for international capital (Bernstein 2009a: 250). “There is no longer an agrarian question of capital on a global scale” (idem).
From that, I understand that international capital when operating in the periphery (certainly, in combination with national capital), it limits the capacity to generate and generalize the development of the productive forces, that is, to resolve the national agrarian question as a basis for economic development. That is why from the globalization of capital accumulation derives (‘as a reverse side’) a crisis of labour reproduction (in the periphery), which Bernstein calls ‘structural fragmentation of labour’ (Bernstein 2009a: 253). 

As globalization intensifies international capital centralization and concentration, ‘fragmentation of labour’ becomes a central feature of our time (Bernstein 2009a: 253). Essentially, ‘fragmentation of labour’ in the countryside describes the decomposition of the ‘peasantry’ as a compelled strategy of work diversification and intensification to meet simple reproduction needs (survival) as labour and as (petty) capital (Bernstein 2009a: 248). Philip Mcmichael, while debating with Bernstein’s ideas, depicts the main implication of it:

In redefining the agrarian question as a question of social reproduction rather than [class formation in] capitalist transition, Bernstein abandons the classical agrarian question of capital on the grounds that globalisation involves centralizing capital and fragmenting labour under conditions of ‘massive development of the productive forces in (advanced) capitalist agriculture’ (2006: 410 empahsis added).
In my interpretation of Bernstein’s proposition, it is implied that the capital accumulation in the centre can, and indeed, is bearing the conditions and prospects of ‘peasant’ or ‘petty commodity farming’ in the periphery. I cannot help but notice in his formulation an open opportunity to re-visit, re-frame and re-validate aspects of the dependence theory, now in a new context of globalizing capitalism.

I saw interesting proximity with Amin’s interpretation of the ‘agrarian crisis’, as he states: “[…] while [the development of capitalism] solved the question in its centers, it did through generating a gigantic agrarian question in the peripheries […]. The new agrarian question is the result of that unequal development […]” (2003: 2-3). Amin is also discussing the new question of labour, including the greatest part of the rural population in a category that he calls ‘the precarious popular classes’. In his words, this category includes “workers weakened by their low capacity for negotiation (as a result of their low skill levels, their status as non-citizens, or their race or gender) as well as non-wage-earners (the formally unemployed and the poor with jobs in the informal sector)” (2003: 5).

In synthesis, both interpretations describe an (agrarian) crisis of labour reproduction; as well as it assumed a global dimension as the dynamics of capital accumulation globalized – and in both, transnational capital accumulation affects labour in the South through imperialism. This entire discussion tells me that the ‘agrarian crisis’ of today does not describe a crisis of transition to capitalism. The ‘crisis of labour’ has nothing to do with the (progressive) crisis of development of the productive forces of the past; it is just the contrary. That provokes a different perspective to interpret the scenario where three quarters of the poor and undernourished people around the world are
farmers, very ill-equipped, badly located (living in difficult regions), with little land allotment, and poorly paid agricultural labourers. As for the other undernourished, the majority of them are former rural inhabitants who have been pushed to outmigrate towards ill-equipped and under-industrialized urban slums, where unemployment and low wages prevail, and where they have not found proper means of making a living yet (Mazoyer and Roudart 2004: 1-2)
Referring back to the global question of hunger, and the suggested relation with a process of rural deprivation, McMichael, in dialogue with Bernstein, concludes:

“under conditions of ‘massive development of the productive forces in (advanced) capitalist agriculture, the material (but not social) question of food supply [could be] resolved, even as global labour is impoverished by tenuous employment conditions” (Mcmichael 2006: 410 emphasis added).

Final Considerations
This paper began by suggesting that the “global food crisis”, which exposed to the world the dramatic problem of massive population affected by and vulnerable to hunger, was in fact a sign of a “global agrarian crisis’ characterized by peasants’ deprivation in developing countries. In this proposal, the ‘food’ and the ‘agrarian crisis’ both become an expression of the mismatch between the capacity to increase productivity (supported by technological means) and the effects it has on the producer’s capacity to consume. From that observation derived the main motivation of this research: to investigate through the history of developing countries, with Brazil as the case study, how extreme poverty became a social condition of existence for most of the rural population. The preliminary idea was that rural deprivation results from a particular process of capitalist agrarian transition, or an unresolved ‘agrarian question’.
The first chapter described the social formation of Brazil in the early twentieth century, marked by its colonial heritage: on one hand, a rural aristocracy controlling the largest portion of the land; on the other, a significant ‘subsistence sector’ subservience through agrarian relations. Taking such configuration as a departing point, it was highlighted that the process of capitalist transition in the countryside was late in relation to the country’s independence, and slow in relation to the end of the slavery regime. Most important, the changes in the relations of production towards wage-labour were restricted to the Southeast portion of Brazil. As discussed, the explanation for all this is that the agrarian transition came about exactly to maintain ‘functioning’ the latifundium farm and the primary-production for export; that is, extending in time the colonial mercantile economy and preserving the agrarian structure in which the ‘subsistence sector’ persisted as a social category.
In the third decade of the twentieth century, Brazil was already entering a long period of industrialization. However, since the industrialization process was made possible by transferring the primary-export agrarian capital, it not only became dependent on external economies, but also it did not stimulate a radical (organic) restructuring of agrarian relations. In mid-century, industrialization was no longer financed by agrarian capital only, but by foreign capital, and through state policies of import substitution industrialization. The effect was similar, resulting by the end of the 80’s in a problematic transition to capitalist agriculture and an industrial economy, without having revolutionized the relations of production in the countryside.
This period has been analyzed in light of Marini’s critique of the developmentalist project that was being implemented. Because he was analyzing the ‘industrializing Brazil’, his Dependence Theory provides insights not achieved by other Marxist interpretations of Dependence. He understood that the unequal terms of trade between centre and periphery – raised and criticised by Ecla – had implications that they did not capture. He developed the idea that it is the gap in the productivity of labour (due to differential technological levels) between capitalists of the two poles of the world division that not only explains the unequal exchange and surplus transfer within the market relations. This creates the tendency for the less developed capitalist segment to super-exploit labour by extracting absolute surplus – which (artificially) increases the capacity to compete and maintain profit rates. From such analysis, Marini suggests that the degree of labour exploitation – or the regime of super-exploitation– is the fundamental factor determining the (low) level of wages, and also the (low) level of employment in Brazil.
Following his line of reasoning, I have suggested that the particular type of capitalist transition of the periphery, instead of developing the productive forces as a ‘classic’ capitalist transition, leads to its degeneration, therefore producing an inferior quality of economic and social development. On this point, I have also suggested that the social relations of production, historically formed and reinforced by the countries’ capitalist marginal integration into the world economy, explain the existence and constant reproduction of a poor ‘subsistence sector’, in rural (but also urban) areas.
I have argued that it is the ‘unresolved agrarian transition’ – considering the productive structure and the agrarian concentration of land – which determines the uneven effects of the green revolution implemented in the 60’s onwards. Although not particularly focused on analysing the effects of the green revolution, I have pointed out that, at that moment in history, it became clear how agriculture could meet its economic ‘function’ in the macro economy through high productivity and integration into agro-industry, but not translate into a better living standard to the majority of the rural producers. Even the State was not capable to guarantee a better qualitative process, since it always intervened maintaining and protecting the capitalist industrial and agrarian class.
In chapter 2, I have analysed the transformation of the Brazilian agriculture into ‘agribusiness’ – and a ‘global agribusiness’ – as a result of a new world economic and political order of globalized capital accumulation and neoliberal policies. Besides characterizing the current agribusiness and pointing out some of the political and social implications of the sector in Brazil, Chapter 2 reveals that there is room to explore possible connections and analogies between the development of capitalism in Brazil and other peripheral countries. Many of these on the periphery also entered the 80’s heavily indebted, dependent on foreign capital for investments and marked by profound social problems; all of them, ‘ready’ to take on the same programme of structural adjustment – a term that, in the context of this paper and of a Marxist terminology, is antagonist and ironic.
The global agribusiness exposes how the incredible development of the productive forces in advanced capitalist countries was capable of generating a massive agricultural output but also, by its very existence, set off a process of rural dispossession, displacement and impoverishment in the periphery. Not only that, by re-affirming the international division of labour, the global agribusiness when implemented in developing countries, massively increases production, which then belongs to the international capitalist class. In that sense, the 'unresolved agrarian question' of the periphery gains a new dimension – which still challenges intellectuals to theoretically understand it.
The case study of Brazil shows that foreign capital can finance modernization of agriculture and indeed, result in higher productivity, as it is claimed to be the new way of tackling hunger. However, this path doesn’t create a process of emancipation and, by not requiring an agrarian social transformation, it is likely to ‘develop the sub-development’ within a particular society. If that means, in the context of globalization (and imperialism), the end of the question of capital formation by class transformation, and therefore, the end of agrarian capital accumulation by direct class relation, it also means an imposed reproduction of insecure and oppressive forms of labour as a social condition of existence for most of the population in developing countries. That is the interpretation I make, dialoguing with Bernstein’s ideas on the new ‘question of labour’.

In 2009, the ‘international development agenda for agriculture’, concerned with the blatant and shameful global hunger, recognized the need to meet the capacity to increase food production with the capacity to develop food consumption; and to do so, investments should be made in agrarian economies – precisely to increase productivity through modern technology. Despite the apparent progressive character of the ‘international agenda’, it doesn’t acknowledge rural poverty in developing countries as deriving from a process of deprivation, it results in a misconceived ‘agenda’, primarily focused on technological solutions and ignoring the ‘dynamics of capital’ and relations of production. With the internationally dismissed ‘agrarian question’, directly deriving from the ‘dynamics of capital’, I see the possibility to tackle hunger by distributing aid or income, but not by creating and distributing massive opportunities for income formation. For me, Brazil is a fine and complete illustration of all the unfolding effects of an ‘unresolved agrarian question’ – including the difficulties to overcome the agrarian conflicts in the country at the current stage of development. Today, the (sub-developed) Brazil is (proudly) assuming a growing role in the business of ‘feeding the world’; at the same time, it is being awarded for tacking hunger in its own territory by distributing meager, but massively, income aid.
As derived from the analysis of this research, I would say that the implementation of the ‘international agenda for agriculture’ is not separated from 'the dynamics of capital'; it is indeed, shaped by capitalist relations. Therefore, I repeat my preliminary suggestion: the ‘new agenda’ is likely to reproduce the social problems that brought it into place. Frankly, for transnational capital promoting ‘food security’ by materializing the naive Brazilian dream of becoming the ‘granary of the world’, and by investing in a ‘new green revolution’ in Africa, there is no conflicting strategy and, carrying on the global agrarian crisis, it will keep feeding the world with hunger.

…

I acknowledge that, the same way this research paper is ambitious, intense and insightful; it is, as well, incomplete, immature and tangential in many issues. As much questions it answers, as much questions it leaves open. Simultaneously, the satisfaction I had with every modest theoretical grasp implied growing resentment about the reality they were revealing to me. Finally, if this theoretical elaboration was motivated by the close contact I have had with the agrarian question in Brazil through many years of acquaintance and work with the MST, as well as with the very poor ‘peasants’ of the Ribeira Valley, now, the unfolding of this intellectual experience connects me back with the need for new empirical research, analysis and action.

References

Abramovay, R. (1981) 'Transformações na vida camponesa: o sudoeste paranaense'. PhD thesis, FFLCH/USP, São Paulo.

Actionaid (2009) 'Who’s Really Fighting Hunger?: ActionAid's HungerFREE Scorecard Investigates why a Billion People are Hungry'. Johannesburg: ActionAid.

Akram-Lodhi, A.H. (2005) 'Vietnam's Agriculture: Processes of Rich Peasant Accumulation and Mechanisms of Social Differentiation', Journal of Agrarian Change 5(1): 73-116.

Akram-Lodhi, A.H. (2008) '(Re)imagining Agrarian Relations? The World Development Report 2008: Agriculture for Development', Development and Change 39(6): 1145-1161.

Amanor, K.S. (2009) 'Global Food Chains, African Smallholders and World Bank Governance', Journal of Agrarian Change 9(2): 247-262.

Amin, S. (2003) 'World Poverty, Pauperization and Capital Accumulation', Monthly Review 55(5).

Araghi, F. (1995) 'Global De-Peasantization, 1945–1990', The Sociological Quarterly 36(2): 337-368.

Araghi, F. (2009) 'The invisible hand and the visible foot: peasants, dispossession and globalization.' in A.H.A.-L.A.C. Kay (ed.), Peasants and globalization : political economy, rural transformation and the agrarian question (pp. xi, 347). London: Routledge.

Arruda, R. (2009) 'Concentraçãode terra resiste à ação de governo, diz atlas'. O Estado de São Paulo. 13 of April.

Arruda Sampaio Jr, P.d. (1999) Brasil: Os impasses da formação. Instituto de Economia da Unicamp 

BBC News (2009, Page last updated at 14:39 GMT, Friday, 10 July 2009 15:39 UK) G8 pledges to boost food supplies.   Retrieved 15 July 2009, from http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/8143566.stm.

Bernstein, H. (2001) 'The Peasantry” in Global Capitalism: Who, Where, and Why?' in L.P.C. Leys (ed.), Socialist Register 2001: Working Classes Global Realities (pp. 40): Merlin Press.

Bernstein, H. (2004) ''Changing Before Our Very Eyes': Agrarian Questions and the Politics of Land in Capitalism Today', Journal of Agrarian Change 4(1-2): 190-225.

Bernstein, H. (2006) 'Once were/still are peasants? Farming in a globalising 'south'', New Political Economy 11(3): 399-406.

Bernstein, H. (2009a) 'Agrarian questions from transition to globalization', in A.H.A.-L.A.C. Kay (ed.), Peasants and globalization : political economy, rural transformation and the agrarian question (pp. 239-261). London: Routledge.

Bernstein, H. (2009b) 'V.I. Lenin and A.V. Chayanov: looking back, looking forward', The Journal of Peasants Studies 36(1): 55-82.

Boito Jr., A. (2007) 'Estado e burguesia no capitalismo neoliberal', Revista Sociologia Política: 57-73, .

Boserup, E. (1965) The Conditions of Agricultural Growth: The Economics of Agrarian Change under Population Pressure. London and New York 

Brenner, R. (1977) 'The Origins of Capitalist Development: A Critique of Neo-Smithian Marxism', New Left Review I(144 July/Aug): 25-95.

Byres, T.J. (2009) 'The landlord class, peasant differentiation, class struggle and the transition to capitalism: England, France and Prussia compared', The Journal of Peasants Studies 36(1): 33-54.

Candido, A. (1964) Os parceiros do Rio Bonito: estudo sobre o caipira paulista e a transformação de seus meios de vida (8 (1998) ed.). São Paulo: Duas Cidades.

Delgado, G.C. (2001) 'Expansão e modernização do setor agropecuário no pós-guerra: um estudo da reflexão agrária', Estudos Avançados 15(43).

Delgado, G.C. (2005a) 'Questão Agrária no Brasil:1950-2003', in L. Jaccoud (ed.), Quetão Social e Políticas Sociais no Brasil Contemporâneo (1 edn, Vol. 1, pp. 51-90). Brasília DF: IPEA.

Delgado, G.C. (2005b) 'Setor de Subsistência na Economia Brasileira: Gênese Histórica e Formas de Reprodução', in L. Jaccoud (ed.), Quetão Social e Políticas Sociais no Brasil Contemporâneo (1 edn, Vol. 1, pp. 19-50). Brasília DF: IPEA.

DIEESE (2008) 'Estatísticas do Meio Rural'. São Paulo: Departamento Intersindical de Estatística e Estudos Socioeconômicos; Núcleo de Estudos Agrários e Desenvolvimento Rural.

FAO (2009a) 'Global agriculture towards 2050: how to feed the world.' Rome.

FAO (2009b) 'More people than ever are victims of hunger' [electronic version]. http://www.fao.org/fileadmin/user_upload/newsroom/docs/Press%20release%20june-en.pdf (accessed 5 Jul 2009).

Filho, J.P. (2008) 'Entrevista: Guilherme Delgado, pesquisador do IPEA, diz que Lula abandonou a reforma agrária'. Brasil de fato. 18 April.

Friedmann, H. (1993) 'The Political Economy of Food: A Global Crisis', New Left Review 197: pp. 29–57.

G-8 Summit 2009 (2009) '“L’Aquila” Joint Statement on Global Food Security'. L'Aquila, It.

Graham, H. (2006) 'Special section: Peasantries, globalisation and capitalism', New Political Economy 11(3): 383-385.

Graziano, J.d.S. (1982) A modernização dolorosa: estrutura agrária, fronteira agrícola e trabalhadores rurais no Brasil. Rio de Janeiro: Zahar.

Harvey, D. (2005) Abrief history of neoliberalism. Oxford New York: Oxford University Press.

Huntington, S.P. (1968) Political Order in Changing Societies. New Haven.

IBGE (2009) Censo Agro 2006: IBGE revela retrato do Brasil agrário (Publication no. http://www.ibge.gov.br/home/presidencia/noticias/noticia_visualiza.php?id_noticia=1464&id_pagina=1). Retrieved 05 Oct 2009: 

Instituto Observatório Social (2004) 'Trabalho escravo no Brasil: O drama dos carvoeiros, A responsabilidade das siderúrgicas, A campanha para a erradicação', Observatório Social em Revista 6(junho).

Kay, C. (1990) The Latin american contribuition to Development Theory Institute of Social Studies.

Kay, C. (2000) 'Latin America's agrarian transformation: peasantization and proletarianization', in C.K.A.J.M. Deborah Bryceson (ed.), Disappearing peasantries? Rural labour in Africa, Asia and Latin America (pp. 123-138). London Intermediate Technology Publications.

Kay, C. (2009) 'Development strategies and rural development: exploring synergies, eradicating poverty', The Journal of Peasants Studies 36(1): 103-137.

Kreutzmann, H. (1998) 'From modernization theory towards the ‘clash of civilizations’: directions and paradigm shifts in Samuel Huntington’s analysis and prognosis of global development', GeoJournal, Kluwer Academic Publishers. Printed in the Netherlands 46: 255-265.

Leite, S.P. (2006) 'State, pattern of development and agriculture: the Brazilian case', Estud.soc.agric., Rio de Janeiro 2.

Levitt, K.P. (2005) 'Raúl Prebisch and Arthur Lewis: the two basic dualities of Development Economics', in J. K.S. (ed.), The pioneers of Development Economics: great economics on development (pp. 193-208). London and New York: Tulik Books, Zed Books.

Lewis, A. (1978) The evolution of the international economic order. New Jersey: Princeton University Press.

MAPA (2009) 'Projeções do Agronegócio'. Brasília, fevereiro de 2009: Ministério da Agricultura do Brazil.

Marini, R.M. (1979) El ciclo del capital en la economía dependiente. Nueva Imagen, México (accessed 27/08/2009).

Marini, R.M. (1982) Crisis, cambio técnico y perspectivas del empleo (Publication no. http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/075_cambio_tecnico_es.htm). Retrieved 28/08/2009, from Cuadernos CIDAMO, número 9, s/f, México: 

Marini, R.M. (1991) Dialéctica de la dependencia. (Publication no. http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/004_dialectica_es.htm). Retrieved 27/08/2009, from Ediciones Era, México: 

Marini, R.M. (1993) México: Dependencia y modernización (Publication no. http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/028_modernizacion_es.htm). Retrieved 03/09/09, from El Caballito: 

Marini, R.M. (1994) La crisis del desarrollismo (Publication no. http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/026_crisis_desarrollismo_es.htm). Retrieved 05/09/2009, from Fuente: Archivo de Ruy Mauro Marini, con la anotación "(1994)": 

Martello, A. (2008, Atualizado em 27/05/08) Governo anuncia renegociação da dívida agrícola.   Retrieved 02 Jun 2009

Mazoyer, M. and L. Roudart (2004) Sustainability of agricultures and globalization. Paper presented at the conference 'Sustainability of agriculture in the enlarged Europe under the reformed CAP'.

Mazoyer, M. and L. Roudart (2006) A History of World Agriculture: From the Neolithic Age to the Current Crisis. New York Monthly Review Press.

McMichael, P. (1997) 'Rethinking globalization: the agrarian question revisited', Review of International Political Economy: 630-662.

McMichael, P. (2006) 'Peasant prospects in the neoliberal age', New Political Economy 11(3): 407-418.

McMichael, P. (2009a) 'Banking on Agriculture: A Review of the World Development Report 2008', Journal of Agrarian Change 9(2): 235-246.

McMichael, P. (2009b) 'A food regime genealogy', The Journal of Peasants Studies 36(1): 139-169.

NEAD/MDA (2007) 'PIB da Agricultura Familiar: Brasil e Estados'. Brasília.

Niazi, T. (2004) 'Rural Poverty and the Green Revolution: The Lessons from Pakistan', Journal of Peasant Studies 31(2): 242-260.

Philip, M. (1994) The global restructuring of agro-food systems. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Rizzo, M. (2009) 'The Struggle for Alternatives: NGOs' Responses to the World Development Report 2008', Journal of Agrarian Change 9(2): 277-290.

Rostow, W.W. (1960) The Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist Manifesto London: Cambridge University Press.

Sauer, S. (2007) 'A sustentação financeira de organizações do patronato rural brasileiro', Revista NERA, Presidente Prudente 10, 11: 131-148.

Stedile, J.P. (2009) Reforma agrária regrediu no governo Lula, diz Stedile (Publication. Retrieved 15/08/2009, from UOL Notícias em São Paulo: http://noticias.uol.com.br/politica/2009/08/15/ult5773u2075.jhtm.

Stédile, J.P. (2004) 'O movimento social e as políticas públicas para o campo', in M.D. Rocha (ed.), Segurança Alimentar: Um desafio para acabar com a fome no Brasil (pp. 75-83). São Paulo: Fundação Perseu Abramo.

United Nations Commission on Human Rights (2003) 'Special Rapporteur on the Right to Food, Mission to Brazil, Mr. Jean Ziegler' (No. E/CN.4/2003/54/Add.1): United Nation.

White, B. (1989) 'Problems in the analysis agrarian of agrarian differentiation', in Gillian Hart Et Al. (ed.), Agrarian Transformations (pp. 15-30). Berkeley: University of California Press.

Woodhouse, P. (2009) 'Technology, Environment and the Productivity Problem in African Agriculture: Comment on the World Development Report 2008', Journal of Agrarian Change 9(2): 263-276.

World Bank (2007) Agriculture for development. Washington, DC.

World Food Programme (2009) Hunger: are the numbers going down? Frequently Asked Questions   Retrieved 5 Jun, 2009, from http://wfp.org/aboutwfp/faq/index.asp?section=1&sub_section=9.



Appendices

Appendix A: Statements of international agencies leaders about the Food Crisis 2008

“We have a historic opportunity to revitalise agriculture... I call on you to take bold and urgent steps to address the root causes of this global food crisis”, addressed the United Nations Secretary General Ban Ki-Moon to forty world leaders during the UN-sponsored summit of the FAO, in Rome – June, 2008 (http://www.un.org/apps/news/infocus/sgspeeches/) [Access 7 April 2009]. 

In the same line, Robert B. Zoellick, President of the World Bank Group said – in the occasion of the World Development Report/2008 release: “We need to give agriculture more prominence across the board. A dynamic ‘agriculture for development’ agenda can benefit the estimated 900 million rural people in the developing world […], most of whom are engaged in agriculture” (http://go.worldbank.org/ZJIAOSUFU0) [accessed 7 April 2009].
The G-8 final statement on the issue clearly relates hunger, rural poverty and agriculture, as illustrates the quotation below:

There is an urgent need for decisive action to free humankind from hunger and poverty. […].To this end, we will partner with vulnerable countries and regions to help them develop and implement their own food security strategies […]. The food security agenda should focus on agriculture and rural development […].(G-8 Summit 2009 L’Aquila” Joint Statement on Global Food Security, emphasis added)
And the guidelines of the priority actions should include: 

[…] improving access to better seeds and fertilizers, promoting sustainable management of water, forests and natural resources, strengthening capacities to provide extension services and risk management instruments, and enhancing the efficiency of food value chains. (idem)
President Obama in an interview a few days before the G8-Summit, talked about African agriculture, and he did visit Ghana right after the Summit: "I'm still frustrated over the fact that the green revolution that we introduced into India in the 60’s, we haven't yet introduced into Africa in 2009". (Obama interview to AllAfrica.com on 2nd July 2009 in the White House, Available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/the_press_office/Interview-of-the-President-by-AllAfricacom-7-2-09/) [Accessed 15 July 2009].

The announcement of more investment in agriculture in developing countries was welcomed around the world. As voiced by Kanaya Nwanze, president of the International Fund for Agricultural Development, "It is time for us to switch, because food security is not just food aid, it is the ability of people to produce food locally and for them to be able to have access to local markets" 
 ADDIN EN.CITE 
(Bbc News 2009)
.

Between the time span of this research, from beginning to conclusion, FAO’s estimates on the necessary increase of food production until 2050 was added by 20%. In 27 of January 2009, in Madrid, Jacques Diouf, , food production had to double; in the recent High-Level Expert Forum, October 2009, it was announced that the increase has to reach up to 70% (Fao 2009a).
Appendix B: Brazil in numbers and figures
Poverty and hunger
More than 22 million Brazilians [out of 170 million at the time] still go undernourished every day, in a country which is now one of the world’s largest food exporters. [But], according to Dom Mauro Morelli, an important Catholic bishop who has dedicated his life to the poor in Brazil, there are 53 million hungry people in country. [And,] according to the PT (the Worker’s Party), 44 million Brazilians suffer from hunger and malnutrition. (United Nations Commission on Human Rights 2003: 6). Special Rapporteur on the right to food, coordinated by Mr. Jean Ziegler

	Table b.1
Proportion of people in extreme poverty and poverty

Brazil 2002-2003(%)

	
	
	
	

	Population
	Metropolitan
	Urban
	Rural

	Extreme Poverty
	4
	6
	8

	Poverty
	15
	19
	23

	Brazil (1)
	19
	25
	31

	Source: IBGE (Survey on Family Income)
	

	Note: (1) Based on a minimum caloric intake (2,400 Kcal/day/adult-equivalent)


	Table b.2
Prevalence Of Undernourishment in Brazil


	Years
	Total 

Population
	Number of 

Undernourished
	Proportion of 

undernourished

	
	Millions
	Millions
	%

	1990-1992
	151.2
	18.5
	12

	1995-1997
	162.8
	16.5
	10

	2000-2000
	174
	15.6
	9

	Source: State of Food Insecurity 2004, FAO
	


Agriculture and rural development
Source: “Estatísticas do meio Rural”, Dieese/Nead, Ministério do Desenvolvimento agrário, 2008 (Dieese 2008).
· According to the IBGE, in 2006 the harvested area of soy accounted for 40.2% of the total area of annual crops in the country. Maize, sugar-cane, beans and rice corresponded to 23; 11.2; 7.4 and 5.4 respectively. (p.45)
· In 2003, families in the rural areas spent 34.1% of the family income in food, while in urban areas the average was 19.6%. (p.70)
· In 2006, according to the Brazilian Central Bank, 97% of the total number of contracts of finance to farmers and cooperatives received an equivalent of 38% of the total amount of financial resources, while 0.4% of contracts received 36.3%. (p.195)
· In 2007, according to the Ministry of Labour, 5,963 rural slave workers were found in 114 fiscal operations. (p.257)
IBGE, Agro Census 2006

· The production of soybean was the one which increased the most (88%) in the last ten years 

· Average yield of maize increased 144.3% in the last ten years 

· The production of cane sugar-generates generated R$ 19.6 billion in 2006, the highest value reached by a crop Agricultural production sum up to R$ 147 billion in 2006 

· The harvested area of coffee reduced 6.9%, but average income increased 35.3% in the last decade 

· In the last decade, cattle grew 12.1% and Pará State (Amazon Region) has the largest increase (119.6%) 

· 920 thousand establishments obtained financing, 91% of these received funding from banks and 85% received government programs 

· The harvesting of rice was manual in 91.7% of establishments 

· Permanent crops employed 110 people per thousand hectares in 2006 

· Nearly 12 million people worked temporarily in agricultural establishments in 2006 

· Only 1.8% of farms practice organic agriculture 

· Technical assistance reached only 22% of the establishments, and is more common in medium and large (Agro Census 2006, IBGE)

· More than half of the establishments where there was use of pesticides didn’t receive technical assistance
	Table b.3

	Area and Production: Brazil 1940-2007

Crops for domestic consumption

	Year
	Area THOU ha 
	Production (tons)

	
	rice
	potato
	beans
	cassava
	maize
	rice
	potato
	beans
	cassava
	maize

	1940
	871,717
	66,420
	978,508
	584,094
	3,903,940
	1,319,973
	433,746
	767,314
	7,331,862
	4,875,533

	1950
	1,964,158
	147,739
	1,807,956
	957,493
	4,680,827
	3,217,690
	707,159
	1,248,138
	12,532,482
	6,023,549

	1960
	2,965,684
	198,772
	2,560,281
	1,342,403
	6,681,165
	4,794,810
	1,112,201
	1,730,795
	17,612,213
	8,671,952

	1970
	4,979,165
	214,155
	3,484,778
	2,024,557
	9,858,108
	7,553,083
	1,583,465
	2,211,449
	29,464,275
	14,216,009

	1980
	6,243,138
	181,084
	4,643,409
	2,015,857
	11,451,297
	9,775,720
	1,939,537
	1,968,165
	23,465,649
	20,372,072

	1990
	3,946,691
	158,326
	4,680,094
	1,937,567
	11,394,307
	7,420,931
	2,233,721
	2,234,467
	24,322,133
	21,347,774

	2000
	3,664,804
	151,731
	4,332,545
	1,708,875
	11,890,376
	11,134,588
	2,606,932
	3,056,289
	23,040,670
	32,321,000

	2007
	2,859,251
	147,515
	3,779,074
	1,887,955
	13,558,553
	10,934,551
	3,549,756
	3,157,964
	26,451,432
	51,278,256

	Crops for export

	Year
	Area THOU ha 
	Production (tons)

	
	cotton
	sugar-cane*
	coffee
	orange
	soybean
	cotton
	sugar-cane*
	coffee
	orange
	soybean

	1940
	2,412,484
	534,437
	2,519,111
	124,589
	 - 
	1,562,307
	22,165,228
	1,002,062
	1,616,320
	 - 

	1950
	2,689,185
	828,182
	2,664,117
	77,018
	 - 
	1,167,091
	32,670,814
	1,071,437
	980,466
	 - 

	1960
	2,930,352
	1,364,894
	4,419,537
	112,241
	 - 
	1,609,275
	56,198,531
	4,169,586
	1,362,656
	 - 

	1970
	4,298,573
	1,725,121
	2,402,993
	202,037
	1,318,809
	1,954,993
	79,752,936
	1,509,520
	2,526,043
	1,508,540

	1980
	3,699,495
	2,768,514
	2,433,604
	575,249
	8,774,023
	1,675,884
	154,016,896
	2,122,391
	8,876,829
	15,155,804

	1990
	1,903,593
	4,272,602
	2,908,961
	912,996
	11,487,303
	1,821,409
	262,674,150
	2,929,711
	14,279,225
	19,897,804

	2000
	815,244
	4,804,511
	2,267,968
	856,422
	13,656,771
	2,014,987
	326,121,011
	3,807,124
	17,384,160
	32,820,826

	2007
	1,065,402
	7,059,830
	2,249,495
	825,921
	19,705,031
	3,875,303
	548,348,887
	2,232,826
	18,846,618
	55,407,279


Source: IBGE Censuses

Note: sugarcane was used to produce sugar for export, but in the 70’s onward it is diverted to produce ethanol as a domestic alternative for fuel.

	Table b.3.1

	Productivity and variation of productivity - Brazil 1940-2007

Crops for domestic consumption

	Year
	Productivity (tons per ha)
	Variation on the productivity (%)

	
	rice
	potato
	beans
	cassava
	maize
	rice
	potato
	beans
	cassava
	maize

	1940
	1.51
	6.53
	0.78
	12.55
	1.25
	
	
	
	
	

	1950
	1.64
	4.79
	0.69
	13.09
	1.29
	8%
	-27%
	-12%
	4%
	3%

	1960
	1.62
	5.60
	0.68
	13.12
	1.30
	-1%
	17%
	-2%
	0%
	1%

	1970
	1.52
	7.39
	0.63
	14.55
	1.44
	-6%
	32%
	-6%
	11%
	11%

	1980
	1.57
	10.71
	0.42
	11.64
	1.78
	3%
	45%
	-33%
	-20%
	23%

	1990
	1.88
	14.11
	0.48
	12.55
	1.87
	20%
	32%
	13%
	8%
	5%

	2000
	3.04
	17.18
	0.71
	13.48
	2.72
	62%
	22%
	48%
	7%
	45%

	2007
	3.82
	24.06
	0.84
	14.01
	3.78
	26%
	40%
	18%
	4%
	39%

	Variation from 1980 to 2007:
	144%
	125%
	97%
	20%
	113%

	Crops for export

	Year
	Productivity (tons per ha)
	Variation on the productivity (%)

	
	cotton
	sugar-cane
	coffee
	orange
	soybean
	cotton
	sugar-cane
	coffee
	orange
	soybean

	1940
	0.65
	41.47
	0.40
	12.97
	 - 
	
	
	
	
	

	1950
	0.43
	39.45
	0.40
	12.73
	 - 
	-33%
	-5%
	1%
	-2%
	

	1960
	0.55
	41.17
	0.94
	12.14
	 - 
	27%
	4%
	135%
	-5%
	

	1970
	0.45
	46.23
	0.63
	12.50
	1.14
	-17%
	12%
	-33%
	3%
	

	1980
	0.45
	55.63
	0.87
	15.43
	1.73
	0%
	20%
	39%
	23%
	51%

	1990
	0.96
	61.48
	1.01
	15.64
	1.73
	111%
	11%
	15%
	1%
	0%

	2000
	2.47
	67.88
	1.68
	20.30
	2.40
	158%
	10%
	67%
	30%
	39%

	2007
	3.64
	77.67
	0.99
	22.82
	2.81
	47%
	14%
	-41%
	12%
	17%

	Variation from 1980 to 2007:
	703%
	40%
	14%
	48%
	63%


Source: IBGE Censuses
Macro economy


	Table b.5

Macro agrarian configuration of the national territory Brazil 2003

	Categories
	%
	Million ha

	Total National Area 
	100%
	850.20

	1 Registered areas
	51.35
	436.60

	1.1 Declared unproductive areas
	14.17
	120.4

	1.2 Stock of areas for Land Reform under control of the National State
	4.7
	40.0

	2 National Parks and conservation units
	12
	102.06

	3 Indigenous Reserves
	15.10
	128.47

	4 Regular/formal public land
	0.49
	4.20

	5 Not regulated public land

 (“Terras devolutas”)
	20.34
	172.95

	Subtotal (1+3+4+5+6)
	99.28
	844.28

	Fonte: Ministério do Desenvolvimento Agrário .

	Elaborated by Delgado, 2005.
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This Graph shows how the total value produced in agriculture and husbandry is divided between family and capitalist farming. It gives an idea of the importance of the agribusiness in certain crops, like soy, but the Graph requires empirical research to be interpreted. For instance, production of swine by family farming is mostly contract-farming, and based in the South of the country.
Graph b.2
[image: image6.emf]Evolution of commodity chains of family and capitalist agriculture and other 

sectors of activity on the share of GDP 
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Graph b.3
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(Nead/Mda 2007)
“Development of sub-development”


The first picture shows the agribusiness in Mato Grosso, Centre-West of Brazil. The second, is São Paulo, where one in every 10 Brazilians live, and where I was born. São Paulo is the result of the massive internal migration, stimulated by industrialization and the uneven process of development of the country. The third picture is a protest March organized by the MST in 2005, with more than 15,000 people. I walked with them the last three days before hitting Brazilia.

Appendix C: The origins and meaning of the ‘subsistence sector’
The Brazilian ‘peasantry’ was formed during the entire colonial period (starting in 1500). In fact, their existence relates to the very formation of the Brazilian people: the free men and women, born from the miscegenation of the Portuguese, African slaves, and the indigenous people, who found a living in the interstices of the latifundium farms
. Late in the nineteenth century, they were joined by a mass of ex-slaves
 who couldn’t find any opportunity of insertion in the economy and society. The social existence of those groups of ‘peasants’ were not homogeneous, although some general aspects could be raised: they were either socially subjected to agrarian relations imposed by oligarch landowners, or they found a living by the use of ‘free’ land in remote, forested areas, in a type of ‘closed economy’. For those, the land interested them as it could provide the means of existence. It was the use of the land that gave meaning to its ownership and the labour, the right to the property – not the acquisition or any legal basis. In short, their system of land ownership was based on logic of usufruct (see Abramovay 1981). The ‘peasantry’ (supposedly) wasn’t part of the structural core of the colonial economy – although not a residual sector either. They were the segment producing use value, mainly staple food, through a very rudimental agriculture, often itinerant, but well adapted to fulfil a living standard restricted to the very basic needs. In fact, the low technical level of their agricultural practices and the precariousness of the material life only reflect the very limited socioeconomic conditions to develop conscious effort to change their pattern of production. The ‘backward livelihood’ was still the best strategy for survival
 (Candido 1964). 

Delgado includes the ‘peasantry’ into a more generic ‘subsistence sector’, which he describes as consisting of all economic activities and labour relations not governed by contract of employment, and providing means of subsistence and/or occupation for a significant share of the Brazilian population (hence, not residual), without generation of surplus money (Delgado 2005b: 20). The lack of surplus money indicates a low degree of commercialization of production, but not its absence (idem). 

In spite of its much contested meaning, ‘subsistence’ is carefully explored by Delgado, who argues that such ‘sector’ is not a historical or theoretical category common to the economic history of Europe or North America, hence not well characterized by imported denominations, such as the ‘peasantry’ or ‘family farm’. Not only that, the ‘subsistence sector’ in Brazil has been historically and epistemologically neglected. Only in the 60’s it became constituent of analysis, by progressive intellectuals (mostly by Marxists), who debated the ‘Brazilian agrarian question’. In his text, Delgado contrasts and dialogues with three of them: Caio Prado Jr. (1979), Celso Furtado (1970) and Raimundo Faoro (2000)
. Yet, for clarity, I rephrase the definition of the ‘subsistence sector’ (or groups, or classes) as referring to those who find their livelihood based on precarious conditions of labour and self-employment, only capable to minimally guarantee their simple reproduction needs as labour and as capital. In the countryside, for example, the term seems to include landed and non-landed workers, which makes it in that sense an integrative term, perhaps, sharing similarities with the concept used by Bernstein, ‘classes of labour’. The latter, however, represents a result from a process of social transformation markedly experienced since recent globalization and imperialism, when Delgado is actually – or initially – talking about the colonial legacy. 

He diverges with Caio Prado’s idea of a ‘subsidiary’, and hence, historically transitory sector of the colonial economy. In Furtado, the ‘sector’ expresses a mixed nature deriving from its relations with the colonial plantations and the mercantile economy. He doesn’t reject its importance to the national economy and understand it as a sector that reproduces itself during time. Delgado calls the attention to the social, territorial and numerical dimension of the ‘subsistence sector’, but most of all, he is concerned with this last fact pointed by Furtado: its persistence in rural (and urban) areas throughout the national history, even when new economic cycles were characterized.  

Two important historical factors are relevant to understand the ‘subsistence sector’: one is that in 1850, Brazil gained a ‘Land Law’ (Lei de Terras), which secured the land tenure in the hands of the already landlord class, but established that, from then onwards, the right to land ownership would only be achieved by means of purchase – and not grants from the Crown, as it was in Colonial time. The ‘Land Law’ blocked the access of poor people to the land, forcing many of them to migrate to remote areas – also colonizing the interior of the country. The second aspect is that the primary-export economy persisted through the first three decades of the twentieth century, with little potential to incorporate all the free men, especially when European immigrants were still arriving to replace the slave labour-force in the coffee farms, and being incorporated in a semi wage labour regime (“colonato”). In this transitory period from the end of slavery regime in 1888 until 1930, neither the agrarian relations fully or immediately progressed towards wage labour, nor the ‘subsistence sector’ disappeared; on the contrary, Brazil maintained its colonial mercantile economy based on primary product exchange and a colonial social structure. 

The new economic cycle which took off in 1930, is related to the Great Depression by the impact it caused on the price and the level of primary exports of Brazil, creating economic and political concussion. The power of rural oligarchs of Sao Paulo – the main coffee exporter state at the time – was severely weakened and in that year, a coup led by Getúlio Vargas (from the South), not only ended their consecutive representation in the presidency of the country, but installed a ‘New Republic’ that ‘shifted’ the basis of the economy from agriculture to industry, and established the foundations of the modern Brazilian economy. The period from 1930 to 1980 was marked by a long cycle of industrialization.









Feeding the world with hunger


The agrarian question in Brazil and the global agrarian crisis


























































































































Table 1.1�
�
Agrarian structure: number of establishments and area 


by groups of total area size – 1920-60 (ha)


�
�
Establishments by group size (ha)�
1920


�
1940


�
1950


�
1960


�
�
 �
establ.�
thou ha�
establ.�
thou ha�
establ.�
thou ha�
establ.�
thou ha�
�
Less than 10�
 �
 �
654,557�
2,894�
703,241�
2,986�
1,476,720�
5,845�
�
 �
0%�
0%�
34%�
1%�
35%�
1%�
46%�
3%�
�
10 to less than 100�
463,879�
15708�
975,438�
33,112�
1,022,742�
34,227�
1,419,179�
44,767�
�
 �
72%�
9%�
51%�
17%�
51%�
17%�
44%�
20%�
�
100 to less than 1.000�
157,959�
48416�
243,818�
66,185�
242,496�
66,248�
277,262�
73,756�
�
 �
24%�
27%�
13%�
33%�
12%�
32%�
9%�
34%�
�
1.000 to less than 10.000�
24,647�
67489�
26,549�
63,044�
26,317�
61,733�
25,661�
59,256�
�
 �
4%�
38%�
1%�
32%�
1%�
30%�
1%�
27%�
�
10.000 and more�
1,668�
45493�
1,273�
33,505�
1,473�
42,077�
1,491�
36,477�
�
 �
0%�
26%�
0%�
17%�
0%�
20%�
0%�
17%�
�
Total�
648,153�
177,106�
1,901,635�
198,740�
1,996,269�
207,271�
3,200,313�
220,101�
�
Source: IBGE – Agro Censuses





Table 2.1


Agribusiness Balance of Payment Series 


Brazil 1998-2007 (US$ million)


�
�
Year�
Exports�
Imports�
Balance�
�
1998�
21,546�
8,041�
13,505�
�
1999�
20,494�
5,694�
14,800�
�
2000�
20,594�
5,756�
14,838�
�
2001�
23,857�
4,801�
19,056�
�
2002�
24,840�
4,449�
20,391�
�
2003�
30,645�
4,746�
25,899�
�
2004�
39,029�
4,831�
34,198�
�
2005�
43,617�
5,110�
38,507�
�
2006�
49,465�
6,695�
42,769�
�
2007�
58,420�
8,719�
49,701�
�
Source: Ministry of Agriculture (Mapa - Secretaria de Relações Internacionais do Agronegócio)�
�
Elaborated by: DIEESE, 2008


�
�
�
�






Table b.4


Balance of Payment of the Agribusiness - Brazil and Macro Regions, 2007 (US$ million)�
�
�
�
�
�
�
Brazil's great regions�
Exports�
Imports�
Balance�
�
North�
2,362�
138�
2,224�
�
Northeast�
4,950�
1,333�
3,618�
�
Southeast�
21,061�
4,688�
16,373�
�
South�
21,275�
2,257�
19,018�
�
Mid-West�
8,704�
291�
8,413�
�
Brazil (1)�
58,352�
8,707�
49,645�
�
Source: Ministry of Agriculture (Mapa - Secretaria de Relações Internacionais do Agronegócio)�
�
Elaborated by: DIEESE, 2008�
�
�
�
�
Note: (1) Excluding the categories of consumption on board, nationalized commodities, re-exported and undeclared.  �
�






Table 1.2�
�
Agrarian structure: number of establishments and area by groups of total area size – 1970-1995/96(ha)�
�
Establishments by group size (ha)�
1970


�
1980


�
1985


�
1995


�
�
 �
establ.�
thou ha�
establ.�
thou ha�
establ.�
thou ha�
establ.�
thou ha�
�
Less than 10�
  2,519,625 �
         9,083 �
  2,598,016 �
         9,004 �
  3,064,822 �
         9,987 �
  2,402,374 �
         7,882 �
�
 �
51%�
3%�
50%�
2%�
53%�
3%�
50%�
2%�
�
10 to less than 100�
  1,934,361 �
       60,069 �
  2,016,774 �
       64,494 �
  2,160,340 �
       69,565 �
  1,916,487 �
       62,694 �
�
 �
39%�
20%�
39%�
18%�
37%�
19%�
40%�
18%�
�
100 to less than 1.000�
     414,745 �
     108,743 �
     488,521 �
     126,799 �
     517,431 �
     131,433 �
     469,964 �
     123,542 �
�
 �
8%�
37%�
9%�
35%�
9%�
35%�
10%�
35%�
�
1.000 to less than 10.000�
       35,424 �
       80,058 �
       45,498 �
     104,547 �
       48,286 �
     109,626 �
       47,174 �
     108,171 �
�
 �
1%�
27%�
1%�
29%�
1%�
29%�
1%�
31%�
�
10.000 and more�
         1,449 �
       36,190 �
         2,345 �
       60,008 �
         2,125 �
       54,315 �
         2,184 �
       51,323 �
�
 �
0%�
12%�
0%�
16%�
0%�
14%�
0%�
15%�
�
Total�
  4,905,604 �
     294,143 �
  5,151,154 �
     364,853 �
  5,793,004 �
     374,925 �
  4,838,183 �
     353,611 �
�
Source: IBGE – Agro Censuses








� In the Appendix A, I have collected some of the statements made at the time by the leaders of the international agencies such as the United Nations and the World Bank. 


� For a critique of the WDR/2008, see � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Kay</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>102</RecNum><record><rec-number>102</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">102</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Cristóbal Kay</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Development strategies and rural development: exploring synergies, eradicating poverty</title><secondary-title>The Journal of Peasants Studies</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>The Journal of Peasants Studies</full-title></periodical><pages>103-137</pages><volume>36</volume><number>1</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Kay 2009)�, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Amanor</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>14</RecNum><record><rec-number>14</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">14</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Amanor, Kojo Sebastian</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Global Food Chains, African Smallholders and World Bank Governance</title><secondary-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</full-title></periodical><pages>247-262</pages><volume>9</volume><number>2</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><publisher>Blackwell Publishing Ltd</publisher><urls><related-urls><url>http://ejournals.ebsco.com/direct.asp?ArticleID=4C4E8C5165146B676D0E </url></related-urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://WDB_foodchain-3038202127/WDB_foodchain.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Amanor 2009)�, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Rizzo</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>16</RecNum><record><rec-number>16</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">16</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Rizzo, Matteo</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Struggle for Alternatives: NGOs&apos; Responses to the World Development Report 2008</title><secondary-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</full-title></periodical><pages>277-290</pages><volume>9</volume><number>2</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><publisher>Blackwell Publishing Ltd</publisher><urls><related-urls><url>http://ejournals.ebsco.com/direct.asp?ArticleID=43ECB62B96AC9E05E19C </url></related-urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://WDB_NGO-2091492646/WDB_NGO.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Rizzo 2009)�, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Woodhouse</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>15</RecNum><record><rec-number>15</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">15</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Woodhouse, Philip</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Technology, Environment and the Productivity Problem in African Agriculture: Comment on the World Development Report 2008</title><secondary-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</full-title></periodical><pages>263-276</pages><volume>9</volume><number>2</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><publisher>Blackwell Publishing Ltd</publisher><urls><related-urls><url>http://ejournals.ebsco.com/direct.asp?ArticleID=48808430AD633A4A17CD </url></related-urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://WDR_techEnvir-2577988646/WDR_techEnvir.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Woodhouse 2009)�, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>McMichael</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>13</RecNum><record><rec-number>13</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">13</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Philip McMichael</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Banking on Agriculture: A Review of the World Development Report 2008</title><secondary-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Journal of Agrarian Change</full-title></periodical><pages>235-246</pages><volume>9</volume><number>2</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><publisher>Blackwell Publishing Ltd</publisher><urls><related-urls><url>http://ejournals.ebsco.com/direct.asp?ArticleID=4CA7B5503677F219D2F3 </url></related-urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://WDR_Banking-2795990566/WDR_Banking.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Mcmichael 2009a)�, � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Akram-Lodhi</Author><Year>2008</Year><RecNum>51</RecNum><record><rec-number>51</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">51</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>A. Haroon Akram-Lodhi</author></authors></contributors><auth-address>is Professor of International Development Studies at Trent University, 1600 West Bank Drive, Peterborough, Canada K9J 7B8; e-mail: haroonakramlodhi@trentu.ca. His most recent book, co-edited with Cristbal Kay, is .</auth-address><titles><title>(Re)imagining Agrarian Relations? The World Development Report 2008: Agriculture for Development</title><secondary-title>Development and Change</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Development and Change</full-title></periodical><pages>1145-1161</pages><volume>39</volume><number>6</number><dates><year>2008</year></dates><isbn>1467-7660</isbn><urls><related-urls><url>http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-7660.2008.00511.x </url></related-urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://lodhi-1392240150/lodhi.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Akram-Lodhi 2008)�.


� Modernization Theory as developed by Rostow � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite ExcludeAuth="1"><Author>Rostow</Author><Year>1960</Year><RecNum>109</RecNum><record><rec-number>109</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">109</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Rostow, W. W.</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist Manifesto </title></titles><dates><year>1960</year></dates><pub-location>London</pub-location><publisher>Cambridge University Press</publisher><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://2101_Rostow_(1960)_TheFive_Stages-of-G-1166754063/2101_Rostow_(1960)_TheFive_Stages-of-Growth.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(1960)� and Huntington � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite ExcludeAuth="1"><Author>Huntington</Author><Year>1968</Year><RecNum>110</RecNum><record><rec-number>110</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">110</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Huntington, S. P.</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Political Order in Changing Societies</title></titles><dates><year>1968</year></dates><pub-location>New Haven</pub-location><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(1968)�. For a brief discussion on the topic, read � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Kreutzmann</Author><Year>1998</Year><RecNum>108</RecNum><record><rec-number>108</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">108</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Hermann Kreutzmann</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>From modernization theory towards the ‘clash of civilizations’: directions and paradigm shifts in Samuel Huntington’s analysis and prognosis of global development</title><secondary-title>GeoJournal, Kluwer Academic Publishers. Printed in the Netherlands </secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>GeoJournal, Kluwer Academic Publishers. Printed in the Netherlands</full-title></periodical><pages>255-265</pages><volume>46</volume><dates><year>1998</year></dates><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://2101_from modernization theory-0562455823/2101_from modernization theory.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Kreutzmann 1998)�.


� All the texts from Marini cited in this Paper are available in a website especially dedicated to disseminate his work – http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/este_sitio.htm. Using the electronic source to access his work, I am not able to provide pages of his citation.


� Indeed, since the spread of the Green Revolution around the world food production has increased tremendously, assuring global surplus of food,  but since the second half of the 90’s “the number of chronically hungry in developing countries has been increasing at a rate of almost four million per year” � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>World Food Programme</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>30</RecNum><record><rec-number>30</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">30</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Web Page">12</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>World Food Programme,</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Hunger: are the numbers going down?</title><secondary-title>Frequently Asked Questions</secondary-title></titles><volume>2009</volume><number>5 Jun</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><urls><related-urls><url>http://wfp.org/aboutwfp/faq/index.asp?section=1&amp;sub_section=9</url></related-urls></urls></record></Cite><Cite><Author>World Food Programme</Author><RecNum>30</RecNum><record><rec-number>30</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">30</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Web Page">12</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>World Food Programme,</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Hunger: are the numbers going down?</title><secondary-title>Frequently Asked Questions</secondary-title></titles><volume>2009</volume><number>5 Jun</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><urls><related-urls><url>http://wfp.org/aboutwfp/faq/index.asp?section=1&amp;sub_section=9</url></related-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(World Food Programme 2009)�. Isn’t it ironic that last year (2008), the peak of the global food crisis, was also the year of record grain yields?


� Marini (1932-97), was born in Brazil, but lived in exile in Chile and Mexico during the period of authoritarian regime. It was in Mexico where he wrote most of his work, giving an enormous contribution to the Marxist Dependency Theory. Although one of the most coherent intellectual and consistent militant of Latin American, Marini has never been translated to English.


� The numbers on poverty and hunger in Brazil are controversial, besides the fact that they have been changing. In the Appendix B, I present some other data. 


� Special Rapporteur on the Right to Food, Mr. Jean Ziegler.


� Latin America became independent earlier, and that might explain why countries such as Brazil, Chile and Argentina were ‘pioneer’ in many aspects of the transition.


� Brazil declared its independence from Portugal in 1822, becoming a constitutional monarchy, or the � HYPERLINK "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Empire_of_Brazil" \o "Empire of Brazil" �Empire of Brazil� (!). In 1889, a republican government was established. 


� In this case, Delgado equals the informal sector and the subsistence sector by the fact that none of them imply employment, although he recognizes the particularities of each one. 


� Just to make a notification, the referred period is also the one in which the US is affirming its dominant role in the world after the post-war. Its domestic and international policies became increasingly important to understand the dynamics of the political economy in the rest of the world. 


� Such confidence in the possibility of development was criticized by Dependence theorists who understood the phenomena of development and sub-development as relating not by a continuum but by antagonism and complementarity, as well as different quantitative expression of the historical process of capital accumulation involving central and peripheral countries � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Marini</Author><Year>1994</Year><RecNum>90</RecNum><record><rec-number>90</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">90</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Online Database">45</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Ruy Mauro Marini</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>La crisis del desarrollismo</title></titles><dates><year>1994</year><pub-dates><date>05/09/2009</date></pub-dates></dates><publisher>Fuente: Archivo de Ruy Mauro Marini, con la anotación &quot;(1994)&quot;</publisher><urls></urls><electronic-resource-num>http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/026_crisis_desarrollismo_es.htm</electronic-resource-num></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Marini 1994)�.


� Table 1.1, presented at the end of this section shows the agrarian structure of Brazil between 1920 and 1960.


� Furtado’s analysis of the failing industrialization process in Brazil points out to the fact it was guided by the modernization of patterns consumption (based in luxury goods) which could not be generalized, or become socially homogeneous, due to the structural problems of capital accumulation. Instead, such ‘model of industrialization’ enhanced a movement of growing concentration of income and differentiating patterns of consumption � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Arruda Sampaio Jr</Author><Year>1999</Year><RecNum>106</RecNum><record><rec-number>106</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">106</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Unpublished Work">34</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Arruda Sampaio Jr, Plinio de </author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Brasil: Os impasses da formação</title></titles><pages>36</pages><dates><year>1999</year></dates><publisher>Instituto de Economia da Unicamp </publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite><Cite><Author>Arruda Sampaio Jr</Author><Year>1999</Year><RecNum>106</RecNum><record><rec-number>106</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">106</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Unpublished Work">34</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Arruda Sampaio Jr, Plinio de </author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Brasil: Os impasses da formação</title></titles><pages>36</pages><dates><year>1999</year></dates><publisher>Instituto de Economia da Unicamp </publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Arruda Sampaio Jr 1999)�. 


� “I took for granted that anything the Europeans could do we could do” � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Levitt</Author><Year>2005</Year><RecNum>101</RecNum><Prefix>Arthur Lewis in an autobiographical note cited in </Prefix><Pages>206</Pages><record><rec-number>101</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">101</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book Section">5</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Kari Polanyi Levitt</author></authors><secondary-authors><author>Jomo K.S.</author></secondary-authors></contributors><titles><title>Raúl Prebisch and Arthur Lewis: the two basic dualities of Development Economics</title><secondary-title>The pioneers of Development Economics: great economics on development</secondary-title></titles><pages>193-208</pages><dates><year>2005</year></dates><pub-location>London and New York</pub-location><publisher>Tulik Books, Zed Books</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Arthur Lewis in an autobiographical note cited in Levitt 2005: 206)�.


� Theoretically, higher OCC means increasing the machine component (‘constant capital’) of the total capital invested in production, while reducing the number of workers in employment (‘variable capital’).


� ‘Super-exploitation’ is a concept explored in many texts of Ruy Mauro Marini, but especially in his main work ‘Dialectic of Dependency’ (Dialética da Dependência), where he analyses the characteristics of dependent capitalism in Latin America. When Marini writes about ‘super-exploitation’ he is primarily talking about the industrial sector.


� Marini discusses how the participation of Latin America in the global economy since colonial time contributed to move the axis of accumulation in the European industrial economy from absolute surplus-value to relative surplus-value – a qualitative change in the core capitalist countries – at the same time he discusses the effect of the unequal exchange in the development of the periphery.  It is not for nothing that the main thesis of Marini is called Dialectic of Dependence � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite ExcludeAuth="1"><Author>Marini</Author><Year>1991</Year><RecNum>85</RecNum><record><rec-number>85</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">85</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Online Database">45</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Ruy Mauro Marini</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Dialéctica de la dependencia.</title></titles><dates><year>1991</year><pub-dates><date>27/08/2009</date></pub-dates></dates><publisher>Ediciones Era, México</publisher><urls></urls><electronic-resource-num>http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/004_dialectica_es.htm</electronic-resource-num></record></Cite></EndNote>�(1991)�. These ideas are certainly controversial, and Brenner has extensively debated them. In summary, his main point is that, relative surplus is inherent to the very functioning of the new capitalist relations of production that started in England, or in other words, the change in the agrarian class structure was directly related to the development of the productive forces, thus, denying any effect of colonial commercial exchange � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Brenner</Author><Year>1977</Year><RecNum>111</RecNum><Prefix>see </Prefix><record><rec-number>111</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">111</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Robert Brenner</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The Origins of Capitalist Development: A Critique of Neo-Smithian Marxism</title><secondary-title>New Left Review</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>New Left Review</full-title></periodical><pages>25-95</pages><volume>I</volume><number>144 July/Aug</number><dates><year>1977</year></dates><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(see Brenner 1977)�. However, regarding the development of capitalism in the Third World, Marini adds a new element to the debate. The fact he is interpreting capital accumulation in the ‘industrializing Brazil’, and not in colonial or feudal society, he changes some of the problematic aspects of the (dependence) theory pointed out by Brenner. If some of Brenner’s critique could still apply to the ‘dialectic’ of dependence, I would risk to say that, if he had read Marini, some of his assertion would have to be elaborated differently – unless he would argue that Brazil was still pre-capitalist in 1960, or even today.


� Arthur Lewis in his public lecture delivered in 1977 at Princeton University – published in the following year by the title of ‘The evolution of the International Economic Order’ – tries to explain the roots of sub-development relating (correctly) to the lack of industrialization in part of the world. However, he discard the impact of colonialism in his explanation by saying that even independent countries such as Brazil and others in the ‘tropics’ didn’t industrialize, and therefore, didn’t developed, at the same period and pace as others in the ‘temperate zone’. Lewis ignores the retrogressive social structure of production that were inherited from colonialism, ‘despite the closer cultural heritage’ that LA had with the European progressive ‘set of people, ideas and institution’ � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Lewis</Author><Year>1978</Year><RecNum>100</RecNum><Pages>10-11</Pages><record><rec-number>100</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">100</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Arthur Lewis</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>The evolution of the international economic order</title></titles><pages>81</pages><dates><year>1978</year></dates><pub-location>New Jersey</pub-location><publisher>Princeton University Press</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Lewis 1978: 10-11)�. By ignoring such fundamental aspect, Lewis becomes irritating and prejudiced – besides claiming the opposite – when he makes comparisons with other (successful) experiences of industrialization (and colonization!), such as the US, Canada and Australia. 


� McMichael define and defend the ‘peasant way’ in � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Mcmichael</Author><Year>2006</Year><RecNum>59</RecNum><record><rec-number>59</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">59</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Philip McMichael</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Peasant prospects in the neoliberal age</title><secondary-title>New Political Economy</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>New Political Economy</full-title></periodical><pages>407-418</pages><volume>11</volume><number>3</number><dates><year>2006</year></dates><publisher>Routledge</publisher><urls><related-urls><url>http://ejournals.ebsco.com/direct.asp?ArticleID=4F78AF83B838C7E17FDF </url></related-urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://mcmichel-2455114007/mcmichel.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Mcmichael 2006)�. In brief, it regards to the reorganization of peasants around the world, capable to challenge capitalist modernity or create a movement of resistance to corporate agriculture by recreating and reintegrating social, agricultural and ecological relations of ‘alternative’, not subordinated to market but embedded in ecological principles of cooperative production relations.


� The article 149 of the Brazilian Penal Code, defines (the crime of) slavery as "reducing someone to a condition analogous to slavery, or subjecting them to forced labour or exhaustive journey, or subjecting them to degrading conditions of work in restricting by any means, their locomotion because of its debt with the employer or representative". Between 2004 and 2008, the Ministry of Labour rescued 21,667 workers in this situation in Brazil. � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Social</Author><Year>2004</Year><RecNum>113</RecNum><record><rec-number>113</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">113</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Instituto Observatório Social,</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Trabalho escravo no Brasil: O drama dos carvoeiros, A responsabilidade das siderúrgicas, A campanha para a erradicação</title><secondary-title>Observatório Social em Revista</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Observatório Social em Revista</full-title></periodical><volume>6</volume><number>junho</number><dates><year>2004</year></dates><urls><related-urls><url>http://www.observatoriosocial.org.br/download/er6bx.pdf</url></related-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Instituto Observatório Social 2004)�.


� It is noticeable, though, the economic success of the modern ‘family farm’ agriculture in the South region of the country, as shows Graph b.3 in the Appendix B.


� Bernstein refers to the models of peasant differentiation deriving from Lenin and Chayanov.


� Democracy was re-established in 1984 with the election of President Tancredo Neves, who died before assuming power. The position was assumed by his vice, José Sarney. 


� In fact, neoliberalism itself doesn’t constitute an economical model, but an ideological expression of the ‘will of capital’, since ‘a new freedom’ became necessary to continue growing and accumulating � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Stédile</Author><Year>2004</Year><RecNum>116</RecNum><Pages>77</Pages><record><rec-number>116</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">116</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book Section">5</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Stédile, J. P.</author></authors><secondary-authors><author>Marlene da Rocha</author></secondary-authors></contributors><titles><title>O movimento social e as políticas públicas para o campo</title><secondary-title>Segurança Alimentar: Um desafio para acabar com a fome no Brasil</secondary-title><tertiary-title>Coleção Cadernos da Fundação Perseu Abramo</tertiary-title></titles><pages>75-83</pages><dates><year>2004</year></dates><pub-location>São Paulo</pub-location><publisher>Fundação Perseu Abramo</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Stédile 2004: 77)�. Harvey says it is a political project backed-up by an economic theory, the neoclassic economy. The political foundation of neoliberalism is based in a set of believes; the main one is that human welfare is to be maximized and enhanced by a system based in: private property, free trade and free market. These principles implied a new institutional arrangement of the state by 1) opening the economy to private ownership; 2) pursuing free trade with the rest of the world, meaning that; 3) countries should eliminate any barrier to trade, as well as to foreign direct investment; 4) and not impose obstacle to repatriation of profits made out of the country � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Harvey</Author><Year>2005</Year><RecNum>117</RecNum><record><rec-number>117</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">117</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>David Harvey</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Abrief history of neoliberalism</title></titles><pages>254</pages><dates><year>2005</year></dates><pub-location>Oxford New York</pub-location><publisher>Oxford University Press</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Harvey 2005)�.


� Primary exports and surpluses jumped from an average of 1 % of GDP in the first mandate of Cardoso’s presidency to 3.5% in his second term (1995-2002) and now it has reached 4.5% in Lula’s Government � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Boito Jr.</Author><Year>2007</Year><RecNum>22</RecNum><Pages>67</Pages><record><rec-number>22</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">22</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Boito Jr., Armando </author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Estado e burguesia no capitalismo neoliberal</title><secondary-title>Revista Sociologia Política</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Revista Sociologia Política</full-title></periodical><pages>57-73, </pages><dates><year>2007</year></dates><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://Boito_capitalismoNeoliberal-4030522179/Boito_capitalismoNeoliberal.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Boito Jr. 2007: 67)�. The agricultural product grew 4.8% between 2000 and 2003, far ahead from the GDP which only grew 1.8% � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Delgado</Author><Year>2005</Year><RecNum>76</RecNum><Pages>67</Pages><record><rec-number>76</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">76</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book Section">5</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Delgado, Guilherme C.</author></authors><secondary-authors><author>Luciana Jaccoud</author></secondary-authors></contributors><titles><title>Questão Agrária no Brasil:1950-2003</title><secondary-title>Quetão Social e Políticas Sociais no Brasil Contemporâneo</secondary-title></titles><pages>51-90</pages><volume>1</volume><edition>1</edition><section>2</section><dates><year>2005</year></dates><pub-location>Brasília DF</pub-location><publisher>IPEA</publisher><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://Delgado_QAgraria50_2003-0332881171/Delgado_QAgraria50_2003.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Delgado 2005a: 67)�.


� The agribusiness first developed where the technical modernization had already been incorporated. The agribusiness farms, however, soon expanded aggressively towards the Midwest of the country (Cerrado’s region) and more slowly, but continuously, towards the Amazon. 


� An investigation carried out by the National Congress concluded that, among other reasons for the debt is the brutal transference of income from the agricultural to the financial sector (interest rates, services, debt rollover, etc.). The National Agricultural Confederation (CNA) said that the amount of farm debt (all credit lines) amounts R$ 130 billion (Brazilian money), which was equivalent to 24% of the GDP of the 2006 � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Sauer</Author><Year>2007</Year><RecNum>21</RecNum><Prefix>Teixeira, 2007 in </Prefix><Pages>135</Pages><record><rec-number>21</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">21</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Journal Article">17</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Sauer, Sérgio</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>A sustentação financeira de organizações do patronato rural brasileiro</title><secondary-title>Revista NERA, Presidente Prudente</secondary-title></titles><periodical><full-title>Revista NERA, Presidente Prudente</full-title></periodical><pages>131-148</pages><volume>10, 11</volume><dates><year>2007</year><pub-dates><date>Jul.-dez.</date></pub-dates></dates><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://As%2520sustentacoes_nead_nilton%2520e%2520-2988790083/As%2520sustentacoes_nead_nilton%2520e%2520sauer[1].pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Teixeira, 2007 in Sauer 2007: 135)�. In 2008, the Ministry of Finance announced that R$ 75 billion would be renegotiated � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Martello</Author><Year>2008</Year><RecNum>118</RecNum><record><rec-number>118</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">118</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Web Page">12</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Alexandro Martello</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Governo anuncia renegociação da dívida agrícola</title></titles><number>02 Jun 2009</number><dates><year>2008</year><pub-dates><date>Atualizado em 27/05/08</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Brasília</pub-location><urls></urls><electronic-resource-num>http://g1.globo.com/Noticias/Economia_Negocios/0,,MUL580574-9356,00-GOVERNO+ANUNCIA+RENEGOCIACAO+DA+DIVIDA+AGRICOLA.html</electronic-resource-num></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Martello 2008)�.


� According to information of the Brazilian Central Bank, the average of interest rate of the last 10 years is 16%. The average of the year 2003 reached 22% (http://www.bcb.gov.br). 


� “Between 1980 and 1987 the rate of increase in agricultural production in the USA and Europe together exceeded the rate of increase in domestic consumer demand by 100 per cent” � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Araghi</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>91</RecNum><Prefix>Srinivasan 1989:40, Watkins 1991 in </Prefix><Pages>32</Pages><record><rec-number>91</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">91</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book Section">5</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Araghi, Farshad</author></authors><secondary-authors><author>A. Haroon Akram-Lodhi and Cristóbal Kay</author></secondary-authors></contributors><titles><title>The invisible hand and the visible foot: peasants, dispossession and globalization.</title><secondary-title>Peasants and globalization : political economy, rural transformation and the agrarian question</secondary-title><tertiary-title>Routledge ISS studies in rural livelihoods</tertiary-title></titles><pages> xi, 347</pages><number>2</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><pub-location>London</pub-location><publisher>Routledge</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Srinivasan 1989:40, Watkins 1991 in Araghi 2009: 32)�.


� An overview on the Uruguay Round can be found in: IATP, 2003 ‘World Trade Organization Agreement on Agriculture basics’. WTO Cancun, Series Paper 2, Minneapolis. 


� In May 2007, remember Araghi, the world population, for the first time in history, became more urban than rural � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite ExcludeAuth="1"><Author>Araghi</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>91</RecNum><Pages>112</Pages><record><rec-number>91</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">91</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book Section">5</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Araghi, Farshad</author></authors><secondary-authors><author>A. Haroon Akram-Lodhi and Cristóbal Kay</author></secondary-authors></contributors><titles><title>The invisible hand and the visible foot: peasants, dispossession and globalization.</title><secondary-title>Peasants and globalization : political economy, rural transformation and the agrarian question</secondary-title><tertiary-title>Routledge ISS studies in rural livelihoods</tertiary-title></titles><pages> xi, 347</pages><number>2</number><dates><year>2009</year></dates><pub-location>London</pub-location><publisher>Routledge</publisher><urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(2009: 112)�. 


� “The potential competition posed by efficient large producers – such as Brazil and China – can also be significant. The Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations estimates that an increase in China’s exports of green beans is likely to reduce world market prices, with adverse effects on the export revenues of other developing countries. A close eye needs to be kept on export products dominated by one or two countries – or when smaller countries simultaneously expand their export market shares” � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>World Bank</Author><Year>2007</Year><RecNum>24</RecNum><Suffix> emphasis added</Suffix><Pages>133</Pages><record><rec-number>24</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">24</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book">6</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>World Bank,</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Agriculture for development</title><secondary-title>World Development Report</secondary-title></titles><pages>386</pages><dates><year>2007</year></dates><pub-location>Washington, DC</pub-location><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://WDR_08_book-3393502275/WDR_08_book.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(World Bank 2007: 133 emphasis added)�.


� Projeções do Agronegócio – Brasil 2008/09 a 2018/19 - MAPA.


� Fundação Getúlio Vargas (FGV), Instituto Brasileiro de Geografia e Estatística (IBGE), Instituto de Pesquisa Econômica Aplicada (IPEA) and Companhia Nacional de Abastecimento (CONAB).


� According to the same publication (Girardi, E. 2009: Atlas da Questão Agrária Brasileira, Nera/Unesp), in ten years 3.2 million people were settled, and in the same period, 1.5 million Brazilians lost their jobs in rural areas � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Arruda</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>112</RecNum><record><rec-number>112</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">112</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Newspaper Article">23</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Roldão Arruda</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Concentraçãode terra resiste à ação de governo, diz atlas</title><secondary-title>O Estado de São Paulo</secondary-title><short-title>Estudo mostra onde está o País moderno e as áreas em que se explora até trabalho escravo</short-title></titles><volume>A</volume><number>4</number><num-vols>daily</num-vols><section>Nacional</section><dates><year>2009</year><pub-dates><date>13 of April</date></pub-dates></dates><pub-location>Sao Paulo</pub-location><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://Mapa_QAgraria_Brasil-1237327925/Mapa_QAgraria_Brasil.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Arruda 2009)�.


� According to the Agro Census 2006 (IBGE), more than 80% of agricultural producers are illiterate or have not completed elementary school � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>IBGE</Author><Year>2009</Year><RecNum>115</RecNum><record><rec-number>115</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">115</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Online Database">45</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>IBGE</author></authors></contributors><titles><title>Censo Agro 2006: IBGE revela retrato do Brasil agrário</title></titles><dates><year>2009</year><pub-dates><date>05 Oct 2009</date></pub-dates></dates><urls></urls><electronic-resource-num>http://www.ibge.gov.br/home/presidencia/noticias/noticia_visualiza.php?id_noticia=1464&amp;id_pagina=1</electronic-resource-num></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Ibge 2009)�.


� The Zero Hunger Programme launched by President Lula in 2003 had the goal of ensuring the right to adequate food, promoting food security and nutrition and contributing to eradication of extreme poverty. Among the strategies of the Zero Hunger, the “Bolsa Família Programme” (PBF) has become the main one. Such programme provides direct transfer of income to families in poverty (income between 1 and 2 dollars a day) and extreme poverty (less than a 1 dollar a day) (http://www.fomezero.gov.br/).


� According to a report of Anvisa (Brazil's National Health Surveillance Agency), in 2008, Brazil imported 4,200 tons of metamidophos – a pesticide that has been banned in many countries – and 4,400 tones during the first two months of 2009. The Brazilian pesticide market has boiled to more than 6.9 billion US dollars in that year, according to the Brazilian Chemical Industry Association (http://www.anvisa.gov.br/).


� Large farms of slavery monoculture plantations for foreign trade, controlled by the Portuguese aristocracy.


� According to the census of 1872, Brazil had 1.5 million African-slaves and a population of 8.4 million free people � ADDIN EN.CITE <EndNote><Cite><Author>Delgado</Author><Year>2005</Year><RecNum>77</RecNum><Pages>26</Pages><record><rec-number>77</rec-number><foreign-keys><key app="EN" db-id="5dtdz0z9l0rr9nepfrr509ftdadvpvz2500e">77</key></foreign-keys><ref-type name="Book Section">5</ref-type><contributors><authors><author>Delgado, Guilherme C.</author></authors><secondary-authors><author>Luciana Jaccoud</author></secondary-authors></contributors><titles><title>Setor de Subsistência na Economia Brasileira: Gênese Histórica e Formas de Reprodução</title><secondary-title>Quetão Social e Políticas Sociais no Brasil Contemporâneo</secondary-title></titles><pages>19-50</pages><volume>1</volume><edition>1</edition><section>1</section><dates><year>2005</year></dates><pub-location>Brasília DF</pub-location><publisher>IPEA</publisher><urls><pdf-urls><url>internal-pdf://Delgado_SetorSubsistenciaCap_1-2057440277/Delgado_SetorSubsistenciaCap_1.pdf</url></pdf-urls></urls></record></Cite></EndNote>�(Delgado 2005b: 26)�.


� This is interesting to be said here because, as the process of agrarian transition evolved, the ‘indigenous peasantry’ was much less developed as productive force then the European immigrants that arrived in late nineteenth century to work in the coffee plantations. In the process of social differentiation taking place in the twentieth century, the ‘indigenous peasants’ were more likely to became ‘the rural poor’. Another important aspect is that in the South and Southeast (especially Sao Paulo) – to where the centre of the economy shifted in the nineteenth century amid the success of the coffee plantations – the colonato labour regime also allowed immigrants to accumulate, buy land (quite soon) and ‘take off’. In the Northeast, where the colonial economy first developed on the basis of the sugar-cane plantations and coerced labour, a mass of ex-slaves were left on its own luck. This certainly had implications to the ever-increasing disparity in economic development between ‘North and South’ of Brazil. 


� Prado Jr., Caio. Formação do Brasil contemporâneo. 16 ed. São Paulo:Brasiliense, 1979; Furtado, Celso. Formação econômica do Brasil. 10 ed. São Paulo: Editora Nacional, 1970; Faoro, Raimundo. Os donos do poder. 15 ed. São Paulo: Globo, 2000.
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