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The Resilience of Smallholders: A Constructed Representation of
Interactions between Individuals Society and the State

LI Xiaoyun LIN Xiaoli XU Jin

Abstract: By analyzing the Hebian Village case of poverty reduction and its subsequent livelihood
transformation in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic this paper attempts to present the landscape
of smallholders’ lives and livelihoods exposed to the new global risk through the lens of income and
consumption. Though the Hebian Village’s new industry formed along the way of its poverty reduction
was severely hit by the pandemic farmers in the village succeeded in stabilizing their living standards
by adopting a flexible strategy consisting of re—agriculturalization and diversification of livelihoods. We
thus argue that the formulation of resilience of smallholders in a modern market economy does not hap—
pen in an isolated way but rather it happens with situation—specific political and economic precondi—
tions. Although the resilience of smallholders is reflected in the actions of smallholders and has a dis—
tinctive characteristic of physiocracy it is not intrinsic to the smallholders themselves. Essentially it is a
political social and economic state constructed in the interaction of smallholders society and the
state. The resilience of smallholders is thus not possible without a synergy among individual societal and
state actors.

Keywords: Resilience; COVID-19 pandemic; Livelihood; Poverty—alleviation



