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Abstract

Differences Between Smallholders and Peasants: Smallholders Based Vitalization of Productive
Forces and Peasants Based Vitalization of Productive Relations

YE Jingzhong ZHANG Minghao

Abstract: During the discussion of rural vitalization the terms of smallholder and peasant are often
mixed with each other. Are these two terms interchangeable? Tracing back their origins it can be found
that the term peasant is a dialectical unity that encompasses both qualitative dimension of productive re—
lations ( the holder and ownership) and quantitative dimension of productive forces ( land scale and
subsistence) . Whereas smallholder is an independent accounting unity that only reflects the quantitative
dimension of peasant. The two terms interweave with each other with respective articulation boundaries.
Peasant and smallholder are distinct in terms of their attributions contents and applicable theories
based on which the different images of rural vitalization can be constructed. Rural vitalization in the
perspective of smallholder means the rural industrial development of productive forces whereas rural vi-
talization in the perspective of peasant means the comprehensive vitalization of rural productive
relations. Both smallholder and peasant are key holders of rural vitalization but policy designs shall be
specific and sensitive towards the differences between smallholder and peasant. Rural vitalization can be
realized when the advantages of smallholder and peasant can be fully incorporated.

Keywords: small holder; peasant; rural revitalization; policy design

Small Farmers and Rural Revitalization: Structural Dilemma and Outlet of Small Farmers in
Modern Agricultural Industry Division System

WU Chongqing ZHANG Huipeng

Abstract: Small farmers have been stigmatized for a long time in our country. However determined by
the actual situation of our country small—-scale peasants will still exist for a long time. The modern
small farmers are not traditional self — sufficient part — time farmers but specialized commodity
producers. In the highly socialized industrial division system of agriculture various capital subjects oc—
cupy a dominant position and control the agricultural industry chain and value chain. Small farmers are
independent in form and in fact are subordinate to and dependent on capital. Agricultural industry pol-
icy also excludes the living space of small farmers. In the process of implementing the strategy of rural
revitalization it is necessary to re—recognize the functions of small farmers and make them organically
linked with the development of modern agriculture by improving their degree of organization.

Keywords: small farmers; modern agricultural industry; organization; rural revitalization

“Sheep” in the Eye of Fei Xiaotong: A History of Agriculture in South China Inscribed in the
Domestic Animals

SUGA Yutaka LU Weiwei

Abstract: In 1939  Fei Xiaotong published his PhD thesis as Peasant Life in China. Fei paid attention
to the speculative business of sheep breeding and trading in his book. This sheep named “Hu Yang”
was distributed throughout a small area in Zhejiang and Jiangsu provinces especially in the southern re—
gion of Lake Taihu as well as in the outskirts of Shanghai Municipality where the environment failed to
permit the natural breeding and feeding of sheep hence the enclosed rearing of sheep was adopted. As
they were reared in the economically developed areas in China the breeding of Hu Yang was intended

for market purposes. And the rapid generational renewal of Hu Yang made them an ideal means to gain
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