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ABSTRACT
This thesis outlines the main features of empiricist and
positivist epistemology and looks at the critique of this
position developed by conventionalist philosophers of
science. It then attempts to present the basis of an
alternative realist epistemology. This realist alternative is
then used as a means of laying down a set of methodological
protocols for reinterpreting the anti-empiricist debate in
development theory over ‘'"the articulation of modes of
production”. This debate was concerned with producing an
alternative paradigm to explain the causes of poverty and
underdevelopment in such a way that the internal
determinations of poverty in nation-states would be part of
the explanatory structure, rather than treating poverty and
underdevelopment as a phenomenon which was essentially
generated through relationships of exploitation between the
countries of the "developed" and Third World. Having outlined
the basic concepts of this debate in a manner which is
compatible with the research protocols of methodological
realism, the concepts — social formation, modes of production
and articulation - are applied to the concrete context of
peasant relations of production in the north Jordan Valley of
the Occupied West Bank/the Central Highlands of Palestine.
The last section considers some of the major strategic models
designed to resolve the problem of Third World poverty and
underdeve lopment, viz. Community Development, the Green
Revolution and Basic Needs. Finally, a radical democratic

approach to development intervention is suggested as a

e



background to development action in the context of settler-

colonialism and military occupation.
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PREFACE

This thesis largely has its vroots in three contingent
academic and political interests which influenced my life and
future research orientation as a student of sociology. These
were: first, a perplexed interest in the traditional
philosophies of science and social science and a constantly
increasing doubt about their ability to explain or even
comprehend the real problems of scientific practice; second.
an equally perplexed concern as a communist "militant" with
the problems of Marxist theory, methods and explanations of
social change in contemporary societies and; third, a Third
Worldist political commitment to "solidarity" with the anti-
imperialist and anti-colonialist strugggles of the peoples of
the underdeveloped southern continents. These seemingly
disparate concerns have finally been drawn together into a
theoretically articulated and descriptive discourse which
attempts to develop the methodological protocols for
analysing one contemporary Third World peasant community (in
the north Jordan Valley of the Occupied West Bank of
Jordan/the Central Highlands of Palestine) and its location
in the wider social formation by means of the categories and

concepts of a branch of academic Marxism.

The first chapter presents an outline and critique of
empiricist epistemology, ontology, causality and methodology
in an endeavour to demonstrate that it cannot sustain an
adequate and non-contradictory account of science nor propose

a relevant methodological foundation for scientific research.
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I then propose the basic parameters of a realist alternative
to the empiricist account of science which operates with a
different set of epistemological, ontological, causal and
methodological assumptions from those developed by both
empiricism and positivism. Where empiricist epistemology 1is
based on a simple concept of experience, viz. 1immediate
sense—perception. realism develops a concept of experience
which 1is theoretically and experimentally mediated; where
empiricism presents a simple atomistic ontology based on the
concept of the empirical, realism presents a theory of
ontology which is stratified into the realms of the real, the
actual and the empirical: where empiricism presents a theory
of causality based on closed systems and regularity
determinism, realism grounds the account of causality on the
basis of open systems and the causal interplay of multiple
generative mechanisms; where empiricism and positivism
develop inductive and deductive methodologies, realism
develops a set of retroductive methodological protocols which

are at once theoretically and empirically grounded.

In Chapter 2 I undertake to reinterpret the concepts which
evolved from '"the articulation of modes of production debate”
within the context of realist methodological protocols. In
order to achieve this, I describe and criticise the major
sources of the debate: the Indian mode of production debate:
the Althusserian school's rationalist/formalist reading of
Marx and; the Laclau-Frank debate. The key concepts of the

debate are 'social formation", 'modes of production" and

"articulation'. I argue that the concept of mode of



production should be interpreted in a restricted sense and

that we should consider the social formation as composed of a
multiplicity of causal structures and their interaction. I
also eschew any attempt to develop a globally structuralist
model of modes of production where the contours of the social

formation are seen as being largely determined by one law of

motion or one motor force in the system.

Chapter 3 demonstrates that the prevalent mode of production
in the region of the study is sharecropping which is largely
involved in petty commodity production, although other forms
of non-exploitative modes of petty commodity production
(smallholding and farming-landlordism) coexist alongside this
mode of production. In this chapter [ outline the different
modes of production in terms of their specific forms of
exploitation and juridical and economic ownership of the
means of production. I also look at the forms and extent of

landlordism in the region and the different patterns of

landholding.

In Chapter 4 I demonstrate that all forms of production are
articulated to the national and international economy through
their formal subsumption to merchant/usurer capital. This
chapter also presents the position that exploitation through
unequal exchange is the form of exploitation most
systematically developed in the regional economy, i.e.
exploitation of peasant producers is most intensive in the

spheres of the realisation of value/surplus product and the

circulation of commodities. In Chapter 5 I explain how



household subsistence production can operate as a means of
increasing the level of exploitation in the different non-
capitalist modes of production through reducing the ‘'costs"
of the reproduction of labour in the petty commodity
production sector of the family farm. Chapters 2-5 are the
most important chapters in terms of my attempt to reinterpret
the debate over the articulation of modes of production

within the parameters of a realist methodological

orientation.

Chapter 6 is a largely descriptive account of the patterns of
crop pProduction, exports and irrigation use. This chapter 1is
included since the empirical data contains much of the
information necessary to sustain the hypotheses I pose about
vegetable crop specialisation, export market dependency and
commoditisation of productive consumption in the peasant

economy under the impact of the "Green Revolution".

Chapter 7 highlights the conditions of poverty and relative
deprivation among the different village communities in the
region by focusing on the problem of squatting and the
housing question. This chapter shows that the 1living
conditions of the region's peasantry are generally squalid
and overcrowded. The comparative level of regional poverty

and social deprivation is more marked than in the West Bank

as a whole.

Chapter 8 refers to one very specific development issue: the

problem of illiteracy. This chapter explores the



methodologically empirical possibilities of reconstructing
official statistics to measure the extent of 1illiteracy 1in
the West Bank. It also examines the problem and extent of
illiteracy 1in the north Jordan Valley. The final section
considers two different strategic approaches to the
eradication of illiteracy: functional literacy and Freirian
literacy campaigns. This chapter explores some of the
problems of such campaigns and the potential for conducting

such strategies in the West Bank.

Finally, Chapter 9 attempts to move beyond the explanations
of poverty and underdevelopment generated from my realist
reinterpretation of the articulation of modes of production
debate to make some concrete suggestions about the form a
non-statist socialist development strategy could adopt under
the context of settler—colonialism and military occupation.
In order to approach this issue I 1look first at the
political and economic limitations of development strategies
which have been pursued by international agencies and NGO's
in Third World countries, viz. community ‘development, the

Green Revolution and Basic Needs or Basic Human Needs.

In undertaking this project I have incurred a wealth of
intellectual, material and personal debt. While it is not
possible to mention all those who have influenced me, I would
like to thank Graeme Hyslop, Jim Taylor, Jim McGoldrick,
Jamie McGoldrick and Irene Kay in Glasgow for their
stimulating discussions and criticisms during the earliest

phase of this project. On the West Bank I would like to thank

. |
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Salim Tamari. Kathy and Pandeli Glavanis, Ibrahim Daggagq,
Rita Giacaman and Khalil Mahshi for helping me to understand
and appreciate the Palestinian reality more fully. I would
finally like to extend my deepest feelings of sorority and
fraternity to my extended West Bank "family" - Rosemary,
Madeleine, Adnan. Maher, Alison, Libby, Chris and Christina -
for the succor and sustenance which made the many phases of
this work mildly pleasurable when not festive. Finally, I
should add the conventional juridical proviso that no one
apart from the author is 1legally responsible for the views

and ideas expressed in this study.



CHAPTER 1: AN OUTLINE OF EMPIRICISM AND POSITIVISM, THE

CONVENTIONALIST CRITIQUE AND A REALIST ALTERNATIVE

"... all science would be superfluous 1if the
outward appearance and the essence of things
directly coincided." (1)

In this chapter I will attempt to outline and critigue the
general features of the empiricist theory of knowledge (2)
and consider its most entrenched philosophical form; namely,

positivism. Where empiricism is paradigmatically inductive 1in

the form of its methodology, positivism constructs a
logically deductive methodology from this basic premise. (3)

I will then present an outline of the main themes in the
conventionalist/rationalist critique of empiricism. Finally,
I will attempt to outline the main principles of a realist
alternative to the empiricist methodological position. This
final section will lay the methodological protocols for re-—
interpreting a number of debates around '"modes of production”
and the "articulation of modes of production®” which

constitutes the basic theoretical and substantive kernel of

this thesis.

I. EMPIRICISM

The empiricist aCcount of scientific knowledge has been the

prominent account since it was first articulated in the

we ltanschaung and popular ethos of the emergent

manufacturing-industrial bourgeoisie of seventeenth century

Britain. (4) This credo and philosophy has, of course,

P i
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changed in many ways which are for present purposes of no
more than scholastic interest. Empiricism's main tenets are
still intact although they are increasingly the subject of
challenge. It 1is now a commonplace complaint to state that
the pedagogy and research orientation of mainstream social
science has been dominated by the empiricist epistemological
tradition. (5) The main challenge to empiricist pedagogic and
research domination has come 1in the main from two

philosophical fronts. These are rationalism and realism, to

apply very loose terms to the two most important critical

trends.

The rationalist interrogation of empiricism can be traced to
Kant and Spinoza in its modern form, and to Plato in its
ancient form. (6) In truth it goes even further back in the
ancient Greek philosophical tradition, e.g. to Parmenades.
Contemporary variants of the rationalist critique of
empiricism are to Dbe found in the works of Althusser,

Bachelard. Kuhn and Lakatos. (7)

The realist interrogation of empiricism, on the other hand,

has a less extensive geneology. Contemporary variants are

presented under a barrage of amorphous terms, e.g. "realism”
(R. Harre and, R. Keat and J. Urry), "materialism" (T.
Benton) . "transcendental realism" (R. Bhaskar) "empiricism-

rationalism” (N. Hanson) and '"post—empiricism” (M. Hesse).
(8) Realism is not without some important historical
antecedents and may be "discovered" in a modern form in the

work of Marx and in an ancient form in the works of



Aristotle. (9)

Although there have been serious challenges to empiricism as
the principle paradigm of scientific epistemology and method,
it 1is without doubt the ubiquitous '"knowledge-form" of our
subjective experience of the world. This knowledge—-form 1is
more extensive than scientific knowledge and is a ‘"formal"
conception of knowledge construction which grounds common
sense and practical understanding of the events, phenomena
and actions of both the social and natural world. It 1is a

laypersons knowledge which is often '"correct' but is just as

often wrong. (10)

To summarize what is subsequent, I shall consider empiricism
from a number of points through the prism of certain concepts
which are critical to its logical coherence. These are: the
manner in which empiricism conceives experience or
observation; its inductivist model of explanation; its

ontology of atomic events/facts; and, finally, its notion of

causality.

The Empiricist Concept of Experience

Empiricist epistemology has its principium in the concept of

observation, experience, sensation or any surrogate for these

basic terms. (11) The empiricist theory of knowledge begins
with the sound Lockean and materialist principle that
knowledge of any particular external reality is possible only

if we have some type of experiential or observational

v



purchase on that reality. (12) The context in which Locke
registered this particular point was in order to combat forms

of a priorism which attempted to argue that we could have

knowledge independent of, or prior to, experience which could
simultaneously be informative about the world. However, 1in
the wvulgar empiricist variant, there is an elision of this
sound judgement and it is argued that since knowledge of any
particular external reality must have an experiential or
observational datum then observation, experience or sensation
is the singular determinant of knowledge and by extension

science. (13)

Observation/experience/sensation is the principal concept of

the empiricist account of scientific knowledge. The vulgar
empiricist conception of experience differentiates it from
other accounts of scientific knowledge. (14) This account 1s
grounded in the Humean maxim which asserts that: "...there is
nothing in our intellect which has not entered through the
senses."” (15) An elementary reading of child psychology or
cultural anthropology unequivocally demonstrates that the
observation/experience of objects 1s not an immediate

experience but is, by and large, mediated through a socio-

biographical-historical socialization process. A process
through which the observational and experiential mode of
relating to phenomena is learned. (16) Vulgar empiricists

take no cognisance of this established fact. S/he works with

a very simple model of wo/man as a passive receptor of

sensations - i.e. observation/experience is conceived in a

very restrictive manner — from external objects, i.e. events,

10



phenomena. actions, etc. In this model wo/man receives the
"given" through her/his senses. (17) Here perception is not
apperception. This model requires a correspondingly naive
psychological theory of perception which does not take us
very far from a restrictive behaviourist psychology which
postulates human actions ahd thoughts as responses to
external stimuli. Here the relation of epistemology to
ontology is projected through the filter of an associationist
psychology. This type of psychology links the external object
to the experience of a passive subject uncontaminated by
preconception. The reception is determined by the nature of
the object and not by cultural forms ‘"embedded" in the
receiver. (18) This particular epristemology logically entails
a particular ontology, i.e. one in which there is a one-to-
one correspondence between sensations and objects. (19) Thus,
in order for objects to be perceived passively in the form of
sensations the objects themselves must be simple or at least
compounded of simple or atomistic elements which can Dbe
related directly in the form of the sensations of a receptive
subject. (20) We shall not dwell on this for the moment as
we shall discuss the implicit atomist ontology of empiricism
in the following section. Suffice for the moment to bear 1in
mind that, for the empiricist, the world is made up of simple
elements which can be received as given to experience. One

particular form of this doctrine can be found in the work of

Ernest Mach - one of the group active around the Vienna
Circle - who argues that all objects, whether physical or
psychological, can be broken down into complexes of

sensational elements, and thus the ultimate reduced means of

11



knowledge are elements of simple sensations and science is

predicated on the positing of relations between these reduced

elements. (21)

Although most modern empiricists have long ago abandoned this
naive associationist psychology they have done so without
seeing that it was to the everlasting merit of the
associationists that their theory of perception attempted to
resolve a critical problem for empirical science. It provided
a necessary methodological linkage between thought and being
and attempted to substantiate this linkage on a solid
empirical foundation. Latter day empiricists, such as Carnap,
have displaced this very real problem for one which searches
for logical links between the meaning of terms, sentences or
whole systems of sentences and possible confirming or
disconfirming theories. (22) This solution has <created a
terrain of ambiguity and paradox which the psychological

theory of perception was purposely constructed to avoid. How

do we distinguish theoretical (a_priori) statements from

observational (sensational) ones? In other words, how do we

distinguish analytic from synthetic statements? (23)

Empiricism as a type of epistemology logically implies a
particular conception of how best to go about the process of
scientific research. It implies a specific methodology. This
methodology is one of gathering the "facts"” of given
experiences. In social statistics this methodology has led to
a conception of the "open-minded" collection of data and the

unbiased discovery of facts as the key to objective and

12



value—free knowledge about the social world. (24) Data-
gathering in this schema 1s not seen as a selective process.
only the object or problem to be studied is selected. Data-
gathering is determined by the holism of the atomistic field
selected and the field itself is bound by the collective
closure of the facts in that field. As a research programme
it lays singular stress on the unbiased collection of data
and the analysis of facts. The form this analysis takes is

empirical inductivism. It is to the analysis of inductivism

which we now turn.

Inductivism

Inductivism, or '"epagoge'" as it was known to Aristotle and
Cicero, i1s a method for the production of knowledge which
states that general knowledge of the world can be derived

from the facts of particular experiences. (25) Inductivism is

essentially dyadic in structure consisting of the experience
of a personified subject from typified objécts. The concept
of experience is the relational component which binds the
elements of subject and object into an epistemological unity.
Empiricist gnoseology is implicitly, if not explicitly,
committed to a sensationalist ontology of perception which is

non-rationalist and a posteriori in form. This ontology is by

implication one in which the perceptability, or possible
perceptability, of objects is unequivocal, i.e. it is an

ontological theory which posits the features or elements of

objects as manifest. (26)
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The French philosopher Louis Althusser makes this point in a

critique of the empiricist problematic where he states:

The whole empiricist process of knowledge lies in
fact in an operation called abstraction. To know is
to abstract from the real object its essence, the
possession of which by the subject is called
knowledge. Abstraction (which ever its wvariant)
defines an invariant structure, which constitutes a

specific index of empiricism. Empiricist
abstraction which abstracts from the given real
object its essence, its real abstraction. leaving

the subject in possession of its real essence. What
does real abstraction actually mean? It accounts
for what is to be called a real fact... Knowledge
is an abstraction, in the strict sense, i.e. an
extraction of the essence of the real which
contains it. (27)

Now, although Althusser's critical target is much broader
than the philosophical empiricism which we would wish to
denote - i.e. the British empiricist tradition from Hume to
the Logical Positivists — it should be clear that the process
that Althusser depicts, by the category "empiricist
abstraction'", 1is nothing other than the method of induction.

Induction refers to an empirical a posteriori sorting

procedure. The concept of induction is the definitive concept
of this process and not the concept of ‘'abstraction" or
"empiricist abstraction". Althusser's appellation
"abstraction" is in this context ambiguous since in latter
stages of the same text he applies the concept abstraction to
denote a method which is distinct in logical form from
induction. Abstraction 1is a method through which we 1link
observable terms to rational connectives, e.g. the concepts
electron, atom, capitalist mode of production, surplus value,

etc. are all abstract concepts and not empirical terms. (28)
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The classical empiricist forcibly argues that both scientific
and practical knowledge 1is gained through the factual
observation of the world in such a manner that it can be
"seen', ‘'heard'" or "“touched", whether by wo/man or machine
and the facts of which are recorded in a systematic manner
and free from any a priori rationalism. (29) This is clear

from H. D. Anthony's comments on Galileo where he states:

It was not so much the observations and experiments
which Galileo made that caused the break with
tradition as his attitude to them. For him, the

facts based on them were treated as facts, and not
related to some preconceived idea... The facts of
observation might, or might not., fit into an
acknowledged scheme of the universe, but the

important thing, in Galileo's opinion, was to
accept the facts and build the theory to fit them.
(30)

We should point out one crucial ambiguity in this text. It is
inconceivable that one could conduct an experiment without
having preconceived ideas, for it is exactly the function of
an experiment to test our hypotheses about some aspect or
other of the world. Leaving this aside for the moment the
import of Anthony's comments are that science begins

a posteriori. It begins with the observation of particular

phenomena or events which are stated in the form of factual
statements. However, as every schoolgirl/boy knows, science

is a theoretical discipline which does not refer to

particular instances but rather to particular instances of
universal cases, i.e. cases where we can invoke the operation
of a scientific "law". Thus, the problem to be explained 1is:

How do we move from the observational statement (read "fact")

“The book on Popper fell from my desk" to the Newtonian law
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of gravity which subsumes this particular event and which is

universal in form?

From strictly Humean prescriptions we cannot proceed
according to some more or less rational or a priori connection.
According to Humean criteria it is illegitimate to attribute
mental (rational) connection to phenomena or events. (31) In
other words, events and phenomena must be related to one
another at a purely observational level. This logically
entails that the universal statements of science are not
rational-theoretic statements - i.e. statements linked by
rational connectives — but empirical statements connecting
observables. (32) Concomitant with this view is the notion
that ‘“scientific laws" are not what we would generally call
theoretical statements but empirical statements of a general
character. This bequeaths a concept of "laws" as general
empirical statements which correlate constant conjunctions of
events. (33) These empirical statements take the form: all
A's are B, etc. Thus, according to Humean cfiteria, laws take

the form of empirical generalisations which are constructed

by means of the repetitious observation of recurrent

henomena, e.g planets moving in elipses around the sun or

the mortality of all people,'etc.

Hume himself has shown the logical limits of this conception
of knowledge. (34) The movement from particular observations
to general empirical statements can never contrive to acheive
universality since there are no justifiably sufficient

reasons to assume that because a certain series of events has

16 /“/_,



always had a particular form in the past then it will

continue to have the same form in the future. The logical
structure of the <contending argument 1is: if general
scientific laws are composed from the repeated observation of
events of which we have had experience then we cannot
logically assume that events of which we have not had
experience will continue to follow the same pattern of
behaviour as the past events which we have experienced. (35)
We have no warrant, in empiricist criteria, to reason from
phenomena we have observed to phenomena of which we have had

no experience. This results in a particular paradox for

empiricism. For if reasoning is restricted to a posteriori

forms of argument then these forms must also necessarily be

eX post facto. Empiricism is concerned with the past and cannot

legitimately, according to its own criteria, predict the
outcome of future events. This is a critical indictment of
empiricism from within the limits of its own prqblematic. If
experience 1is the singular determinant of knowledge then it
is a form of discourse which remains caged in the past. For
Hume himself, to speak in future terms about the possible
outcome of events would be a move from the realm of
scientific factuality to the realm of "beliefs". For others

it would imply the operation of discourse which has a

rational or theoretic warrant.

No less a figure than Bertrand Russell has argued that once

we come up against the logical limits of induction then:

...every attempt to arrive at general scientific
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laws from particular observations 1is fallacious,
and Hume's scepticism 1is inescapable for an

empiricist. (36)

More humorously. vYet no less logically incisive. David and

Judith Willer have shown how empiricism:

...1s logically identical to magic., but our greater
powers of observation, measurement and manipulation
often mean that our empiricism is more effective.
(37)

This identity of magic and empiricist science is premised on
the notion that one object has the power or ability to cause
another. In other words, primitive tribesmen when they
perform a dance in order to precipitate the rains are being

consistent empiricists. (38)

It is a special feature of empiricism that it does not

operate with concepts but rather with empirical categories.
Concepts are, in a minimal sense at least, rational or
independent of experience - if not wholly a priori - insofar

as they are theoretical. Empiricism works not with general

concepts, such as magnetic field, atom, surplus value, etc.,

but with general categories which incorporate particular

observations in a "ladder of abstraction" based on the method
of induction. (39) The general model of empiricist

explanation takes the following form:
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Diagram 1: Empiricist Ladder of Abstraction (40)

THEORETICAL LEVEL

General Empirical General Empirical
category category

Ar'\ B"\

A::.'; Bf'.S

A B=-

As B.
Particular Particular
Observable Observable

OBSERVATIONAL LEVEL

From the table we can see that particular conjunctions of
events A~ B:i, Az—- Bz, etc. are worked up into general
empirical correlations between constant conjunctions of
events of a similar form. Thus, falling apples, falling
books, falling aeroplanes, etc. are all particular cases of a
summarising general principle, namely the Newtonian Law of
Gravity. We shall bring this particular point out in a formal
manner when we consider positivism. Suffice, for the moment.

to note that the categories are general and not universal.

Empiricist Ontology

In this section I shall consider the metaphysical — in the
real sense of both "meta" and "physical"” - or the ontological

assumptions implicit in the empiricist account of science.
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This ontology 1s generally common to all wvariants of

empiricist epistemology. These variants share a set of common

ontological assumptions.

At the simplest level empiricism conceives the object
knowledge being constituted from independent atomistic events
and their constant conjunction. Through the detection of the
existence of events we can begin to comprehend the facticity
of the world in the form of statements asserting the nature
of their existence or behaviour. Further, the identification
of constant conjunctions of events enables us to construct

law—-1like general statements. (41)

Post-Humean empiricism opines the proposition that constant
conjunctions of events are the only veracious model of
construction of natural necessity or theory of causality.
Implicit in this conception is a metaphysic of a ‘"shallow"
surface ontology. (42) In this model of ontology, knowledge
of the world is discovered as in 5 mirror. Statements about
events constitute the facts of a field and the constant
conjunctions of events which we discover within this field
enable wus to construct law—like statements about manifest
empirical phenomena. With this view, science does not have to
be rationally worked for but is a kind of epiphenomena of the
given-ness of nature which is virtuously imposed on the act
of wvision by the "given". The act of discovery, 1in this
account, 1is nothing other than seeing that which we failed to
see in the past. This model designates a passive process and

not an apperceptive one. We discover immediately the ultimate
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constituents of scientific Kknowledge which are manifest
events and their constant conjunction. Furthermore, the
requisite methodology for the discovery of the wultimate
constituent objects of science is, as we saw previously, the
act of "sensing', or, the use of a metering device which is
analogous to sensing. This methodology is not conceived as an
interactive construction or production of knowledge of a real

object but, rather, a reception from the manifestness of the

object.

This view is constructed in the belief that the essence of
"reality" is such that events are experienced as atomistic
and discrete. Thus, the objects of science are discovered in

an extensively empirical world. That is, a world where things

and events are manifest and observable; a world which 1is

translucent, opalescent and transparent. (43)

What the empiricist has done in this model is to reduce being
to knowledge of Dbeing, i.e. to reduce ontology to
epistemology in such a manner that they form an indissoluble
unity in the category of experience. The ultimate outcome of
this is that logical necessity and natural necessity are

interbedded and the reduction of natural necessity to

epistemological connection is complete. This closed circle of
empiricist epistemology and its guarantee to particular
empiricist forms of knowledge determines its methodological
protocols and research strategies. These are procedurally
distinct, viz. the methodology isolates/discovers atomic

events which are then computed and collated in the form of
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constant conjunctions of these events. These collations and
computations of constant conjunctions are then arranged in a

hierarchical order which moves from the particular to the

general. (44) We can title this ontology empirical atomism.
In this model of ontology "experience" and "the empirical”
are not merely co-terminal but reduced to a singular
identity. In other words. ontology 1is reduced to the
empirical which is premised on the epistemological category
"experience'". The result of this combination of atomism and
reductionism is a theory of causality which conceptualises
causal laws in the form of empirical statements about the
corrrespondence of constant conjunctions of events. This
whole procedure is based on the methodological "tapping" of

the manifest surface phenomena of the world. (45)

Empirical Theory of Causality

The concept of causality, as it was developed and utilised in
empiricism, can be traced directly to David Hume. In 1its
modern form this notion of causality has been accurately

termed the regularity theory of causality. (46) The Humean

tradition asserts that a constant conjunction of events is a
necessary if not sufficient condition for the establishment
of a causal law. Radical Humeans would argue that it was also
a sufficient condition for the assertion of a causal law. The
regularity theorists of causality argue that since a constant
conjunction of events is necessary to establish causal laws
then there are, by definition, also such relations in the

world per se, 1i.e. the world is constituted of atomistic
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events or states of affairs and their constant conjunction.
If this were not the case then the doctrine of
epistemological—-ontological atomism would collapse and
knowledge of the objects of the world would not be possible -

at least not in an atomistic form. (47)

The empiricist conception of causality is predicated on the
atomic—-empirical concept of ontology in which events are
atomistic and the constant conjunction of atomistic events
allows the systematic empiricist to formulate causal laws
based on the regular concurrence of similar conjunctions of

events. Hence the notion of regularity determinism.

Rom Harre has defined regularity determinism as:

...the doctrine that the empirical content of a
statement of a causal relation is no more than a
statement that the events, states, etc. of the type
of effect. The experience of the manifestation of
the productive power of potent things in causal
production and the apparent necessity of their
effects are alleged to be psychological phenomena,
produced by experiencing the regularity of the
concomitance. (48)

In other words, the ontological identification of constant
conjunctions of events gives rise to a concept of constant
concatenation of causes which has the form:

For every event Y there is a cause X

For every Y then X

If Y then X

This concept of cause is irreducibly empirical and does not
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refer to some further superior or essential unobservable
element which 1s producing event Y. The whole notion of cause

is centred around a cause as a temporal sequence in which one

event of a specific form is invariably followed by another
event of a particular type. (49) This is distinctly Humean 1in

character and complementary with Hume when he states that:

...a cause [1s] an object followed by another. and
when all the objects similar to the first are
followed by objects similar to the second. (50)

Humean regularity determinism conceives causality as a nexus
of constant sequential relations between repeated events.
However., in order for this model to be intelligble it
requires that the empirical world must in some way be closed
such that a cause X is both a necessary and sufficient
condition for the effect Y to occur. A closed system is one
where there is a necessary symmetry between explanation and

prediction. (51)

Having outlined the essential components of empiricism, i.e.
its concepts of experience, induction, ontology and
causality, we will now turn to the composition of these

elements in positivist epistemology.

II. POSITIVISM

The term ‘"positivism" often denotes a number of different
conceptual, theoretical and philosophical positions. (52)

From Auguste Comte in the nineteenth century to logical
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empiricism in the twentieth century. (53) In general, it is
useful to differentiate between "positivist philosophy'" - in
particular that of Comte - and ‘'"positivist epistemology'.
(54) When we use the term positivism we shall be referring to

epistemological positivism, unless we state differently.

R. Keat and J. Urry, in their book Social Theory as Science,

outline four essential features of epistemological positivism
we can usefully utilise as a typology of epistemological

positivism. These are:

1. Scientific theory is evaluated by reference to empirical
evidence.

2. The real objects of science are independent of theories
and it is these objects which science aims to apprehend and
describe.

3. The data of experience is empirical and given directly
to experience and observation.

4. The notion that universal statements may be articulated

about regular and contingent relationships occurring in

nature. (55)

The anti-theoreticism of this mode of epistemology should be
clear from the typology. For the positivist we have
adequately explained an event or phenomenon once we have
shown it to be an instantiation of a general empirical law.
The positivist model of scientific activity is a deductive

one. (56) The locus classicus of deductivism can be found in

the work of Ernest Nagel. (57) Nagel's view of science 1is
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commonly referred to as the ‘'covering-law model', the
"hypothetico—-deductive'" or the "deductive-nomological"” model
of explanation. (58) I shall refer to this model, following

Mary Hesse, as deductivism. (59) According to this model of

science, an explanation of an event which does not conform to
the prescribed rules of deductivism is not a veracious
scientific explanation but a pseudo—-explanation. For
deductivism, a constitutive scientific explanation 1is a
function of the formal properties of empirical statements and
the coherence of their posited mutual relations. (60) In this
model, statements of a particular content may be said to be
entailed or subsumed in statements of a general form which

"cover" a given field of phenomena or branch of a discipline.

This model of explanation is best shown ostensively: Imagine
the traditional picture of Descartes sitting by his cosy
well-stacked fire, 1insulated from the trepidations of the
winter chill, when suddenly his fire begins to go out. If one
were asked to explain this phenomenon we might reply that a
blocked chimney flue and lack of oxygen in the unventilated
room caused the fire to die. Now, the deductivist would
inform us that this explanation entails the formulation of a
general empirical law, viz. all fires go out when starved of
oxygen. The deductivist would further argue that this
statement can be structured in the form of a deductive

argument, such that:
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COVERING LAW - All fires de-combust when starved of

oxygen.

ANTECEDENT CONDITIONS — The chimney is blocked and the room

is air-tight.

CONCLUSIONS - Therefore the fire de—combusted.
Or:

Always if A then B. [covering law]
PREMISES -

A occurred. [antecedent condition]
CONCLUSION - Therefore B occurred. [explanandum event]

(61)

In the deductive model of explaﬁation we can deduce the event
to be explained from an empirical law of a general form and a
set of initial conditions usually referred to as the cause.
In this model the truth of the conclusion 1is logically
derived from the truth of the premises of the argument, 1i.e.

from the covering law and antecedent conditions. Hence, the

argument is logically deductive.

For reasons outlined by the Willers' in their critique of the
empiricist "ladder of abstraction', general laws can never be
universal in form if we remain bound by empiricist criteria
of the observational definition of laws. (62) We can never
legitimately make the move from the observation of
particulars to the construction of universal laws — we can
never logically jump from the finite to the infinite. Now one
way for the deductivist to unburden her/himself of the
terrible dilemma of empiricism is to follow the lead of Karl

Popper and propose that empirical laws must necessarily be
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hypothetical 1n form since they are incapable of complete

proof according to rigid empiricist criteria, i.e. it 1s not
possible to experience every case in the universe past,
present and future. Thus, scientific explanations are said to

be hypothetico-deductive. (63)

Most scientists would want to explain why it is that under
certain conditions fires go out and why. for 1instance, an
apple always falls to the ground, 1i.e. they will want to
explain the empirical laws themselves. This route 1s not open
to the positivist. If s/he wishes to explain why it is that
apples always fall to the ground then s/he would impute this
as a particular case of the Newtonian theory of gravity which
consists of empirical laws of a high degree of generality
which are applicable to all bodies which fall. From these
laws it is possible to deduce an enormous range of "lower"
level empirical laws about such objects as apples, billiard
balls, the movement of the planets, etc. These laws are all

deductively interconnected from the higher to the lower level

in a declining hierarchy of generality. (64) For the
positivist, a scientific theory is defined as just such a
network of sets of laws.

Concomitant with this account of empirical laws, the

positivist arrogates a distinct historiography of science in
which scientific progress is seen as a developmental process
of extending and subsuming empirical laws, such that the
"known' empirical laws are continually subsumed wunder more

extensive laws of a higher-order of generality. This process

’
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of subsumption simultaneously extends their functional domain
of application. (65) Thus, Einsteins theory of relativity

"covers'" or subsumes Newtonian physical theory.

However. no matter what their covering qualities may be,
"theories'" are classifications of highly general hypothetico-
universal laws whose truth or falsity can be determined
solely by way of observation and empirical experiment, 1.e.
it is only observation which provides the objective basis for
the theorisation of empirical laws. Although a number of the
Qarliest positivists claimed that theories could be known to
be conclusive and shown to be true, most modern positivists
would generally assent that laws in scientific theories have
the status of hypotheses. Thus., laws are hypothetical in form

because any claim to universal truth transcends the bounds of

actual experience. (66)

One version of positivism, verificationism, claims that

empirical or observational evidence is utilised to provide
varying degrees of support to the truth of scientific
theories, and, further states, that rival theories can be
critically assessed in terms of their relative degree of

empirical confirmation of their respective theoretical

structure. (67)

In a somewhat similar current, although reversing the
polarity, Karl Popper has formulated the notion that
scientists proceed. not by way of verification, but, by way

of a method of theoretical conjecture and empirical
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refutation. (68) Contrary to the verificationist position,

Popper argues that science does not proceed by way of

empirical tests of wverification but, on the contrary,
methodologically endeavours to empirically falsify
theoretical conjectures by observational means. This

methodological position has been appropriately called

falsificationism. (69)

Both, falsificationism and verificationism, assume that the
empirical observations used to evaluate our theories can
ultimately provide an objective basis for science and that
entrenched "theoretical" disputes can be resolved by
reference to the consonant observed facts. This issue, as we
shall argue shortly, 1is far from simple since facts are not
in themselves intrinsically theoretically neutral as

verificationism and, to a lesser degree, falsificationism

assume. (70)

So far we have identified the term "theory" as a
classification for a set of hypothetical/universal empirical
laws of a deductive form. Now, a number of positivists,
notably, wverificationists and phenomenalists, argue that the
term ‘"theory" should only be utilised in a very restricted

metaphysical sense. The term theory, they argue, should only

be applied to '"theoretical” laws which emp loy non-—
observational entities, e.g. law—-like empirical statements

which utilise the concepts magnetic field, electron, atom,
etc. (71) These theoretical entities are not uncommon 1in

scientific discourse and their application in both theory and

'

30 e



experimental activity has been exceedingly efficacious 1in
scientifilic practice,. as one of the leading 1dealogues of

positivist epistemology, Carl Hempel, has pointed out:

It is a remarkable fact... that the greatest
advances 1in science have not been accomplished by
laws referring explicitly to observables... but
rather by means of laws that speak of various
hypothetical or theoretical entities, i.e.
presumptive objectives which cannot be perceived or
otherwise directly observed by us. (72)

The positivist does not conceptualise these {”theoretical
entities" as depicting real phenomena which causélly activate
the empirical phenomena we observe, rather s/he conceives
"theoretical entities" as "logical constructions'" which

heuristically order the phenomena of the empirical world.

(73) This ordering procedure is a mental ordering of fact and
not a real ordering of events. This is a result of the basic
assumptions of positivist epistemology, which it shares with
empiricism in general, namely, concepts which transcend the
domain of experience of the empirical world have no
legitimate causal function. This has resulted in a critical
dilemma for those positivists, such as Hempel, who are quite
clearly aware of the efficaciousness of "theoretical

entities" to the advancement of scientific knowledge. (74)

One potential applicant for the resolution of the dilemma,
which theoretical entities present to positivist and

empiricist epistemology, is operationalism. (75)

Operationalism, while taking the basic tenets of empiricist

epistemology as incontrovertible, attempts to resolve the

§
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problem of theoretical entities in terms of observational

categories by means of correspondence rules or bridging

principles which wultimately enable the positist to link

theoretical entities with empirical categories. (76)
Operationalism claims that it is possible to distinguish
"observational terms"” from "theoretical terms" and the
entities these terms denote are denoted in palpably different
languages, i.e. observational language and theoretical

language. These languages. So 1t 1s claimed. are apparently

epistemically discrete.

This technically analytic bifurcation of scientific discourse
has been rigorously attacked and analytically dissected by

conventionalist philosophers of science. Conventionalists

have shown that the language used in both scientific and
ordinary discourse are not epistemically discrete. (77) We

shall return to this point in greater detail in the next

section.

In their account of causality the positivist restricts the
existential realm to the realm of observational. This is 1in
effect a disavowel of a world in which causal necessity is
efficacious. This 1is because, as for the empiricist, the
Humean notion of causality is central to their account of
causality. For Hume, we may believe a sequence of events to
be causally connected, however, no amount of observational

evidence can show them to be necessarily connected. (78) The

positivist fully subscribes to the empiricist concept of

causality, which we termed regularity determinism. (79)
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Positivism 1is faced with a real problem in attempting to
reconcile the wutilisation of ‘"theoretical entities" in
scientific practice and 1its ongoing commitment to a theory of
causality based on regularity determinism. This problem stems
largely from the wuncritical acceptance of empiricist
epistemology which 1is grounded in the axiométic category

"experience" or "observation'", which i1s a pure uncontaminated

realm of 'sense—experience'"., and, which can be descibed 1in a
"theory—neutral" manner. This is fundamental to
epistemological empiricism 1in all its variant forms:
empiricism, logical empiricism, logical atomism,
phenomenalism, confirmationism, operationalism and

verificationism. The essence of this epistemology is that the
truth or falsity of observation statements can be empirically
demonstrated without reference to a priori, rational or

theoretical elements.

However, anyone with a passing acquaintance with Kant will
find this epistemological position -disingenous and
contentious. (80) Kant has shown that the observation of an
object is never completely free from conceptual and

theoretical assumptions and presuppositions. For language,
the very form in which we communicate knowledge, is
irreducibly conceptual and not an intrinsically perceptual
datum. The belief that science is grounded on a pure,
uninterpreted or theoretically-neutral plane is fundamentally
misconceived, since modern liguistics — from Saussure to
Chomsky - points out that there is no perceptual base which

is not simultaneously interdependent on a conceptual
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superstructure.

Karl Popper, who works with a strong empirical framework., has
consistently affirmed the necessity for science to be
objectively controlled by observation. However, for Popper,
observation has no absolute guarantee associated with it.
Observation 1is one logistic base among others through which
we affirm scientific practice. Popper is adamant that there
15 no possibility of a "theory—-free language" of observation
which can function as the apodectic ground of scientific

knowledge. He argues:

The empirical basis of objective science has
nothing absolute about it. Science does not rest on
a rock bottom. The bold structure of theories
rises, as 1t were, upon a swamp. It 1s like a
building erected upon piles. The piles are driven
down from above into the swamp, but not to any
natural or 'given" base:; and when we cease our
attempts to drive our piles into deeper layer it is
not because we have reached firm ground. We simply
stop when we are satisfied they are firm enough to
carry the structure, at least for the time being.
(81)

Although he 1is a long way from the cruder versions of both
empiricism and positivism, Popper is still located within the
POsitivist problematic. When he describes as "observational”
all those terms whose valid or invalid application can be
"commonly" agreed upon by the "community of scientists”
working in the field he is still 1in the arena of the
positivist epistemologist. According to Popper, science still

has to be controlled by observation, 1i.e. Dby the objective

consensus of the scientific community as to what the

observable facts actually are. Popperian falsificationism
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assumes that theoretical disputes can be, more or less,
uncontentiously resolved by the reference to the consensual
observation of disputed facts by the scientists involved.
However, this voluntaristic ‘"political" position does not
help us to resolve the theory/observation or fact/theory
dilemma of empiricist epistemology, it merely shrouds it
under an ill-concealed political veneer which does not take
into account the very real personality and political disputes

which are an integral part of scientific research and

research funding process.

If we focus more critically on both empiricism and positivism
we can perhaps begin to overcome certain of their more
entrenched problems and begin to move out of the empiricist

epistemological and ontological ghetto.

III. THE CONVENTIONALIST CRITIQUE

In this section I shall attempt to outline what I consider to
be the most serious inadequacies of the empiricist and
positivist account of science. I shall outline these
deficiences without immediately resolving them, since I
believe that their resolution is to be found in an
alternative account of science, namely the realist account. I
shall consider the realist account in the following section

of this chapter.

The first point I wish to discuss is the manner in which

empiricism unifies epistemological and ontological categories
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in an uncritical modality which is referenced through the
concept of "experience"”. Here epistemology and ontology are
not considered as analytically distinct entities or analysed
on their own terms as necessary components in a complex
combination of ‘“natural” and "social" elements which are
structured 1in a determinate manner to form "knowledge".
Rather., knowledge is considered as a type of epiphenomenon of
nature, 1in which atomistic events are received by a passive
sensory apparatus; which then unproblematically enables
statements to be constructed about events and the constant
conjunction of such events facilitates the construction of
general laws. The real analogue for this conception of
knowledge 1is "the mirror of nature" which reflects the
empirical world 1in the head of the passive receiver. This

conception reduces Dbeing to knowledge of being, 1i.e. it

reduces ontology to epistemology. This requires, as a
legitimation of its methodological strategy, the belief that
the empirical world is the extensive domain of science. In
other words, the phenomena of the world are immediately
observable; all phenomena are surface phenomena; all
scientific facts refer to observable phenomena. This notion
applies not just to empiricism Dbut to positivism,
particularly in verificationism where being and knowledge of
being are indissoluble; where logical necessity and natural
necessity are sub-species of the same genus, i.e. natural and
epistemic necessity are identical. Only on the logical ground

of this paradigm is deductivist methodology coherent.



Recent critiques of empiricism have focused on the inadequacy
of the empiricist concept of experience. (82) It has been
consistently argued, from within both the rationalist and
realist tradition. that experience 1is never direct or
immediate and thus never comes to us without filtration
through concepts or theories which, in their simplest forms,
are deeply embedded in our common-sense and scientific

languages. (83)

Norwood Hanson, in his book Patterns of Discovery, made the

now elementary point that: "There is more to seeing than
meets the eyeball." According to Hanson, a ‘'subject" 1is
conceptually interpellated in the act of vision. This point
can be illustrated with examples from Gestalt psychology

called '"shift of aspect phenomena'’. These are illustrated

below:

Diagram 2: Shift of Aspect Phenomena

Goblet/faces Duck/rabbit

If we consider Kohler's drawing of the goblet and/or faces.
This drawing can be seen as either two faces or a goblet, yet

it is always constituted by the same retinal sense—datum. The
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same configuration of lines can be seen as different objects
and 1n fact we can pulsate our vision backward and forward,
between faces—goblets-faces—goblets etc, vyet nothing purely
optical or sensational has changed. We see different things
alternatively. The same result can be seen with the

duck/rabbit. What does in fact change is the organisational

form of what is objectively experienced. This "organisation"
1s not an element in the wvisual field, it is not empirical,
but 1s a mental or conceptual element which constructs what

we see. (84)

It is claimed, by Thomas Kuhn, that an analogous phenomenon
occurs within scienctific practice. This is highlighted in
the transformation from the phlogiston theory of combustion
to the oxygen theory of combustion in the latter part of the
eighteenth century. Where Priestley. who was researching the
"air'" given off by the heating of red oxide of mercury, saw
"de-phlogisticated air", Lavoisier, working with quite

different theoretical assumptions saw a new species of gas,

namely oxygen. Thus Kuhn argues:

At the very best, as a result of the discovery of
oxygen, Lavoisier saw nature differently. And 1n
the absence of some recourse to the hypothetical
fixed nature that he ‘"saw differently",. the
principle of economy will urge us to say that after
the discovery of oxygen Lavoisier worked 1in a
different world. (85)

It is immediately obvious that what both Kuhn and Hanson are
saying are complementary. Hanson further argues, that, this

throws into relief the belief, so fundamental to
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verificationism and falsificationism, that competing
theories can be assessed by reference to agreed upon facts,
since rival theories will see different things and "uncover"
different facts. So. facts do not after all speak for
themselves; facts are not conceptually or theory—-neutral. The
factual world 1s not one of atomistic description but one
which is. 1n a minimal sense, produced by our theories and
concepts. In other words, there is no perception without
conception and experience or observation is, therefore,

necessarily apperceptive.

I have said enough at this juncture to register the point
that there is something seriously wrong with the empiricist
and positivist concept of experience and their construction,
from this uncontaminated empirical base, of inductive and

deductive methodological strategies.

The second critical point is an analysis . of empiricist
ontology. The empiricist account of ontology is fused with
its account of epistemology, which reduces Kknowledge to
atomistic events apprehended in empirical experience. These
events are identified as the real or ultimate components of
the world. In this account, science is reduced to a surface
ontology in which immediate experience is possible in the
form of atomistic facts. However, as we saw previously,
positivists 1ike Hempel realize that this ontology imposes
extremely restrictive limitations on scientific advance.
Hempel has himself argued, that when scientific development

has been revolutionary it has, in general, utilised concepts
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which referred to unobservable entities. e.g. atoms. magnetic
fields, electric currents, etc. This brings us to a point of
departure with the empiricist problematic, either we can
interpret unobservables as '"logical constructs" which
economically facilitate the organisation of the empirical
phenomena of the world or we can conceptualise these
unobservables as being "existentially real". If we accept the
second thesis, then it follows that the whole of empiricist
atomistic ontology 1s grounded on a misplaced concreteness. I
shall argue in the following section that this is one of the

crucial, but completely understandable. errors of empiricism.

Last, 1if we look at the empiricist concept of causality viz.
regularity determinism. This concept of cause is grounded in
the atomistic ontology of empiricism in which a constant
conjunction of empirical events 1s necessary, if not
sufficient, evidence for the establishment of causal laws.
Now, if the empiricist account of ontology is itself
undermined then its concept of regularity determinism, which
is articulated on the ground of this ontology, may be found
to be wanting. Regularity determinism is only coherent if the
world 1is constituted of atomistic empirical events and if
these discrete phenomena constitute the particulars of the
world per se. If there are deeper ontological levels which
substantiate the world as more extensive than the empirical
then the Humean account of causality will have to Dbe re-

thought on the basis of a new concept of ontology.

In summary, the coherence of the empiricist and positivist
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epistemology is grounded on an ontological substratum which
reduces knowledge to experience and experience 1itself is
fused with the object experienced. In the following section I
will attempt to bring out a realist alternative which does

not fall prey to the criticisms raised against empiricism.

However, I should end this section by bringing out some of
empiricism's more pertinent points, since much recent
philosophy of social science practice has been over-eager to
criticise everything which 1is empirically grounded as
empiricist. (86) What is sound reasoning in the empiricist
tradition? Empiricism 1is veracious when it posits the
existence of an empirical world where atomistic phenomena do
occur, and when it argues it is possible to classify these
phenomena 1in the form of constant conjunctions. There is
absolutely nothing contentious in this. In fact it
constitutes good common-sense as well as being an 1important
part of scientific activity. What is erroneous is to reason
that this order of phenomena exhausts the plenitude of the
world. I will argue that the world is empirical but it is not
reducible to the empirical; it is not empiricist. Further, 1t
is certainly uncontentious to perceive the co-variance of
constant conjunctions of events as bringing out real patterns
of determination, but it is fundamentally misconceived to
argue, as the regularity determinists do, that the
articulation of these empirical patterns 1is the only
apodectic theory of causality, since this would not permit
the articulation within the empirical frame of such

unobservable elements as atoms, magnetic fields, etc. In
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other words., empiricist aetioclogy does not bring out the real

causes of the empirical patterns of determination that we do

observe.

IV. THE REALIST ALTERNATIVE

In this section I will focus attention in trying to draw out
the main methodological elements of a realist alternative to
empiriclism and positivism. The main methodological protocols
of Dboth empiricism and positivism, which still accounts for
their continuing longivity and intellectual appeal, state
that it 1is possible to construct a rigorous theory of
knowledge based on a synthesis of empirical epistemological
and empirical ontological elements. In the previous sections

of this chapter, I attempted to show that, for all their

logical merits, both empiricism and positivism were
theoretically inadequate in terms of their theory of
perception and their theory of causality. However, it is to

the merit of the empiricist account of science that it tried
to solve the basic methodological problem of how to
adequately resolve the combination of epistemology and
ontology. The empiricist has consistently argued that
although it is analytiqally possible to separate
methodological, epistemological and ontological issues, it is
only when they are combined in the practice of scientific
activity as a whole that we produce fundamental knowledge of
the world. The main problem of the empiricist account is that

it 1s reductionist rather than synthetic.
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This methodological relation between epistemological and
ontological 1issues has often been obfuscated in much of the
recent discussions taking place 1in the philosophy and
methodology of the social sciences. (87) In reality,
knowledge 1is a methodological Janus consisting of both an
epistemological and an ontological face. Substantive (as
opposed to formal) Kknowledge 1is a combination of two
elements; first, as Kuhn and Althusser have pointed out, the

construction of knowledge is a social production carried out

in the social practice of scientific endeavour (88) and,
second, scientific knowledge is a knowledge of things which

are independent of our knowledge of them.

In this section I will attempt to show how a realist
methodology attempts to take account of this relation and
distinction by constructing a radically different set of
methodological protocols from those established by classical
empiricism and positivism. In attempting to elucidate these
protocols I will rely gquite heavily on fhe work of the
British realist Roy Bhaskar, who has set out the issues with
a methodological rigour and clarity which lends itself most
efficaciously to dealing with the theoretical and substantive
issues which I attempt to resolve and explain in the concrete
theoretical and empirically grounded study which I will

undertake in the following chapters of this thesis. (89)

Bhaskar refers to two major elements in the production of
scientific knowledge. These are, on the one hand, "the

transitive objects of knowledge" and, on the other, "the
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intransitive objects of knowledge”. (90) The transitive
objects of knowledge consist of those socially constructed
elements which constitute the means of epistemological
production; these include, '"antecedently established facts
and theories'", paradigms and models, and the basic methods
and techniques of scientific inquiry. The pfoéess of the
epistemological production of knowledge refers to the social
side of Kknowledge production. The intransitive objects of
knowledge, on the other hand. refer to the ontological side
of Kknowledge and refers to real "things", ‘'structures",
"mechanisms', ‘'processes', events and possibilities which
science attempts to discover and explain. The methods of
scientific 1inquiry and endeavour result in the intransitive
objects of science being discovered through the transitive
objects of Kknowledge. Scientific discovery 1is a complex
process of the social production of knowledge of the material

things which necessarily operate independently of scientific

knowledge.

Ontological Realism

While a great deal of recent meta-theoretical discourse 1in
the social sciences has been overwhelmingly concerned with
epistemological issues to the almost complete emaciation of
ontological issues, the realist position is that both these
dimensions have to be jointly confronted and theoretically
squared with each other. One way to achieve this is to begin
with the basic materialist presupposition which is unique to

ontological realism. This states that the objects of
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scientific knowledge are real structures and mechanisms which
generate the phenomena experienced on the empirical level.
Thus, according to this presupposition, empirical phenomena
are not in themselves the transitive objects of science but
rather 1t i1s the mechanisms and structures which generate the
empirical events and phenomena which we experience which are
the proper intransitive objects of scientific knowledge. (91)
For the realist, the world can be ontologically analysed at
three distinct levels. First, there is the level of the
empirical, where we are able to experience events and
phenomena. It is important to Dbear in mind the
conventionalist position, when dealing with the empirical
world, that this level is both technically and discursively
conditioned and that empirical observation may be false or
erroneous. Second, there is the level of the actual, where
all events and phenomena occur, including those of which we
have no empirical experience. And third, there is the level
of the real, where generative mechanisms generate the events
and phenomena which occur on the level of the actual and of

which we often have empirical experience. (92)

The manner through which we lay epistemological purchase onto
the intransitive objects of_science is not through empirical
experience of the world per se but through the transitive
objects of knowledge, i.e. models, concepts and paradigms of
science. Models, concepts and paradigms are functional
attempts to express in thought the real structures and
mechanisms of the world which generate the empirical events

and phenomena of which we have experience. Models, concepts
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and paradigms are not merely utilitarian conventions for
ordering empirical phenomena, but more or less adequate
reconstructions of real structures and causal mechanisms.
Without this materialist commitment to theory construction
and concept formation., the social production of models and
paradigms becomes nothing more than an architectonic
aesthetics. (93) Thus. for the realist, iconic and
representational forms are an important aspect of scientific
activity, but only 1nasmuch as these 1imagined forms
putatively refer to real or hypostatised real objects,

mechanisms or structures.

This position takes us well beyond the bounds of both
empiricism and positivism since they do not envisage such
epistemological or ontological possibilities. Empiricism and
positivism discuss neither structure nor mechanism still less
their theoretical hypostatisation, rather the ontological
currency of both empiricism and positivism 1is empirical
events and their constant conjunction. However, the realist
does not dismiss the events and constant conjunction of
events of empiricist ontology but rather attempts to locate
them in their place in the actual practice of scientific
activity. Thus, the realist looks at events and their
constant conjunction as a necessary starting point in the
methodological process of experimental investigation and
discovery. The point of departure for the realist is to
attempt to get behind the level of empirical experience and
constant conjunctions of events to the real structures and

mechanisms which cause them to occur.
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This 1s the point where the ontological commitment of the
realist can be distinguished from that of the empiricist.
Empiricism conceives the world as an empirical one structured
by atomistic events and their constant conjunction, while the
realist conceives the world as structured and differentiated
by three distinct ontological layers. It is the job of
substantive scientific 1inquiry to bring out the actual
structures and forms of differentiation in the world. Thus,
ontological realism does not view the world from the
perspective of a simple wvisible surface ontology pace
empiricism. Rather. ontological realism posits a level

underlying perceptible empiricism where it is possible to

discover generative structures and mechanisms which are forms

of causal agency which largely determine the pattern of
empirical phenomena which we experience on the empirical
level. Thus, the realist accepts the empiricist and
positivist postulation of the empirical level of analysis as
fundamental to scientific activity, but unlike the empiricist
and positivist argues that the empirical level is predicated
upon a further deeper ontological level of structure and
mechanism. It 1is on this level that the most fundamental

discoveries of science are located. (94)

The Concept of Experience in Realism

In order to comprehend the level of mechanism and structure,
realism posits two dimensions to experience in scientific
reseach. These are first, as empiricism points out, through

sense perception and second, through experimental activity.
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The concept of perception presupposes that there is an object
independent of our perception of it. In order for scientific
investigation to be possible the intransitive world of
objects must be distinct from our perception of these
objects. Any serious analysis of scientific activity
presupposes that the objects of science are ontologically,
although not epistemically, distinct from our experiences of
that object. This is a relatively straightforward statement
and not one that anyone would seriously challenge, although
there are likely to be major differences of opinion over how
the human cognitive apparatus actually apprehends the world

of things.

Science normally perceives and comprehends the objective
world through experimental activity. Both empiricism and
realism agree on this point, although they differ on the
actual role experimentation plays in the process of
scientific 1investigation. For the empiricist, experimental
activity allows the scientist to identify causal laws in the
form of constant conjunctions of events and to frame these
causal laws in empirical statements. While for the realist,
the role of experimental activity is to identify causal laws
which are not reducible to constant conjunctions of events,
since the scientist is her/himself a causal agent in bringing
these constant conjunctions of events into Dbeing in
experimental activity. Thus, the realist accepts the
empiricist postulate that we can identify causal laws through
constant conjunctions of events but s/he does not accept that

causal laws can be reduced to constant conjunctions of
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events. Since the realist views the role of experiments 1in
science as being designed to bring about a situation of
experimental closure of the world so that we can identify
causal mechanisms operating independently of exogenous causal
factors. (95) Thus, 1t is normally only under conditions of
experimental closure that scientists discover and identify
causal laws (or mechanisms) and constant conjunctions of
events. In other words. the realist asserts that once we have
identified causal laws and mechanisms under the conditions of
experimental closure it 1s necessary to assume that these

causal laws and mechanisms operate in open—-systems where

exogenous causal factors intervene and thus cause-a different
course of events to emerge than those established under the
conditions of experimental closure. (96) In the interaction
of different causal structures and mechanisms in the real
world causal laws are often out of phase with the patterns of
events which we can empirically detect. Thus, causal laws are
not empirical statements about constant conjunctions of

events but are statements about the behaviour of structured

mechanisms.

Realist Theory of Causality

For the realist, causal laws are ontologically independent of
constant conjunctions of events. Experimental activity only
makes sense if it allows us to move beyond regularity
determinism and develop a theory of ontology based on the
concepts of structures, generative mechanisms and active

powers. To develop a concept of causality which allows us to
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analyse open—-sytems, where the world is not made up of
constant conjunctions of events, we need the concept of
generative mechanism. While model building is a contingent
aspect of scientific activity the realist argues that
scientific models can come to be known to have a real
material Dbasis. It 1is only if causal structures and
generative mechanisms are treated as real entities or
hypostatised real entities that we are able to separate

ontologically causal laws from patterns of events.

This leads us to examine again the role of experimental
activity in scientific discovery. It is the role of
experiments to isolate integral factors from outside causal
interference. In order to do this, experimental design
attempts to 1isolate patterns of events which can be re-
established in a recurrent manner, so that the scientist can
hypostatise and identify causal structures, powers and
mechanisms. The role of the experiment is to allow the
scientist to establish these entities as real in-themselves
and not merely reducible to constant conjunctions of events.
Experimental activity allows the scientist to identify the
real mechanisms, powers and structures which exist 1in the
world independently of the constant conjunctions of events
which allowed their 1initial discovery under the ideal
experimental condition of causal closure. In the world of
everyday causality the underlying mechanisms still continue
to operate, but they most often do so in a manner which
produces no constant conjunctions of events, since the causal

mechanism in question will interact with other generative
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mechanisms which will interfere with the inherent tendencies
of the mechanism 1n gquestion and produce a pattern of events

which may be random but still causally generated.

Thus, the interaction of generative mechanisms 1n open—
systems will bring about patterns of events which are not the
same as those brought out under ideal experimental
conditions, since these events will often be caused by a
complex interplay of a network of different generative
mechanisms. The major methodological problem in open-systems
is to identify which real mechanisms are operating at any one
time and then to analyse the nature of the causes which are
bringing about the pattern of events which we are able to
observe empirically. Because of the complexity of causal
analysis 1in open—-systems we cannot read off from a distinct
pattern of events to a generative structure. In open-systems
there 1is very seldom a one-to—-one correspondence between
cause and effect: between a constant conjunction of events

and a causal mechanism.

In order to make sense of the notion of a causal law we have
to understand it as referring to "tendencies of things” (i.e.
generative mechanisms, structures and powers) which may or
may not be realised in open-systems. Causal laws are not
empirical statements about particular events but about the
tendencies of generative mechanisms, structures and powers

which may or may not be actualised in open systems. (97)

To take account of these different aspects of causality 1in
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open systems the realist argues that we have to work with
three distict ontological levels. These are: (1) the

empirical, (ii) the actual. and (i111) the real. Experience 1is

located on the level of the empirical, events are located on
the level of the actual, and generative mechanisms are
located on the level of the real. In the scientific

experiment all of these levels are brought into phase under
the conditions of experimental closure in such a manner that
the tendencies of generative mechanisms are allowed to occur
without external interference and thus the scientist can
establish a recurrent pattern of events which are
empirically experienced. However, in order to bring about
this contingent set of conditions into being in the
experimental situation, it is necessary for the scientist to
construct theoretical concepts which adequately depict the
real generative mechanism and, also., to set up operational
test conditions which will allow him to bring into being the
patterns of events which will allow him to identify the
tendencies of the generative mechanism. This is quite clearly
a theoretical and social production which is not given ad

libitum from nature.

The essence of causal laws then are that they are normic or

transfactual statements about the tendencies of things. (98)

In open-systems these tendencies may be off-set by the
countervailing tendencies of other generative mechanisms. The
main point, however, 1is that if we know a generative
mechanism is in operation and we know that other generative

mechanisms are also in play then we should be able to explain
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why the tendencies of one generative mechanism were not
actualised due to countervailing tendencies in the other
mechanism. This 1is exactly the realm of applied science which

differentiates it from pure experimental science.

Retroduction

In order to take account of this distinction., the realist
argues that it is necessary to conceive the world of the

interaction of generative mechanisms as stratified. It i1s by

treating laws as normic or tendency statements about the
behaviour of real mechanisms or structures operating on the
level of the real that we are able to explain the events
which actually occur and which we experience randomly 1in
open—-systems. The phenomena we experience on the empirical
level are the effects of operational structures and
mechanisms. However, the realist cannot assert a priori that
one particular mechanism or structure 1is operative, s/he
needs to be in a position to ideﬁtify and corroborate that a
set of antecedent conditions have been instantiated Dbefore
s/he can claim that a generative mechanism or structure has
been set in motion. The criteria for the identification and
corroboration must necessarily be empirically grounded. The
stratification of the world requires that scientific laws
take the form of normic or tendency statements and the
ultimate referents of science are the tendencies of things
and not empirical generalisations. Scientists make use of the
domains of the empirical and the actual to discover these

referents and to explain their interaction in concrete causal
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contexts.

When the scientist applies law statements 1i1n open-systems
s/he 1s not attempting to "confirm" or '"falsify" theories but
is attempting to explain phenomenon with the aid of an
existing body of scientific theory. The method the scientist
uses 1s neither an inductive nor a deductive analytic but 1is

in fact a‘'retroductive analytic. By the retroductive method

the scientist applies relevant theories to antecedent events
and states of affairs which s/he wishes to explain, 1.e. s/he

identifies her/his explananda and reasons towards her/his

explanans. (99) Retroduction involves the scientist 1in
utilising relevant independently confirmed theories in order
to reconstruct the phenomena and events s/he wishes to
explain within an explanatory format. Retroduction is

essentially a form of conjunctural analysis. The application

of theories in conjunctural analysis means that the scientist
has to 1isolate the number and types of mechanisms and
structures which are operative, their artiéulation and their
effects. (100) In conjunctural analysis the scientist is
applying theory to a set of events which s/he sees as
causally relevant and s/he is not normally constructing new
theories. Conjunctural analysis is the analysis of causal
events in open-systems and not experimental situations. This
is exactly the division between pure and applied science.

These are two distinct types of theoretical activity. Thus:

The applied scientist must be adept at analysing a
situation as a whole, of things at different levels
at once, recognising clues, piecing together
diverse bits of information and assessing the
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likely outcomes of different courses of action. The
pure scientist, on the other hand. deliberately
excludes, whereas the applied scientist seeks
always to accommodate, the effects of intervening
levels of reality. He holds to the object of

inquiry. The applied scientist is an
instrumentalist and a conservative, the pure
sclentist is a realist and a revolutionary. (101)

Retroduction 1in conjunctural analysis involves four distinct
methodological steps. These are; (1) a causal analysis of
events or phenomena in which each event or phenomenon is
broken down 1into 1ts components, (i1) a theoretical
rediscription of the component causes of these events and
phenomena so that the different types of mechanism and
structure generating these events and phenomena can be
theoretically introduced to explain the events and phenomena
in question, (iii) a retroduction through normic and tendency
statements to possible antecedent states which produced the
operation of the mechanism and structure, and, (iv) an

elimination of alternative causes of the event. (102)

It should be clear from the methodological protocols of
retroduction that any attempt at conceptual system building
in the form of a general theory which attempts to offer a
comprehensive explanation of all of the phenomena 1in a
particular concrete situation must be rejected as a
theoretical Utopia. No single theory is likely to comprehend
or explain the totality of determinations and causal factors
which are operative in a concrete situation. This theoretical
Utopianism amounts to "conflating the determinancy of the
real world with determinancy as a property of a given

theoretical system, thereby aiming to explain the former 1n
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terms of the latter." (103) Thus, 1in any concrete analysis
we need to engage 1n an analysis of the many causal
determinations which are combined in the concrete situation
and to theoretically describe how they are connected as
antecedent conditions in the particular contingent structure
of causation. This involves applying antecedently established
theories to explain particular aspects of different
generative mechanisms 1in the concrete situation. It also
involves explaining the different effects and counter-effects
the different generative mechanisms have upon each other 1in
terms of the tendencies of .these mechanisms. This
methodological approach rules out of court any attempt to
apply a global theoretical explanation to the concrete
situation. Rather, an adequate theoretical explanation
requires the connection of a number of theoretical
explanations which comprehensively ‘“cover' and explain the
mechanisms and events in any particular concrete situation.
The formation and articulation of theoretical explanations in

such a context becomes exceedingly complex but it 1s a

complexity which must always be empirically, actually and

really grounded.

SUMMARY

In this chapter I attempted to provide an analysis of the
methodological protocols of the empiricist and positivist
theory of knowledge. I demonstrated that where empiricism is
essentially inductive in character, positivism attempts to

substantiate empiricist epistemology in a logically rigorous
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manner by reconstructing the inductive tenets of empiricism
in a logically deductive form. I showed how both
methodological strategies were subject to critique on three
elements central to their coherence: Firstly, conventional
and rationalist philosophers of science have shown the
concept of experience to be theory-laden rather than theory-
neutral as the empiricists claim. Secondly. I demonstrated
how the empiricist theory of ontology, which perceives the
world as made up of simple immediate empirical elements,
cannot account for elements in scientific discourse which are
not themselves empirical referents. Finally, I showed how the
empiricist account of causal&ty can only explain events and
their concurrence 1in closed-systems on the basis of
sequential relations. According to this account there was a

necessary correspondence between explanation and prediction.

I then outlined the main themes in a realist alternative to
the empiricist account of knowledge which addressed the
issues raised in the critique of empiricism. I showed how the
realist develops an alternative theory of ontology which
enables realism to account for theoretical entities such as
electrons and atoms etc. 1in a materialist rather than a
formalist manner. Ontological realism conceptualises the
world as consisting of three ontological layers: the
empirical, the actual and the real. Our experiences of the
world occur at the empirical level, events occur at the level
of the actual and the generative mechanisms which generate
these events are operative at the level of the real. Realism

defines scientific experience as being socially structured in
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the context of experimental activity where scientists test
their theories under 1deally controlled conditions which
bring all three distinct ontological levels into phase with
each other. It is only under this condition of experimental
closure that these ontological levels are normally in phase.

In the normal working of cause and effect in nature these

levels are out of phase.

The realist theory of causality takes causal order into
consideration 1in open-systems by maintaining that events are
caused Dby generative mechanisms and maintaining that causal
laws are nothing other than the tendencies of these
generative mechanisms. In order to apply causal analysis to
open—-systems the realist operates with a retroductive
analytic. This method allows the realist to 1isolate the
different mechanisms operating in causal conjunctures and to
explain events by taking into account the operation of
countervailing and intervening tendencies from different

generative mechanisms.

In the remainder of this thesis I will attempt to apply the
retroductive analytic to the conditions of poverty and
underdevelopment which are prevalent in the north Jordan
Valley of the occupied West Bank of Jordan. In attempting to
utilise this methodology. I propose to re—interpret a number
of debates which have taken place around the notions of
"social formations and modes of production” and "the
articulation of modes of production" within the framework of

the methodological protocols established by realism. This is
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important for a number of reasons, first, 1t allows us to re-
interpret these debates 1in a non-essentialist and non-—
reductionist manner which can do justice to the multiplicity
of causal factors. second, it allows us to move beyond
structuralism and global model building to the blurality of
structural factors and tendencies and, finally, it lays down

the basis for an empirically grounded alternative to

rationalism.
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THEORY AND METHODS OF

CHAPTER 2: METHODOLOGY, SUBJECT,

CONSTRUCTION

In this <chapter I will outline the realist methodology
utilised and some of the basic theoretical concepts used to
describe the regional relations of production and ground the
explanation of the phenomenon of poverty and underdevelopment
in the peasant sector of the north Jordan Valley of the
occupied West Bank of Jordan. These concepts shall be
developed and re-constructed throughout this thesis in a
manner which reflects the retroductive methodology of
realism. In section II I present a very brief description of
the region which provides some indication of the level and
form of poverty and underdevelopment. Section III outlines
the basic parameters of the debate over the articulation of
modes of production and draws out the key concepts of the
debate 1in a manner which is compatible with the research
protocols of methodological realism. Finall&, in section IV,

I briefly explain the main methods used in constructing the

study.

I. METHODOLOGY

For the realist the world exists as a real/concrete entity
composed of a complex combination of structures or generative
mechanisms (the level of the real) and their multiple
determinations (the level of the actual). This real/concrete
1s composed of multiple causal mechanisms. 1is ontologically
stratified and structurally pluralistic. The function of

e
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realist epistemology and methodology is to reproduce this
real/concrete in a conceptual formation which identifies what
type of things there are, the 1internal pattern of
determination of these things and the pattern of

determination between different things in their interaction.

This occurs by means of a distinctly realist process of
theoretical abstraction and concept formation through which
we gain purchase on the stratified and pluralistic nature of
reality by deconstructing it into its most simple constituent
components and structures and by isolating their specific
internal determinations - powers, tendencies. counter
tendencies, etc. (1) This process can be seen quite clearly
in Marx's method of presentation in Capital volume 1, where
the constituent elements of the capitalist mode of production
are deconstructed/reconstructed, wviz. commodities, labour
process, valorisation process, constant and variable capital,
surplus value (absolute and relative) and the rate of surplus
value, etc. (2) By this method we bring out the patterns of
determination 1in the form of simplified abstractions. From
these simple abstractions we can then begin to theoretically
reconstitute the stratified nature of the real/concrete in a
process of combination of concepts derived from the simple
abstractions. These conceptual combinations are formed into
conceptual complexes, which, as they become more intricate,
more accurately approximate to the real/concrete. (3) This is

what I take to be the essence of Marx's method of concept

formation in Capital. (4)
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The methodological protocols for this procedure derive from
analysing the real/concrete in its empirical manifestations
but not being content to remain merely at an empirical plane
of reference. Thus, the process of theoretical abstraction
does not locate determination at the level of empirical
correlation and generalisation qua empiricism, but posits

real entities which underly and cause the actual pattern of

empirical determination we discover.

Realism 1is primarily concerned with the '"actual intrinsic
relations” and objects which determine the pattern of
empirically observable phenomena. (5) Unlike formalism this

method wutilises empirical reference in the construction of
abstract concepts Dbut- it wutilises reference with more
ontological depth than is to be discovered in empiricism,
since 1t underwrites empirical phenomena with real entities

or ''real relations'" which underly empirical reference. (6)

It 1is only by adopting some form of realist approach - Marx
would have called it a (historical) materialist approach -
that we can transcend the limits of formalist and empiricist
methodology and do justice to the complexity of concrete
situations which are structured by a multiplicity of causal
factors, structures and mechanisms. It is with this approach
in mind that I will attempt to specify the main concepts
which will allow us to analyse the relations o production and
reprodction and explain the conditions of poverty and
Jordan

underdeve lopment among the peasant population in the

Valley. However, before turning directly to this task I will
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present a brief description of the social setting of the

north Jordan Valley where the conceptual contextualisation

and analysis will take place.

IT. THE SETTING

The area which forms the context of my specification of these
peasant relations of prodcion and reproduction 1is the
northernmost sector of the Jordan Valley 1inside the West
Bank. Located here are the villages of Bardala. 'Ain al Beda,
Marj Najeh, Z2Zbeidat, Jiftlik, Frush Bet Dajan and 'Ain
Shibli. The area in which the villages are located forms a
triangle bounded on the east by the River Jordan, from
Jiftlik in the south to Bardala in the north, and bounded on
the north west by Ghor al Far'a, from Jiftlik in the south to

‘Ain Shibli in the north west. (7)

The topography of the Jordan Valley is unique. It 1is the
lowest open place on the earth's surface ranging between 200
— 300 metres below sea—level. It has an arid climate with, on
average, less than 250 millimetres of rainfall per year. The
winter climate 1s temperate and rarely falls below 10 degrees
centigrade, while the summer temperature is, on average, a
very hot 38 degrees centigrade. (8) Temperate winters have
enabled Jordan Valley peasant farmers to produce winter crops
which normally obtain higher market prices than those

produced in the spring and summer seasons due to supply and

demand factors.
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A major outstanding problem facing Palestinian farmers in the
Jordan Valley is the limited availability of water. This is
not particularly a natural or even an economic problem but is
essentially a political one. The Israeli military authorities
have consistently refused to grant licenses for the drilling
of wells to Palestinian farmers. (9) Onlf a few new wells
have been dug in the Palestinian sector since 1967 and a
considerable number have been closed down by the military
authorities. Existent Palestinian wells are no more than 100
metres deep while wells in the Israeli sector range from 100
to 600 metres in depth. (10) These deeper Israeli wells have
lowered the ground-water table and have affected the quality
of water available to Palestinian farmers. These farmers now

find a higher saline content in the water than in the past.

Agricultural and Agrarian Characteristics

The wunique topographical and climatic conditions of the
Jordan Valley have enabled the'region to be placed at the
forefront of a veritable 'green revolution" in agriculture.
During the early 1970's a number of foreign non—governmental
organisations (NGO's) Dbecame interested in what they
perceived as the backward rural production conditions and
underdeveloped social conditions prevalent in the region.
They proceeded to make development interventions 1into the
local community modelled along classical diffusionist lines.
That 1is, they perceived the problem of agrarian poverty and
underdevelopment, the constraining factors posed by Israeli

rule notwithstanding, as essentially a technological problem
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stemming. in the main, from technological backwardness vis—a-—
vis local., national and international market competitors.
(11) The mailn policy to emerge was one geared to sending
agricultural extension agents into the region to disseminate
technical and technological knowledge about new egquipment,
plant species, seedlings. fertilizers and insecticides. This
equipment was then made available through international aid
transfers provided by foreign NGO's. The efforts of the NGO's
resulted 1n a radical change in the pattern of agriculture in
the region. (12) Thus, peasant farming in the region became
bio-chemically based and augmented by plastic water
irrigation systems. (13) The major change involved:

(a) the cross-over from traditional earth-furrow irrigation
systems to plastic pipe drip irrigation systems,

(b) the change from local seed strains to high yield hybrid
strains with saline resistant properties, and,

(c) the move from organic to inorganic fertilizers.

This '"Green Revolution"” had important coﬂsequences for the
pattern and extent of crop production. Subsistence production
has become marginalised; almost 70% of all farmers reported
that they did not produce any crops purely for household
consumption. (14) Concomitant with long—term marginalisation
of subsistence production had been a move to specialisation
in a few vegetable crops and the development of what is
potentially a regional export enclave economy. (16) Of the
19,620 dunums under cultivation, 72% were producing
vegetables, 5% fruit and 23% field crops (see, Table 1). Of

the 14,063.5 dunums under vegetable production 40% of these
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were producing tomatoes. Tomatoes, aubergines, courgettes and
cucumbers accounted for 78% of all vegetable production.
Tomatoes were also the major export crop with over half of
all tomatoes produced being directly exported from the farm

to Jordan.

Table HH Dunumagex of Croo  Froduction By Crop  and Agrarian
Class

Croo Share- Shepherd Cash Small- Landlord Total
cropper Tenant hoider

Vegetables 10182.5 326.5 1284.0 1989.5 281.0 14063.35

Fruit 342.0 RN &7.5 377.9 159.5 R80.0

Field crops 2896.5 257.5 163.5 1087.5 16%2.2 4576.5

TOTAL 13421.0 617.5 1517.0 3454.5 610.0  19620.0

¥ 1 dunum = 1000 sguare metres

The basic agrarian characteristics show that a total of
17,510 dunums were held in three landholding forms - private
ownership, cash rental and share tenancy - by four class
categories - sharecroppers, farming-shepherds, cash tenants

and smallholders (see Table 2).

Share tenancy was the most extensive form of landholding with
63% of all plots of tenured land held by sharecroppers, while
land tenured under personal ownership and cash rental was
almost at parity as 17% and 19% of all tenured land was held
in these forms, respectively. The mean for holding in each of
these forms was varied. The mean size of private ownership

was 32.2 dunums, 24.7 dunums for smallholding and 39.9 dunums
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for cash tenancy. The arithmetic mean is not, however, a very
good measure of distribution in this case because one or two
large holdings increase the average significantly. A better
measure is the mode. The modes for the different forms of

holding were; personal ownership 10-14 dunums, cash rent 5-9

dunums and share rent 20-24 dunums.

Tabie I3 Forms of Lanaholding By Agrarian Class {in dunums!

Landhoiaing Share-— Shepherg Cash Small- Total
Form croopoer Tenant holder

Owned 753 159 198 912 2022
Cash rented 122 260 14783 414 3380
Share rented 899 198 284 727 11108
TOTAL 11878 617 1960 2055 17510

The above data show that sharecropping constituted the most
extensive form of landholding and it also accounted for 72%
of individual landholdings (see, Table 3). While smallholders
accounted for 17%, cash tenants 8%, and shepherd-farmers 3%
of the individual landholdings. Quite clearly sharecropping
was the dominant form of land tenure and agrarian class
relationship. There were, however, village variations to the
general pattern. For example, in Jiftlik, 'Ain Shibli,
Bardala and 'Ain al Beda sharecropping was the dominant
tenure form, constituting 89%, 86%., 68% and 73% of the
tenures of these respective villages. Sharecropping was
marginally predominant in Zbeidat also, but here cash tenancy

was more important than in any other village constituting 36%
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of the village tenures. In Marj Najeh smallholding was the
dominant form of tenure (58%). In Frush Bet Dajan
sharecropping and smallholding were almost equal,

constituting 44% and 40% of the village tenures respectively.

Tabie J: Village By Agrarian Class
Yillage Share- Shaonerd Cash Small- Total
cropper Tenant haolder
Bardala 52 3 a 18 75
"Ain al Beda 74 O & 22 i02
Mar3 Naieh g 0 2 S 26
Zbeidat 31 3 20 1 =5
Jiftiik 208 ) 7 12 ZE3
Frush Bet Daian 26 S 4 24 39
Dther = 0 2 it 8
“fAin Shibli & 0 1 0] 7
TOTAL 409 i7 45 Q5 566

Sociographic Characteristics

The total population of the seven village was 5451 persons.
This was equivalent to 0.7% of the total population of the
West Bank 1in 1983. The villages varied widely in their
population distributions, as the following table shows. The
village of Jiftlik is, by fér, the largest in the area and
45% of the regional adult population lives in this one

village (see, Table 4).

The north Jordan Valley is an almost exclusively peasant-
based agricultural economy dependent upon small—-scale

household production. In 1983, 74% of the adult population
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worked 1in the agricultural sector. Only 2% of the resident
adult population was engaged in the commercial or industrial
sector, both of which are completely undeveloped in the
region. Commuter proleterianization of the local work force

was marginal and only 7% of the adult population was engaged

as wage labourers,

Table 4: Village Adult Population By Sex

Village Male Female Total
Bardala 171 176 346
'Ain al Beda 186 201 387
Marj Najeh 65 73 138
Zbeidat 108 118 226
Jiftlik 599 601 1200
Frush Bet Dajan 136 144 282
Other 12 0 12
'Ain Shibli 35 40 75
TOTAL 1314 1353 2667

The general adult (15 yvears and over) illiteracy rate was
47 .7%, while the gender specific illiteracy rates were 64.4%
for adult females and 30.4% for adult males. Only 56.1% of
the adult population had attended school for some period in
their life. Of those who had attended school only 10.3% had
stayed on after 15 years of age and 52.2% never remained
beyond elementary level. Only 4.0% of the adult population
had gqualified to the level of final leaving examination (the
tawjihi). Of the adult female population only 0.7% qualified
in the tawjihi. Further, there were only 28 university

graduates and students residing in the region, six of whom
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were female.

Housing conditions in all but one village (Zbeidat) were
squalid and cramped. The majority of houses consisted of mud
brick constructions and one-room shacks. Ovéférowding was a
serious problem with an average housing density of 5 persons
per room. Moreover, 67.0% of houses had no latrine facility
and 79.5% had no electricity. Most cooking was carried out on
primus stoves. These households have continually been refused
licenses by the Israeli military authorities to up—-grade the
standard of their housing. Furthermore, the majority of
village families have no running water. Water has to be
carried from canals and wells and is stored in earthenware
jars and oil drums. The water from the canals is untreated
and the water from the wells is of poor quality with a high
saline content. The existing water situation is a factor
contributing to the high mortality and morbidity rates,

through acting as a vector of disease. (16)

All these empirical indicators point to a community
experiencing an exceptionally high co-efficient of
underdevelopment and poverty. But clearly these indices do
not explain why the commuhity is underdeveloped. These
indices are the direct and indirect resultants of determinant
social processes and generative mechanisms which can be
located along two axes. These are, on the one hand, the
social relations of production and reproduction operative in
the region, and on the other hand, the policies and practices

of the Israeli state, particularly as they are represented in
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the authorities of military occupation. In the framework
which follows I will pay rather more attention to the social
relations of production axis than to, what we might

provisionally call, the settler colonial state axis.

While it 1is possible to outline the variety of theoretical
paradigms operative in the analysis of the Third World, which
could help to explain poverty and underdevelopment in the
north Jordan Valley - e.g. modernisation theory, development
theory, peasant society theory, dependency theory and the
critique of wunderdevelopment (17) - this would be a rather
sterile excercise since these different conceptual approaches
are either paradigmatically incommensurable or limited 1in
analytic and explanatory scope. (18) Rather, I will attempt
to positively outline the most salient concepts for a
Marxist-realist analysis of the phenomenon of
underdeve lopment. (19) I will then proceed to utilise these
concepts in a concrete analysis of social relations in the

north Jordan Valley.

ITI. SOCIAL FORMATION AND MODES OF PRODUCTION OR _THE

ARTICULATION OF MODES OF PRODUCTION

For a long period in its historical development much Marxist
historiography and social theory has been marred by a
contradictory teleological strand. This is grounded on the
assumption, either implicit or explicit, that pre-capitalist
forms of production would eventually be superceded by the

capitalist mode of production. Among the purveyors of this
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view, it was a taken for granted truth that the internal
logic of capitalist expansion and accumulation carried within
it the seeds of the dissolution of non-capitalist modes of
production. (20) Indeed. there is much in Marx's own writing,

particularly his polemical and journalistic works, which

gives credence to this view. (21)

This conception, however, does not fit very well with
historical reality, particularly the historical reality of
agrarian communities in the Third World. Numerous divergent
theorists, operating at both macro-level and micro-level
analysis, have argued, for a variety of different reasons,
that the wunilinear/stagist assumptions embodied 1in this

perspective are not only false, but dangerously so.

The authors of the Latin American dependent development
school, for example, have argued with some justification,
that, far from laying the conditions for the dissolution of
non-capitalist relations of production, the penetration of
foreign based capitalism has resulted, in the Latin American
experience, in the integration of "dependent capitalism" and

backward rural production.(22) Thus, Andre Gunder Frank

argues that:

The monopoly capitalist structure and the surplus
expropriation/appropriation contradiction run
through the entire Chilean {and Latin American AP]
economy, past and present. Indeed it is this
exploitative relation which in chain-like fashion
extends the capitalist link between the capitalist
world and national metropolises to the regional
centers (part of whose surplus they appropriate),
and from these to local centers, and so on to large
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landowners or merchants who expropriate surplus
from small peasants or tenants, and sometimes even
from these latter to landless laborers exploited by
them in turn. At each step along the way., the
relatively few capitalists above excercise monopoly
power over the many below, expropriating some or
all of their economic surplus and, to the extent
that they are not expropriated in turn by the still
fewer above them., appropriating it for their own

use. Thus at each point, the 1international,
national and local capitalist system generates
economic development for the few and

underdevelopment for the many. (23)

Similarly in Africa, Samir Amin has argued that the normal
pattern of development 1in the Third World is ‘'peripheral
capitalism';:; a form of capitalism which is extraverted and
externally oriented. Peripheral capitalism is a "blocked-
capitalism" in which the export production sector and the
import consumption sector are perversely related in a manner
which does not conform to the pattern of capitalist
development which occurred in the capitalist centres
(autocentric capitalism). (24) The process of capitalist

development in the Third World periphery consists of:

The distortion toward export activities
(extraversion) . does not result from the
'inadequacy of the home market'. But from the

superior productivity of the centre in all fields,
which compels the periphery to confine itself to
the role of complementary supplier of products for
the production of which it possesses a natural
advantage: exotic agricultural produce and
minerals. When, as a result of this distortion, the
level of wages in the periphery has become lower,
for the same productivity, than at the centre, a
limited development of industries focussed on the
home market of the periphery will have become
possible, while at the same time exchange will
become unequal. The subsequent pattern of
industrialization through import—substitution,
together with the (as yet emryonic) effects of the
new international division of labour 1inside the
transnational firm, do not alter the essential
conditions of extraversion, even if they alter the
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form it takes. (25)

On a less continental scale and less global in scope, H.
Friedmann has shown that in the USA - the heartland of the
world capitalist system - household forms of petty-commodity
production have been the normal mode of production in the
great American wheat—-belt. She has demonstrated that the
petty-commodity production household has been, by and large,

oblivious to the advances of capitalist agriculture. (26) She

claims that:

"... the majority of farms in advanced capitalist
countries are not themselves capitalist in their
internal relations. Most agricultural labour is
performed by farmers and their families. Wage
labour is gquantitatively and qualitatively
subordinate to full-time family labour, both for
wages earned by farmers off the farm, and for wages
paid to outsiders to supplement labour on the farm.
Here political economy provides less guidance 1in
practice, through its promise no less in principle.
The relevant concept is simple commodity
production, not in the vague use prevailing among
most political economists and historians., but as a
concept whose relations to other concepts of value
theory can be precisely specified. (27)

The failure of the unilinear/stagist concept to cope with the
contemporary reality of the Third World and agrarian
relations in the "developed countries” has led to a series of
debates around the notion of modes of production. (28) These
debates attempted to take account of the fact that different
modes of production can co-exist and be fully integrated into
national and international economic contexts. We can quite

usefully distinguish three sources of contemporary debate.
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First, there 1s the Indian debate of the late 1970's which
centred round the contributions of Alavi, Banaji,
Chattopadhyay, Patnaik and Rudra, on the question of whether
Indian agriculture could be described as capitalist or not.
The Indian debate was essentially substantive, though it did

raise a number of theoretical gquestions which were never

adequately resolved. (29)

Rudra inaugurated the debate by attempting to show by
inductive statistical methods that Indian agriqulture was not
"capitalist" and must therefore be feudal in character. (30)
The theoretical and methodological basis of this position was
criticised by Patnaik who agreed with the substantive point
that Indian agriculture was not capitalist in nature. (31)
The theoretical issues 1in the debate were esentially
established by the work of Patnaik and Chattopadhayay rather
than Rudra. Chattopadhayay argued that there were substantial
components of generalised commodity production and sectors
where labour power was itself a commodity within Indian
agriculture. The sectors where this applied he argued were
capitalist in form. (32) Patnaik responded that this was not
a sufficient condition to characterise these sectors as
capitalist. In order to argue the existence of capitalism,
she claimed that these two conditions would have to Dbe
accompanied by accumulation through the investment and re-
investment of surplus value. Since this was not happening,
she argued that capitalism could not be said to exist per se.
Patnaik showed that this third condition was absent due to

the external imperialist relations imposed on India by
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British colonial rule. (33)

Whatever the conceptual differences which separated them
both, they perceived the co—-existence in Indian agriculture
of ~capitalist and non-carpitalist modes of production in a
manner similar to those who later talked about the
articulation of diffferent modes of production. The same
thing cannot be said of Alavi who rejected the notion of
modes of production and their interaction. For Alavi, the
concept of mode of production was constructed as a grand

structural concept whose conditions of existence were

expressed throughout the socio-economic formation in
economic, political and ideological practices. (34) Alavi
argued that the conditions of existence of neither the feudal
nor normal capitalist modes of production could be said to be
present in India. What existed was a distorted form of
capitalism which he conceptualised as the '"colonial mode of
production". The colonial mode of production is a

"disarticulated" and "deformed' mode of production in which:

"... the impact of imperialism was to disarticulate
the Indian economy and then reintegrate in
components with the metropolitan economy in such a
way to preclude the autonomous accumulation of
capital within India. (34)

Thus, the colonial mode of production was disarticulated in
terms of the component sectors of the Indian economy (the
same point is made in other terms by Patnaik) and deformed
because of the form of its connection to the imperialist

heartland, 1i.e. the surplus accumulated in the colony was
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expatriated to the metropolitan centre and not directly
invested 1in the colony. (36) Now, it is worth mentioning
that, although the economy of India may be internally
disarticulated, the most important economic sectors are
externally connected to the 1imperialist centres. Thus,
internal disarticulation 1s 1itself a form of external
articulation. (37) Alavi's position bears comparison with

Amin's notion of peripheral capitalism. (38)

However, the main problem with this conceptualisation is that
its explanatory scope remains globally structuralist and far
too general. It 1is only useful 1in explaining relations
between imperialism and colonialism and does not lend itself
very readily to an analysis of the internal dynamics of the
Indian economy. This point is highlighted by Banaji who
argues that the notion of colonial mode of production cannot
explain the prevalence and characteristic form of petty-
commodity producers 1in Indian agriculture or even their
incorporation inté the '"world capitalist system". (39)
Banaji's own response to this problem is to argue that the
small-scale petty commodity producers of Indian agriculture
are effectively incorporated into the world capitalist
economy through their labour being "formally subsumed" by
small-scale money-lending capitalism. (40) For Banaji., like

Alavi, this subsumption 1is a form of capitalism; an

"intermediate" form of capitalism.

Second, we have the Althusserian '"reading'" of Marx's Capital

which culminated in the debate about the conditions of
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existence of social formations, modes of production and the
combination of modes of production in different social
formations. (41) This debate was centred around the
contributions of Althusser, Balibar., Hindess, Hirst,
Meillassoux. Poulantzas, Rey and Terray. There were a number
of important substantive pieces of work to come out of this
debate, although the main line of thé initial debate was to
sustain a rigorous conceptual reading of Marx's mature work.
Through this, it was explained that it would be possible to
introduce conceptual rigour into modes of Marxist theorising
which were seen to be increasingly marked by a sequence of
epistemological errors, viz. empiricism, economism,
reductionism and humanism.(42) This attempt to proscribe
empiricism, by the followers of Althusser, introduced an
equally useless 1list of epistemological errors, viz.
theoreticism, rationalism, formalism, logicism, structural-

functionalism and non—substantialism.

No matter what the critics take to be the merits and demerits
(and there are many) of this work, the Althusserian school
stands out as the most important paradigm instrumentally in
reasserting the importance of Marx's Capital as an 1initial
logical, conceptual and methodological starting point for
analysing contemporary society. (43) With Althusser, western
Marxism moved out of its existentialised and re-idealised
period which marked the European Marxism of the '50's and
'60's. (44) The result of the work of Althusser and his
colleagues led to the publication of a number of important

books in politics., economics and anthropology which have a
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formal conceptual congruence with Marx's later work on
politics and political economy. (45) It 1s in Marx's later
work — concerned with the analysis of the capitalist mode of
production and the process of the circulation of capital -
that we find the closest approximation to the concepts of

social formation, mode of production and articulation.

Now, the manner in which these and related concepts have been
theorised 1in contemporary debate 1s extremely heterogeneous.
(46) There is no simple way of categorising the different
positions which emerged through this school because they
cover both epistemological and substantive issues and very
often the differences between the substantive and
epistemological issues were not clear. One way of by-passing
a great deal of the debate and simplifying it is to focus on

the epistemological and ontological issues which underly this

school.

Much of the debate as it evolved from the Althusserian
tradition was obsessively focused on issues of epistemology
and theoretical rigour to the detriment of the methodological
application of concepts to concrete historical situations.
Althusser has taken himself to task, in an auto-critique, for
the error of theoreticism. (47) Theoreticism was always an
inherent danger in the work of Althusser and Balibar (the co-

author of the English version of Lire le Capital) given that

they sought to consolidate Marxism on a rigorous conceptual
plane. This well-intentioned project was always likely to

lose sight of the empirical and real/concrete underpinnings
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of Marx's method of concept formation. (48)

The inherent danger of the Althusserian project became the
fundamental theoretical prerequisite in the work of his two
earliest British adherents. B. Hindess and P. Hirst, in whose
work concrete analysis and concrete example were displaced by
a process of purely formal abstractionism. (49) In their
work, theory construction became a hermetically sealed
universe of concepts and the 1logical connection between
concepts; 1t is a form of logical deductivism run amok. The
implications of their particular contribution to the theory
of modes of production is that theoretical work and concept
formation can be carried out in separation from the real, the
actual and the empirical; from the realm of ontology. For
Hindess and Hirst the internal canons of proof of a theory
appear to Dbe the only necessary register of its adequacy,
i.e. 1f the relations posited between the concepts of a
theory are non-contradictory, in the logical sense, then it
is a perfectly adequate theory. Now no one, I hope, would
deny the proposition that a theory must satisfy certain
internal canons of proof, wviz. that the logical relations
between concepts must be constructed in a non-contradictory
manner. However, when we are dealing with objects which are
putated to be ontologically significant - e.g. social
relations of domination and subordination articulated in the
concepts of modes of production -~ then we must demand that we
combine methodological criteria of external corroboration and
reference with logical non-contradiction so that we can

identify what type of things there are, i.e. we want to posit
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the existence of real objects and their relations rather than

merely logical objects and their relations. (50)

The formalist approach to theory construction, most skilfully
represented in the work of Hindess and Hirst, offers us only
logical objects homologous to the theories of pure
mathematics. The formalist approach obfuscates the relation
between epistemology and ontology - between the real and
knowledge of the real - by completely displacing the
ontological conditions of existence of social objects, e.g.
modes of production, and the patterns of determination of
these objects. In the formalist schema logic replaces
history and the logical relations between concepts replaces

the concrete determination between social objects. (51)

There are, it seems, two ways out of the dilemma of
formalism. One 1is a return to empiricism. The second is to
operate with a realist epistemology. The second approach is,
in essence, the approach Marx outlined in his two most
important methodological outlines, the 1857 "Introduction"” to

the Grundrisse and the 1859 "Preface'" to A Contribution to a

Critique of Political Economy.

Third, 1s the Laclau-Frank debate which was a debate over
Andre Gunder Frank's "neo—Smithian" definition of capitalism
and the implications this had, both politically and
economically, for understanding and explaining Latin American
history. (52) The Latin American debate, 1in which Frank was

initiating a theoretical intervention, had a similar
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conceptual object to the Indian mode of production debate,

viz. whether Latin American society should be conceptualised

as a feudal or a capitalist society. (53)

This was not merely a formal academic debate over the correct
conceptual label to affix to Latin America But a highly-
charged factional political debate among the Latin American
Left which went right to the heart of the correct strategic
political goals to be set in the Latin American continent.
Those who claimed that Latin American society was feudal 1in
character (the majority of the Latin American Communist
Parties) took the strategic position that Latin American
Leftist forces should form an alliance with the national
bourgeoisie in struggle against the feudal oligarchy and

imperialism. (54)

Frank criticised the theoretical assumptions underlying this
position on a number of grounds. Firstly, he argued against
the stagist theory which assumed that all countries must pass
through certain necessary stages of development. (55)
Secondly, he showed that the assumptions in the "dual society
thesis"” of W. A. Lewis, which a number of Latin American
Marxists had taken on board as part of their conceptual
baggage, was mistaken. This thesis argued that the national
economies of Latin American nations were composed of two
sectors; one feudal, archaic and underdeveloped and the other
capitalist, dynamic and developed. These Marxists argued that
the immediate political strategy should be to promote the

interests of the national bourgeoisie in order to transform
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the backward feudal (normally agricultural) hinterland thus
completing the bourgeois democratic revolution and laying
the conditions for socialist transformation. Frank showed
that, far from being an independent feudal sector, the
archaic sector was completely penetrated by the capitalist
market and integrated into the capitalist world economy and

it was for this reason that this sector was underdeveloped.

(56)

While generally agreeing with Frank's critique of the dual
society thesis and remaining non-committal towards his
critique of political strategy, the Argentinian sociologist
Ernesto Laclau was far from satisfied with Frank's definition
of capitalism as a world system of exchange characterised Dy
links of monopoloy and exploitation through which the
developed countries dominate the countries of the Third
World. Laclau argued, correctly, that this was not a rigorous
Marxist theoretical conceptualisation, since it failed to

define capitalism in terms of relations of production but, on

the contrary, in terms of national (imperial) power def ined

at the level of exchange. (57) Laclau argues:

Of course, Frank is at liberty to abstract a mass
of historical features and build a model on this
basis. He can even, if he wishes, give the
resulting entity the name capitalism... But what is
wholly unacceptable is the fact that Frank claims
that his conception is the Marxist concept of
capitalism. Because for Marx - as is obvious to
anyone who has _even a superficial acquaintance with
his works — capitalism was a mode of production.
The fundamental economic relationship of capitalism
ijs constituted by the free labourer's sale of his
labour power, whose necessary precondition is the
loss by the direct producer of ownership of the
means of production. (58)
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For Laclau., Frank's major theoretical error was to locate the
contradiction of underdevelopment in the sphere of
circulation and exchange rather than in the sphere of
production. This circulationist account can only provide a
partial explanation of the phenomenon of underdevelopment. In
order to complete the picture Laclau argues that we need to

incorporate the analysis of modes of production in terms of

their constituent relations of production, 1i.e. the forms of
ownership of the means of production and the forms of
economic exploitation. (59) These have to be analysed in
conjunction with the '"economic system"” as a whole in which
the mutual relations between the different productive sectors
of the economy are brought out on a regional, national and
world scale. This form of analysis includes the 1level of

circulation emphasised by Frank. (60)

All three of these sources have elements in common but they
are also separated by major theoretical and meta-theoretical
differences. For the purposes of my ana&ysis of social
relations of productions and their conditions of reproduction
in the north Jordan Valley I will attempt to re-interpret
some of the Dbasic concepts of this debate within the
framework of methodological realism. The key concepts in this

re—interpretation are; social formation, modes of production

and articulation.

Social Formation

The concept of social formation 1is normally used to
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designate., following contemporary prractice, the same obiect
or rather combination of objects which Marx referred to by
the notion of "socio—economic formation'. In the Marxist
classics this was constructed to include the economic system
(mode of production)., political and legal institutions, and.
ideological and cultural formations. (61) This was most

commonly expressed 1in terms of the base/superstructure

metaphor. (62)

In the recent debates the social formation is most often
functionally conceived as the real/concrete object of
conjunctural analysis which 1is constituted as a complex
unity, in which, it is normally said, a particular mode of
production is dominant over other modes of production in this
combined unity of economic, political and ideological
structures and practices. For example, Nicos Poulantzas

states that:

The dominance of one mode of production over others
in a social formation causes the matrix of this
mode of production (i.e. the particular reflection
of determination Dby the economic element in the
last instance by which it is specified) to mark the
whole of the formation. In this way a historically
determined social formation 1is specified by a
particular articulation (through an index of
determination and overdetermination) of different
economic, political, ideological and theoretical
levels and instances. As a general rule, taking
account of the dislocation which will be
encountered, this articulation is that of the
dominant mode of production. (63)

If we discount certain epistemological differences, then
Poulantzas' position is a relevant methodological starting

point for the analysis of concrete conjunctures inasmuch as
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it leads us to focus on a series of different practices

(policies and strategies) of political, economic and
ideological instances (organisations and institutions). This

approach allows us to focus on the totality of elements in a
non—-reductionist manner. It further allows us to approach

the totality as a stratified combination of a plurality of

structures and events which are articulated in historically
determinate and distinct combinations and effects. My major
qualm about Poulantzas' statement of the problem is that
there 1s a methodologically and theoretically unnecessary

tendency to structural a priorism. Realist methodology

requires no guarantees to the structural domination of one
mode of production over others in the social formation. The
problem of structural domination, if it exists, is a problem
to be explained and conceptualised in the historical analysis
of structures and their formation rather than assumed.
Moreover, the articulation of the domination of the dominant
mode may or may not be completely expressed in the practices
and 1instances of 1deology and politics. Only a concrete
analysis can bring this out and we have no need for
structural guarantees. However, Poulantzas' position is a
useful methodological heuristic which is clearly open to

interpretation within a realist methodological frame. (64)

Since in the course of this thesis I will be particularly
concerned to bring out the structures of the economic
instance and their effects on a regional level I will now
briefly outline some general comments about the non—economic

instances of articulation which are co-terminous with the
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economic instances of articulation. These are the political
and 1ideological mechanisms and processes of articulation.
The political instance is composed of relations of violence-
legitimation and the 1ideological instance. is composed of
relations of consent-manipulation. These two instances always
have a people-class specificity which is not simply reducible
to economic class determination (e.g. bourgeocis state or

false consciousness). However, they always have a distinct

class content if not a class form. (65)

Here I would just like to make a very few provisional and
tentative comments on the complex issue of the articulation
of the political, ideological and economic instances which
will form the backdrop £o the more substantive regional study
which will follow in the remaining chapters. In analysing
the West Bank in the present conjuncture I will start from
the proposition that the West Bank has been forcibly
integrated into the Israeli social formation through a matrix
of relations of political-military domination and economic
dependency. Politically the West Bank is dominated by a form

of exceptionalist capitalist state. (66) The character of

this exceptionalism is settler <colonialism and military
occupation. (67) I think it is a fundamental misconception
to view the state, as opposed to the ideology., as Zionist.
The Israeli state is an exceptionalist capitalist sfate
legitimated among the Israeli-Jewish populace on the basis of
its expression of the populist contents of Zionist ideology.
This ideology is not homogeneous but composed of

heterogeneous ideological forms, from labour Zionism with its
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myths and symbols signified in the totemic triangle of land.

labour and Jewishness, to Gush Emunim with its ideological

myths and symbols signified in the holy trinity of Torah,

kKippah and wuzzi (machine pistol). (68) The underlying

element of these divergent Zionist ideologies which 1is

popularly expressed/manipulated in the state is Jewishness.

This has been the case from David Ben Gurion to Menachem

Begin.

In terms of state economic policy in both Israel and the West
Bank the Israeli state has consistentlyl represented the
interests of Israeli Jewish-capital. In the Occupied
Territories the state continues to maintain the conditions
necessary for the reproduction of the West Bank as Israel's
biggest "external" market next to the USA, e.g. in trade with
Israel the West Bank has always had an import surplus in both

the industrial and the agricultural sectors (see, Table 5).

Table 5: Imports and Exports HBetween the West Bank and IsraelX

Year Agriculitural Agricultural Industrial Industrial
Imports From Export to Imports From Exports to
Israel Israel Israel Israel

1978 6%.3 29.2 317.9 103.3

1979 117.9 45.8 69.2 182.3

1980C 298.53 138.4 1524.8 428.8

1981 %% 454,73 192.6 2598. 4 831.2

¥ In million Israeli shekel

XX For the first third of 1981 (&9

State policy has resulted in economic expansion being

restricted to the sector which facilitates Israeli economic
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penetration (commercial capital) and the growth in migrant-
commuting labour to the Israeli economy or its satellites in
the West Bank. (70) There has been no structural development

of productive activity in the Palestinian Arab sector of the

West Bank economy, which is significantly marked by non-

autarky and dependency. (71)

Modes of Production

Contemporary debates on the theory of modes of production
have their theoretical lineage in Volume 1 of Capital, where
Marx analysed in detail only one particular mode of
production; the capitalist mode of production. (72) Marx
himself, and the classical Marxists who followed him, never
thought it necessary to construct a general concept of non-
capitalist modes of production. (73) In the "Formen" section

of the Grundrisse, Marx did discuss pre—capitalist modes of

production and outlined some general differences between the
capitalist mode of production and pre-capitalist modes of
production, but at no time did he present a rigorous concept
of modes of production in general. This has raised a number

of problems for latter day analysts.

A number of Marxists, particularly economists, have a
tendency to conceive the capitalist mode of production as

including both the production and circulation of commodities

(labour, money and products). (759) I think that a
fundamental error is instantiated in this position. If this

position were correct we would expect divergent modes of
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production to have methods of circulation specific to these
modes. This 1is clearly not the case. Let us consider the
example of the capitalist mode of production; this form of
production involves two analytically distinct processes. The
first 1involves a particular organisation of the labour
process 1in which labour is purchased as a commodity. The
second 1involves a particular mode of expropriating surplus-

labour in the form of surplus-value in the valorisation

process. (76) These two processes are internal to the

capitalist mode of production and distinct from the process

of the circulation of commodities.

Historically, commodity markets in produce and money pre-
existed the capitalist mode of production. In fact these
commodity markets are a necessary antecedent condition for
the capitalist mode of production to come into being. But
there is no logically compelling reason why we should reduce
the capitalist mode of production ﬁb its antecedent
conditions or to view the antecedent conditions as part of
this mode of production per se. These antecedent conditions
merely allow us to establish the fact that the market
conditions which are necessary for the capitalist mode of
production to operate are eétablished. These are necessary
but not sufficient conditions which allow us to identify the

operation of the capitalist mode of production in a social

formation.

Marx himself clearly distinguishes the interrelatedness but

structural independence of the capitalist mode of production
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(Capital Volume 1), the circuit of commercial capital
(Capital Volume 2), the circuit of interest bearing capital
(Capital Volume 2) and the effects of the interaction of the

three (Capital Volume 3).

The point I wish to extract from this is that the capitalist
mode of production is both analytically and, by and large,
organisationally distinct from the circuits of commercial and
interest bearing capital. However, the reproduction of the
capitalist mode of production requires that these
organisational forms be combined or articulated as a
functioning unity. Once this is grasped we can profitably
differentiate between the capitalist mode of production
(composed of the labour process and the valorisation process)

and the capitalist economic system (composed of the

historical articulation of the capitalist mode of production,

the circuit of commercial capital and the circuit of interest

bearing capital). (77)

The <circuits of commercial capital and interest bearing
capital are just as often articulated, both historically and
contemporaneously, with other modes of production; petty-
commodity, feudal, slave and lineage modes of production.
(78) All that is required for this articulation to be
possible is that a portion of the economic surplus generated
in these alternative modes of production be produced as

commodities for sale or market exchange. (79)

Having established that I will treat capitalist and non-
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capitalist modes of production as analytically distinct from
the sectors which facilitate the realisation of surplus value
and surplus product, I wish to turn directly to the
contemporary debate over modes of production. Harold Wolpe
has made the useful analytic distinction between those
theorists who work with an extended concept of mode of
production (Balibar and Bettelheim) and those who work with a

restricted concept of mode of production (Hindess and Hirst,

Poulantzas, Laclau and Brenner). (80) In the general
formulation of the restricted concept of mode of production
“... the definition of the relations and forces of production
is held to exhaust the concept of mode of production'. (81)
While, those who operate with an extended concept of mode of
production argue that "... a mechanism of reproduction or
laws of motion of the "economy" as a whole" should be

incoporated in the conceptualisation of a mode of production.

(82)

If we look at the theorists who advocate the extended concept
of mode of production we find that they tend towards an

economistic resolution of the problem of the mechanism of

reproduction or "laws of motion" of the system, i.e. they

solve the problem on a purely economic level. Thus, Balibar

argues that:

“... the analysis of reproduction shows that every
mode of production determines modes of circulation,
distribution and consumption as so many moments in

its unity. (83)
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There are a number of problems with this approach. First, it
is never explained, either ostensively or theoretically, how
every or even one mode of production determines modes of
circulation, distribution and consumption. Second, while I
accept that every mode of productibn will entail an
articulation of relations of circulation, distribution and
consumption, 1 do not accept that these relations are linked
in a directly causal or even a globally structuralist manner.
The manner of their formation is normally linked but at the
same time generated by a different source from the generation
of the mode of production. It is therefore methodologically
inappropriate to attempt theoretically to subsume these
relations in the concept of mode of production itself. It is
methodologically more fruitful to argue that each of these
elements require substantive theorisation within the
historical context of their formation and periodisation under

different social formations.

A much more interesting answer to the proglem, although it
suffers from the same problem, is that put forward by
Bettelheim in his critique of A. Emmanuel. (84) Bettelheim
attempts to link the operation of market exchange back to

production relations by arguing that in the capitalist mode

of production the Marxist law of value determines the prices
of production and the rate of capital accumulation. (85) He

further argues that, in capitalist social formations, which

are composed of capitalist and non-capitalist modes of"
production, the relations between different social formations

and the tendencies within them are largely determined by the
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law of capital accumulation and the law of value. (86) This

general tendency 1s also operative 1n a hierarchical order on

the international level, since:

Within the capitalist world market, the law of
value ensures: expanded reproduction of the
material and social conditions of wor ldwide
production, a definite pattern of domination and
subordination of the different social formations,
reproducing the system of places corresponding to
these relations of domination and subordiantion.

(87)

In other words, the location of each national formation in
the global structure of the world economy has effects on the
internal modes of production in the national social
formation. These effects are largely determined by the law of
value and the rate of accumulation. However, these effects
are reduced economic ones and at this level of analysis
concerned only with market prices of products. At the global
level of analysis, where Bettelheim has set the issue, there
is not very much which i1s contentious about the substantive
content, the 1ssue about debate over the relevance of value
theory in determining the price of commodities
notwithstanding. (88) However, it would be 1less than
appropriate to leave the issue here. This approach says
nothing, for example, about the forms of exploitation and
differential rates of exploitation of ‘'workers" between
capitalist and non-capitalist modes of production nor the
forms of '"legal", ‘'racial", "familial" or 'gender'" relations
which are just as often mechanisms of subjugation or
reproduction of ‘"workers'" in capitalist and non-capitalist

modes of production. (89) Moreover, these elements are
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themselves just as crucial to the determination of prices and
rates of accumulation. There 1s no simple way of
theoretically subsuming these determinations into different
forms of production nor 1is it even methodologically
necessary. These dynamics have to be analysed in the process
of concrete conjunctures and should not be formally subsumed

in the concept of mode of production.

These criticisms show that the attempt to construct an
extended concept of mode of production are theoretically
problematic. While the goal of attempting to formulate an all
encompassing theorisation of extended modes of production
might appear logically apprealing it is hardly likely to
accord well with conjunctural reality. The realist point is
that we should not just be attempting to locate one prime
motor force or law of motion but expect to find numerous
different generative mechanisms ~ not just in the sphere of
production relations, but also in the spheres of politics and
ideology (in the broadest sense) which impinge on these
production relations and shape them — and their multiple
effects. We cannot do this very readily wutilising the

extended concept of mode of production.

Thus, in order to overcome these problems, I will operate
with a restricted concept of mode of production and bring out
the differential conditions of the reproduction of different
modes of production in concrete analysis. Now, in general
terms, the concept of a restricted mode of production is a

systemic combination of relations and forces of production
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which entails a determinate form of ownership of the means of
production and a determinate form of appropriation of the
product or surplus product produced in the mode concerned.
(90) The form of ownership is a critical aspect because it
categorically determines the manner in which appropriation §f
the economic surplus occurs and the degree of control which

the appropriator has over the productive activity of the

producers.

For the purposes of conceptual specification of the different
forms of non—-capitalist modes of production found 1in the
north Jordan Valley I will adopt, with some modifications,

Laclau's definition of a mode of production as:

"L, the logically and mutually co-ordinated
articulation of: 1. a determinate type of
ownership of the means of production; 2. a

determinate form of appropriation of the economic
surplus; 3. a determinate degree of development of
the division of labour; 4. a determinate level of
development of the productive forces. This is not
merely a descriptive enumeration of Tisolated’
factors, but a totality defined by 1its mutual
interconnections. With this totality, property in
the means of production constitutes the decisive

element”. (91)

I contend that Laclau's definition encompasses, at this level
of abstraction, the necessary conceptual elements for (re-)
constituting the different modes of production 1in Marxist
discourse; the feudal mode of production, the capitalist mode
of production, the petty—-commodity mode of production, the
slave mode of production etc. Moreover, it should enable us

to construct the concepts of modes of production not found in
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Marx's discourse, e.g. the lineage mode of production and the

sharecropping mode of production.

However, I would like to make a few comments on the last two
elements in his specification of a mode of production. If by
"determinate degree of development of development of the
division of labour" and "determinate level of development of
'productive forces'" Laclau implies that different modes of
production will have specific forms of division of labour and
specific forms of productive forces, then this is not
acceptable. It would merely be to inscribe the hoary problem
of technological determinism into his theoretical
specification. The words "degree" and "level" are ambiguous
in this respect. Every mode of production by definition will
entail a division of labour and productive forces but these
will vary a great deal even within modes of production, e.g.
in non-capitalist peasant agriculture we will often find some
farmers using animal draft-power while other farmers will
utilise tractorised machinery, yet they can both have the
same relationship to their means of production and be
appropriated of their economic surplus in an identical
manner. Does that mean they are involved in different modes
of production? I contend that elements 1 and 2 in Laclau's
definition of a mode of production are the key theoretical
elements for defining different modes of production. However,
in order to look at the productive operation of modes of
production, we have to take into consideration the various
degrees of development of the division of labour and the

various levels of development of the productive forces, since



1t 1s their variation which will allow us to establish the
intensity of exploitation and appropriation of surplus
product within modes of production. Thus, these elements are

an integral part of any mode of production but do not define

the mode of production per se.

Articulation

By the term articulation [ refer to the processes and
mechanisms through which divergent modes of production become
inserted 1into social formations at regional, national and
international levels. (92) The main sites of articulation are
the economic, the political and the ideological. In this
essay | am primarily concerned to bring out the economic
conditions for the articulation of social relations within
the social formation at the regional level. I have already
made some very tentative comments on the insertion of the
West Bank economy as a whole into the Israeli social

formation at the political and ideological level.

At the economic level a mode of production, in which a
fraction or all of the economic surplus takes the form of
" commodities, will be articulated to the home and/or
international markets through two complementary processes.
These are:

1 The circuit of commercial capital

2 The circuit of interest bearing capital. (93)

At an institutional level these circuits take very

1
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heterogeneous organisational forms which do not concern us

here.

The circuit of commercial capital is predicated on the logic
of purchasing commodities in order to sell them at a price
which 1is substantially greater than the purchasing price.
The logic entailed 1in this circuit can be formally
represented in the following form:

M-C-M
where M 1is equal to the sum of money initially outlaid for
commodity (C) and M' is equal to the final income from the
sale of C. The logic of commercial capital involves two
transactions and one commodity. In this process the
commodity undergoes no transformation of its elemental form.
The merchant does nothing to the commodity in a productive
sense except to bring it to the market place. The
relationship of the merchant to the purchaser is not an

exploitative relationship but one of unequal exchange. (94)

The relationship of the merchant to the producer from whom
s/he initially purchases the commodity is also one of unequal
exchange through buying the commodity at less than market
price. Both these transactions take place in the sphere of

market relations and they are charged with the function of

consumption.

The circuit of commercial capital has mediated the relation
between production and consumption in many historically
distinct institutional forms: from the itinerant merchants

who traversed Europe and the Orient through the Middle Ages -
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of whom Marco Polo is the most renowned example - to the
multinational corporate organisations of advanced capitalism.
When Andre Gunder Frank and other 'capitalist world system"
theorists (Wallerstein and Amin) discuss core—periphery
relations, they are, Dby and large, concerned with the
international imperialist function of merchant capital in
articulating subordinate economies to the dominant capitalist
ones — they of course seldom conceptualise it in this manner.
The main institutional conduit in articulating the peasant
commodity producing sector of the north Jordan Valley to the

home, Israeli and international markets is the owner of the

hisbeh, i.e. merchant wholesalers of agricultural
commodities.
If we consider the circuit of interest bearing capital, it

becomes apparent that this circuit is a variation of the
circuit of commercial capital. The ma;n difference is that
money 1is the commodity which is dealt in, but this commodity
is not sold rather it is lent to be returned at some future
date 1n an augmented form. In the circuit of interest
bearing capital, loans can be utilised either as a means of
~consumption (indebtedness in order to consume) or as a means
of production (indebtedness in order to capitalise). The
logic of the circuit of interest bearing capital can be
formally represented in the following form:
M-M

where a sum of money, M, is forwarded in return for the
deferred payment of a greater sum of money, M'. The logic

entailed is one of lending in order to increase the quantity.
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(95)

Both of these circuits are processes which facilitate the
articulation of different modes of production - slave,
feudal, capitalist, petty—commodity etc - with other modes of
production in a social formation. However, as we said
previously, these <circuits only act to articulate the
economic 1nstances where the process of commoditization
exists in either an extended or restricted way, 1i.e. they

only articulate market societies.

1Vv. THE METHODS AND STRUCTURE OF THE STUDY

The Dbulk of the empirical research which operationalises the
basic concepts 1in this study was produced while I was
directing and coordinating a regional development study based
on a census designed to be administered to the peasant
community in the north Jordan Valley of the West Bank during
1982-83. (96) The study was undertaken in order to gauge the
problem of regional poverty and underdevelopment. The
interview schedule which led to the production of this data
was composed of seven census sheets. (97) These consisted of:

1. Section A, which was a general demographic census sheet
designed to produce data on sex, age, education, literacy,
marital status, refugee status, clan structure and work
activity.

2. Section B was a census sheet designed to produce data on
family size, birth rates, infant mortality rates, miscarriage

rates and morbidity rates.
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3. Section C was designed to gather information on housing,
home ownership status, sanitary conditions, availability of
domestic supply of electricity and water and the ownership of
consumer durables.

4. BSection D was designed to gather information on all
peasant farmers — 1.e. sharecroppers, smallholders, farming-
shepherds and cash tenants. This sheet attempted to
operationalise the concepts of modes of production and forms
of social relationships. This sheet produced data on size of
holding, farmer's landlord, period of leasehold, types of
relations between peasants and landlords, the social and
sexual division of labour and labour organisation on the
peasant farm.

5. ©Section E was designed to produce information on
farming-landlords who were local residents. This section
largely covered the same information as that produced in
section D.

6. Section F was designed to gather information patterns of
production and land use, animal husb;ndry and marketing.

7. OSection G was designed to produce information on wage

labourers, pattern of employment, sectors and branches of

work activity.

I have made considerable use of the results of this census in
this thesis. In producing the thesis, I have also made use of
in-depth interviews which I conducted with peasants,
agricultural engineers and agronomists about specific aspects
of peasant life and agricultural issues between 1982-86. I

also made use of material from official Israeli publications
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and other statistical sources to make comparative analysis of

trends within the region and the West Bank as a whole.

The remaining chapters of the thesis will attempt to utilise
the concept of modes of production in a manner which is
congruent with the research protocols of methodological
realism. In these chapters I shall incorporate subsiduary
concepts to the general ones outlined in this chapter in
order to explore and explain in depth the forms and causes of
poverty and underdevelopment among the peasant communities of
the north Jordan Valley. Again, [ should like to re—emphasise
that this shall be done through the realist retroductive
method of examining the plurality of structures, their
tendencies and counter—-tendencies and their causal
articulation and interaction. The methodological priority of
this approach should be particulary clear in the next three
chapters where [ consistently attempt to apply the realist
methodology to the mass of empirical data was available for

this study.
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CHAPTER 3: MODES OF PRODUCTION, AGRARIAN SOCIAL CLASSES AND
LANDHOLDING

In this chapter I will consider the different types of modes
of production and the forms of economic élass relations of
production embedded in these modes of production. Here I will
utilise the realist method of analysis to bring out social
relations as they are structurally constructed in the
different modes of production. These modes of production
allow us to identify the forms of peasant production units
found in the agrarian sector of the north Jordan Valley. 1In
the first instance I will consider these social relations

from the way they are actually entailed in the process of

production proper, in terms of two elements which - as I have

already argued in chapter two — allow us to identify modes of
production. These are, first, the ownership and control of
the means of production, and, second, the form of
appropriation of the economic surplus produced in the
production process. These relations of production determine
actors location in economic class relationships and are
conventionally defined in terms of the ownership and control
of the means of production and the mode of appropriation of
surplus labour or surplus product - also referred to as
economic exploitation. (1) Thus economic classes are normally
defined in terms of economic exploitation in the sphere of
production. As social categories classes act in a variety of
ideological and political ways which are overdetermined by a
multiplicity of concrete factors, but their actual economic

location in different systems of production will delimit and

/
s
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impose boundaries on their ability to act and the choices

open to them.

In this chapter I will only be interested in defining how the
surplus product is appropriated from the direct producers in
terms of their relations of production. There are other
methods of appropriation which are just as central to the
exploitation of the peasantry and which are interlinked to
economic exploitation 1in the mode of production. Thus,
surplus product can Dbe siphoned off in the sphere of
circulation and exchange, normally termed exploitation
through unequal exchange. Unequal exchange takes place in
commercial and financial activities rather than in the
production process, i.e. in the process of the circulation of
commodities and the realisation of their value. (2) However,
this 1is a different form of exploitation which I will deal

with separately in Chapter 4 of this thesis.

One of the main points that should be emphasised about
peasant societies in general, and about the northern sector
of the Jordan Valley as a particular case in point, is that
the main unit of labour supply is the peasant household and
not the individual agricultural worker. Peasant relations of
production are not normally constituted of an individual
"worker" and her/his relationship with another non-worker who
appropriates part of the product of the labour of the
"worker". Rather, the peasant household, consisting of
husband, wife, sons, daughters and other dependent relatives,

functions 1in the family division of labour as a ‘"collective
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work unit", part of whose combined product is normally
appropriated by landlords, merchants and/or usurers and other
non—-producers, 1.e. economic class relations are familially
rather than individually constituted. (3) The household unit
is a unit consisting of Dboth a domestic and a public
component in the division of labour. The divisions of labour
in both spheres are organised hierarchically along lines of
gender and patriarchy. (4) This means that, as well as being
engaged 1in relations of economic exploitation with other
social classes in the external environment, the household is
also the site of relations of domination and subordination in
its own right. These internal relations of patriarchy,
gender, kinship and age are articulated with external
economic relationships embodied in the different forms of

peasant modes of production.

These components in the household division of labour should
not Dbe seen as completely autonomous spheres since they are
integrated and interconnected. The public economic sphere,
which is largely dominated by male agriculturalists, is
heavily dependent upon the predominantly female centred
domestic component for the reproduction of the public sphere
of economic activity. Subsistence production items
contributed to the total household consumption by the
domestic sphere, of essentially female labour, can function
to reduce the costs of reproduction and increase the level of
exploitation experienced in the public sphere without leading
to the destruction of the system, when the public sphere

cannot reproduce the costs of reproduction for the household



as a whole. (5)

As long as agrarian capitalism remains underdeveloped and as
long as there is no widespread and extended employment of
waged agricultural labour (a minimum condition for the
development of agrarian capitalism) in the Palestinian
sector, then we would expect the peasant household unit to
remain the main unit of labour supply under existing social
and technical conditions. The household unit provides the
labour supply for a number of distinct types of non-
capitalist agricultural modes of production in the region
under consideration. We can usefully distinguish five types
of non-capitalist productive landholding relations which are
to be found in the Jordan Valley. These are: sharecropping,
cash tenancy, smallholding, farming—-landlordism and farming-
shepherding. Each of these types of landholding forms
engenders specific relations of production in terms of the
ownership and control of the means of production and methods
of appropriation of the surplus product, but it should be
borne in mind that peasant households can be simultaneously
located in more than one landholding relationship, i.e. they
can be located 1in more than one class relation. We can
utilise these divergent forms of appropriation of the surplus
product to distinguish these as distinct forms of economic
class relations. But it must be stated that the 1logic of
production 1is not internal to these forms but rather takes
its logic from an economy dominated by highly capitalised
Israeli agricultural production, i.e. each of these forms are

interlinked to an economy dominated by the capitalist
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agricultural market although these production forms are not

themselves capitalist modes of production.

I shall attempt to outline the specific forms of peasant
production units in terms of the two interrelated elements
of, first, the type of ownership and control of the means of
production, and, second, the forms of appropriation of the
surplus product. By the term means of production I refer to
those elements. which are combined in the actual labour
process to produce agricultural use-values, which are either
sold as commodities or utilised to meet subsistence
requirements in the peasant household. 1In agricultural work
processes such means of production include:; land, water,
machinery and equipment, labour, seeds and other agricultural
inputs. By the term ownership and control of the means of

production I refer to two interrelated relationships. These

are, first, a relationship of property, and, second, a
relationship of economic possession. (6) The property

relation refers to legal ownership which is most commonly

identical with private property (although it can include

corporate property).

In the context of the West Bank the concept of private
property in land is problematic because it is largely defined
by the Ottoman Land Law of 1858 which the Israeli authorities
have adapted to serve their own colonialist aspirations; they
have no wish to regularise the relationship of land ownership
on a rational basis. The continued existence of ambiguity

over 1legal ownership of land is perfectly suited to a
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situation of occupation which could eventually become
complete colonisation. (7) The Ottoman Land Law enumerates
four categories of juridical ownership. These are, first,
mulk which gives full rights of ownership as private property
in the sense of modern bourgeois jurisprudence, second, miri
land 1in which right to full possession remains symbolically
in the hands of the state (sovereign) but where usufruct is
in the hands of a private owner, third, Wagf land which is
owned by Islamic institutions, and, finally, musha land which

is land which is collectively owned. (8)

Although the regularisation of landownership in the West Bank
remains problematic and remains a constant site of
contestation between Israel and the indigenous population,
during the 1950's the establishment of private ownership in
substantial sections of land in the Jordan Valley became
widespread after the Hashemite regime, who had control over
the West Bank between 1948-1967, introduced a land reform
programme aimed at exploiting the agricultural potential of
the Jordan Valley. During this period farmers were allotted
private ownership of state land (miri) on proof of land
reclamation, extension of water resources and exploitation of
this land over three consecutive yvears. After this period the
farmer was given title deeds to her/his land after paying
three Jordanian Dinars per dunum. Moreover, during this
period absentee landlordism became established in the Jordan
Valley as these absentees were able to take advantage of the

sale of this land for exceptionally low prices. (9)
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Economic possession refers to the control of the means of

production as they are combined in the labour process. The

labour process involves the combination of three elements;
labour activity (work), the object of labour (i.e. the raw
materials which have to be worked upon and transformed into
use—values) and the means by which labour acts on the objects
of labour (i.e. tools and equipment). Marx defines the labour

pProcess as:

...the activity whose aim is the production of
use-values, the appropriation of external substance
for needs, is the general condition for the
exchanges between man and nature, a physical
necessity for human life, and therefore independent
of all human forms, or rather common to all. (10)

Thus, the labour process and its three constituent elements
are components of all forms of production. In the capitalist
mode of production, for example, economic possession of the
means of production is unified by the capitalist and her/his
agents, where they economically control and direct all the
constitutive elements in the labour process: labour, objects
of labour and means of labour. Capitalist control attempts to
control in minute detail the work of the labourer, the
quality of the object of labour and the pace of the means of
labour. The aim of this control is to produce commodities as
quickly and as cheaply as p§ssib1e and to utilise labour to
its maximum degree. This 1s necessary since labour 1is the
source of surplus-value. The capitalist mode of production in
its earliest stages of development seeks the real subsumption
of the labour process under the direct control and decision
making of capital and seeks scientifically to rationalise the

labour process in order to ensure maximum profit, or in other
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words, to maximise the extraction of surplus-value. Normally
the economic control of the labour process under peasant
forms of production has not involved the real subsumption of
the labour process under landlord control. That 1is, the
landlord is not usually able to'control and direct the labour
process in all 1its aspects in peasant farming systems.
However, there are different ways in which landlords manage
formally to control this process to maximise their profits
and to extract economic surplus from peasant producers, but

this ability remains variable and subject to restrictions.

I. SHARECROPPING MODE OF PRODUCTION

The first thing we should say about sharecropping is that it
is not a modern form of agrarian institution, but one which
is found in diverse geographical and historical settings and
in social formations which are dominated by various modes of
production. As an institution it was foﬁnd in ancient Greece,
in Italy during the Roman Empire and in Feudal Europe. It
exists in contemporary Spain and was a widespread form of
agricultural production in the post-—bellum southern states of
the USA. In addition to being found in Europe and the USA,
sharecropping contracts were.found in ancient Peru and it is
still common throughout Latin America and prevalent in
Africa, India and Southeast Asia. (10) Moreover, as an
economic 1institution, sharecropping was of interest to such

classical economists as Adam Smith and John Stuart Mill.

Sharecropping was a relatively common agrarian institution

. 131

7



throughout the Middle East and Palestine during the period of
Ottoman rule. It became widespread in Palestine at the end of
the nineteenth century and the beginning of the twentieth
century as French and British mercantile capital began to
penetrate and eventually dominate the commercial centres of
the Levant. The expansion of sharecropping in Palestine
corresponds to the period of the transition from Ottoman rule
to British colonial administration of the country. Alfred
Bonne has argued that sharetenancy played an increasingly
important role during this transition phase and about 18-20%

of agricultural enterprises in Palestine at this time were

sharecropping enterprises. (12)

During the early Mandate period, sharetenancy was in the
ascendancy as many of the independent fellahin (peasant
farmers) were transformed into sharecroppers through the
process of indebtedness. Concomitantly, the dominance of the
powerful families of landlord-merchant—financiers reached
their zenith at this time. However, the widespread domination
of these families was short-lived. The conflagration of 1948
largely marked their dimunition in importance and dislocated
the agrarian structure of Palestine. (13) Since 1967 the
agrarian structure of the West Bank has undergone radical
change and structural transformation through the processes of
land expropriation, emigration, proletarianisation and the
integration of the West Bank economy into the Israeli market.
In other words, there has been a reconstruction of the West
Bank as a dependent and colonised sector of the Israeli

social formation.
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It 1is against this backdrop that we discover the resurgence
of sharecropping in the Jordan Valley. This consolidation was
revitalised by the 1introduction of Green Revolution
technology and hybrid seeds. (14) Sharecropping in the Jordan
valley 1is wunique 1in a number of respecfs. First, it 1is
distinguished by the prevalence of irrigated farming. Second,
it 1is the predominant form of agricultural activity in the
region and it has been expanding continuously since the early
1970's. Recently i1t may have reached a peak, both because of
a land squeeze and because of market saturation due to

specialisation in a small number of agricultural commodities.

Ownership of the Means of Production

Sharecropping 1is the predominant system of agricultural
production in the north Jordan valley and it accounts for
two-thirds of the 610 individual tenures in the region (see
Table 27). 12% of all sharecroppers combine sharecropping
compacts with some other form of land ténure system. Of
these, three-fifths combine sharecropping with smallholding,
almost a quarter with cash tenancy and 16% with shepherding
(see Table 6). However, the vast majority of sharecroppers
(nine-tenths) are engaged solely in sharecropping tenure
relationships. Combined forms of landholding is relatively
less significant for sharecroppers than for cash tenants (see
Table 13). Although in absolute terms it is greater than

combined forms of landholding among cash tenants.

It is in the nature of sharecropping relations of production
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that juridical ownership of land is in the possession of the
landlord and not in the hands of the direct producers. The
sharecropper has no legal right to the possession of the land
upon which s/he and her/his family work other than that
established by contract. Furthermore, it is the juridical
ownership of land which is the pillar upon which the economic
power of the landlord over her/his tenants is established.
Juridical ownership is the foundation for the appropriation
of the economic surplus of the direct producers. This power
is legitimated on the basis of social interaction where
property—-contract laws obtain. Very generally these laws

apply in all market societies whether it be Imperial Rome or

modern capitalist societies. (15)

While sharecroppers constitute the dominant production
relations in the valley, their land tenure situation is
potentially, if not already., unstable since sharecroppers
have not managed to establish long-term legal rights to the
land upon which they work. They can be expelled from this
land at any time their landlords wish to get rid of them,
either to institute changes in the farm system or to
introduce new sharecroppers onto the same plot of land. The
tenuousness of the sharecroppers, legal access to the land
s/he and her/his family work is brought out in Table 6, where
we find that only two sharecroppers (0.5%) have a written
contract with their landlord, 16% have no contract and the
majority, slightly more than three—quarters, have only a
verbal contract with their landlord, i.e. one based on a

“handshake'". This quite clearly puts the sharecropper in a
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very weak position vis—a-vis her/his rights of security of
tenure over the land which s/he works. This fact heightens
the landlords' potential for exercising arbitrary power over

the sharecropper, if, for example, the landlord wanted to

Table &: Type of Contract Sharecropper nas with her/his Landlord

Combined Class Locationsk
Type of contract Share~
cropper Shepherd Cash Small-
Tenant holder
Handshake/verbal 313 6 11 28
Written 2 - - 1
None b6 2 i 2
Not ascertained 26 - - -
Column Total 409 8 12 I1

¥ It is possible and quite common for farming households to be
engaged in more than one type of land tenure relationship, hence
the categoryv of combined class location.

alter existing land use patterns or displace her/his
sharecroppers. The lack of a long-term legally sanctioned
contract puts the sharecropping family in a very weak
position and leaves the sharecropping household at the mercy

of the dictates of its landlord.

Sharecroppers generally havé to renew their farm leases on a
vyearly basis. The data show that no sharecropper has a
contract of longer than one vyear's duration and 93% of
sharecroppers have only a one-year lease on the land they
rented (see Table 7). While more than nine-tenths of
sharecroppers have a one-year lease only, we also find that

77% (see Table 8) have cumulatively leased their lands for
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Table 7: Period of 3Snare Lease

Combined Class Locations
Period of lease Share-
{(in Years) cropper Snepherd {ash Small-
Tenant hoider
One 280 8 12 1
Not ascertained 29 - - -
Coiumn Total 409 8 12 31

less than 5 years. The vast majority of sh;recroppers have
not established 1long term tenure over the land which they
farm. Only 17% of sharecroppers have cumulatively leased
their land for a period of 5 years or more and only 9% have
leased their land for a period of 10 years or more. This
certainly points to the re-emergence or re-establishment of
sharecropping in the region in the post 1972 war period, and
also to the fact that there is general mobility in and out of
sharecropping compacts. This is particulary true of those
farmers who do not reside in the region permanently, i.e.

those farmers who are also housing squatters. (16)

If we consider the question of ownership of the means of
production, other than land, we discover that these elements
are open to a wide degree of variation, from the landlord
providing all inputs except labour, to the labourer providing

all the means of production except land.
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Table B: Cumulative Feriod of Share iease

Combined Class Locations
Cumuiat:ve period of Share-

lease :vears cropper Shepherd Cash Smail -
Tenant holder

1 -4 314 1 ) 2

5-9 34 2 3 3

ic - 14 16 - 1 1

15 - 19 i4 1 1 1

20 - 24 4 1 - -

25 - 29 - - - -

I0 - 34 K] 1 -

Not ascertained 24 3 - -

Column Total 409 8 12 31

In the Jordan Valley the ownership of water-rights varies
considerably depending upon the source of the water. For
example, in the villages of Bardala and “Ain al Beda, village
water supplies now come from the Israeli water-grid, although
for the purposes of farming there are still a few
independently owned bore wells. The villagers in Zbeidat and
Mar) Najeh get their water supplies from artesian wells for
farming purposes and from a village faucet for household
consumption. The artesian wells are independently owned by
landlords and other individuals. The villages of Jiftlik,
“Ain Shibli and Frush Bet Dajan get their water from the al
Fara'a canal which flows down from the Nablus mountains and
which is canalised through an aquaduct as it reaches Jiftlik.
The water 1s used collectively by the villagers in TAin
Shibli and Frush Bet Dajan, but property rights apply to the
aquaduct 1in Jiftlik. As well as using this water, farmers

also use artesian wells which are the property of landlords
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and private individuals from whom they rent water rights.

However in general, shareowning—landlords undertake to
provide farm water requirements as part of their side of the
sharecropping contract, whether they own this water
themselves or have to purchase it from another private owner.
Also, as part of the water provisioning in the contract,
landlords very often undertake to provide a water pump or the
hire costs of the pump and the fuel costs for operating the

pump if the water supply comes from bore wells.

Table 7: Services Frovided By Landlord as Fart of the Contract

Combined Class Locations
Landlord services Answer Share-
cropper Shepherd Cash Small-
Tenant holder
Provision of Yes 320 S 8 21
water? No 34 1 2 10
Not asc. 93 2 2 -
Provision o+ Yes 315 5 8 20
water pump? No 34 1 2 i1
Not asc. 60 2 2 1
Provision of Yes 313 5 8 19
fuel for No 33 1 2 11
water pump? Not asc. 61 2 2 1
Provision of Yes 301 b 10 2
other services No 39 1 1 10
Not asc. 3 i 1 -
Column Total 409 8 12 31

The data show the major services provided by the landlord as

part of the sharecropping contract: 78% of landlords provide
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water, 77% provide the water pump facility, 77% provide the
fuel for the pump and 73% provide other services to their
sharecroppers, 1ncluding, for example, the provision of
housing (see Table 9). These are the main inputs the landlord
provides. Other costs will normally be equally shared between

the landlord and tenant but this depends on the nature of the

contract.

Before the onset of tractorisation (which 1s now almost
universal and all land is now ploughed if not harvested by
tractor) when farmers utilised the furrow irrigation system,
farmers owned almost all of their means of production
although they may have hired a plough and team to till the
land at the beginning and end of the agricultural season.
With the introduction of the drip—irrigation system tractors
have replaced draft power, although this process was well
under way before this technology was widespread, particularly
in the production of field crops where drip irrigation is not
utilised. Agricultural machinery, such as tractors, ploughs
and other accessories, are almost never privately owned by
sharecroppers or their landlords (unless the landlord is
her/himself a farmer). In fact almost three—-quarters of
sharecroppers owned no mechanical equipment. All
sharecroppers utilise tractors and assessories, but they
generally hire this equipment with four—-fifths of
sharecroppers renting the mechanical equipment they utilise.
Approximately a quarter rent this equipment from their
landlords and 3% from other farmers, but mechanical equipment

is most commonly rented from commercial dealers and a third

F 139



of sharecroppers get access to mechanical equipment from this
source. Private ownership of expensive technology is

negligible (see Tables 1 and 2 in Appendix 5).

Tabie 10: Services Provided By Sharecropper as Fart of Contract

Combined Class Locations
| Sharecroooer Answer Share-
| services cropper Shepherd Cash Small-
Tenant hoider
Provision or Yes 88 8 12 31
own iabour? No - - - -
Not asc. 21 - - -
Provision of Yes 368 8 10 31
famiiy iabour? No 20 - 2 -
Not asc. 21 - - -
Provision of Yes 170 3 7 16
day labour? No 216 bt 3 15
Not asc. 23 - - -
Frovision of Yes 314 7 11 20
other services? No 3 - - 1
Not asc. g2 1 1 -
Column Total 409 8 12 31

The purchase of seeds, fertilizers, insecticides and drip
irrigation equipment is usually shared by the landlord and
tenant on a 50:50 basis, thus sharing ownership. Labour is,
of course, the property of the sharecropper and her/his

family. This labour is bound to the landlord in the form of

a contract with recriprocal obligations.

The data show the major services provided by the sharecropper
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as his part of the share contract (see Table 10). 95% of
sharecroppers provide their own labour, 90% provide the
labour of family members, 42% provide day labour (as
required) and 77% provide other unspecified services to their
landlord. The majority of croppers (53%) do not provide day
labourers (who would normally be used in the harvest period
if family labour was not sufficient to harvest the crop) as

part of their contractual obligations.

We can draw up a table of juridical ownership of the means of

production which looks like this:

Table 11: Juridical Ownership of the Means of Production

JURIDICAL OWNERSHIP
Means of Production Landlord Tenant Shared Rented

Land X

Water X X
Machinery X
Seedlings

Insect. & Pest.
Drip irrigation
Labour X

e ke

From the above table we can see that juridical ownership of
the means of production is subject to diffuse ownership
between landlords, sharecroppers and rentiers, but that
landlords have ownership of the two most crucial agricultural
factors of production: land and water. One important fact
stands out here; there is no generalised capitalisation of
the most costly 1items of equipment, i.e. agricultural

machinery such as tractors, ploughs, reapers, etc.
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Control of the Means of Production

If we consider economic control of the labour process under

sharecropping, we find that real subsumption of the labour

pProcess to landlords' control has not occurred. The
fundamental ability of the landlord to immediately direct and
control the labour process in all its elements in minutely
rationalised detail, which 1s normally associated with
advanced forms of mechanisation, 1s not an operative aspect
of sharecropping. This becomes clear if we break the labour
process down into its constituent elements and analyse them

in terms of economic possession or real economic control.

Economic possession of the sharecropper's and her/his
family's labour resides directly in the hands of the tenant.
The sharecropper allots the specific quantities of labour
time to the different jobs in the production process. This
allotment 1is, of course, subject to ecological—-agronomic
constraints on labour activity, but this in no way diminishes
the fact that the tenant exercises "managerial authority"
over labour. This managerial authority is invested in the
patriarchal and hierachical ideologies which structure the
sexual division of labour in the peasant household. The
landlord does not spend enough time on the farm, either
her/himself or through an agent, to direct and control labour
activity. The landlords generally visit their tenants' farms
infrequently during the agricultural season and only spend a

significant amount of time there around the harvest season.
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In the case of the control of the objects of labour, i.e.

land, water, seeds, fertilizers and insecticides, the issue
of real economic control is slightly more complicated for a
number of reasons. Let us firstly consider water. When water
comes from artesian wells or from the Israeli water grid it
is subject to partial control by the military authorities,
inasmuch as the amount of water permitted for agricultural
purposes is tightly controlled. However, this control is not
economic possession and, leaving aside problems associated
with water shortages, the tenant has real economic control
over the utilisation of water in grodgction. The tenant
supervises and controls its utility function. Second, the
landlord has partial power to determine what will be
produced; what seeds, fertilizers and insecticides will be
used, and what section of land will be used for production.
These are important powers which the landlord has, but they
do not essentially constitute real economic control over the
objects of labour. They may give the "landlord partial
control, when, as in the case of the Green Revolution
technology utilised in the region, they surreptitiously
introduce gquality and quantity control into the labour
process. These improvements also underplay the role of labour
in controlling the quality of production, they appear to the
landlord as a sort of "technological management” in the
absence of real managerial control. In addition these
improvements initiate the process of de-skilling the
agricultural producer by separating traditional farm skills
from scientific development, e.g. seed stock selection and

breeding is taken out of the hands of the peasant farmer and
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placed in the hands of biochemical agronomic specialists and
companies. This process does not lessen the fact that the
tenant still has economic control over seed productivity, but
1t does mitigate this control and opens up the possibility of
the landlord contracting with less skilled tenant-labourers

and it potentially widens the landlord's 'tenant pool".

When we consider the means of labour - drip irrigation, farm

machinery - we find economic possession and control invested
in the hands of the tenant. The tenant exercises management

and planning control over their use.

We <can thus draw up a table of economic possession which

looks like this:

Table 12: Economic Control of the Means of Production

REAL ECONOMIC POSSESSION

Means of production Landlord Sharecropper
Land X
Water X
Seedlings partial X
Insect. & Fert. partial X
Drip irrigation X
Machinery X
Labour X

While the sharecropper has juridical ownership over her/his

own labour power only, s/he has real economic and managerial
control over all the elements in the labour process. We

should note however that this real economic control is not
dominated by the logic of capitalist cost benefit analysis,

since the peasant farmer does not utilise these categories in
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organising the labour process. Thus, this real economic
control allows the sharecropper to control the work rhythms,
job schedules, labour time, intensity of effort, crop cycle
(within ecological constraints) and crop fertility. The
landlord has very little economic and managerial control of

the means of production in this particular mode of

production.

This particular method of producing commodities bears a
remarkable structural homology to the "putting ocut system"
which was common among artisanal labour in Europe during the
transition from feudalism to capitalism. (17) Under the
"putting out system' the artisan provided labour and means of
labour (machinery, tools and equipment) and the merchant
provided the objects of labour (raw materials or unfinished
products). The resemblance between sharecropping and the
"putting out system" concerns only juridical ownership and
economic possession. They differ significantly in the form of

the appropriation of the economic surplus from the direct

producer.

Form of Appropriation of the Economic Surplus

The form of appropriation of the economic surplus 1s normally

the most visible aspect of class relations in modes of

production. The manner in which the economic surplus is
appropriated from the direct producer by the non—-labourer 1is
the precise criterion for outlining the specific class

natures of different forms of production. Different modes
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and forms of production are normally differentiated by their

differential modes of "exploitation'. (18)

I shall attempt to bring out what is specific about the form
of exploitation internal to social relations of production in
sharecropping. The first thing to note is that sharecropping

is based upon a legal contract, whether verbal or written,

Table iZ: Percentage of Net Yield Fald By Sharecropper As Rent
Combined Class Locations
Fercentage of net Share-
yield payed to land- cropper Shepherd Cash Small-
lord Tenant holder
1
: 1 -9 1 - - -
‘ 10 - 19 17 - - 5
; 20 - 29 2 - - -
30 - 39 15 1 2 3
40 - 49 1 - - -
50 - 59 348 ) 9 23
j 60 - 49 - - - -
i 70 - 79 1 - - -
80 - 89 - - - -
90 - 99 - - - -
Not ascertained 24 1 1 -
Cotumn Total 409 8 12 1

which stipulates the provision in designated proportions of
certain inputs into the labour process by both the landlord
and sharecropper. The contract further designates the
proportion of the final crop vield, or sale of crop vield,
which each party will receive. In the north Jordan Valley,
as we have already seen, the majority of share-contracts are

verbal and contracted on a yearly basis. The actual
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specification of the contract itself 1s open to numerous

variations. There are three general types of contact.

The first, and almost universal, which accounts for 85% of
all share-contracts (see Table 13), is the contract where:

(a) the cropper provides her/his own and her/his family's
labour, and also wage labour if required, e.g. at harvest;

(b) the landlord provides land, water, water pump (if
required) and fuel for the pump;

(c) all the other costs of 1inputs - seeds, fertilizers,
insecticides and drip-irrigation equipment are equally
shared. On the basis of this contract the final crop yield
is shared between the landlord and tenant on a 50:50 basis,
normally set at market prices, since the total product is
sold and the income from the sale divided rather than the

crop itself being divided between the landlord and the share-

tenant.

The second 1is the contract, which accounts for only 4% of
sharecontracts (see Table 13), where:

(a) the cropper provides her/his own and her/his family's
labour, and wage labour if required;

(b) the landlord provides lénd. water, water pump, fuel for
pump, Seeds, fertilizers, 1insecticides and drip-irrigation
equipment. On the basis of this contract the sharecropper
receives one third, and the landlord two thirds, of the sale
price of the «crop vyield. This is the 1individually most
exploitative form of share—contract and constitutes the

sharecropper as a semi-proletarian who contributes nothing

'
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but her/his labour power in return for an income at the end
of the agricultural season. Only the poorest sharecroppers

would willingly undertake such a disadvantageous contract.

The third is the contract, which again accounts for only 4%
of all share-contracts, where:

(a) the landlord provides only land;

(b) the sharecropper provides all other inputs. On the basis
of this contract the landlord receives 15%, and the tenant
85%, of the net sale price of the crop yvield. This contract
is the most rewarding form of share—contfact from the point

of view of the sharecropper. However, it is not widespread.

Thus, we can detect a general tendency toward the almost

universal establishment of the 50:50 share contract.

The formal legal contract - even if not established through

due legal process - is the important' characteristic in
specifying the particular method of surplus appropriation of
the agricultural product, i.e. of specifying the form of
exploitation. This contract has two aspects which need to be
brought out. First, persons undertaking a sharecropping
compact do so freely. The'sharecropper is formally free to
undertake, or not to undertake, cropping as a form of
employment. There is no legal or political power forcing the
sharecropper to contract; this is not forced labour. Second,
in order for sharecropping to exist it is a necessary but not
sufficient condition that there be commodity markets. The

contract requires the development of extended or restricted
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commoditisation within the social formation. This point is
compatible with the aforementioned existence of sharecropping
in ancient Greece, Imperial Rome, ancient Peru, and Europe
during the transition to feudalism and with modern capitalist
economies, for all of these societies have been market

societies with the process of commoditisation developed to

varying degrees. (19)

The process through which exploitation or the appropriation
of the economic surplus occurs is variable with the degree of
commoditisation. The appropriation of the’economic surplus is
extracted at the end of the circuit of production when the
landlord acts to receive her/his legally sanctioned share of
the total product. (20) The actual quantity of produce which
the landlord can appropriate depends, apart from technical
and market pricing factors, on the sharecropper's ability and
predisposition to produce, 1i.e. the psychological desire for
self improvement and betterment of her/his own economic
condition which in turn supplements the landlord's income.
This is subject to market constraints which means that higher
productivity does not necessarily mean higher income, since

this is subject to supply and demand factors at sale.

We might of course expect a tendency on the part of the
sharecropper to procure as much as possible for her/himself
by concealing quantities of produce from the landlord. This
was found to be the case, by Keegan in his study of
sharecropping 1in the South African Highveld. (21) In the

Jordan Valley the absentee landlords appear to be aware of
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this probability, since at harvest time they visit the farm
on a daily basis to check and oversee the product quantity.
The potential quantity by which the tenant can augment
her/his legally designated share in this way 1is severely
restricted, because the landlord is able to compute a fairly
accurate assessment of crop productivity per dunum, as one of
the results of the introduction of new varieties of seeds,
fertilizers and efficient water management is to produce
relatively stable production rates, natural blights

notwithstanding.

I would suggest that the following elements are necessary to
conceptualise sharecropping as a restricted mode of

production:

1. The antecedent existence of product markets in which the

pProcess of commoditisation may be either extended or

restricted.

2. The diffusion of juridical ownership 6f the constituent
elements of the means and objects of production, but where
landlords invariantly hold juridical ownership of land.

3. The concentration of economic possession of the
constituent elements of the labour process under the economic
control of the sharecropper.

4. The appropriation of the economic surplus legitimated on

the basis of a private contract between consenting parties

which is sanctioned in law, and thus,

5. The class relation between landlord and sharecropper based

on formal economic freedom.
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These elements allow us to construct the concept of
sharecropping as a distinct form of production unit with

specific sets of relations of production.

Commentators, such as Fatimah Halim, are I believe mistaken
when they consider that the appropriation of the economic

surpius 18 based on a form of "forced labour'. Halim has

argued that:

"Lacking access to the means of production, labour
is forced to sell its power in a system of low
renumeration. The price of labour within the
sharecropping system has no determinate level. It

is the outcome of relations of servitude existing
within the village." (22)

This passage reveals a gross misunderstanding of Marx's
notion of free and unfree labour. Fbr Marx, labour (in the
capitalist mode of production) is free in a dual sense.
First, the labourer is "freed" from ownership of the means of
production, 1.e. s/he is legally alienated from the means of
production. Second, the only force making the labourer
return to her/his workplace each day is the economic need to
feed and clothe her/himself and her/his family. Economic
freedom is, if you will, the proletarian state of existential
dread. In general, the proletarian enters the factory because
s/he has no means of economic existence other than the sale
of her/his labour power. Unfree labour, on the other hand,
is labour which 1s forced by '"extra-economic" compulsion to
work. This 1is labour which is forced to work on threat of
violence, normally military and most commonly, sanctified by

law and social convention. Two notable examples of unfree
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labour are slavery and serfdom. The slave is the property of
another person and is legally forced to do that person's
bidding, normally within certain moral parameters. The serf
is normally forced to contribute a certain portion of her/his
labour for work on the lord's demense. (23) Both these forms
are marked by the threat of violence. The same cannot be
said for sharecropping, sSince no person or power forces the
tenant to sign the contract. The appropriation of part of the
surplus product is thus quite visibly inscribed in the
sharecropping compact. Exploitation is undisguised and the
household 1legally and freely undertakes. to part with a

portion of their overall production to their landlord.

IT. CASH TENANCY: A LIMITED PETTY COMMODITY MODE OF

PRODUCTION.

Cash tenancy (ist'jar) 1is a form of land rental tenancy
arrangement in which the tenant undertakes to pay her/his
landlord a designated sum of money for the rental of a
particular area of land. There are only 45 cash tenant land
tenure arrangements in the region and cash tenants constitute
only 7% of all land tenures in the region (see Table 27). In
the absence of the development of a real estate market 1in
agricultural land, determined by laws of value and the
potential for real capital accumulation in this form, it
would be naive to expect cash tenancy to develop into an
important land tenure form in the immediate future. Given the
strategic role of the Jordan Rift Valley in Israeli military

thinking and in the logistics of colonialism, it is unlikely
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that the Israeli state will do much to encourage the
establishment of a free real estate market 1in Palestinian
farm land in the region, since at the very least this would
mean legally recognising in an ﬁnambigious manner

Palestinians' rights to private property in land. (24)

The data show that of the 45 cash tenancies in the region
two-thirds of the incumbents of these tenancies combine cash
tenancy with other kinds of tenancies: 42% combine cash
tenancy with sharecropping, 16% combine cash tenancy with
smallholding and 9% combine cash tenaneV with farming-—
shepherding (see Table 14). Almost 70% of cash tenants
combine cash tenancy with some other form of land tenure.
Only a minority of cash tenants are solely cash tenants. It
is also possible for cash tenants to sub-let the land they
rent out to sub—-tenants, either in the form of cash tenancy
or sharecropping. However, in the present s£udy we are only

concerned to look at bona fide cash tenant farmers.

Ownership of the Means of Production

As in the case of sharecropping, the legal ownership of the
farm land in cash tenancy arfangements is legally owned by a
landlord and not invested directly in the legal ownership of
the direct producer. The cash tenant has no legal rights to
the 1land s/he works other than those established by private
contract. Also, as in the situation of sharetenancy, the

long—term tenure situation of cash tenants is unstable.
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rable i4: rFeriod of Cash Tenants’ Leasehold

T Combined C.ass Locations
Number of vyears Cash

Tenant Share—- Shepnerd Small-

cropper “ holder

1 348 16 3 b

2 1 - - -

Not ascertained b6 3 1 1
Column Total 45 19 4 7

The leasehold situation of cash tenants is legally very
precarious with only 3 tenants (7% of the cash tenant
population) having a leasehold for a period of longer than
one vYyear (see Table 14). Four-fifths of all leaseholds are
for a period of only one year and the maximum lease hold is
for three vyears. Only 13% of cash tenants have lease

contracts for this maximum period of time.

While the actual lease contract is generally for a very short
period of time, the cumulative period of lease holding varies
quite considerably. The average cumulative period of cash
rental is 14 years, while the most common cumulative rental
period is 1 - 4 years, with 29% of cash tenants renting their
land over this period (see Table 15). Over a third of cash
tenants have been cash renting for 20 or more years, while
just under two-fifths have been cash renting for less than 10
Years. Thus, although their legal situation is still
generally tenuous and subject to yearly renewal, cash tenants

have established access to their farm land over significantly
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longer periods of time than those farmers engaged 1in

sharecropping relationships.

Table 13: Cumuiative Feriod of Cash Tenants’® Leasenold

Combined Class Locations
Numper ot Years Cash
Tenant Share- 5Shepherd Small-
cropper holder

1 -4 13 S - I
5 -9 4 1 1 1
10 - 14 2 - - 1
15 - 19 4 3 - 1
20 - 24 9 4 1 1
25 - 29 5 2 1 i
30 - 34 2 1 - -
Not ascertained b 3 1 -
Column Total 45 19 4 7

Apart from land, rentier landlords very seldom provide other
services to their tenants. For example, only 9% of cash
tenants' landlords provide them with water (see, Table 16)
and the same number of tenants are provided with a water pump

by their landlords (see, Table 17).

Tabie 16: Does tLandlord rFrovide Water?

Combined Class Location
i Does your tandiord Cash
provide water? Tenant Share~ Shepherd Small-

cropper holder

Yes 4 1 - 1
No 39 14 3 &
Not ascertained é6 4 1 -
Column Total 45 19 4 7




Table 17: Does Landlorg Frovide Water Fump?

[ Combined Cliass locations
joes your iandiora Cash

provige water gump? Tenant Share- Shepherd Small-

cropper holder

Yes 4 - - -
No 39 15 3 7
Not ascertained . 4 1 -
Coiumn Total 45 19 ) 7

Cash tenants normally either privately own or rent their
other means of produétion. In the case of water very few cash
tenants privately own their water resources. They get access
to water through a number of sources: from communally owned
village water networks coming from wells or from private
owners from whom they purchase water. Further, like
sharecroppers, the majority of cash tenants (almost two-
thirds) do not own their mechanised agricultural machinery
(i.e. tractors and tractorised equipment). The great
majority, seven—-tenths, rent some or all of their mechanical

egquipment, most commonly from commercial dealers. (See Tables

1 and 2 in Appendix 95)

Unlike sharecroppers, cashv tenants do privately own and
individually purchase (although they may purchase these items
on credit) their seeds, insecticides, pesticides and drip
irrigation equipment. Again, as in sharecropping, labour is

the private property of the peasant family.

We can draw up a typology of juridical ownership of the means

'
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of production in cash tenant forms of production units which

looks like this:

Table 18: Juridical Ownership of the Means of Production

Juridical Ownership

Means of Prod. Landlord Tenant Shared Rented

Land X
Water X
Machinery
Seedlings
Insect. + Pest.
Drip Irrigation
Labour

> 54 XX ¢ X

In cash tenancy forms of production juridical ownership of
the means of production is normally concentrated in the hands
of the cash tenant, with rentier landlords' only relation to
the ownership of the means of production being invested in
the private ownership of land. However, tash tenants may be
involved in other rentier relationships to the means of

production as in the case of the rental of agricultural

machinery.

Economic Control of the Means of Production

Rentier landlords are not engaged in any relationship of real
subsumption of the labour process and are alienated from
direct involvement in the production of agricultural
commodities. The rentier landlord has no interest or right to
assert any sort of economic or managerial control over the

157 ,//{.



labour process. Her/his relationship to her/his tenant is
Purely a financial relationship and s/he has no vested
interest 1in controlling the level of agriculturally generated
Profit, other than to ensure that the tenant makes enough

money to pay for her/his rent or destroy thé eco—-structure of

the land.

The cash tenant has total control and responsibility for
managing the labour process in terms of the control of
labour, the objects of labour and the means of labour and, as
we will see, her/his economic control of the me&ns of
production 1is more akin to relations 1in smallholding and
farming-landlordism than in sharecropping. This mode of

production can be conceptualised as a limited form of petty-—

commodity production.

Form of Appropriation of the Surplus Product

The form of appropriation of the surplus product in cash
tenancy 1is based on a straightforward financial rental
transaction. The tenant undertakes to pay her/his landlord a
designated sum of money for the right to agricultural
usufruct of a given piece of land. Under normal circumstances
this rent would be determined by prices established on the
agricultural real estate market. This condition can hardly be
said to operate in relation to the West Bank where colonial
policy mitigates against the establishment of such a market.
The price of agricultural rent is established by custom

rather than through the process of capitalist ground-rent.
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Apart from the farmer owning her/his own land outright,
rentier relations are generally less immediately exploitative
of the peasant household than the sharecropping land tenure
relationship. Moreover, we should note that the real extent
of rentierism in the region is less than the figures show
since the biggest rentier landlord in the region 1is the
Israeli Department of Absentee Property which collects
nominal reﬁts from farmers, particulary in Zbeidat, for land

over which the actual legal categorisation is in dispute.

ITI. SMALLHOLDING: A PETTY COMMODITY MODE OF PRODUCTION.

Smallholding is the next most prominent form of land tenure
arrangement in the Jordan Valley after sharecropping. Yet of
the 610 individual tenures found in the region, smallholding

accounts for only 16% Of these (see Table 27).

Ownership of the Means of Production

In smallholding forms of production the legal ownership of
the means of production is almost wholly the property of the
smallholding household. Smallholders, by definition, own the
land which they work and they normally hold title deeds to
this 1land. They either privately own or privately purchase
their farm water supply. They have direct ownership of their
objects of labour and the least costly means of production
such as seeds/seedlings, insecticides, pesticides, drip-
irrigation equipment, plastic sheeting, etc. However, like

both sharecroppers and cash tenants, the majority of
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smallholders (70%) do not own the mechanical equipment they
use in their farming activity. Only a fifth of smallholders
do not hire some or all of their mechanised equipment. (See
Tables 1 and 2 in Appendix 5) However, this does not present
a major problem and, unlike sharecroppers, smallholders are
solely responsible for maintaining access and ownership to

all of their means of production.

Economic Control of the Means of Production

In the smallholding form of production the household has real
economic control over all aspects of the labour process and
the production of agricultural use-values. The smallholding
household directs and manages the labour input of the family
workforce. It decides what agricultural commodities will be
produced and decides what plants, tools and machinery will be
utilised in the production process. All.  aspects of the
"managerial control" and economic ownership of the labour

process are thus under the direct control of the peasant

household itself.

Form of Appropriation of the Surplus Product

Since the smallholding form of production has complete legal
ownership and real economic control over all aspects of the
production process, there is no method of legitimating the
appropriation of the surplus product from the labour process
to a non-producer. The smallholding household does not have

any of its surplus product appropriated inside the production
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relationships. In terms of 1its constitutive production
relations, smallholding 1is a non-exploitative form of
production, relations of gender and patriarchy in the peasant
household notwithstanding. Legally the smallholding household

reaps the full benefits of the labour exerted in the

production process.

However, as | previously intimated, once the smallholding
household steps outside the sphere of production proper into
the sphere of exchange and the circulation of commodities,
then it enters a sphere where exploitation aﬁd subordination
are experienced. Moreover, although the smallholding
household 1is analytically separate from these spheres, as
soon as it enters the realm of commodity production for
exchange rather than the production of use-value production
for subsistence then it becomes intertwined with these
"external" relations in an 1inextricable manner. The
production of commodities for generalised exchange — and the
whole region 1s actively engaged in commodity production -
necessitates that the production unit be linked to the wider
economy through merchant and usurer capital relationships.
The production of commodities requires the pre—establishment
of marketing and financial structures and networks as a
necessary condition for independent producers' engagement in
commodity production. These necessary relations which 1link
the independent producer to the wider economy are normally
established in a mannner which is inimicable to the long-term

interests of the petty-commodity producers.
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In summary, smallholding households legally own their own
lands and are not engaged 1n relations of direct
appropriation at the level of the labour process itself, i.e.
they have ownership and control over their land and the other
inputs which go into producing agriculturél commodities. The
smallholder is not in a direct economic class relationship
with landlordism. As such, the smallholder 1is a petty
commodity producer who owns all of her/his means of
production and controls and owns without fragmentation the

commodities produced in the labour process. (25)

IV. FARMING-LANDLORDISM: A PETTY COMMODITY MODE OF PRODUCTION

PLUS EXPLOITATION

Farming-landlord relations of production account for only 7%
of the regional land tenures and are therefore equal in
extent to the cash tenant tenure population (see, Table 27).
In terms of the constituent relations of production this form
of land tenure is identical with smallholding relations of
production. The relations of production are identical in
terms of ownership and control of the means of production and
the establishment of non-exploitative relations in the
production process itself, - i.e. the farming-landlord is a
petty—-commodity producer. The only thing which fundamentally
distinguishes the farming-landlord from the smallholder is
the fact that, as well as farming her/his own land, s/he has
an alternative source of income from the rental of spare or
extra land. This extra source of income leaves quite a wide

margin for differentiation of the farming-~landlord from the
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wider peasant population. On the one hand, it is possible for
her/him to produce as extensively as the smallholder and thus
consolidate her/his farm income through rental receipts.
However, 1t would be a mistake to view the farming-landlord
as marginal to the regional economy since farming-landlords
are normally larger farmers than most other peasant farmers
in the region. The farming-—-landlord is probably more akin to
the middle or even rich-peasant than the small peasant
farmer. Thus, although constituting less than a tenth of the
regional tenancies, farming landlords have access to more
than a quarter of the regional land area (see Table 27). The
farming—-landlords who live in the immediate villages of the
area control eleven cash tenants and 88 sharecroppers. There
are eleven local farming—landlords who combine smallholding
with rentierism. However, these farming-landlords have spare
income coming from only one cash tenant each. There are,
also, 27 1local resident farming—landlords ﬁﬁo control 88
sharecroppers. Slightly under a third of these landlords have
only one tenant each, almost a quarter have two tenants, a
tenth of them have 3 tenants and almost a third have 4 or
more tenants under their immediate control. Moreover, these
farming-landlords most commonly (40%) reside in the wvillage
of Jiftlik. Thus, extra income from rental relationships can
lead to quite marked differentiation among the farming-
landlords and lead to marked differentiation between them and
the general peasant population since they are engaged in

relationships of economic exploitation with segments of the

peasantry.
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V. FARMING-SHEPHERDING: A CONCEPTUAL LACUNA

Farming-shepherding, wunlike the other forms of production,
does not entail specific relations of production. It is a
residual category 1in which all of the other forms of
production can be mixed with shepherding. Some farming-
shepherds thus combine sharecropping with shepherding, some
combine cash tenancy with shepherding and some combine
smallholding with shepherding. Farming—-shepherding is the
least prominent form of production relationship in
agricultural activity and it accounts for only 3% of all land

tenure relationships (see Table 27). It is not a generalised

feature of the regional economy.

Shepherding in the Jordan Valley is highly differentiated;
while some shepherds are village based peasants others are
beduin semi-pastorialists. The result is that a number of
shepherds (a minority) have access to 1land which they
privately own, rent or sharecrop and which they use for the
purposes of farming. All shepherds pastor their animals on
state land (Miri) over which they have herding rights which

have been historically established through tradition and

custom.

VI. LANDLORDISM

To consider the situation of the non-producers who positively
benefit from the appropriation of the economic surplus

produced by the region's tenant peasants, we have to turn our
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attention to the question of landlordism. Landlordism should
not be treated as a descriptive concept with a high level of
generality, rather it has to be linked to its concrete
manifestations 1in terms of legal and economic relations of
production. I do not accept the commonly held descriptive
view which reduces landlords to a property owner who has
tenants working her/his land and who pay rental for this
land. Rather I contend that landlords have very specific and
differential social relations with their tenants which depend
on the mode of production or unit of production they control,
either 1n a real or formal sense. Thus, in this section I

will be considering both shareowning—landlordism and rentier-

landlordism which are the two distinct forms of landlordism

which exist in the region. These forms of landlordism are
each linked to two quite distinct modes of economic class
exploitation and two distinct modes of peasant production
unit. Shareowning landlords are landlords who take their
rental payment in the form of a portion of the crop vyield
produced by their tenants. This is now conventionally paid in
the form of cash which is divided after the sale of the crop
at the market rather than the division of the crop on the
farm 1itself 1into designated portions of the crop itself.
Rentier—-landlords, on the other hand, are landlords who rent
their lands for a designated sum of money on the basis of a

vearly or longer term financial contract basis.
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Table 19: Type of ranglord By No. of Tenancies and No. of Tenants

[ TENANCIES TENANTS

No held Row Row

by land- Rentier Snare- Total Rentier Share- Total

lord owner owner
1 i8 117 135 18 117 175
2 - 26 26 - 52 52
3 - 9 Q - 27 27
4 - 10 10 - 40 40
5 - 3 3 - 19 15
) - 2 2 - 12 iz
7 - 4 4 - 28 28
8 - 1 1 - 8 8
9 - 2 2 - 18 18
10 - 1 1 - 10 10
12 - 1 1 - 12 12
17 - 1 1 - 17 17
18x 1 - 1 i8 - 18
24 - 1 1 - 24 24

Not Asc. - - - 9 29 38

Col Tot 19 176 197 45 409 454

X This rentier landlord 1s the israeli Department of Absentee Froperty

In the region in which the study was undertaken there are 197
individual landlords who have legal control over 454 rental
tenures. This brings out the centrality of landlordism in the
region, as landlords legally control three—quarters of all
the regional land tenures. However, the majority (69%) of
both rentier and shareholding landlords have only one tenant
and these landlords hold only 30% of the regional tenancies
(see Table 19). Yet, at the same time, 17 landlords (less
than a tenth of the landlord population) has 5 or more
tenants contracted to them and these landlords hold over a
third of the regional tenancies. Moreover, four landlords (3%
of the 1landlord population) have 10 or more tenants under

them and these landlords hold approximately a fifth of the
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regional tenancies.

If we separate the different categories of landlord we find
that rentier landlords account for only a tenth of the
landlord population and they hold only 8% of all tenancies.
Thus, it is quite clear that shareholding landlordism is the
dominant form of landlordism in the region, accounting for

nine-tenths of all landlords and 90% of all forms of rental

tenancies.

Shareowning Landlordism

In the region there are 213 named shareowning landlords who
between them 1legally control the share-tenancies of 409
sharecroppers (see Table 20). The majority of these landlords
(55%) have only one tenant and they legally control only 29%
of the sharecropping tenures. Thus, slightly more than half
of shareowning landlords legally control less than a third of
the sharecropping population. Moreover, seven-tenths of
shareowning landlords have less than four tenants and these
landlords control less than half of all sharecropping
tenures. This data show that there is a wide dispersion of
share tenures among an extensive population of landlords and
land concentration 1is not widespread. Only four landlords
(the Agricultural Engineers Cooperative, Mahmud al Dammen,
Jawad Risg al Masri and Suleiman Saleh) have contracts with
10 or more share tenants. These four shareowning landlords
(who constitute only 2% of the landlord population) control

15% of the regional share tenures. The two largest landlords,
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Jawad Risq al Masri and Mahmud al Dammen, control 6% and 4%
of the sharecropping tenancies respectively. While this does
not constitute monopolistic control over share tenures, it

does constitute a significant portion of the tenures and

Table 49: Landlords of sharecroppers

Combined Class Lpcations

Landlord’s Name Mo of No of

Land- Share-— Shepherd Cash Small-

iord cropper Tenant holder
No. Lanlords with
one tenant 117 117 3 4 i2
No. landlords with
two tenants 256 92 - 1 6
No. landlords with
three tenants 9 27 - - 5
Yehia Abdel Azzi:z 1 8 - - -
Abdel Rah. Abdallan 1 4 - - -
Abu Hasham 1 7 1 2 -
Muh. S. Abu Rihan 1 4 - -
Abu Shamat 1 4 - - -
Agr. Eng. Coop. 1 10 1 - -
Issa al Aamawe 1 7 - - -
Adham al Dammen 1 S i - -
Mahmud al Dammen 1 17 1 - -
Hasan al Fand i 4 - - -
Nimer al Hasan 1 7 - - 2
Ainad al Masri i 4 - - -
Fat. R. al Masri 1 9 - - -
Jawad R al Masri 1 24 - 1 -
Walid al Masri 1 4 - - -
Ali Abdel Dammen i & - - 1
Saleh A. G. Dammen 1 7 - 1 -
Darwish Fahd i 9 - - -
Ghaleb I. A. Earim 1 4 - - -
Mahmud Nayyef i 3 - - -
Ahmad Nayyef i 4 - - -
Amin Mah. Gassem 1 6 - - -
Sulieman Saleh 1 12 - 2 -
Muhamad Thiban 1 35 - - -
Not ascertained 37 37 i 1 4
Column Total 213 409 8 12 31
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enhances their position of economic and social power over
their tenants. This is particularly true of al Masri since
he 1is also the largest merchant capitalist operating in the
region. Moreover, looking at individual landlord control over
sharecroppers underemphasises the degree of control since the

power of landlords is interlinked through family connection.

Table Z1: tanciord Families Ey Number of Sharecroppers
pp

Family name of familiies No. of Family No. of
with 10 or more tenants member land- snarecroppers
lords

Families and individual
landlords with less than

10 sharecroppers 135 257
Agriculturai &ng. Coop. i 10
al Damen/Damen 11 47
al Masri 8 46
Suleiman Saleh 1 2
Not ascertained 37 37
Coiumn Total 213 409

In terms of family control of land tenure in the region the
data show that the two major landlord families, al Masri and
al Damen, legally control almost a quarter of the regional
share tenancies (see Table 21). This constitutes a fairly
significant degree of landhoiding concentration. This is not
merely a quantitative relationship since the power these
families wield is based on quantitative factors related to
the level of patronage and market control which they
excercise. In this respect the al Masri family is much more
powerful than the al Damen family, because the al Masri

family are a group of merchant capitalists with links to the
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market centres of the West Bank and power centres in Jordan.
(26) This family is highly organised in terms of the business
ethic and the profit motive, owning transport facilities,
sales outlets and auctioning crops. The al Damen family on
the other hand is a more traditional landed family of beduin
origin which has been centred in the rural sector for a long
period and maintains its patronage on the basis of semi~
feudal tradition rather than on incorporating traditional
patronage elements into a commercial business ethic. This
latter process is now underway and the logic of appropriation
and profit maximisation as 1t operates in the region is
likely to lead to al Damen entering the sphere of merchant
and financial activity in a manner which is likely to
conflict with the regional influence of al Masri. However,
this outcome is not a foregone conclusion and depends on al

Damen identifying his interests in this manner.

Table 22: Sharecropoers’ Landlords FPlace of Residence

Combined Class Locations
Landlord’cs place of Share-
residence cropper  Shepherd Cash Small-
Tenant holder
Local viilage 133 2 2 10
Nablus 157 1 3 i2
Tamun 9 - - -
Tubas &7 4 6 9
Jerusaiem b - - -
Jericho b i - -
Other 11 - 1 -
Not ascertained 17 - - -
Coiumn Total 409 8 12 31




The majority of the landlords of sharecroppers — three—-fifths
- are not residents in the region (see Table 22). Only a
third of sharecroppers' landlords are local residents. The
most common place of residence of these absentee landlords is
Nablus, where over a third reside, and Tubas, where a further
sixth reside. The remaining absentee landlords live in Tamun,
Jerusalem, Jericho and other assorted towns and villages.
Thus, the great majority of shareowning landlords are
absentees who live, work and have their businesses in the

urban centres of the West Bank.

Table 23: Does Your Landlord Farm?

Combined Class Locations
Does your landlord Share-
farm? cropper Shepherd Cash Small-

Tenant holder

Yes 45 2 1 5
No I3 & 10 26
Not ascertained 26 - 1 -
Column Total 409 8 12 31

Apart from residing 1in urban centres, the bulk of the
landlords of sharecroppers — more than four-fifths -~ are not
themselves directly engagéd in productive agricultural
activity (see Table 23). Only a tenth operate as farmers on
their own account. It would appear that the majority of
landlords maintain only a commercial or rentier relationship
with agriculture. The level of commercialisation varies from
those who own only a small piece of land (the majority of

landlords) - and whose income from this source is minimal and
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likely to be a supplement to their normal source of
livelihood - to those who gain a large portion, 1if not all,
of their private income from specialisation in agricultural
rent and associated commercial activities. This aspect of
social relations of production, distribution and exchange

will be brought out in greater detail in the following

chapter.

Rentier Landlordism

In the region there are 19 named rentier ‘landlords for 45
cash tenants (see Table 24). If we consider the actual number
of tenancies held by the different types of landlords we find
that only one rentier landlord has more than one tenant. This
landlord is a special case, since the landlord in question 1is

the Israeli Department of Absentee Property.

This department accounts for 18 tenancies or 40% of the
regional cash tenancies. The majority (95%) of rentier
landlords have only one tenant and the holdings this group

legally control constitutes 40% of regional cash tenancies.

The data point to the fact that there is no monopolisation
or even oligopolisation of cash tenacies. Ownership is
diffuse and no Palestinian landlord has more than one tenant.
This points to the fact that the phenomenon of rentier
landlordism in the region is undeveloped and not a highly
specialised commercial activity, but is one based on the

letting out of either private family inheritance, privately
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purchased land, or sub-let rental land to farmers in the
region. No individual rentier landlord can make a substantial

income from this source alone. Thus, it i1s highly likely that

Table 24: Name of Casn Tenants® tandiord By Numper of Tenants and

the Combined Class Location ot Tenants

Combined Class Locations

Name of Cash
Rentier Lanolord Tenant Share—- Shephera Small-

cropper holder
Radi Abdullah i - - 1
Aref Abu Jesh 1 - - -
Saleh Ahmad 1 - - - |
Mahmud Allan al Dammen 1 - - -
Mithgal al Dammen 1 - - -
Jawad ai Ghazzawi i - - -
Abed al Hafe:z 1 - - -
Said al Haxn 1 - - -
Zahi Walid al Gahhawi 1 - - -
al Said i - - 1
Rafir al Zuabi 1 - - 1
Mahmud Ibranim 1 1 - -
Muhamed Ibrahim 1 - - 1
Israeli Government i8 12 3 2
Ibranim Abdel Karim 1 - - -
Muhamed Abdel kEarim 1 - - -
Abdullah Mirai 1 - - -
Other 2 2 - 1
Not Ascertained 9 4 1 -
Coiumn Total 45 i9 4 7

the bulk of rentier landlords rent land to supplement their
family incomes rather than undertaking rentierism as a
specialised business activity. The only major rentier
landlord in the region is the Israeli Government Department
of Absentee Property, which rents to 40% of cash tenants, and

the majority of tenants who rent land from this source,
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Table 25: Location ot Casn Tenants’ Landiords

Combinea Liass tocations
Fiace of Residence Cash
of Landiord Tenant Share- Sheonerd Small-

cropper ) holder

Local Resident 8 7 - 3
Nablus 7 2 - 1
Tubas 5 2 - 1
Israeli bovernment 18 5 ) 2
Not Ascertained 7 3 1 -
Column Total 45 19 4 7

particularly inthe village of Zbeidat, claim that they should

have the right to legal ownership of this land. (27)

The majority of Palestinian rentier landlords (60%) live

outside the locality where they rent their lands, in either
Nablus (35%) or Tubas (25%) (see Table 25). The remaing 40%
of Palestinian rentier landlords are locallvillage residents

and live in the locality where they rent their lands.

Table Z6: Farming Status of Cash Tenants® Landlords

Combined Class Location
Does your landliord Cash
farm 7 Tenant Share-— Shepherd Smail-

cropper holder

Yes 4 2 - 1
No 16 11 1 5
Don’t know - 1 - 1
Not ascertained 25% 3 3 -
Column Total 45 i9 4 7

X This "Not ascertained" figure includes the Israeli Department
of Absentee Property.
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Less than a tenth of cash leasing landlords are themselves
farmers (see Table 26). If we include the Israeli Department
of Absentee Property this means that 76% of landlords do not
farm on their own account. Moreover, rentier landlords are

less 1likely to actively participate 1in farming-related

commercial activities - e.g. through the provision of
equipment and resources - than their shareowning
counterparts. However, like their shareowning counterparts,

they are most commonly absentees and urban based.

The general picure which emerges from both shareowning
landlordism and rentier landlordism is one of diffusion of
landownership among a very large number of landlords, but
with a small number of landlords, particularly in
sharecropping compacts, controlling substantial numbers of
tenancies and the farming population who work these
tenancies. Moreover, these few large landlords are also
involved, to varying degrees, in the region's major
commercial and financial intercourse and networks. They do
not limit their economic activities purely to the

appropriation of surplus product from the relations of

production proper.

VII. LANDHOLDING AND AGRARIAN CLASS

In this section I will attempt to describe the distribution
of agrarian classes among the different villages and the
pattern of land distribution among the different modes of

production and agrarian classes.
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Village Agrarian Class Distribution

Before I consider the actual village level distribution of
the different agrarian classes among the seven villages 1in
the study, I will describe the aggregate regional
distribution of agrarian classes. The data show that out of a
total of 610 regional land tenures two—thirds are held by
sharecroppers, 16% are held by smallholders, 7% are held by
cash tenants, 7% are held by farming-landlords and 3% are
held by farming—shepherds (see Table 27). The data bring out
very clearly the regional predominance of. sharecropping as
the numerically most extensive form of landholding. Another
interesting feature of these data is the limited development
of capitalist ground-rent - 1i.e. cash tenancy - which
accounts for less than a tenth of the regional landholdings.
Moreover, while smallholding is more significant than all
other forms of landholding except sharecropping; it is still

relatively marginal and regionally undeveloped.

When we consider the overall number of landholdings on a
village basis we find that two-fifths of all landholdings are
located in the village of Jiftlik, almost a fifth in T“Ain al
Beda, slightly more than an eighth in Bardala, a tenth in
Frush Bet Dajan, almost a tenth in Zbeidat, a twentieth in
Marj Najeh, 3% in other villages and 1% in “Ain Shibli (see
Table 27). Thus, the regional dominance of Jiftlik as the

centre of regional production is brought out very clearly in

these data.
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If we look at the agrarian class formation on a village basis
we find that the aggregate regional picture is subject to
some variation. Thus, the data show that sharecropping 1is
statistically predominant in “Ain Shibli, Jiftlik, ~Ain al
Beda, Bardala and Zbeidat, where it constitﬁtes 86%, 85%,
68%, 64% and 54% of the respective village landholdings. It
is also the most common form of landholding in Frush Bet
Dajan (42%) but is not numerically greater than the other
forms of landholding. Only in Marj Najeh is the existence of
sharecropping relatively low, here 1t constitutes only

marginally more than a quarter of the village landholdings.

Smallholding is found relatively frequently in the majority
of villages except Zbeidat and Jiftlik where it constitutes
only 2% and 5% of the respective village landholdings. Only
in “Ain Shibli was there no incidence of smallholding found.
Smallholding is the most common, although not predominant,
form of landholding in Marj Najeh where 'it accounts for
almost half of the village landholdings. It accounts for
four-fifths of holdings in Frush Bet Dajan, almost a quarter

in Bardala and a fifth of landholdings in “Ain al Beda.

Cash tenancy, while limited in extent, can be found in all
villages but its incidence is relatively low in all villages
except Zbeidat, where it constitutes marginally more than a
third of all the village landholdings. However, although cash
tenancy is fairly common in Zbeidat, sharetenenacy is still
the predominant form of village landholding. In 'Ain Shibli,

Frush Bet Dajan, Marj Najeh, 'Ain al Beda, Bardala and
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Jiftlik it accounts for 14%, 7%, 6%, 6%, 4% and 3% of the

respective village landholdings.

The incidence of farming-shepherds in the landholding
population is ‘relatively infrequent and generally very
insignificant. There are no farming-shepherds to be found in
the wvillages of “Ain al Beda, Marj Najeh and ~Ain Shibli.
While in Jiftlik, Bardala, <Zbeidat and Frush Bet Dajan they
constitute only 3%, 4%, 5% and 8% of the respective

landholding populations of the villages.

Some farming-landlordism 1is to be found in all villages,
except “Ain Shibli, but its incidence is relatively low. Only
in Marj Najeh is it an important form of landlholding where
it accounts for 21% of all the village landholdings. In the

other five villages it accounts for between only 4-7% of the

village holdings.

In summary, the sharecropping mode of production 1is the
dominant form of landholding in five out of the seven
villages studied, 1i.e. 1in Bardala, ~Ain al Beda, <Zbeidat,
Jiftlik and ~Ain Shibli. Smallholding (the petty-commodity
mode of production) is important in four villages where it
accounts from between 20-45% of all landholdings, i.e. 1in
Bardala, ~Ain al Beda, Marj Najeh and Frush Bet Dajan. Cash
tenancy (capitalist ground-rent) is undeveloped and only
exists at a significant level in Zbeidat, but even here it
can hardly be considered as a proper form of capitalist

ground-rent. Farming-shepherding is relatively insignificant.
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Farming—-landlordism constitutes a very small portion of all
of the holdings 1in all of the seven villages (ranging from 5%
to 7%), except Marj Najeh where it constitutes 21%. However,
the numerical extent of farming—landlordism underemphasises

its economic importance in the region.

While we have shown the relative numbers and percentages of
the different forms of landholding this does not say very
much except that there are a greater number of sharetenants
than all the other forms of holding combined. A much more
interesting picture emerges when we look at the area of

landholding and the distribution among the different agrarian

classes.

Aggregate Holding

In the following section [ will look at the pattern of
landholding and land distribution among the different
agrarian social classes. There are three distinct forms of
landholding in the region. These are private ownership, cash

rental and share rental.

Regionally there is a total of 24,201 dunums held under the
three different forms of landholding (see Table 28). Almost
half of this is share-rented, two-fifths is privately owned
and 14% 1s cash rented. In terms of the aggregate
distribution of this land area among the different agrarian
class groupings, almost half i1s controlled by sharecroppers,

over a quarter by farming—landlords, 13% by smallholders, 8%
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by cash tenants, and 3% by farming-shepherds, Thus,
although sharecroppers constitute two-thirds of landholders
they have access to only half of the available land area. At
the other extreme, we find that although farming—-landlords
constitute less than a tenth of the landholding population
they have access to over a quarter of the available land
area. The other agrarian social classes are much closer to
parity in this respect, with, farming—-shepherds who
constitute 3% of landholders having access to 3% of the
available land area, cash tenants who constitute 7% of
landholders having access to 8% of available land area and
smallholders who constitute 16% of landholders having access

to 13% of available land area.

TABLE 28: FORMS OF LANDHOLDING (DNMS) BY AGRARIAN CLASS

ORMS OF LAND- AGRARIAN CLASS ‘ ROW
HOLDING TOTAL
(Tot. No. Dnms) share-~ shepherd cash smali- +farming-
cropper tenant nolder landlordx+

Owned 793 159 198 1.912 6,971 Q,713
Cash rented 1.226 260 1.478 41& - 3,380
Share renteno 7.39% 193 Lod 27z - 11,108
Column total 11,878 517 1,960 Z,035 5,991 24,201

X The figures for farming-landlords include both arable and non-arable

land.
+ There will be some double accounting of land since the land included

in this column includes land which is let to sharecroppers and/or cash
tenants.

If we consider the total class distribution of land in terms
of the three forms of landholding, we find that of the 9713

dunums of land held in private ownership seven-tenths of this
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area 1is owned by tfarming-landlords, a fifth by smallholders,
8% by sharecroppers and 2% each by both farming-shepherds and
cash tenants. It should be borne in mind that when we are
discussing land owned by sharecroppers and &ash tenants this
is 1in addition to the land they share rent and cash rent.
Also, of the 3,308 dunums of land which are cash rented
approximately two-fifths of this area is rented by cash
tenants, a third by sharecroppers, an eighth by smallholders
and 8% by farming-shepherds. Furthermore, of the 11,108
dunums which are sharecropped nine—-tenths of this area is

sharerented by sharecroppers, 7% by smallholders, 3% by cash

tenants and 2% by farming-shepherds.

These figure show that access to privately owned land among
the people residing in the region (as opposed to absentee
landowners living outside the region) is dominated by
farming-landlords. Farming—-landlords who hold less than a
tenth of individual holdings own seven—t;nths of the land
privately owned among the regional population, while
smallholders who hold 16% of individual holdings have access
to only a fifth of land privately owned among the regional
farming population. Access to cash rented 1land ismost
commonly in the hands of cash tenants who hold 7% tenancies
and have access to two-fifths of the cash rented land area.
Interestingly, sharecroppers also have access to a third of
the cash rented land area. Sharecroppers who hold two-third

of all land holdings have access to nine-tenths of the share-

rented land area.
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Individual Landholding Pattern

If we turn from the aggregate picture of land distribution to
consider the individual size of holdings among the different
agrarian classes we find that the majority of all agrarian
classes, except farming—-landlords have farm holdings of less

than 25 dunums (see Table 29). 59% of share-rentals, 56% of

Table 29: rorms of iandholding By Dunumage

Forms of Landholding

Number of
Dunums Owned Cash- Share- Row
Farming- Small- rental rental Total

landlord holder

1 - 24 10 a3 23 243 329
25 - 4% 12 17 b 124 159
50 - 74 3 2 3 18 26
75 - 99 1 - 2 4 7
100 - 124 2 2 3 1 8
125 - 149 3 - - - 3
150 - 174 i - 1 - 2
200 - ZZ4 2 1 1 1 S
300 - 32 3 - - - 3
325 - 149 - - - i 1
400 - 424 2 - - - 2
o000 - 524 1 - - - 1
775 - 779 z - - - 3
950 - 574 1 - - - 1
Not Ascertained - 20 b 17 43
Column Total 44 93 45 409 =93

smallholdings, 51% of cash rentals and only 23% of farming-
landlord holdings are less than 25 dunums. Moreover, nine-
tenths of share-rentals, three—quarters of smallholdings,
two-thirds of cash rentals and half of farming-landlord

holdings are less than 50 dunums in size. O0Only 1% of share
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rentals, 3% of smallholdings and 11% of cash rentals aré of
100 or more dunums, while over a third of farming-landlords
holdings are of 100 or more dunums. This data show that
smaller farms are the norm and that large farms are an
infrequent phenomenon. The majority of the region's peasant
farmers farm on holdings of under 25 dunums. Larger holdings
are more frequent among farming—landlords although a

substantial part of the land controlled by them is rented out

rather than farmed directly.

Table Z0: Forms of Landholding_ (under 5S¢ dnms) By Dunumage

Forms of Landholding
Number of
]Dunums Small- Cash- Share- Row
" holder rental rental Total
i -4 b 3 b6 15
5 -9 i1 12 31 o4
10 - 14 i8 4 68 QG
15 - 19 9 2 a9 70
20 - 24 9 2 79 0
25 - 29 1 1 47 49
0 - 34 G i 44 S4
5 -39 2 2 8 12
40 - 44 3 1 19 23
45 - 49 2 1 6 9
53 nius 5 10 25 40
Not Ascert. 20 6 17 43
Column Total 95 45 409 549

Moreover, while four—-fifths of the landholding population
farm under 50 dunums of land, we should be aware that even
within this range there is likely to be wide variations 1in
land distribution. Table 30 gives a less concentrated

breakdown of landholding for the different agrarian groups in
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numerical class unit widths of 5 dunums. This data show that
Just over four-fifths of all landholders, except farming-
landlords (who are excluded from this table), have holdings

of under 45 dunums and two-fifths have holdings of under 20

dunums.

If we consider the differential landholding patterns among
different forms of landholding we find that the average
smallholding is 19 dunums, the average cash rental is 34
dunums and the average share-rental is 23 dunums. The most
common size of smallholding is 10-14 dunums, the most common
cash rental is 5-9 dunums and the most common share-rental is
20-24 dunums . Moreover, more than a third of both
smallholdings and cash rentals and over a quarter of share-
rentals are holdings of less than 15 dunums. Almost half of
both smallholding and cash rentals and only two-fifths of
share-rentals are wunder 20 dunums in area. Furthermore,
share-rentals are relatively more common in the ranges over
25 dunums than either smallholdings or cash rentals. However,
we should not be particularly surprised at this fact,
especially when compared with smallholding, since we should
bear in mind the fact that sharecroppers are divested most
commonly of 50% of their produce in the form of the rental

payment they make to their landlord.

For an average sharecropping household to maintain income

parity with a comparable smallholding household the

sharecropping household would, ceterus paribus, have to farm

twice as much land as the comparable smallholding household.
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However, the main fact which emerges from these data is that
small scale farming 1is the predominant form of farming
system. This small scale farming makes economic sense as a
form of high intermediate technology, irrigated and labour
intensive farming. The general feature of this farming system
is that it i1s much smaller in size than the normal farm size
in Palestine during the Mandate period, which in any case
was normally based on rain—-fed agricultural production. The
general feature of the farming system in the north Jordan
Valley is that it is small-scale intense farming geared up to
the production of vegetable crops for a developed commodity
market. The agriculturalists in this region are first and
foremost producers of exchange value where the money obtained
is wutilised to meet rental payments and to purchase the
necessary household consumption requirements. These peasants
largely live and work in a social formation where wage labour
relations predominate over all other forms of economic
activity and thus it would be mistaken to assume that in the
event of a severe agricultural crisis they could revert back
easily to simple forms of household subsistence production.
Subsistence production 1is now a secondary aspect of their
production related activities and in times of crisis, such as
periods of market gluts and natural catastrophes, this
subsistence side of agricultural activities can help the
peasantry to cushion the worst impact of these crises.
However, in the final analysis, subsistence production cannot
constitute an alternative to highly specialised and
commoditised agricultural production. The logic of the

landholding situation is geared to intense agricultural
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production wutilising modern technology and agricultural
inputs. Existing farm size mitigates against a return to a
system where subsistence production predominates over the
market function which is based on the higﬁly monetised and

technologically based production of use—-values for exchange.

Parcelization

One factor which often mitigates against extensive land use
and bringing land under more intensive forms of production is
the dissolution and fragmentation of landholding into minute
parcels of 1land, often separated by fairly substantial
distances and over different agricultural terrains. This is
certainly an aspect of the landholding pattern in the West
Bank highlands where landholding has been subject to
fragmentation. This happened over a long period of time as
larger landholding units became fragmented into smaller and
smal ler units through the inheritance system, which
generationally dissolves the original landholding unless it
is consolidated through purchase and traditional forms of
transfer, e.g. as a bride price etc. However, this mechanism
does not appear to be operating in the Jordan Valley where
sharecropping rather than smallholding is the predominant

form of land tenure system.

The data show that slightly more than two-fifths of all
landholdings are parcelled into more than one plot of 1land
(see Table 31). Sharecroppers show the least tendency to work

parcelized holding with three-fifths of sharecroppers working
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consolidated holdings. There are not, however, large
statistical differences between the different landholding
classes in terms of the degree of parcelization, since half
of both smallholders and cash tenants, 'two-fifths of
sharecroppers and three-fifths of farming-shepherds work
parcelized plots. The figure for farming-shepherds is
exceptional 1n relative terms, but in absolute terms this

group only constitutes 4% of those with parcelized plots of

land.
Table Z1: Landholding By Land Parcelization

Landholding Category
Land Row
Dispersion Share— Shepherd Cash Small- Total

cropper Tenant holder
Farceiled 167 10 22 48 247
Adiacent 229 = 22 46 . 202
Not #Ascert. i3 2 1 1 17
Column Total 409 17 45 Q5 566

The actual number of land parcels ranges from 1 to 19,
although only 0.2% of the population has 19 parcels and
indeed only 3% of the farming population farms on more than 5
parcels of land (see Table 32). After the fully consolidated
landholding, two parcels are the most common form of
parcelized holding, with 15% of sharecroppers, 35% of
farming—-shepherds, 29% of cash tenants and 28% of
smallholders farming on two separate parcels of land.

Farming on three or more plots is not unknown and indeed it

)
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is relatively common with a guarter of both sharecroppers and

farming-shepherds, and a fifth of both cash tenants and

o,

Tanie Z2: tandnoldinag Cateqory By Number of Farcels

Landholding Category
Number of ROW
Farceis Snare-~ Shepherd Cash Small- Total
cropper Tenant holder {

1 229 5 22 46 202

2 61 ) 3 27 107

3 39 3 3 9 54

4 25 - 2 "4 Z1

S 24 1 3 4 a2

6 g9 - - 1 10

7 1 - - - 1

8 - - 1 - 1

9 1 - - - 1

Not Ascert. 19 2 1 3 25
Column Total 409 i7 45 93 S966

smallholders farming on three or more separate parcels of
land. However, farming on five or more parcels of land
simultaneously 1is quite infrequent with only 9% of both
sharecroppers and cash tenants, and only 6% of both farming-
shepherds and smallholders farming on five or more distinct
plots of land. Thus, while parcelized farming is not the
dominant form of land dispersion there is still a relatively
high incidence of parcelized farming, but this has not led to
fragmentation of landholding in the same manner as in the
West Bank highlands. Parcelisation 1is probably directly
related to different forms of landholding and thus to
different class locations in most cases rather than to

fragmented landholdings.
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The major problem associated with parcelized land is that it
inhibits the development of extensive farming systems, 1i.e.
systems which are highly mechanised 1n terms of the planting
and harvesting technology utilised. This is not an important
problem 1in the Jordan Valley at the present time since the
farming system adopted 1is an intensive farming system on
small plots of 1land producing vegetable crops, where
harvesting technology has not been developed to reap soft-—
skinned vegetable produce. Harvesting remains labour
intensive. As long as this farming system continues then the
issue of consolidation of parcelized plots is not likely -to
change the land tenure pattern of land distribution. However,
a changeover from vegetable crop production to extensive
field crop production or the development of mechanical sowing
and cropping systems capable of handling sof t—skinned
vegetable produce, which at the same time works out less
costly and more profitable than sharetenancy, would most
likely lead to a de—peasantisa£ion of the sharecropping

gsector in the Jordan Valley.

SUMMARY

In this chapter I looked at the different types of peasant
modes of production and there constituent class relations of
production which exist in the region. I demonstrated that all
forms of peasant enterprise are engaged in petty—-commodity
production but that there are only two forms of non-
capitalist modes of production which entailed relations of

direct economic exploitation in their immediate relations of
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material production. These are sharecropping and cash
tenancy. Sharecropping forms of production are prevalent in
the region and account for two-thirds of all peasant
enterprises. Cash tenancy is fairly marginal and accounts for

only 7% of peasant farm enterprises.

The other two types of production unit found in the region
are internally non-exploitative in their immediate relations
of material production, familial and gender relations of
subordination notwithstanding. These are smallholding and
farming—-landlordism which are both forms of pett;—commodity
production. Smallholding accounts for less than a fifth of
peasant farm enterprises and farming-landlordism accounts for
only 3% of peasant farm units. Thus, we can infer from this
picture that the regional economy is one which 1is largely
based on production through the direct exploitation of

immediate producers.

The pattern of land ownership under private landlords is
diffused among a large number of small landlords, and thus we
can say that there is no actual concentration of economic
exploitation, although this is an ongoing tendency since the
two largest landlords control a tenth of all sharecropping
compacts. Moreover, the largest landlord is also the major
merchant and commercial haulier operating in the region and
the two largest landowning families (as opposed to

individuals) control almost a quarter of sharecropping

compacts.
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The pattern of landholding in the region is dominated by
relatively small-scale plots; more than half the peasant
farmers operate enterprises of less than 25 dunums. The most
common size of share-rental 1s 20-24 dunums; while the most
common areas of smallholding and cash rental are 10-14 and 5-
9 dunums respectively. The parcelization of land - while not

prevalent - is not an uncommon phenomenon.

This chapter has allowed me to bring out, through the realist
retroductive method, the pattern of economic class relations
embedded in the different modes of' production. In the
following chapter I will attempt to bring out through the
same methodological procedure the structure of wunequal

exchange, its tendencies and interaction with these economic

class relations.
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CHAPTER 4: MERCHANT/USURER CAPITAL AND THE SUBORDINATION OF

NON—CAPITALIST FORMS OF PRODUCTION

In the preceding chapter I attempted to define the
specificity of the relations of production in the different
forms of non-capitalist modes of production which were found
in the region under analysis in this study. I showed how only
in sharecropping and cash tenancy relations of production did
there actually occur relations of economic exploitation
engendered in these modes of production themselves. In this
chapter I want to show how all forms of peasant agrarian
enterprises have become formally subordinate to
merchant /usurer capital and the mechanisms which
merchant/usurers utilise to appropriate part of the surplus
product produced by the different forms of peasant commodity
producers residing in the region. I will then attempt to draw
out some basic ideas on agrarian development strategies which
can help to off-set the worst aspects of peasant poverty

instigated by their formal subsumption to merchant/usurer

capital.

I. THE CIRCULATION OF COMMODITIES, COMMERCIAL AND USURER

CAPITAL

In order to understand the phenomenon of peasant subsumption
to merchant/usurer capital I feel it is necessary to move
from an abstract account of the process of social
reproduction through a series of specifications which lead us

to a concrete understanding of the real relationships which
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bind the peasantry to merchant/usurer capital. To begin at
the most abstract level, in all societies the basic
biologically necessary element of human existence and human
reproduction 1s provided by means of consumption - food,
clothing, shelter, etc. However, in order for consumption to
be possible, the production of consumer items (use-values)
must take place or humanity cannot exist. It is a basic
feature of all human society that people produce the
consumption requirements of society regardless of the
specific forms of production, the social division of labour
or the economic class structure that exist. Thus, from the
very primordial beginnings of human existence consumption and
production are conjoined in a basic symbiotic unity. The
symbiosis 1itself has no necessary form other than the fact
that it is a social construction and not a natural one, and
thus 1t 1s subject to change and infinite variation through
different social formations and different historical epochs.
(1) This interconnection 1is a basic law of social
reproduction which consists of an interdependent circuit of
production and consumption. This can be represented formally,
as:
P...C...P...,

where, P represents the production of use-values and C

represents the consumption of these use—values.

In outlining this abstract account we are not concerned with
the empirical patterns of consumption but merely with

necessary consumption, in other words a biological necessity.

Consumption has two elements which are required to maintain
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any stable level of production and reproduction; first, we

have the personal consumption of producers which must fulfill

a biological minimum if producers are to go on producing,

and, second, we have the productive consumption of producers

which refers to the actual means of production (i.e. tools,
machinery, etc.) and the elements necessary to cover the
depreciation of the means of production. These two elements
are necessary invariant aspects of all human activity and 1in

this model are historically unspecific.

Once society passes beyond the level of natural economy and
attains a relatively complex level in the social division of
labour, markets begin to operate as a mechanism of
distribution and exchange of production for necessary
consumption. Production and consumption become linked through
the mechanism of trade and exchange and the use-values

exchanged take the form of commodities.

If we shift the level of analysis to a more concrete but
still abstract model, which allows us to specify the form of
articulation of commodity producers - 1i.e. sharecroppers,
smallholders, cash tenants, farming-shepherds and farming-
landlords - in the Jordan Valley to the West Bank, Israeli
and international economy, then we find that the social
reproduction of these commodity producers occurs through

three interconnected and complementary processes 1in the

circulation of commodities.

In the first 1instance, simple commodity producers are
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dependent upon the pre—-existence of markets where they can
sell the commodities they produce and purchase other
commodities (both personal and productive commodities) which
they do not produce. This circuit of simple commodity
production can be formally represented as:
cC-M-20C',

where, C - M represents the act of selling commodities (C)
for a sum of money (M), and the final part of the circuit M -
C' represents the outlaying of a sum of money (M) for a
bundle of commodities (C'). This is the formal outline of the

circuit of simple commodity production, where the producer 1is

concerned to exchange the commodities s/he produces in order
to obtain money to purchase another package of commodities
which s/he does not produce but which are necessary for both
her/his personal and productive consumption. The extended
circuit of simple commodity production can be formally

represented, thus:
P...C - M-C'...Cn,
where, P...C represents the production of commodities and Cn

equals the total bundle of commodities purchased.

The generalisation and reproduction of simple commodity

production requires the development of the circuit of

commercial capital as a necessary condition of social

reproduction, i.e. the existence of commodity markets where
commodities can be bought and sold. The circuit of commercial
capital is a sphere of economic activity in which merchants
act as intermediaries between different consumers and

producers. The circuit of commercial capital can be formally
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represented, thus:
M-C-M',

where, M represents the initial sum of money outlaid for a
bundle of commodities C, and M' represents the final income
from the sale of these commodities. The circuit of commercial
capital 1s predicated on the logic of purchasing commodities
cheaply 1n order to sell them at a dearer price. If the
merchant does not achieve this aim, i.e. if M' is equal to or

less than M, then s/he is wasting her/his time and effort.

The development and expansion of the circuit of commercial
capital accompanies increasing specialisation and
differentiation in the social division of labour. The circuit
acts as a medium through which a multivarious array of
differentiated producers enter an institutionalised form of
economic 1interaction through which they can exchange their.
produce for money with which they can purchase other
commodities through the same institutional arrangement. This
institutionalised form 1is the sphere of market relations
which 1s charged with the function of consumption. As the
social division of 1labour in commodity producing social
formations becomes more complex, then the role of merchant
capital reaches prominence as merchants become more
specialised 1in order to integrate the different commodity
markets with one another. This development integrates the
circuits of production and consumption, and we can formally
represent this form of social reproduction, thus:

pP..C-(M-C-M) -C'...Cn
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In acting as a mediator between the circulation of different
commodities to consumers and producers, the merchant is not
particularly interested 1in the origin of the commodities.
S/he 1s not concerned if they originate from capitalist or
non-capitalist forms of production. The main criterion for
merchant capital is that M' is of greater monetary value than
M. The only concern is with immediate profitability. In
acting out this brokerage role, merchant capital most
commonly acts as a mediator between non-capitalist and
capitalist commodity producers over regional, national and

international boundaries.

In the actual process of exchange the commodity undergoes no
transformation in its basic form. The merchant does nothing
to the commodity in a productive sense. The relationship
between the merchant and consumer is not based on a
relationship of economic exploitation, rather it 1s based on

unequal exchange. The relationship to the merchant of the

original producer of the commodity is also normally one of
unequal exchange. This essentially means that merchant
capital exchanges commodities at non—-equivalent values. This
point is brought out quite clearly by Geoffrey Kay, who

defines the mechanism of unequal exchange in the following

‘terms:

Its [commercial capital's} circuit, M- C - M',
involves two transactions but only one commodity,
and there is nothing merchant capital does to this
commodity between the moment of its purchase and
subsequent sale, which increases its value. The
same commodity is with the same value features 1in
both exchanges, so that if the two transactions
took place at value, it would be the same value.
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Buying price and selling price would be equal and
the merchant would make no profit. For any profit
to Dbe made one transaction, at least, must take
place at a price not equal to value. This is not
simply an imperative for the individual merchant,
nor an occasional requirement that can be
satisfied by the odd crooked deal - unequal
exchange 1s a general condition for the existence
of merchant capital as a whole. (2)

Thus, for merchant capital to achieve profit and sustain the
general strategic aim of capital accumulation it must engage
in unequal exchange between producers and consumers. This
profit from unequal exchange finds its es;ential foundation
in the sphere of production in the form of the wunremitted
product of labour, 1i.e. it is part of the surplus product or
surplus labour which 1is appropriated by merchant capital
through the function of market exchange and trade. Merchant
capital pursues its strategy of capital accumulation through

the <circulation of commodities and not their production per

Se.

The third element involved in the circulation of commodities

is the circuit of interest bearing capital. Interest bearing

capital or usurer's capital, like merchant capital, is
dependent wupon the circulation of commodities. Interest
bearing capital is one further means of appropriating part of
the surplus product or surplus labour of peasant simple
commodity producers. Interest bearing capital is really a
variation of the circuit of commercial capital. The
difference being that interest bearing capital deals in only
one commodity: money. Money is not a commodity which is
produced but is instead a formal means of exchange. Moreover,

i
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this commodity is not sold but lent to be returned at some
future point in a financially augmented form. Money is
normally borrowed in order to consume. We previously noted
two forms of consumption (personal consumption and productive
consumption). The main reasons why peasant producers borrow
money is to purchase either goods for personal consumption or

goods for productive consumption or both.

The logic of the circuit of interest bearing capital can be
formally represented, thus:
M-M,

where a sum of money, M, 1s forwarded in return for a
deferred payment of a greater sum of money, M'. The logic
entailed is one based on pure quantity. The profits obtained
by usurers' capital are based on a monetary deduction from
surplus product and is also based on the mechanism of unequal
exchange. The inequality in this monetised transaction is
open and translucent since one sum of money is exchanged for

a greater sum of money.

We <can now set out formally the interaction of the three
circuits involved in the social reproduction of simple

commodity production, thus:

P..C-M-C-M)- M -M"')-C...Cn

While I have discussed these three circuits 1n generally
abstract terms, they have very real specifications which have
to be brought out empirically. While we can analytically and

conceptually separate the circuits of commercial and interest
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bearing capital. when we actually look at their operations in
concrete situations we may discover that, particualrly in the
absence of 1institutionalised credit and banking facilities,
these circuits become unified in the hands of individual
merchants. This wunification of commercial and interest
bearing capital can invest substantial levels of financial,
economic and political power in the hands of
merchants/userers. Both these circuits share a similar logic;
one based on the quantitative expansion of capital as money.
The merchant needs money to increase her/his supply of cheap
commodities which s/he then sells expeﬁsively. While the
usurer needs money to expand her/his money-lending
activities. The 1logic 1itself is of course subject to the
constraints of supply and demand and competition between

merchants and usurers.

When the circuit of interest bearing capital comes 1into
interaction with non-capitalist forms and modes of production
the interaction normally takes two distinct forms. Usurers
either extract a portion of the surplus product indirectly
through lending to landed elites who directly appropriate the
surplus product from peasant producers, or they may enter
directly into money—-lending relationships with the direct
producers themselves, which results in money-lending itself
becoming the primary mechanism of extracting surplus product

from non-capitalist modes of production.

In this respect, usurers' capital is different from merchant

capital since, as William Roseberry argues, it is not limited
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to the sphere of circulation but may well enter into the
sphere of production itself. It is Roseberry's contention
that interest bearing capital can stand in a distinct social

relation of production in the context of peasant forms of

non—-capitalist production, since:

Where interest is the primary method of extracting
surplus product from the direct producers, the
usurer has imperfect control over production, not
unlike the control exercised by the landlord who
rents out a portion of his land. In both cases, the
producer is identified with the means of
production, and in both cases, control of these
means is not, precisely speaking, the producers'.
In other words, the producer has not been separated
from the means of production, but these means have
been alienated from him to a certain extent.
Moreover, this alienation may lead to separation if
the creditor forecloses or if the landlord

expropriates. (3)

In other words, interest bearing capital does not exercise
real control or ownership of the labour process and thus no
actual real subsumption of the labour process to the logic of
capital, rather the labour process becomes formally subsumed
and tied to merchant/interest bearing capital although the

logic of production is still that based on simple commodity

production.

I1. THE PROCESS OF COMMODITISATION

In the previous section I attempted to clarify in a fairly
formal and abstract manner the way in which the circuits of
merchant and usurer capital interact with the circuit of
simple commodity production. However, in order to supplement

this abstract analysis we need to specify another concept
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which leads us towards a more concrete understanding of how
the mechanisms of formal subsumption interact at the more
concrete level of social agency. The concept which helps us
to understand this interaction is the concept of

commoditisation. Commoditisation 1s a concept with dual

aspects; on the one hand, relations of personal commodity

consumption, and, on the other, relations of productive

commodity consumption.

In the north Jordan Valley it is now almost completely
generalised that all forms of non-capitalist agrarian
enterprises are engaged in simple commodity production,
through which peasant households produce the most significant
portion of their agricultural produce for market exchange and
also utilise a smaller portion of their produce for household
subsistence consumption. The contemporary situation in the
Jordan Valley is based on the fact that all peasant producers
are engaged in an economic market situation dominafed by the
capitalist circulation process and to which they are

interlinked as "independent!" producers of agricultural

commodities.

Once simple commodity production becomes generalised, it
almost inevitably results in commodity specialisation as the
production process comes under the sway of market forces,
since it is only through specialisation, particularly on the
part of smaller farmers, that limited economies of scale can
be achieved. The form of specialisation in the north Jordan

Valley is wholly 1limited to vegetable crop production,
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normally utilising HVY's and intermediate drip irrigation

technology.

In peasant societies, specialisation in different sectors of
agricultural commodity production most often results in an
extension of personal commodity consumption within the
peasant household as less and less of the household foodstuff
consumption is met from the subsistence resource base of the
peasant economy, and as these subsistence requirements are
met through commodity consumption through the market place
mediated by cash payment. Henry Bernsteiﬂ, in his work on
African peasantries, has shown that this can be taken as one

of the signs in the development of increasing

commoditisation. He states that:

When food needs are satisfied on a regular basis by
purchase this signifies that commodity relations
have developed to a higher level. It reflects a
more advanced social division of labour in which
some peasants specilalise in the commercial
production of food, some of which is directed
through the market to peasants engaged in other
branches of commodity production, or in which food
is produced on capitalist farms with higher levels
of productivity of labour and is available more
cheaply than food produced within the household.

(4)

While this 1is certainly ah aspect of social relations 1in
peasant agriculture in the north Jordan Valley, the more
important side of commoditisation, at least from the side of
merchants and usurers, is perhaps the intensification of
productive commodity consumption. By this I am referring to
the intensification of commodity purchases of productive

consumption on peasant farm enterprises. The main reason for



the intensification of productive commodity consumption in
the Jordan Valley is directly related to the changeover from
the furrow irrigation system to the drip irrigation system
and the associated bio—-chemical package of HYV's,
insecticides and pesticides which occurred in the mid-1970's.
During this period the regional peasantry became deeply
enmeshed in a new level of productive commodity consumption
as these new techniques - drip—-irrigation equipment, plastic
sheeting, HYV seeds/seedlings, insecticides, fertilizers,
etc. - had to be purchased in the market. The intensification
of these commoditised productive consumption needs created a
larger exploitative space and more profitable possibilities
for merchant and usurers in the appropriation of surplus
product through the mechanism of unequal exchange. It allowed
merchants to manifestly increase the appropriation of surplus

product through relative unequal exchange.

Bernstein has drawn out the effects of increasing
commoditisation on the economy of the peasant household
resulting in increasing costs of production and decreasing
returns to labour. This process he calls a "simple

reproduction squeeze" and comments that:

The pressures which result in the ‘"squeeze' on
simple reproduction include those arising from the
exhaustion of both land and labour given the
techniques of cultivation employed, from rural
"development' schemes which encourage or impose
more expensive means of production (improved seeds,
tools, more extensive use of fertilizers,
insecticides and pesticides, etc.) with no
assurance that there will be increased returns to
labour commensurate with the costs incurred, and
from deteriorating terms of exchange for peasant
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produced commodities. (5)

The last two elements in the constitution of the ‘'squeeze',
the application of rural development schemes which
substantially increase productive commodity consumption costs
and the advent of deleterious terms of trade, clearly applies
to the case of peasant indebtedness in the Jordan Valley.
However, the simple reproduction squeeze should further be
viewed as the conjunctural impact of drip irrigation and HYV
technology in leading to market saturation of peasant
produced commodities'in conjunction with inténsified levels

of unequal exchange on the peasantry by merchant/usurer

capital.
III. MARKETING

In his study of Zbeidat, Salim Tamari idgntifies four modes
of marketing open to peasant households. (6) These are
through, (i) direct sales to retailers and the public, (ii)
crop-leasing (daman mahsul) to merchants who estimate the
potential crop yield of a planted field before the harvest
period and make the farmer a cash offer for it which is paid
immediately, (iii) direct export through agents to Jordan,
and, (iv) direct auction sales in the regional wholesale

fruit and vegetable markets through commission agents.

First, direct sales by peasant households to fruit and
vegetable retailers were minimal and only four farmers

claimed to sell directly to retail outlets. Such sales
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require the ownership or possession of a truck or Volkswagon
transporter to get the produce to market, since the nearest
retail outlets are at a distance of 80-150 kilometres from
the farming areas. This is too far, too time-consuming and
too expensive to travel by tractor and trailer. Thus, direct
sales through retailers do not represent an important

marketing oulet for the vast majority of peasant producers.

A large number of farms, particularly if they have younger
children and older persons in the household, sell a portion
of their produce by peddling produce at the side of the road
to passing traffic. While this practice does bring in an
immediate monetised income into the household, only a very
small portion of the total crop vield is sold in this manner

and thus only a minor fraction of the total farm income comes

from this source.

Second, while there is substantial evidence that crop leasing
was common in the villages of Zbeidat, Marj Najeh, 'Ain
Shibli and Bardala after the initial introduction of drip
irrigation and HYV's in the late-1970's and even into the
1980's, the practice is no longer prominent today. There are
a number of reasons for the demise but two stand out as being
particularly important. First, 1in the initial phase of
introduction market prices were generally set by lower volume
production and crop-leasers were able to take advantage of
high tomato prices, particularly at the beginning of the
season. However, as more and more farms moved over to the

drip irrigation system, market prices dropped significantly
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and thus the normal interplay of supply and demand drove
crop—leasers from the market in search of safer wventures. A
second, and not necessarily unrelated, aspect is the fact
that the major crop—leasers were Israeli and Israeli—-Arabs
who sold the crop they leased across the "Green Line" (i.e.
inside Israel itself). Such economic trade, while legally
permissible for a variety of agricultural commodities
produced in the West Bank and Gaza, 1is legally proscribed by
military orders for the exportation of tomatoes, the main
crop of the region. (7) Israeli merchants undertaking such
ventures were liable to have their merchandise and transport
impounded and even confiscated if caught illegally
"exporting" agricultural commodities from the West Bank. At
the beginning of the 1980's much more stringent effort was
exerted by the Israeli authorities in attempting to curb
these illegal exporting ventures. During this time an
increasing number of merchants were caught and prosecuted.
Thus, for a combination of these two reasons, crop-leasing
came to an almost complete halt by 1983-84. Although the
nature of the drive for capital accumulation and quick
préfits being what it is, some people, mainly very small
operators, are still prepared to take the risks but the

practice is certainly no longer widespread.

It is difficult to find accurate figures on just how

widespread crop—-leasing was, but Tamari has suggested that:

Crop leasing is done only for a portion of the
fields, wusually one dunum at a time, as the farmer
always hores to get a better price by marketing his
crops in the hisbeh. (8)
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The situation described by Tamari, which may only be
applicable to the period during which he conducted his
fieldwork, 1s directly contrary to my field work evidence,
which 1t must be admitted in this case is impressionistic and
based on a very small number of interviews. My field work
evidence shows that only a small percentage of peasant
households formerly crop-leased their lands. But those which
did, crop-leased anything from 50-100% of their tomato crop,
which could be anything from 3 to 15 dunums. This is
significantly larger than the figure suggested by Tamari.
Moreover, as Tamari himself states, in the spring of 1980,
peasant households were receiving a gross income of $1000 per
dunum of tomatoes. (9) Given these prices it is very unlikely
that those peasant households who were crop-leasing would not
have been prepared to crop-lease more land, particularly as
harvesting, packing and marketing of the crop becomes the

responsibility of the crop-leaser.

Moreover, 1if we consider crop—leasing from the point of view
of the Chayanovian thesis of the trade—off between factor
income and leisure, then, the labour-consumer Dbalance
instigated by crop—-leasing is very favourable to the peasant
household. Since they only have to look after the crop until
the harvest period and the harvesting (i.e. the most intense
period of farm labour activity) of the crop Dbecomes the
responsibility of the crop-leaser. (10) The Chayanovian
thesis tends to support my impressionistic data that those
peasant farmers who crop-leased, leased substantially more

land than that suggested by Tamari. However, the evidence is
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not veridical and is unlikely to be proven one way or the

other now that the practice has largely ceased.

Fourth, one of the major incentives for £he ﬁntroduction of
Green Revolution technology and HYV's at the beginning of the
1970's was the availability of the international Arab export
market via Jordan as an extended market for produce from the
West Bank. Before the onset of the Iran—-Iraq war, produce
from the Jordan Valley was entering Iraq. Goods were also
entering Syria until the onset of the payticularly chilled
relations between Syria and Jordan. In order to export their
crops from the West Bank to Jordan, Palestinian peasant
farmers have to obtain '"certificates of origin'" guaranteeing
that their produce is the produce of Palestinian farms and

does not originate in Israel. The certificates permit farmers

Table Z7%: Source of Certificates of Oriqin by Agrarian Class
!
Source Share- Shepherd Cash Small- Farming Total
cropper tenant holder landlord
Landiord 72 - - 2 - 74
Mark. Coop 99 3 22 b - 160
Other 162 7 10 23 - 202
Not asc. I8 - 3 11 12 b4
Total 371 10 35 72 12 S00

to export up to 50% of their crop yield to Jordan. These
certificates have to be notarised by a representative of the

Jordanian government in the West Bank. This function is
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normally carried out for the north Jordan Valley region by
the Jericho Marketing Cooperative or employees of the
Jordanian Department of Agriculture. However, farmers do not
often have direct access to these sources and they will use
intermediaries to obtain the certificates of origin on their
behalf. Almost a third of peasant households get their
certificates of origin directly from the Jericho Marketing
Cooperative, 15% get them through the mediation of their
landlord and the largest group - two-thirds - gets them from
"other" unspecified sources which includes commission agents,

village mukhtars and the Jordanian Department of Agriculture

emp loyees (see Table 33).

There are some differences in the ways in which the various
agrarian classes gain access to certificates of origin. A
fifth of sharecroppers got their certificates from landlords
and they were the only group to obtain their certificates
substantially from this source. Only slightly more than a
quarter of sharecroppers got their certificates directly from
the Jericho Marketing Cooperative, compared with almost two-
thirds of cash tenants and half of all smallholders. One
reason for this is that sharecroppers are least likely to be
members of the marketing cooperative. Another reason is that
they are much more likely to be at the prey of other social
groups, particularly commission agents and commission agents
who combine mercantile functions with landlordism, and to
obtain their certificates of origin for them. This helps to

maintain and reinforce relations of patronage and clientism.

e
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Although the export market is open and trucks can cross into
Jordan at both the Allenby and Dammia bridges, the passage of
trucks across the bridges i1s subject to delay. Moreover,
transport costs are high, transportation is-limited and often
farmers do not obtain their certificates of origin in time to
get their crops to Jordan before the harvest begins to go
bad. Thus, two-thirds of those farmers who exported part of
their produce to Jordan had problems in marketing (see Table
34). The most common problem was that transportation costs
were seen to be excessively high. The cost of transportation,
including the certificates for the driver and truck, is 180
dinars (approximately US$540) for a journey of 90-100
kilometres. Moreover, trucks for transportation over the
bridges were in short supply, sSince the number of trucks
allowed to pass over the bridges between the West Bank and
Jordan are limited in number and have to be specially
stripped down so that they can be easily screened and checked
for the smuggling of arms and explosive;; all wheels and
engine parts are sealed, the chassis and interior is
completely stripped and the petrol tank is open. A tenth of
farmers said that limited availability of transport was a
major export marketing problem. Only 3% found that delays at
the bridge itself constituted a problem. A further 18% gave
other problems with marketing. Only a quarter of farmers
claimed that they did not have any problems in marketing. All
agrarian classes were equally subject to these problems and

there were no significant differences between the different

modes of production in this respect.
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vaple X4: Froblems of marketing in Jordan by Agrarian Class

Frobiem  Snare- Sheonerg Lash bmali- Farming Total
cropper tenant holder iandiord
None & ! 8 28 2 1357
Quantity 9 i 2 - 1 13
Delays i4 - 1 - 1 14
Trans cost 28 - - 6 - 34
Limited tr 19 - 9 5 1 34
Fermission 72 z 13 13 4 106
Other 77 3 2 7 1 90
Not asc. 59 - - 13 2 70
Total 371 10 35 72 12 500

Although not so much a problem but more an index of
exploitation, almost half of the peasant farm population
claimed that they had to pay a double commission on the sale
of their crops which were exported to Jordan (see Table 35),
i.e. they had to pay a commission to both'their West Bank
commission agent who transported the crops to Jordan, and
also to the commission agent on the Jordanian side who
auctions the «crop in the market place. In extreme cases,
this can mean almost a quarter of the sale price of the crop
being paid in commission. Moreover, this does not even take
into account transportation costs. Sharecroppers were
marginally more likely to be exploited in this way than other
agrarian classes, with 60% of sharecroppers praying double
commission, compared with 55% of cash tenants, 50% of

farming-landlords and 24% of smallholders.
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Tanle 353 Do You rFay_Louble Commission When You Market Your Crops in
Jordan oy fAgrarian Liass?

Doubie Share- Stiecriera  Lash Smail- Farming Total
Lommssn. cropper tenant noider tandlord

Yes 244 7 24 25 7 207
No ) 2 2 15 1 46
Jther 4 1 1 4 1 41
No Exports 22 4G 9 21 2 23
Not asc. &9 - g 2 3 108

— —

Total 405 59 44 103 14 625

The larger West Bank merchants also have offices in Amman
(the Jordanian capital) where they conduct business through
family networks. In most cases there is no economic necessity
for double commission, 1t is merely using power invested
through their monopoly over transportation and knowledge of
East Bank markets. An important point which should be borne
in mind 1is the fact that the export market 1is not an
alternative to marketing through commission agents, since the
export market is largely controlled by merchants on the West

Bank and this is particularly true of exports from the north

Jordan Valley.

In the past few vyears there have been increasing problems of
marketing in Jordan as vested interests on the East Bank have
attempted to limit and even prevent the penetration of the
Jordanian market by an influx of agricultural commodities
from the West Bank which can result in a reduction of the

profits of Jordanian merchants and farmers. (11)

i
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Finally. in the context of the market exchange of commodities
among the peasant community in the Jordan Valley, the main
institutional conduit for articulating the peasant commodity
producing sector to the home, colonial .and international
markets are commission agents operating through the regional
fruit and vegetable wholesale markets (hisbeh). These
commission agents are merchant wholesalers of agricultural
commodities. Commission agents are commercial capitalists who
essentially unify the function of merchant capital with the
function of wusurer capital and a number also provide
necessary productive services to get the produce to market.
The control over these markets invests monopoly power in the
hands of these merchants which they utilise to consolidate
their power as usurers and transporters. In the West Bank
there are three main markets which are centred in Nablus,
Jericho and Hebron. The Nablus hisbeh, is the largest in the
West Bank and 1i1s the regional centre for the auction of
agricultural commodities produced in the north Jordan Valley,
the coastal plains and the West Bank Highlands. Commission
agents control a section of the hisbeh where they carry out
their primary business of auctioning agricultural produce.
Their particular section of the hisbeh is normally rented to
them, although the whole hisbeh is licengsed by tender to the
highest bidder by the municipal authorities. There are a
number of smaller hisbehs in the other major towns on the
West Bank, but these are retail markets and not wholesale
ones. The majority of commission agents in the north Jordan

Valley operate through the Nablus hisbeh.
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The vast majority (83%) of peasant households in the north
Jordan Valley market their produce directly through regional
commission agents (see Table 36). Only 4% of peasant
households did not sell their farm produce in this manner.
Moreover, 1in terms of the regional class structuration,
sharecroppers (91%) and cash tenants (96%) were even more
likely than the other agrarian classes to be integrated into

the regional commodity markets by sales through commission

agents.

Table Z6: Do You 5ell Through Commission Agent by Agrarian Class?

CA. Share- Shepherd Cash Small- Farming Total
cropper tenant holder Landlord

Yes 368 12 42 87 11 520

No 23 1 1 2 - 27

hNot asc. 14 44 1 14 3 78

Total 405 59 44 103 14 625

IV. MARKETING AND MERCHANT/USURER CAPITAL

The data from the survey shows that a total of 27 different
commission agents were operating in the seven villages
studied (see Table 37). (12) The majority (63%) of these
commission agents were the agents for 10 peasant households
or less. In other words, two-thirds of commission agents
acted on behalf of only 12% of the agricultural population,
while slightly more than a third of commission agents acted

on behalf of 62% of the agricultural population. The region's
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two largest commission agents, Jawad Rizg al Masri and Abu
Shammat, both based in the Nablus Hisbeh, were the agents for

over a third of the peasant farm population. The breakdown of

Table =57: same S+ CommlsSsion_AQENT oy Ararian Llass
B
Name Share- Shepnerd Cash Small- Farming- Total
cropper tenant nolder iandlord
Abu al Walid K - - - - 3
Raia Abu Atiyeh 2 - - - - 2
Bnazi Abu Hantash 21 1 1 1 1 29
Abu Hassem Tubassi & - 2 - - 3
Abu Hisham 1 - - 1 - 2
Abu Shammat z 1 3 3 z a1
tthalid al Awad 1S - 2 2 - 19
Al Fahami (Jenin) 8 - - 4 - 12
Al rahami (Nablus) 3 1 - - - 4
Jawad Rizg al Masri 112 4 19 20 ] 160
Al Shaarwi 1 i 1 q - 7
Ibrahim al Sheikh 2 - - - - 2
Yehia Abdel Azi:z 13 - 2 3 - 18
Atif Halaweh - - - 1 - i
Maiid Yussef Jaber 10 - - - - 10
Misbah Yussef Jaber & 1 - 1 - 8
Manmud Salam Muannes 2 - - - - 2
Yusset Muhammed 1 - - - - 1
Nayef ai Hal Mussa 6 - - 4 - 10
Al Halj Nasser 16 - 2 6 1 25
Manmud Saiameh 2 - - 1 - 3
Hussein Shakaa 11 - 2 8 - 21
rajieh Shakaa ) - - 2 - 8
Husni Shantir 7 - 2 4 - 1z
Shawwa 1 - - - - 1
Abeaa Suilieman 15 i ) S i 28
Yussef Taher - - - 1 - 1
Other 48 3 1 10 - 3
Not ascertained 23 45 - 20 4 9z
Total 382 a8 43 101 14 598

this figure is that al Masri commissions the produce for more
than a quarter of the peasant population and Abu Shammat acts
for 9%. Al Masri 1is the most important and economically

powerful commercial agent operating in the region. It should
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also be noted that he is the region's largest landlord,

transporter and major export agent.

While the control of these two largest comhission agents 1is
marked over the peasant farm population generally, it is even
more marked in the <case of the sharecropping mode of
production, where these two agents act on behalf of two-
fifths of the sharecropping population and al Masri alone
acts on behalf of almost a third of all sharecroppers.
Moreover, al Masri also controls the commodity markets of 43%
of cash tenants, 20% of smallholders and 30% of farming-—
landlords. Thus, the tendency for marketing functions to be
dominated by a small number of commission agents 1is both
relatively and absolutely more developed in the sharecropping

mode of production than among other petty commodity

producers.

Table 28: Fercentage of Cash Sale Faid to Commission Agent by Agrarian

Class
% Snare- Shepherd Cash Small- Farming Total
cropper tenant holder landlora
1 - 4 7 N - - - 7
5~-9 138 & 28 29 7 208
10 - 14 176 3 12 38 ) 23
15 - 19 3 - - - - 3
20 - 24 i - - - - 1
Other 8 2 1 6 - 47
Not asc. 19 45 2 28 4 98
Total I8z =8 43 101 i4 298
/ 27
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In order to pay the commission agent for her/his service, the
peasant household hands over a set percentage of the sale
price of her/his produce which the commission agent deducts
when s/he auctions the crop. This Percentage.is variable, but
is normally set somewhere between 5-14% of the selling price;
almost three—quarters of peasant households paid commission
in this range (see Table 38). The most common commission paid
was 10-14% (normally 12%) which two-fifths of farmers paid,

and slightly more than a third paid 5-9% (normally 7%). (13)

If the only activity commission agents were involved in was
the formal merchant capital function of acting as a
commercial broker and intermediary between consumers and
producers, their monopoly position in the wholesale fruit and
vegetables market would not be particularly significant 1in
terms of their relationship to the peasantry and peasant
impoverishment. However, the larger commission agents are not
content to 1limit their economic role to that of merchant
broker. Rather, the drive for capital accumulation and
financial gain has led them into other areas of economic
activity, through which their monopoly position in the hisbeh

allows them to accentuate their economic and social power

over the peasantry.

One of the ways in which commission agents spread their
economic network beyond the function of merchant capital is
to enter into the sphere of productive activity through
providing transportation and haulage services in order to

deliver agricultural produce to the market. If the peasant is
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independent and free from combined landlord/merchant control
or 1indebtedness, then s/he 1s generally free to select
her/his commission agent and transporter on the basis of the
best price available. However not all peasants have this
degree of independence, and it is normally only the larger

and wealthier peasants who have this degree of economic

manoeuverability.

If peasant households wish to get their crops sold in the
wholesale markets then they are compelled, if their
commission agent is also a transporter and haulier, to use
her/his services to get their produce to the market. Such
transportation activities has enabled a number of commission
agents to form a cartel for the production of regulation
packaging boxes, which peasant households have to use to
package their produce before it can be sold in the wholesale
market. During the 1982-83 agricultural season these boxes
were being rented to peasants for 40 oldf Israeli shekels
(IS) (approximately US$0.40) each — and in the course of a
season an average peasant household would use hundreds, if
not thousands, of these boxes — and when the box is delivered
to the wholesale market s/he gets a refund of 35 IS. (14) For
the commission agent/transporter this is quite a lucrative
side venture to her/his merchant capitalist activities, since
in the course of the agricultural season the larger merchants
will deal 1in hundreds of thousands, if not millions, of
boxes. Apart from the income from box rental, the
merchant/transporter receives income for transportation costs

and porterage expenses in the hisbeh. A direct result of the
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introduction of HYV's has been to increase substantially
these costs to peasant households since the volume of their
production has risen tremendously, and thus their need to
make more extensive use of packaging and transportation

facilities has intensified in equal degree to their product

volume.

While the ©provision of transport services is a useful
component in 1linking and subordinating the peasantry to
merchant capital, the singularly most importgnt mechanism of
formally subsuming the peasantry 1is through the tied
provision of credit through indebtedness. Once the
"independent" peasantry - from all agrarian class forms -
become 1indebted to commission agents then that commission
agent has a monopoly over the marketing of their produce and
1s able to consolidate the process of indebtedness by the
continuing provision of credit to the tied peasantry from
vyear to vyear. This process 1is particularly marked in

sharecropping where the commission agent is also the tenant's

landlord.

The commission agents' monopoly position allows them to act
as main provisioners of drip 1irrigation, seeds, seedlings,
chemical pesticides and fertilizers and vplastic sheeting.
Tables 39 and 40 show that the majority of peasant households
purchase their insecticides and fertilizers (53%) and
seeds/seedlings (52%) from commission agents, while a fifth
of peasant households also get loans from commission agents

(see Table 41). Sharecroppers are much more integrated into
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farm provisioning of their basic farm inputs from commission
agents than other agrarian classes. Three—quarters of
sharecropping enterprises get their fertilizers, insecticides
and seeds/seedlings through commission agents.

agie 7:  Uo You Furcnase INnsectid nd rFesticides from Commission

e

ides

[N

Agent oy Agrar:ian Ciass

o e e -
Insect. Share- Shephera Cash Small- Farming Total
% pest. crooper tenant nolder iandlord
Yes 241 4 I3 41 7 331
No 87 3 9 33 3 135
Other I3 1 1 4 1 40
Not asc. 44 46 1 25 3 119
Total 405 99 44 103 i4 625

Table 40: Do  You Furchase Seegs/seedlinaos From Commission Agent Dby

fgrarian Class?

Seed/ Share- Shepherd Cash Small-~ Farming Total
seedlina cropper tenant holder landlord

Yes 234 G 32 40 7 322
No 83 3 9 4 3 I2

Other 33 1 i 4 1 40
Not asc. 55 44 2 25 3 121

Total 405 99 44 103 14 625
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Table 4i: Do You Get Loans From Commission hgent By fararian Class?

Loans Share- Sheonera  Casn Smali- Farming Total
cropper tenant holder _dandlord
Yes 8é 2 11 17 3 121
No 275 10 31 65 b 287
Uther 25 1 1 3 - 0
Not asc. 19 46 1 18 3 87
{ Totail 405 59 44 1032 14 L&25

It is 1in providing credit for the purchase of farm inputs
that the combination of merchant and usurer capital becomes
most acute and this intensifies the commission agents'
ability to engage 1in a monopoly form of unequal exchange
which is highly exploitative of the peasantry. The impact of
HYV's and the associated technological package on the process
of commoditisation has accentuated the process of

merchant/usurer exploitation of the peasantr&.

The manner in which this has occured 1is that peasant
households are increasingly bound to their commission agents,
either because s/he is also their landlord or they Dbecome
indebted to her/him, or both. At the beginning of the farming
sSeason the commission agent provides the fertilizers,
insecticides, drip irrigation equipment, seeds and seedlings
which the peasant household needs to start up the
agricultural season. All of these items are provided to
indebted peasants on credit. Normally, even if this credit-
bonded peasantry can afford to pay cash for these items, the

commission agent compels them to pay on credit. Quite clearly
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this credit arrangement works to her/his advantage as the
range of credit which peasants pay ranges from 15-40% over a
nine month period (i.e. the period of. the agricultural
season). Moreover, the original price of the inputs sold to
the peasants are highly inflated, ranging from as much as 25-

100% more than the free market price.

Peasant farmers are quite <clearly aware of the extreme
exploitative nature of the system under which they operate,
although they are largely powerless to do anything about it
in the absence of peasant associations, credit, marketing and
consumer cooperatives and other forms of institutionalised
credit which they could get access to. Immediately below 1
have presented a selection of voices from the peasantry which

show their consciousness of the exploitation which they face

in their daily lives. (15)

The cooperative listens only to the landlords and
not to the farmers and if the farmer protests the
landlord will not renew his sharecropping contract
for the coming year. Jawad Rizq al Masri took
possession of three—quarters of the lands of the

Jordan Valley by usurery... The landlord refuses to
allow me to buy in cash from the hisbeh and on my
own expense. The hisbeh sells each sack of

fertilizer for. 11 dinars instead of 7 dinars and
Rupigan (a brand name for inorganic pesticide] 1is
gsold for 28 dinars instead of 21 dinars (Mahmud -
Jiftlik)

The sharecropping system is a feudal system. It
would have been better if the farmer could afford
to pay 1in cash at the beginning of the season.
Buying on credit 1is depriving the farmer of
achieving any profit. The price of Intercole |[a
brand name of a pesticide] is 100 IS. [on the free
market] while the commission agents at the hisbeh
sell it for 250 IS. (Mithgal - 'Ain al Beda)

Even though the commission agent deals with the
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Jordanian dinar, he still get 25% interest.
Example. The cost of insecticide is 20 dinars at
the hisbeh, while the price becomes 25 dinar if it
1s bought on credit. (Tawfigq — 'Ain al Beda)
Working in the Jordan Valley is not profitable, 1t
1s as if we are working on a voluntary basis with
no material award. The only good thing in the
Jordan Valley is that the farmer supplies himself
[with food]} from his own produce without paying a
commission, which is the only thing he doesn't pay
a commission on. (Hassan - Jiftlik)

Jawad Masri [the region's largest landlord and
commission agent] rents out drip irrigation
equipment for 20 dinars per dunum. Jawad forces us

to buy everything from the hisbeh and prevents us
paying cash even when we can afford it. (Muhammed -

Jiftlik)

The main reasons for the increase in indebtedness during the
1980's has been the enhancement of commoditisation associated
with the introduction of the "Green Revolution" technology.
This has led to the re-ensnarement of peasant households in
the perennial cycle of indebtedness to merchant/usurers.
During 1984, when I did a number of field visits, I was
shown bills and receipts by one informant for the sum of 1000
Jordanian dinars (approximately US$3000) which he had to pay
to the region's largest commission agent. This particular
informant considered himself fortunate, as most of his
colleagues were considerably more indebted, owing sums
ranging from 2000-3000 dinars (approximately US$6000-9000).
Peasant farmers reported that in previous times, when they
operated with the furrow irrigation technology or produced
field crops, they would accumulate debts of up to 200 dinar
(approximately US$600) at most but never more. (16) These
peasant farmers were deeply concerned about the implications

of this new development and feared that their accumulated
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debts and the interest upon them would be difficult for them
to clear. This fear was well founded, since, during the 1986-
87 agricultural season, the debt burden of these farmers has
increased and they have accumulated debts of between 7000~
9000 dinars (approximately US21,000- 27,000). (17) Moreover,
in discussion, the agent for the region's second largest
merchant claimed that his employer was owed a total of
180,000 dinars (approximately US$540,000) by peasant farmers

in the whole of the Jordan Valley region.

Through their ability to act as suppliers of agricultural
inputs, merchants have been entering into direct relations
with peasant producers and their activities as money-lenders
have presented them with a structural claim on a significant
portion of the surplus product of the debt-bonded peasantry.
However, merchants have not been concerned to excercise
control over the production process itself which still
largely remains in the hands of the peassnt household. To
exercise such control would be to undermine the very
foundation of the perhaps inefficient and unstable, but still
very lucrative, system of unequal exchange from which a large
part of their income 1is derived. Rather than directly
alienating the indebted peasants from their 1land, merchant
capital has been content to utilise its power and influence
to make sure that money coming into the region in the form of
loans and grants from the PLO-Jordanian administered Joint
Committee Funds has been used by the peasantry to service
their accumulated debt. However, as the financial inflows

from Joint Committee Funds have been frozen since the de
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facto collapse of the Amman Agreement between the PLO and the
Jordanian Hashemite regime during 1986, it remains to be seen
how the system will continue to operate without this influx

of funds which helped the indebted peasantry to keep their

heads above water.

Due to the fact that indebtedness is not linked to
merchant/usurer control over the production process, this
form of surplus appropriation is necessary less rational and
more unevenly developed over the peasantry than contol of the
production process under capitalist regimes of surplus
extraction. While the intensification of productive commodity
consumption by peasant farmers with the introduction of
"Green Revolution" technology did enable merchants to
increase their appropriation of relative surplus product from
the peasantry to a higher level, the ability to increase even
more relative surplus product has a built-in ceiling 1linked
to market constraints and ecological’ and technical
constraints on the productiveness of peasant producers. The
main accumulation strategy open to merchant/usurers 1is to
develop capital accumulation strategies through increasing
their share of absolute surplus product. This requires a
spatial expansion of their usurer activities over increasing
numbers of peasant households, pushing out less 'competitive"
merchant/usurers and thus tendentiously increasing the number

of peasants indebted to each of the more competitive

merchant/usurers.

There has been a distict empirical trend towards both the
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horizontal and vertical integration of market, credit and
transport functions among a number of the most powerful
Nablus-based merchant families. This trend is exemplified and
most developed in the case of Jawad al Masri, where we can
detect a horizontal integration through the incorporation of
increasing numbers of peasants under his patronage as a
merchant auctioneer of agricultural crops. Vertical
integration can be seen in his evolving control and
diversification 1into transportation, packaging, credit and
exporting. The combined horizontal and vertical integration
of merchant capital, usurer capital and transportation allows
the larger merchants both to extend and intensify the

appropriation of absolute surplus product from the peasantry.

Although the process of horizontal and vertical integration
is well under way, especially in the case of al Masri, the
main mechanism of subordinating the peasantry to
merchant /usurer capital is through debt;bondage. This is
unevenly developed and distributed throughout the peasantry
as a whole and the larger and wealthier peasants have so far
been able to remain outside the net of perennial
indebtedness. It is the smaller and poorer farmers who are
most systematically exploited and subordinated through this
mechanism. As long as independent farmers are not indebted
they can purchase their inputs outside of the hisbeh, where
they obtain better rates on the open market. The independent
peasant household only needs to use the hisbeh for its
commercial function and not for its credit function. However,

one recent trend is that the formerly independent and middle
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level peasantry are beginning to succumb to indebtedness
brought about by what Bernstein refers to as a ‘'simple
reproduction squeeze'. As agricultural costs have risen as a
result of 1ncreased commoditisation, theré has been a
concomitant deterioration in the terms of exchange of peasant
produce over the last four years. This has resulted in
significant numbers of peasants not being able to meet their
seasonal costs at the beginning of the agricultural season.
Thus, in order to meet their seasonal provisioning and start-
up requirements, more and more peasant households have been
forced to use the informal credit facilities offered by

commission agents in the absence of alternative agrarian

credit institutions.

IV. MERCHANT/USURER CAPITAL AND SHARECROPPING

There is another mechanism operating which also serves to
subordinate the peasantry and pull them into structural
indebtedness and which offsets any relative freedom on the
part of certain groups of peasants to act as free market
individuals. This is the vertical integration of
sharecropping—-landlordism with commercial/usurer capital. In
this form of integration commercial/usurer capitalists are
also the landlords of sharetenants. This results in a dual
subordination of the sharecropping mode of production at both
the level of production and the level of exchange. Thus, the
debt-bonded sharecropping household faces economic
exploitation as a production unit and unequal exchange in its

market and credit relations. The result of this process is
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not merely the juxtaposition of two forms of exploitation but
the concentration and intensification of both processes.
Debt—-bonded sharecropping households are more securely locked
into subordinate relations with their merchant—usurer
landlords than any other agrarian class. They are among the
most impoverished and 1indebted group of peasants 1in the
Jordan Valley. The clearest and most developed example of
this form of concentration 1s again to be found in the
merchant /usurer/landlord Jawad al Masri, who is the
landholder of 6% of sharecropping tenancies in the region and
the commission agent for almost a third of all sharecroppers.
Moreover, the al Masri family as a whole are the landholders
for 11% of the regional sharetenancies. (18) The sway which
al Masri holds over his tenants has allowed him to institute
a system of monopoly pricing for farm inputs for his

dependent tenants and debt-bonded peasant farmers.

While sharecropping in particular, Dbut also other forms of
peasant production, remain under the control of
merchant/usurer capital it 1is unlikely that the laws of
motion of this form of appropriation will change and develop
into capitalist relations of production in the area. Most
commentators have had a tendency in the past to view
sharecropping as either a backward or transitional form of
agrarian system. Thus, most Marshallian economists focus on
the “technical inefficiency" of sharecropping, while,
Marxists, following Marx, tend to perceive sharecropping as a
transitional form of capitalist ground-rent, which was

destined to be superceded by capitalist ground-rent proper.

i
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Timothy Keegan has recently contended that both positions are
mistaken and argues that sharecropping is an exceptionally
rational mechanism of capital accumulation, under determinate
conditions. (18) In the context of - landlordism and
merchant/usurer capital relations 1in the Jordan Valley
sharecropping 1s an eminently rational, although not a
completely efficient, response on the part of landlords and
merchant/usurer/landlords to the problem of capital

accumulation 1in a situation delimited by colonialism and

long-term occupation.

Sharecropping, which is the dominant form of peasant
production relations in the region, was revitalised in the
area through the introduction of intermediate technology.
This outcome was largely brought about without any
concomitant capitalisation in expensive machinery, plant and
equipment, such as tractors, farm buildings, storage and
processing facilities, since sharecroppers typically rent
much of thei} mechanical equipment requirement.
Capitalisation with this "Green Revolution" technology
involves, by and large, an annual expenditure on the purchase
of seeds, fertilizers, insecticides, drip—-irrigation
equipment and plastic sheeting. It is the phenomenon of
annual capitalisation which contains the <c¢lue to the
consolidation of sharecropping during the early 1970's, and
in particular merchant/usurer integration with this form of
peasant production. In the context of ongoing land
expropriation by the Israeli authorities, it would require an

unfounded optimism on the part of any capitalist investor to
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proceed on the path of capitalisation of the means of
production along capitalist lines, for this would involve a
substantial investment 1n mechanical equipment, plant
machinery and storage facilities over a longer period of
time. Capitalist farmers would have to be prepared to present
a budget for capitalisation and depreciation which would have
to cover expenditures over a period of anything from 10-30
years. Because of the ever present danger of land
expropriation and crop and market control by the military
authorities, such a long—-term investment plan becomes an
unmerited financial risk. The appeal of sharetenancy. over
agrarian capitalism is that it offers an extremely lucrative
solution to the drive for capital accumulation in the money
form for merchant/usurer capital under the constraints of

colonial occupation.

VI. SOME NOTES ON DEVELOPMENT STRATEGIES IN THE SPHERE OF

MARKETING AND CREDIT

The peasants really need co—-operatives, and
especially consumers', marketing and credit co-
operatives. When they buy goods, the merchants
exploit them; when they sell their farm produce,
the merchants cheat them; when they borrow money or
rice, they are fleeced by usurers; and they are
eager to find a solution to these problems...Given
proper guidance, the co—-operative movement can
spread everywhere along with the growth of peasant
associations. (Mao Tse—-Tung) (20)

I start this section with a quote from Mao, written to
celebrate the “"Fourteen Great Achievements of the Peasant
Movement in Hunan" (although it was written about a very

different context from that of the peasantry in the north
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Jordan Valley) since it 1identifies, with lucid brevity,
exactly the direction in which organisation and mobilisation
must necessarily move if peasants are to break out of the
perennial cycle of indebtedness to merchant/usurer capital.
Wnile certain sectors of the peasantry, most particularly
sharecroppers and cash tenants, are enmeshed in exploitative
relations 1in the sphere of production, the main site of
peasant exploitation and subordination is in this sphere of
market exchange and access to credit facilities, 1i.e. the
main location of peasant exploitation in ﬁhe present economic
conjuncture is in the sphere of the circulation of
commodities and money. It is in this sphere that peasants are
most systematically subordinated to the interests of
merchant/usurer capital. The whole system of merchant/usurer
capital 1is centred around the hisbeh, and a number of
merchant capitalists have been able to use this arena to
establish a complex institutional network geared to

appropriating as much surplus product from peasant producers

as is humanly possible.

Given that this is where the root of the problem lies, it is
no more than a false panacea to pursue development strategies
which conceive of the solution to peasant poverty to lie in
inducing peasant households to become more efficient and even
more productive than they are at present — 1i.e. the '"Green
Revolution" strategy turned another ratchet. This certainly
may be a useful solution for independent middle and rich
peasants, but it is not a strategy which is going to mitigate

the worst aspects of the debt-induced poverty among the
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poorest peasants; in fact it will only tighten the simple
reproduction squeeze around them. By the same token, neither
is the search for more extensive markets a solution to the
problem of peasant poverty and indebtedness. While a widened
market network would be very appropriate for raising the
income of an independent peasantry, it will not affect the
subsumption of the indebted peasantry one iota and will only

succeed 1n accentuating their miserable position.

Outwardly and at first glance, both of these strategies
appear to be progressive and potentially income—generating,
particularly as both have been addressed and pursued by NGO's
which have shown a long-term commitment to resolving
Palestinian agrarian problems and by at least one  ‘"popular"
Palestinian organisation working in agriculture. (21) The
main problem with both strategies is that neither is
inherently progressive. This 1is clear if we look at their
underlying rationale. They can both be viewed as tactical
adjuncts of the general strategic aim of economic growth
centred on a regional level. Economic growth 1is normally
measured 1in terms of aggregate output or aggregate income,
rather than according to the vprinciples of income
distribution. While the "Gréen Revolution" strategy clearly
does lead to an increase in aggregate output, 1t does not,
however, necessarily lead to an increase in aggdregate income
since this 1s subject to the determinants of supply and
demand. If the home market or existing marketing outlets
cannot incorporate this increased output into the existing

market demand structure, it then leads to a crisis of over-—
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production which results 1in decreasing market prices
simultaneously with increasing and more efficient production.
This 1is where the search for new market' outlets becomes
important as a tactical component in attempting to counter-—
balance the over—-production crisis. In this respect both
strategies are complementary. However, the main problem with
both 1s that they do not question the existing institutional
arrangements which syphon—-off surplus product from peasant
producers, so that increased income from expanded production
or enlarged markets does not reach peasant producers. This
has been the general effect of economic growth strategies
throughout the Third World. Economic growth strategies which
do not include a clearly defined redistributive element have
consistently been of no benefit to the poorest peasant
producers and the case of the application of this model on a
regional basis in the north Jordan Valley is no exception to

the general rule.

The only effective solution to peasant poverty and
indebtedness in the peasant context 1is to establish
redistributive strategies which set out to break the
monopoly hold which merchant/usurers have over the peasantry
through their control of marketing and credit institutions.
One way forward in attempting to ensure that peasant
households receive a 1less unjust distribution of their
product is to promote the development of institutional
networks and organisations which provide a means for the
peasantry to obtain a larger share of the value of their

product than they receive at the present time. One of the
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most common measures of achieving this aim in other Third
World countries has been through the establishment of
marketing and credit cooperatives, where_peasants can sell
their crops for a fair rate of return and borrow money and

agricultural inputs at non-usurious rates of interest.

The whole 1idea and practice of cooperation is not a new
concept in the West Bank, but the cooperative movement which
exists there has largely been under Jordanian hegemony and
dominated by the Jordanian Cooperat}ve Organisation (JCO).
Moreover, the actual number of active members in the movement

has remained very low. In a study carried out during 1980,

Abdul Rahman Khraisheh and Jon Ebersole show that:

The agricultural cooperatives at this stage, reach
only a small minority of West Bank famers. There
are 466 villages in the West Bank, only 32 have
active agricultural cooperatives, less than 7%.
While 45,000 [persons} were working in West Bank
agriculture in 1978, our survey showed 4,222
members active and semi—active (in] cooperatives.
These figures put participation in cooperatives at
just under 10%. (22)

While these figures would appear to represent a generally
high level of involvement, they overemphasise the actual

level since, as the authors themselves admit:

the figure of 10% lacks significance due to the
wide variation in the amount of services provided
to members... fand}... semi-active is a generous
description for some of the general agricultural

cooperatives., (23)

Moreover, the actual superstructure of the cooperative
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movement has not been reconstituted since the rupture brought
about by the Israeli occupation of the West Bank in 1967. The
authors are equally clear on this issue: "At present there
are no facilities for cooperative education, no auditing
union or department and no cooperative bank." (24) No
fundamental concentrated effort been put into educating
peasant farmers on the basic principles of cooperation and

Khraisheh and Ebersole found that:

In general it could be said that most members do
not know how cooperatives are supposed to function,
management committee members have a basic
understanding of the by—laws, and Regional Office
personnel, though well educated and experienced in
cooperatives, have no way to transmit that
knowledge. (i.e. lacking publications,
transportation and personnel). (25)

The general tenor of their report, although most probably for
"political" reasons they do not say this in so many words, is
that the JCO in the West Bank has largely.been an unmitigated
failure and although agricultural '"cooperatives'" have been
established, very few of these operate in a manner which can
be wultimately conceived as being based on the fundamental
principles of cooperation. It is clear from their report that
many cooperatives are cooperative in name only and operate as
private Dbusiness interests; a few of which are extremely
corrupt. (26) In recent years the JCO has acted as a vehicle
for the movement of funds from the Joint PLO-Jordanian
Committee funds to the West Bank and in 1979 over 9 million
Jordanian dinars (approximately US$27 million) were made
available to the JCO. (27) However, very little of this money

has found its way into the hands of poorer peasants or
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institutions which may be capable of providing support to

them.

While Khraisheh and Ebersole are right to point to the need
‘to develop the cooperative movement in the West Bank, such
development needs to be promoted without the corrupting and
politically partisan interests of the JCO. There is a need
for a return to basic principles and to develop a cooperative
movement concerned with addressing the basic needs of peasant
communities. Such a development is unlikely to occur without
the active participation of the peasantry in the control,
management and establishment of cooperatives. This further
requires their active participation and leadership in the
cooperative movement. The re—-creation of such a cooperative
movement is problematic since, at the present time, peasants
are largely unorganised and there are no existing peasant
associations and unions in the West Bank. A fundamental
priority for developmentalists and '"popular" organisations is
the need to expend time, organisation and personnel in
helping to organise the peasantry, since it is only when the
peasantry 1is organised in intrinsically peasant associations
that it will Dbe able to address itsproblems and find

appropriate ways and mechanisms of meeting its basic needs.

SUMMARY

In this chapter I outlined some basic concepts relating to
the circulation of commodities and the social reproduction of

commodity relations in a manner which is compatable with the

242



realist retroductive method. This was brought out through an
analysis of the circuit of simple commodity production, the
circuit of commercial <capital, the circuit of interest
bearing capital, commoditisation, personal commodity
consumption, productive commodity consumption and the simple
reproduction squeeze.This enabled us to understand and
explain the subsumption of peasant producers to
merchant/usurer capital. I mapped out the principle contours
of marketing among peasant producers. [ also attempted to
bring out through concrete empirical analysis the main
mechanisms and accumulation strategies open to
merchant/usurer capital in its attempt formally to subsume
the peasantry. I further attempted to show how the formal
subsumption of sharecropping peasant households was more
developed, both in relative and in absolute terms, than among
other categories of peasants. Finally, [ made some very
cursory notes about cooperative development and its potential

as a countervailing social force to the formal subsumption of

the peasantry.

In the next chapter I will outline another interacting
structural element which contributes to the subordination of
of the peasantry. In this Chapter I will consider the role
household subsistence production has played in the formal
subsumption of the peasantry to merchant capital and how the
burden of this subordination has been constructed in the

household in terms of gender.
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CHAPTER _5:  HOUSEHOLD SUBSISTENCE PRODUCTION AND _LABOUR

ORGANISATION AND LABOUR SUPPLY IN THE COMMODITY PRODUCING

SECTOR

In this chapter I want to show how household subsistence
production and commodity production interact in a manner
which is beneficial to commercial capital. I also attempt to
bring out some of the policy options for mitigating some of
the worst aspects of this interaction as it affects peasants
generally and peasant women's subordination in particular. I
will then consider how labour is organised in the commodity

production sector and the pattern of labour supply in this

sector.

As I have stated previously, the main unit of labour supply
among the different forms of peasant modes of production in
the region is the peasant household. The direct implications
of this are that exploitation and the construction of social
relations with the external environment take place not
between individual producers and, for instance, landlords,
commercial capital and usurer capital, but between the
household as a whole and these external actors, 1i.e. the
household 1is a structure with economic tendencies based on
gender and age and these can be drawn out and articulated by
means of the realist method of analysis. Although the peasant
household faces economic exploitation, unequal exchange and
political subordination with this external economic
environment, it 1is wrong to conceptualise these general
relations of economic exploitation and political domination

as being distributed in a symmetrical manner within the

)
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peasant household, since the social relationships within the
household are themselves ordered hierarchically in a symbolic
order of domination and subordination based on gender, age

and kinship.

While the symbolic ordering refers to the whole gamut of the
sexual politics of male-female relationships I am only
interested in bringing out those aspects of it which underpin
the sexual division of labour in the peasant household. Thus,
while accepting the important contribution made by feminist-
materialist analysis to our understand&ng of the 1links
between patriarchy and economic exploitation, it is beyond
the scope of the present work to bring out in their entirety
the dynamics of male-female relationships in the peasant
family. (1) Rather, I will 1limit my comments on gender
relationships to the way they are constituted in the sexual

division of labour.

One important point which should be borne in mind is that the
male—-female sexual division of labour is not immutable and
fixed and it can and does change, and is often reconstructed
according to a multitude of factors which are largely
overdetermined and thus multifaceted and following no
preconceived logical order of determination. However, among
the elements which can lead to the reconstructing of male-
female relations within the sexual division of labour are,
e.g., the introduction of new technologies, changing land-use
patterns, proletarianisation, etc. Changes in the relations

of production and forms of exploitation can result in
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simultaneous and correlative changes in the hierarchical
ordering of the sexual division of labour, the form and
content of women's subordination and women's role in the

sexual division of labour.

We have seen how peasant relations of production are
constituted, by and large, through the peasant family
consisting of husband, wife(s), sons, daughters and other
dependent relatives who function within the household and
sexual division of labour as a "collectivg work unit'", part
of whose combined product 1is normally appropriated by
landlords, merchants and/or usurers and other non-producers.
The household unit is often conceptualised as being composed
of two elements which very generally relate to women's and
men's work in the sexual division of labour, i.e. a domestic
compon