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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Agrarian Ques@tesss  The resistance of the peasants is inseparable from the social ¢
DynamiPeasant Resistance in it so that this resistance is only a tool of the intertestecdirthda
The resistance of Wonogoro farmers in opposing social fore

Received :0LMay202 redistribution of 2 hectares of land. This study uses a theoret
Revised  :3Lduly202 dynamics and agrarian change in rural areas. Seeing thersaeke
Accepted : (2AugusR02 carmobilize farmers to oppose socibasecstontrol over land te

This research aisdgcal paradigm. The research location is in -
area, Malang Regency, East Java, Indonesia. This studygplise
with 20 respondents. The results of the research are the my
resistance as shown by the mobilization of proletarian farmer:
The mystification of peasants 'resistance shows the disparityl ¢
class with land management. Unbalanced land managemer
privatization. Unequal land tenure forms the social class of f
peasant class by controlling damclamdol the proletarian pea:
agriculturalblorers. The resistance of farmers against social fc
there ihemobilization of resistance by capital farmers to secu
hectare land redistribution scheme.

INTRODUCTION land access rights that still overlap not only
Peasangsistance is a form of injustimeurred duringXiséeace of social fobestry
deprivation of the custsins The resistanderaf before that resistance has occurred.
peasaritsinseparable from land ¢(ksmlites The resistance cautibgpeasants 1998
Adi 2018ln 2016, there were at least 12 Mesemdividual armd organized with other
East Java, so that the producticiytudth aoeiasantBheesistance carried @atabgrits
land each year has decreased by0fxd aodheofNVonogoro area at the belgindiolgafing
1100 hectares (Walhi 2018). Threats taslan@btimbf the inability of rural communities to
occur in rural communities either throughceoetitafpod or lapdlasantsho do not own
force or with the power of knowledgelahdoagid have to deal with a food crisis. The
policies such as docastry as control dugaincial crisis that hit Indonesia in 1998 forced
peasa(Bryant 2008pand tenure in rural greaple especially close to the Wortogoro area
controlled by the state or the private sagéor \mitld belonging to Perhutani for use as
create rural areas because wuritlesoimiBastgricultural land to fulfill their subsistence needs.
Java apeasantsho live in subsistence coupl&gasantsesistance changed when the
with the status of land ownership whiahoisiligdition of resistance to restigl vi@s
unclear. carried out pgyasanastors who had a strong
The resistanceeafsanitstheWonogoroinfluenam tle reistance movemepertséirits
area in the process of opposing the existaNomagforo @tahibi 202The rbdization
social forestry that occurre@04inceThecarried out pgasanéstors in the process of
resistance pafasanégjainst the state regasditiging land is wrapped up /logp#ators
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farmers, most of whom have large enougictandulBtien process requires labor as a
rejection made bgrsaat the resistance commodity. The capitalist mode of production
peasanis not only in the planting and gepénhds on social relations between the capitalis
sharing systems that exist in social forestsyolutetseof production and workers who exchan
existence of land security motives that whikiretidicdor the means of reproduction. Here,
the amount of agricultural production whlobr Wwélcomes the only commodity whose use i
decrease with land reduction. production creates a value greater than the value
The mobilization carried out by actodaborthiéourth, the processes that oceurred in pre
peasahtgsistance shows the existence caipitédiss society became a transition to capitalisn
differentiation that appears in the social flatigeial nddgions of capitalist production,
the process of agricultural prddacsée exploitatiorand accumulation were initially
Bilon 2020Agricultural production that cceatsd as they existeetapitpiest societies.
canndie separated from the resourtss @ynathics and-market relations or- extra
capitafarmers who mobpeasants rejecteconomic coerdiane the characteristics of
social forestry. Agricultural resources @moadnby strength in mheoffanaridriven
peasantsesistance afctpgal farmecan coercion (Berstain 2€8%). 35
change the proletariarisfdesiez to accept Capital accumulatiepares the application
social fomstThe control of agricultural resdiineesocial relations of capital production with the
is the key to the mobilization of proletari@hdsactersstics of commodity production, capital
who materially also require land redistramgionuiatiand labor commodities. The process
the social forestry scheme. Safeguardiragf Gaedtifty a social class, Berstean{2010)
capital farmewho are also actgreaséntsdentified by four questibosowns wivEtd
resistanbas made the basis for theo$treligtivhat?ho got whétAat are the results they
peasantssistance in the Wonogoro area.gbhesesl for?
of peasantssistance is very important to seeThatfirst question relates to social relations in
safeguarding the lawdptt&farmers in thearious property regimesthdomeans of
Wonogoro area forms a false resistancprtitaictofy are distributed. The ideas and practice
benefits a hahdf rurpleasargtes who livef private property and private property are found i
by exploiting proletiarelis the process afcapitalist context and help to explain capitalisn
agricultural production and class relationgtself. This problem is closely related to land, the
This research uses a class dynamicsithsisrefitaiming. The sp@adnhofification of
approach built by Marx (1859) buildangd ts become private property or to become :
primitive accumulation whieimdsexthecommodity is one of the characteristics of
emergence of classes in the social relatioagitpiisres3 he second question concerns the soc
of capital production. Berstein (2010) exgigisiorthaf labor. Parties that carry out social
there are 4 characteristics of social reglabidnstiom and reproduction activities have be
capitalist production. First, the produstiantucéd as social relations. The third questior
commoditisssystematic andpreaels Good®garding the social division of ilbiberor
produced are not for subsistence need®fbueddoans the distribution of income. Ownershi
commodity for market toegds excess praiitd property or propadyaldy refer tonneco
from financing production. Second, pesdeatitad by capitalistpiRidsst wim@s have
capital is invested in the means of produgiedds$fiaiid, not materialize money as a result of
equipmeanhd machinery) and laperdte th@roduction. Such as food produced by small farme
means of production. The process of mdoagnegdhsumption or domestic work and other
means of production and labor createpaidelabor. The fourth question concerns socic
commodities which create new value in tleéapomessn consumption, reprodndtion
of creating profits. accumulation. Such as consumption costs,
According to Marx (1&&@ijalism is threplacement costs, ceremonial actanty costs
only way of production (espedjaliyataisrent.
widely available for commodity needs. Third, the
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The resistance of paeastr@sWonogoiaformation on the actual problem based on the da
area shows that there is class differentiziomashia¢en collected.
occurs in social relations both farahgricul
productioand in peasangsistance. ClaR8suLTsAND DISCUSSION
differentiationcurs between capital farmevystifitation of the resistance of Wonogoro
land ownership of more than 2 hectpessaatsl
proletarian farmers who have less than 1 heétmsabfiesistar is ery important for
land, which rationallyvreyland redistributiggasantgno live in the confines of state and
Peasantssistece, most of the actors whoprajetst genes. The resistance of pe#sants
social forestry cagitalarmers who own médfenogoro area has experienced dynamics since f
than 2 hectares of land and use social rélegomsras @ land clearing in the Wonogoro area
means of mobilizing proletarian farmersTt@ regstance at the beginningarirignad cl
social forestry. 1998 was very typical of landless placgle and

The resistance of the péasahes of landof subsistence needs. The planted by
Wonogoro areoccurs because of pkssnis the Wonogoro area acefaaple
differentiation between capital farmer®psaadch as corn and rice with a rainfed irrigatio
proletarian farmers who need land redistapsitéon. bot1998, farmers were not familiar with th
capital farmers make peasant resistancdanpagadorymodity that was growing as it is toda
covertly as a strategy to secure the landlod bapigala commodity has not géi sevelop
farmers. The dilemma oériamoléarmers e genealogy of peassistandbat was
experienced because of a patronage relatinshipthaty peakairtg the first land clearing
makes them trapped in a situation of olreyifg8treows that thanoesisarried out by
wishes of their patron or participating ipeasasatery subsistence.
forestry program by obtaining land redistribufileasantssistantransformed2004 with
a social forestry schenesigthaeae carried Bathtani's  violence against peasadnts
by farmers in the Wonogoro area is diuninigdatien thais continuously felt by peasants
relationship of state power through socialefatregtrg sense of collective awareness. The
which forms class dynamics in the resisib@cte efvareness felt peasgnis fight
Wonogoro farmers. The patronage syStshutehmatby analogizing Perhutani with the tern
occurs in peasant resistance canatedbd mépBlangkonanP, [ @N [ NB[ | ¢ I N
from the power relations that operate in {h@dctibncaldsis. The term used by peasants
relations shows resentment with the Perhutani's actions th

blackmail caroppress the peabangf04,

MATERIALS ANDMETHODS regionalctors began to emerge with political ideas

This study uses a critical p@adigmand views in the peasant movesssnilpe
1978)which is used in research to see tbsisttasge of pedsasttansformed several
dynamics i ttesistance of Wonogoro. peasssds, initeistance to meet the akeds of
This research uses qualithtvds toesee thenount of privatizatihat occurred in the
class dynamics tlatr o the resistancéMohogoro area, causing pesiséatee to
peasant§he research location was conduabtednio a tool for land security.
the Wonogoro area, Gedadigancsuldalang The transformation of pessatasce with
regency East Java Province, Indosasia of the most influential factors is that NGOs
Determination of informants using purpesiee tanutovide adviogaegsamiso continue
usingdy informao#s lead researchers to e bbleaunted by Perhutani ¢onteol carried
to meet the next informant. This researclutubgspeasants in the Wonogoro area. Peasar
depth interviews conducted by 20 irdotarantsho are in the peasamntisience
consisting of capital farmers and proletarjseatamntgne daot own land. In 2006 the
who oppose social forestry. Research dataistaalgsisrs in the Wonogoro area did not go
uses seriptive analysis where the data obtainedysy organizing lbeakd resistance
compiled and interpreted so that it gespitkeshenstant intimidation of paiagents
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grassroots. Political education owned byirtbepacatie from the selective intensiveness th:
Is inseparable from NGOs entering the Wbmegohtained in the shtwh@rierm in the
area, where initially some NGOs advpeatsmhtiresistance movement and the patterns
Bantur and PagaHlisuiots for land confliated security carried out by farmer actors. The
with the Indonesian Navy. Seeing the laogecanfiictof powelations that form peasants
that occurred e tWonogoro area betresestance in the Wonogoro area as land security
peasardsd Perhutani, the NGO enterednmoldlgi6g proletarian peasantseririge aforn
and changegd#itern of resistance of peagmatstarian peasants in the patterm of farme
the Wonogoro area. mobilization against peasasigtance is
NGOs entetteel Wonogoro area with varseparable from the existence of a patronage
considerations and werelgygbengsion andystem that is intertwined in social relations tha
mission of the NGO, as stated by an intodistaimt africultural production in the Wonogoro
PT MActually, at first he was not in Woagggoro.
Organizing friendscevhfict with the marines, Themobilization cdrioeit by actors in the
thee are 3 dlibtricts, Pagak Bantur paadamtesistance shows the existence of class
Gedangan-gistricts, now because in a abfférentiation that appéersacial relations of
with e marines, these péashpisssimistiapital farmers with pabl&tenerin the
that there are those who then do not gegireacesssdb agricultural production. Agricultural
land which is limited, because so far, guoEkscfidretbeturs cannot be separated from the
land claimed thg marines, he positione@sbisrces owmedapital farmers who mobilize
claim, right with some cooperation with sprotets#iithiEarmersto reject social forestry.
village's @darmers for the land to re&gaicultural resources owned by peasant resistan
concentrated there, why is the concentraicboreptionange the péssasire to accept
Is sugaee, there are some paasdnes feedocial forestry.cimerol of agricultural resources
hopeless and thatynafoplants there want itheite key to theilizetipn of peaswis
don't wa to have to work other, fdratereovmaterially also require land redistribution in the
they started to enter the forest area. Thateovhly &srastry scheme. Safeguarding land for
organization, our friends, how come wecepitaérftaimerso are also actors of peasants
the forest area, yes, the period is aroundr2@taswenkas made thier ibsistgth of
of them entke Wonogoro fored (&¥€a peasantssistance in the Wonogoro area. The veil
2020). of peasant resistance is very important to see th
Most of the proletarian farmers safegpearding the lacdpakfarmers in the
Wonogoro area think that actors and BIG®®mdgoes area forms a false resistance that onl
in the ranks of the freasardtance are beaefits a handful of ruralghéssarito live by
peasastsaviors from Perhutani's occupplmtngeasants in the process of agricultural
NGOs and actors codpeiae process pfoduction and class relations.
fighting against Perhutani. NGQs i@ftehainGlass disparity in the Wonogoro agricultural
meetings with peasatitsa pattern througlpitheuction process
power of knowledge relationshgapitath  Capitalafmers in the Wonogoro area view
farmers. Masipitafarmers unconsciouslytlietlland has become a commoditarhat has a |
hegemony with the actiondytaiietors arehough value, and the price of 1 hectare of land ¢
NGOs. The inclusion of N@®&@sWienogoreceach 50 millibime @anmodification of land with
area made peasaigtance to be very depaigteriand prices cannot be separated from the
on NGOs as intellectual actors. In 2018 tteda@mtly othigh capital accumulation in the
socidbrestry really showed pesssiaisce ad/onogoro area. Capital farmers own large enoug
only a safety tool for actors whmwosviiesth 2and, not finofarmers whaoigogaate in clearing
hectares of land. the land.ofol of the land is mostly capital
The peassmaisistance movenaegdrried farmerom outside the area, so the land in the
out by most of the actors who have mdfile®doth area is not only used to meet subsisten
politially and economically. Pesssaiaisce iseeds but has become capital accumulation. The
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is a form of buging selling carried capibgl knowledge of peasants, with discussions and
farmers in the Wonogoro area, so the pdisatiatios that continue to be carried out by capit
of hardened land is going on evmsétoagamers. The peasasistanaethe Wonogoro
mutual trodol Bontdd. area is @aadegy as a safety net for capital farmers
Yjol bonthas a term useddpytdbrmersin maintaining agricultural production capital. The
on the grounds that farmetrselb forest lasttategy used by farmer actors is arguably stron
but only compensation for land managemengtthatinfluencing proletarian farmers to join ir
has been cleared. The shift in taeanirgeating social forestry. The strategy is used by
control of the Wonogoro peasants has laetorseethg that there is a network that can be
basis for resistance carried qedsatise played as a way to continue to oppose and reje
the land is no longer a meansiari poatdeetsocial forestry. mobilization carried out by the
sfmsds[ N[ NN [ N N N s .actors @ muite [stromg[becalysé struciurallyrjie(sgci
compensation for peedantsed bgapital forestry decree has been passsmbitah to
farmers in the Wonogoro area for the farsheism Wenogoro area. Declaration letter for
clearing land but the term is a figurative2e8i@ ins@dtober with number: SK.945 / MENLHK
bycapitdarmers in the Wonogoro area toPai{landPKPS / PSL.0 / 3/2018 with an arable are
sell land. 0f3,102 production plants. There is a social forestr
The land privatization carriedcaypitdbycertificate that has been issued but is ignored b
farmers in the Wonogoro area, the land ol@stgddhbegialfarmers who own large land, by
function from subsistence needs but tholdohgrdiscussions with NGOs.
commodities. Changing the function of lanthbeastrategy of gaddingand by capital
also substantially changed the patterns &munerstivegeasants resistentéonogoro area
of the resistance carriedcapitdigrmers inshows that the pattern of land protection is. The fu
oppsing social forestry. Peasmtésice wasobilization of proletariafulapdoletarian
initially dorm of resistance from pgasae@sants in rejecting social forestry shows that cla
Perhutani for extortion and violence. Thedisrstatiai#on is very visible in social relations that
carried out by farmers has changed sulstaniiallyral areas, especially in South Malang
withthe existence of iptegséleaiinthat will Classifterentiation causes peasetésce to
be obtained by actors whpitaiErmers whatagnag and it can be dhat resistance
own more than 2 hectares of land. Capisthdaatiersdatoss of substance in peasants
with a land areaoife than 2 hectares wikistandeslconfusing that pe@sasitsnce to
patronage system that runs in rural cosomahfoesstry is conadailesl agrarian reform
becomsocilecapital faapital farmers to attbgctpeasants resistance actors. The dilemma c
peasants to participate in' pesistantse tpeasahtssigmnce was carried oaasgns
reject social forestry. the Wonogoro area who were fighting for the
The patronagstesn that runs in peasaiggence of agrarian reform or land redistributior
resistanicethe Wonogoro area indicates teabg@ngally.
isa differentiation afléssocighé occurs not  The existence dfextare land redistribution
only in the productysters. Theeasamt scheme in social forestry is highly opposed by mo
resistanadich in substance is to change theHeapitadiarmers who becaators who are
of state domination in social forestry, butdisam@pidiarmers with large enough agricultural
tool for safeguarding capital lEmthe@heresources. Land security carried out by capita
patronage system that runs in thethelldgemisrs with power through patriimagg legi
drivng force for the p&asasistanice the makes proletarian peaSaets control of
Wonogoro area. The discussion processpoaletadasupeasants is not only as dédmrers but
by capital farmers in the mobilizationapragéssitural laborers in the process of securin
shows the intertwining of power relationarttatatte mobilization carried out by capital
formed in the patronage system. The adtvmeesidEse proletarian's@esssamption that
hawig control through the land but on #neytiheng is done by the patron is a strategy to he
hand also shows the power relatiahe tiprolegarian peasants to make endsyrwfet. Securit
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land through resistance to land redistribatean ffom classification of the farmer class show
social forestry schemes. With this legitim&eyeithe position aagiedarmer and the
undeniablthat the pessassistange the actor mo benefits from the resistance of the
Wonogoro area has not only lost directpmasantse
spirit of the struggle of the peasants who Widrechass classificgigasahtssistanoe
realize agrarian reform but has instead ctbat&ionagbro area shows the role of the actor i
greater inequality in the process of chgirolghthe Wonogorcagiethrmers with the
exploited land. The agricultural producti@msystef, land they own. How big is the role of
with working hours and wages, has ledlaoggréamamers to be able to mobilize landless
class disparities in the Wonogoro area. peasants and proletarian? Jdesaatsstance
The peasast resistan@e rejecting thearried out by the peasants uses the classificatic
redistribution of 2 hectares of land is anforf adtegorizations of the peasant class in th
discourse developed by NGOs with the aapitalsiomniral angds capitalist farmers, petty
that there is a land redistribution of 2 heprachscerfeamers, sqmoletarian farmers,
class conflict that occurs with redistributignatesstiae and full proletarian Tdreners.
paid handsomelthéycapital farmers withd#ssificatiomescribes the amount of land or
waning of lamaked control and social statpsodiinéion capital owned by farmersaso that it
capital farmers mobilize the proéetsaissnfluence proletarian farmers in their resistance t
against the péssadistance against seombl forgstiThe characteristics possessed by
forestry and who will beeefodt in théarmers in agricultural production show the numbe
Wonogoro peaseedistance fgyecting lanadf patron lands so thatatimgbilizeapital
redigibution to proletarian pe@bkantapitalarmers in the Wonogoro area.
farmer has legitimacy capital and resource capiatdsistance carriecapitdiyrmers in
be able to mobilize proletarian peasantejectingesbcial foressy iasdparable from the
social forestwen though proletarian pesssartationship betwaeitdhrmeias actors in the
need this land. market system. The banana commodity that
Class cldssation in peasant resistance develops in agriculture and markets in the
A Bnd tenure that occurs in the W@vmgmgoro area causes capital farnaard to reject
area shows how much land csvoershdphbiynobilize proletarian peésanggect sc
most of the peaseedistance afdapstal forestry. The social forestry scheme consists o
farmersLand tenw@nmobilizand mobilizelividing the amount of land and plants so that it
proletarian peasaydasist sodatestry evegreatly disturbs the banana production commodit
though social forestry certificates have hbahissdaedloping in the Wonogoro area. The role
for capitafarmers in the Wonogoro aretheeasant class is very influentialnrothe patter
dynamics of the farmer cled@srfoh® peagsamiobilizing peasant resistance in the Wonogoro are
resistanicethe Wonogoro area in opposinthsocaéhtionship that develops in the productior
forestry show that the classifitagidarimfersystem is in the form of patronage so that the
class has a role in how much land is avayasbden Tiekes it easier for capital farmers who ha
tenursowned by most of the acioferime more land to contrdl raobilize proletarian
the resistance peaShmtgesistance carriegeastisagainst social forestry.
by farmers in the Wonogoro area against T$wc@assificatioziasssocialis formed
forestry is not necessarily wisitourseinseparable from the existence of social relation
production alone, but control can go habédtimeleanchpéahers and proletarian peasants
with resource ownership. The land resthec®goaogoro area. Most of the capital farmers
large enough so that the prpditetits carribdve an amount of land tleatham®ihectares
out byctorgeasants resistance/capsaréaroagrable of catching the proletarian peasants
based on land security in the proGessership of more complete means of productio
redistribution of 2 hectares of land in saickoamlspraying machines and owning land is n
forestry scheme. Land tenure has a majoninpflueamamodity, in thibazesea, but also
on the controtabitalarmers in the Wonogaftee and cloves. The stafatiaith the
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préetarian peasantkes the capital farmeExploitation in agricultural systems with fairly
capable as plagron of the proletarian pestsante/orking hours and short resfTperiod
who work the agricultural production systexploitatiaf daily labor wages for gaheants

The capital farmer has a safety vaeteddirom planting bananas to providing fertilizel
proletarian peasants in the agricultural wrddwages that vary frésntbOusangbiah
system, such asdprgvbasic assistance, peottlay with working hours from 6 am to 4 pm or
food and money, which the proletarian peasamisveayuntil Shencldssificatl@ssocial
with labor. Capital farmers who control aifaqgeasssda resistartceéhe workload that most
ofland in the Wonogoro area do not sell {hetesehass peasants have to bear. Capital farme
to the market of their production, besidesh@mbWiagealarge enough land usually give a part ¢
large enough ,fialdo some capital farmetisedsnd to be divided theTrespifgsharing
also middlemen andedaadts for proletasgsteis very burdensome for theahsjoally
peasaniBhe characteristics of capital farnfarsbeas expeettntl/3 and all production
a pattern of capital accumulation that theysidoaamdll borne by the proletarian peasants as
the use of labor used in agricultural produocticersaind capital farmers only receive the result
the redistributtdncommodity crops whiclofaagricultural production carried out by proletariar
closely tied to the market system. Capifaddaamisrs
accumulate production results by expanding
production capital in the form of land.

Takel Sentroletarigroletarian and Full Proletarian Class Production Work

Classdfmes Type of dkk V\Iﬁgg'rgg Labor ®ges
Semproletarian Make banana seeds 11 hour | 50 thousangiadiday
farmer Clean the grass (jombi 11 hau | 50thousand rupdy
old banana leaves
Apply fertilizer 11 hour | 75thousand rugpdsy
Harvest bananas an( 11 hour | 50thousand rupdzy
roads

Proletarian fari Make banana seeds 11 jam S50thousand rugpdzty

Clean the grass (o 11 hour | 50 thousand rdplian
clean the old banars ¢

Apply fertilizer 11 hour | 75 thousand rgpian
Harvest bananas an( 11 hour | 50 thousand rgpiayn
roads
Full Make banana seeds 11 hour | 50thousamndpiasday
proletarian Clean the grass (jombi 11 hour | 50thousand rugday
farmer clean the old banana l¢
Apply fertilizer 11 hour | 7/5thousand rugcsy
Harvest banana 11 hour | 50thousand rugcsy

Sourcntervie®@020)

Land control is a wag®tasification thiecapitalarmers in the Wonogoro area, do not
farmers in the Wonogoro areapidietaaamsell their agricultural products and are used to me
and proletarian peasants are quite largesusist@bhes needs. The control of land that is own
compared to the capital farackigion, thereois proletarian pesasaletased land carried out by
a class that has no land or landlessnessapitdlighdaemers with a l&hanofgt system,
capitalarmers only #adir labor to meet teth the location of the land which is very difficult
subsistenoeeds. The proletarianctagsensor far from access so that it increases the producti
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costs that must be incurred by proletaridani@nsiene only used as a means of subsistenc
The prodion costs are quite large and thdfitenént. the use of production products cannol
are high enough to make proletarian farrbersepaaated from the social reproduction system.
to carry out capital accumulation by owning tieeirclass dynamics that occur in the
production land. Proletarian farmers areibeuctioer process clearly show that the paradox
class of farmers in the Wonogoro area, wheasentgefiesestaacomes real when there is a
pinbedby the resistance of peasdésredistribution of land, the camtal ifarthe
Wonogoro area. The proletarian ofabgecanamel of the péssesistance reject social order.

with the capital farmers The interests of actors who become capital farme
are very clear tieinitial resistance of peasants
CONCLUSION to defenthelandfor subsistence interests is

Peasanmtssisnce is the struggle of pemaasfsrmed when the refusal of social care show
who do not have arable land to fulfill sulbsistaterests of actors by mobilizing proletarian
The resistance carriegt Wbnogoro peas&msers who live from capital farmers.
shows that peasagittance is a paradox because
it cannot be separated from access to contiedgians
owned by capital fatraedscontrol carried Adhan S201B Land Grabs and Primitive
by capital farmers is inseparable from the existetum@ulation in Deltic Bangladesh:
of land privatizatidmésabeen taking place sincénteractions Between Neoliberal
the beginning of land clearing. Mass@&balization, State Interventions, Power
privatization affects farmers' resistance wherRélateonsand Peasant Resistance. The
is a social forestry policy whtectar@ land  Journal of Peasant Studies. London (GB)
redistribution scheme that will threaten 40bé€l), 8728.
production capital of capital farmers. Ambarwati MR018 Dynamics of Tenurial

The differentiation of the peasant class @udtict in State Forest Areas (Case in
occurs in the Wonogoro area shows the posiBétPéf Responsibility for KPH $emarang
the capital and prolet@marerclass in Bogor (IDurnal Sodality.
production relations. The capital farmer Bamraao&9B Agrarian Structure and Political
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