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Notes on Methodology with respect t o th~ analys is of 

the .relat ions bet>veen ·town and country 

According to th e conventional theory, the relations between 

tovm and country are ana lyzed , if not exclusively, a t lea st ma inly 

from the point of view 'of th e technica l division of l abour ( wha t a re 

th e commodity suppl i ed by the town and ' the rural a rea r espec tively ?). 

But, these r elat i ons must be analysed from quite a different angle, 

that of the modes of production located in the town and in the rura l 

area, and inter-connected within the same s oc i a l formation . Usually 

t he geogr aph ica l d i s tribution of interrelated modes of produc tion be­

tween the different regions or between town and countri m a specifie 

fea turc of a soc i a l for mation. It is only later that the study of the 

various aspects of the t echnica l d ivision of labour must be t a ckled , 

in rela tion to the a nswer to our quest ion and not vice versa. 

Let us the r efore briefly examine the me thodologica l i mplications 

of this r eversa l of the hierarchy established be t ween the technical and 

the socia l division of labour in the most characteris tic historica l 

situations. 

1 • Centra l Capitalism:l/ 

To the extent tha t this is an adva nced centra l capital i s t soc i a l 

formation, th e same mode of product ion, namely the capitalist mode, 

governs a ll the patterns of a ctivity both in the countryside and in 

the town. At the limit , the soc i a l formation is r educ ed t o the capi­

t alis t mode. 

Th~ r~sult i s tha t, th er e is no clear di ffer ence bètween the town 

and the rural a r ea or r a ther the rur a l a r ea as s ucb disappears. 

11 Advanc ed capita list countries (Europe, United Sta t es and Cana da , 
J a pan). 
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Spec ifica lly, t he village d.isappears ,- ,~the. - rurc= l - area - beèomes · errrpty; ~-: -­
The rural a r ea like th e fa c-t o±'y .bec-Dd1le s-.cenly . ..a .. plc= ce ---o.f -- 11or k; -_ a 

plac e of work cbaracterized by a lower density of workers, noth ing 

worse. 

Unde r the s e condi tiens, th e r e l a tion betvreen tovm and country 

can indeed be studied from th e point of view of th e conditions crea t ed 

by the t echnical d ivis ion of l abour. Th e probl em be comes essentia lly 

tba t of tran sport costs affectin g the excha nge of commodit i es be t ween 

branches cf a ctivity wb ich a ll ba ve the same theore tica l sta t us , 

brEmcbos of a ctivi ty governed by the ca p i t al i st mode . This is pc rhaf 'J 

th e orig in of th e "blunder of th e conventional theory whicb h i gbl i gbts 

t h i s angle in t he ana lysis of t he urban-rura l r e l a tions and trans­

pos~s i t thl' Ougb his tory . 

The urban rura l r e l a tions l ose tb e ir r e l a tive i rr;porta no e t o t he benG­

fit of the r e l a tions b e t ween t o•ms: . the pr oble m of b i earcby a mong 

t he l a tt er be comes a ma jor problem , a nd this problem aga in seems 

l a rgely capao l o of be i ng s t ud i ed from th e angl e of the t ochnica l 

d i vis ion of l abour. 

2 - The Tran_s i j; i on f rom F eudalism to Central Capa tilism1/ 

During this long transition (prol onged in sorne countrios until 

th e ~nd of th e 19 tb century or even la t er)~ the r e i s a pr oblom of 

t m-m-country r e l a t i ons ccnnec t ed "~Ar ith th e probl ema tics of the inter­

connec tion between the differ ent modes of production. 

In fact, the capita list mode of production first emer ges a nd 

develops in the urban contr~ s (prole tarie n concentration) wbil e t he 

f eudal mode of production survives in th e countryside , al t hough it 

1/ Europe from t he 14 t h to th e 19 tb century. 
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i s henc eforth dominatGd by t h u urban cap ita list mode. This domina tion 

and th e transforma tion of th e f euda l mode involve both th o pe:tsistence 

of gr ound r un t and its trn.ns forma tion from f euda l r ent into capita lis t 

r ent . 

It is in r e l a tion to t h is transition tha t the problem of tbe 

hie r a r chy of t he towns 1-Jhich a r e form ed within this CJncrete historica l 

framework andwh ich i s transmitted to th e l a t er pha se of advanc ed 

c entra l ca p ita lism mu s t be s tud i ed . 

3. - Pr ecapita list s ocie tie s1/ 

Her e , t he soc i a l forma tion i s a lmost a l ways ver y complex, and 

encompas s es sever a l mode s of production varying in type from one pro­

vince to th e oth er 9 from one r egion to the oth er e tc. The result is 

t ha t, it i s difficult to de t e rmine th e geogr aphical boundarie s of 

the socia l forma t i on 9 e specia lly as long- d i s t anc e trade may b:ting 

into cont~c t socia l forma tions which do not know each other. 

Here certa in mode s of produc tion may be concentra t ed in the 

towns (for ins t anc e 9 the s impl e commodity , mode of production or 

slave- ba sed manuf&cture e tc •.• ) while th ese mode s of production a r e 

not r ep r esent od in the rura l a r ea . Under these conditions, th e town­

country connection i s mere l y th e geographica l aspect of th e crnnec tion 

be t ween th e di ffe r en t mode s of production of the formation. 

In t hese fo r ma tions however, th e ma in aspect of the town when 

it ex i s t s, is usua lly tba t it i s th e p l a c e for the c entra liza tion a nd 

spend ing of t he s urplus extra cted from the rura l a r ea , a rid/or of t he 

pr ofits ma de from th e interconnection of a utonomous fo r ma tions (l ong­

dis t ance tra de ). 

1/ And pre- colon i a l, of c our s e . 
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.Th e a ccur8- t G a né];1 ys i s of tb <3 r e l 2. tiv o 1•TOight of t h i s mn i n a s ­

pect a ncl t ha t ofth o othe r a spec t mentioned a bove ( concentra tion of 

c erta in modes o.f p:roduc ti on a nd of t he pr ofits of l ong- d i s t nnc e t:r<::.d.o 

in t he t o-vm ) de t er mines t h& p2. rticula r conf i gura tion of t ovm s. a nd 

of t he t own-c ountry a nd t own-town r e l a tions in each of t he pr e- cap i­

t alis t soc i e ties . 

In connection v~ ith t he s e pr oblems , t h0 pr obl om of s urpl us genur<:> 

tion mu s t be clea rly d i s tinguished f r om t ha t of i t s circuln tion , i~­

cluding i ts c oneumption and th e gener a t i on of s econclRr y inco mos f:;.· or1 

thi s cons umpt i on. We ha ve bor e t o cons i der i n dep t h th~ _ idea of pro-

duc tive lab OLlr ~ t bi1 t is~ produc tiv e of a surpl us in 11 g i ven mode of 

pr oduc tion a nd no t 11 pr ocl'.J.c t ive i n r;-:; n e r <:Ù 11 (of vïhc:. t ?) . · Th e Phys i o­

cra t s wer e a>var e of t h0 impor tam~ e of t h i s pr oblom 9 a l t hough t he i r 

assumpti cn t hRt t hG sur p l us i s only güne r i1 t ed in t ho c ount r ys i de does 

n ot cor r e spond t o t he per i od t hoy s t ud i ed ( t he end of t he 18 t b c en tury), 

but t o a pre~i ous pari od (the Mi ddl e Age s ) . To be mor e spe c i f i e , t h e 

surplus i n t he :Suropean f euLla l forran. tions vms ma i n l y ( i f n ot 

exclus i ve ly ) gcnora t GQ i n t he r ur a l a r ea , but it wa s a l s o a c ce ssorily 

gene r a t od i n t he t owns wher e t h er e we r e fo r ms of l abour exploita tion, 

t ha t i s ) mode3 of pr oduct i on which \•r en t beyond th o s i mp l e commodity 

mode of pr oduc tion, But if the r e a r e i n t h e for ma tion only t ho foud<cl 

a nd t he s i mp l e cornmodity modes , th e surplus ca n only c orne f r om t ho 

f euda l mode . In othe r p r e-capi t a lis t fo r ma t i ons ( t he Ar ab world , 

for ins tance )~ t he c ircu l a tion be twe en formations of t he surplus 

t a pped by long-dis t anc e tra de p l a ys a decis ive role . 

4- Periphor a l Cap ita li sm :1/ 

The t wo s t ages cf t he ir in tegr a ti on int o t he i n t er na t i onal cap i ­

t a lis t sys t em mus t be d i s tingu i sbed her e . 

1/ Dependen t a nd under-deve l oped ca p i t a lis t countrie s of conternp.or a r y 
As i a , La tin Americ a and Af rica . 
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The cbar acteristic of the first sta ge is th e cbsence of import 

substitution indus tries . To say tha t tbere are no import substitu-

tion industries amounts to saying tba t tb er e is no capitalist mode in 

the socia l formation~ but only the domination of the externa l capita lis t 

mode over domina t ed loca l pr e-capita list modes of production. At t h i s 

stage , ther efore, th er e is ne ither a n urban, nor a rural proletaria t. 

Th er e a r e no towns in this model, except pos s ibly the r ema ins 

cf past forma tions (the ca s e of the Arab world and of Asis). In th e 

socia l forma tions of this type which come closest to th e 11 pure 11 madel 

(sucb as th e trade e0onomy of Africa south of the Sahara or the coloni~l 

economy of La tin America from t he 16th to the 19th century, particu­

l a rly in Brazil~ in the Wes t Ind i es etc ••• ) tbere a re no real towns , 

but only r e l ay stages in the exploita tion of the rura l a rea. 

The second stage , the contemporary sta ge 9 is cbaracterized by 

th e development of loca lly es t ablished industries. Tberefore the r e 

is hencefortb in t he pe ripher a l social f orma tion a loca lly esta blisbed 

capitalist mode. It is of course a peripher a l capitalist mode, tha t 

is~ a mode benefiting a t the same time , from cheap l abour and a 

modern t e cbnology. 

We bave here tbe r efore this peripberal capitalist mode and domina­

ted pre-capitalist modes of production, geograpbically located in the 

rura l a r ea but a lso in t he towns (domina t ed petty marchant sector in 

the cont ext of ma r gina liza tion e tc ••• ). Therefore , in the town-country 

analysis specifie to advanc ed peripheral capitalism 9 stress mucb be 

l a id on the different modes of production constituting the social 

formation, and not on the t echnic a l division of l abour. 


