Nicole Kligerman 
Honors Project Proposal for Latin American Studies 
19 September 2009 
The Violences of Capitalism: The Effects of Privatization and Changes in Land Tenure in Uganda, Minnesota, and Mexico

Possible readers: Olga González, Latin American Studies; Paul Dosh, Latin American Studies; Peter Rachleff, History; David Blaney, Political Science. 

Introduction 

 
My thesis will explore the relationship between land privatization, structural violence, and ethnocide in societies with previously non-capitalist land tenure systems. To do this, I will analyze the changes in land tenure systems that result from land acquisition by outside parties (via militarization, government policy, and/or a change in economic systems) and the effect of these changes in land accessibility on the original population in terms of both physical and cultural survival. I aim to understand how land privatization stems from structural violence, exacerbates that form of violence, and, ultimately, constitutes ethnocide. My case studies will include the Dakota-Sioux in the midwestern United States, the Maya in Mexico, and the Acholi in northern Uganda. All three of these populations originally operated under communal land tenure systems, experience structural violence at the hands the state, and suffer ethnocide as a result of land privatization. 
 
My project builds upon fieldwork I completed in Gulu, Uganda during the spring of 2009. In my field research, I explored the Acholi land tenure system and the combined effect of war and land privatization on the Acholi people, ultimately concluding that land privatization is an intentional policy of displacement created by the central government to acquire the fertile land in northern Uganda (Atkinson 2008; Finnstrom 2008). Building upon my previous study, I will analyze the cyclical relationship between land privatization and structural violence in a more global context. 
Research Background and Related Literature 
 
Structural violence, a theory most often associated with John Galtung, is the systematic way in which social structures and institutions kill and/or strongly hinder people by preventing them from meeting their basic needs; institutionalized racism, classism, and sexism are frequently cited examples of structural violence (Galtung 1969). According to Galtung, structural violence often leads to direct physical violence. I argue that the definition of basic needs should include cultural, social, and spiritual needs as well physical ones, as they are fundamental to a functioning society. If non-physical needs are recognized as elemental, then the decimation of those needs through structural violence is a form of committing ethnocide. According to Robert Jaulin (1970), ethnocide is the killing of a population in spirit via the systematic destruction of way of life and thought of people different from those enacting devastation.  
 
 In my three case studies, state governments implemented land privatization policies that radically altered the communal land tenure of the populations already residing on that land, denying not only basic physical needs but spiritual and cultural needs as well. In the case of the United States, the U.S. government passed the Dawes Act of 1887 to title and fractionalize Dakota-Sioux land to allow for settler expansion (Carlson 1981; Anderson 1992; Carlson 1992; Carlson 1992; Barreiro and Johnson 2005; Wilson 2006; Black 2007). In Mexico, Article 27 of the 1917 Constitution was modified to allow for the privatization of communally held ejido land, which subsequently, in part, enabled the country to institute NAFTA (Murphy 1994; Pisa 1994; Stephen 1994; Stephen 1996; Lewis 2002;). In northern Uganda, accessing and selling oil under Acholi land to outside investors requires the legal titling of communally held land (Atkinson 2008; Finnstrom 2008). 
 
Because of the change in land tenure system, the Dakota-Sioux, Maya, and Acholi were denied their basic needs as increased poverty, malnutrition, and loss of economic practices resulted directly from the privatization measures (Carlson 1981; Carlson 1992; Collier 1994; Murphy 1994; Pisa 1994; Stephen 1996; Fenelon 1998; Lewis 2002; Ackerman et al 2003; Wilson 2005; Hale 2006; Black 2007; Finnstrom 2008). As such, a cyclical relationship was born: privatizating land was a way of imposing structural violence on these populations while at the same time the resulting decimation of the populations allowed for further land privatization as land was left “open” for acquisition by outside parties. I argue that simultaneously, the loss of cultural, social, and spiritual practices directly due to the eradication of communal land tenure constitutes ethnocide in these three cases. Physical violence in the form of massacres, forced internment, and the spread of disease further devastated the Dakota-Sioux, Maya, and Acholi people. (Carlson 1981; Carlson 1992; Thompson 1999; Wilson 2005; Atkinson 2008; Finnstrom 2008; Lange 2009).
Theoretical Framework
 
My case studies will be grounded in capitalist and neoliberal critiques and theories of structural violence, as well as important supplementary research in the role of natural resources in violence throughout the world. My theoretical analysis will enable an intersectional, historical, and global perspective by linking capitalism and structural violence specifically through the study of land use. 
 
Three important intellectuals will provide the crux to situate my case studies within a larger framework of capitalism critiques and the global economic system. Karl Marx’s theorization of primitive accumulation (1867) demonstrates how capitalism created a property-less class that, without its previous communal land tenure, possessed only labor as its primary means of survival. I will apply the theory of primitive accumulation to my case studies to demonstrate that a key factor in land privatization was its formation of a landless, labor class that could be forced, through physical means or economic necessity, to work on recently privatized plantations for monocropping agricultural production. David Harvey (2007) adds to Marx’s work by theorizing neoliberalism as the new wave of primitive accumulation and further theorizes how privatization commodifies entities previously held as “commons,” such as natural resources. Peter Linebaugh’s (1991) analysis of property rights in 18th century Britain will guide my claim that outside forces, primarily national governments, necessitate land accumulation to maintain their power. 
 
Seminal works by Johan Galtung and Paul Farmer form the basis of my theorizing of structural violence as a key mechanism of land privatization. Galtung’s (1969) work crucially describes the process through which entrenched social structures slowly kill people by denying their basic needs. Paul Farmer (1996; 2001; 2004) furthers Galtung’s argument by applying theories of structural violence to the denial of basic medical care throughout the world based on interlinked historical and economic processes that marginalize certain populations within the global order. I will build upon Galtung’s and Farmer’s work by applying theories of structural violence to the denial of safe access to land. 

To maintain a global perspective, I will utilize work by intellectuals theorizing land conflict in the context of global violence. In The Politics of Planting (1993), Shaul Ephraim Cohen explores Israel’s forestation policies onto Palestinian land and how planting trees becomes a political tool of control; disputes over land and natural resource access provides a basis for violence in the region. Mahmood Mamdani’s  (1996; 2002; 2007; 2009) numerous books and articles link land access to violence particularly in the Great Lakes Region of East Africa and in the Sudan, providing an alternative framework for thinking about “settlers” and “natives” to the land. Waziyatawin Angela Wilson’s (2005) book Remember This! Dakota-Sioux Decolonization and the Eli Taylor Narratives provides a critical analysis of U.S. imperialism in the endo-colonial context and how Dakota-Sioux people continue to struggle against the forced change in their culture and land tenure system. 
Research Design

In all three of my case study societies, I will use primary and secondary source material to analyze land tenure systems, histories of interactions with colonialism and neocolonialism, and contemporary land conflicts. This will augment my already-completed fieldwork on challenges to land access in northern Uganda, which was enabled by a research permit from the Uganda government. For the Dakota-Sioux case study, I will conduct fieldwork-based interviews with local activists, academics, and organizations, including Terry Janis, Angela Wilson Waziyatawin, the Land Stewardship Project, the Institute for Agriculture and Trade Policy, and the Indian Land Tenure Foundation. I will submit a proposal to the SSIRB to receive permission to conduct these interviews. This specific case study research will be framed with the theoretical research that I previously outlined.  

 Although the Dakota-Sioux, Maya, and Acholi peoples have been written, in part by the groups themselves and in part by outside forces, as “indigenous” peoples native to the land, the three societies are distinct. They do not utilize the same non-capitalist land tenure systems, interact(ed) with (neo)colonialism and capitalism in unique ways, and are in different stages of land privatization. Within the populations themselves, “communal” land access can come to signify different things based on individual positionality within the group and the effects of land privatization are experienced differently across the population, with women often made more socially and economically vulnerable as a result of privatization (Stephen 1996; Deere and Leon 2001; Finnstrom 2008;). 
 
Key threads, however, connect their experience of a forced change in land tenure system and suffering from systematic violence by state governments. Operating communal land tenure systems within a larger framework of a capitalist, and now neoliberal, global economic system poses many threats to the Dakota-Sioux, Maya, and Acholi populations and makes those systems highly insecure and susceptible to outside exploitation and violence. In addition to their global economic position and inscription of indigenous identities, the three groups have shared challenges resulting from land privatization, including: difficulty in legally accessing inherited land; land wrangles between neighbors because of competing claims for the same plot; inability to cultivate crops necessary for sustenance; denigration of familial, societal, cosmological, and/or religious practices; forced migration to urban areas; and "development" of land for commercial or governmental purposes, often including the exploitation of natural resources (Collier 1994; ; Stephen 1994; Atkinson 2003; Hale 2006; Black 2007; Finnstrom 2008; Mamdani 2009). 
 
Another important commonality between the three societies is the community-based resistance to privatization processes. In diverse ways, the Dakota-Sioux, Maya, and Acholi have resisted governmental, military, and economic imposition in order to maintain cultural continuity (Stephen 1994; Wilson 2006; Atkinson 2008). In my thesis, I will also explore how my case studies confronted, defied, and persevered against land privatization.

Conclusion

 
My Latin American Studies honors project aims to expand upon geographically-bounded area studies by developing an intersectional analysis of global systems of capitalism, colonialism, and violence. Using three historically and geographically diverse case studies, I will demonstrate that these global processes move beyond bounded spatial areas and that their simultaneous study complements a deeper understanding of changing land tenure systems and the effects on the populations that those systems sustain. I ultimately hope to make a critical intervention in the globalized system through which privatization and structural violence deny populations access to the land that forms the bedrock to their societies and sustainability. 
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