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Abstract
Switzerland is known to offer substantial support to its national agriculture. However and despite
the political importance of agriculture, very few social science research programmes on farming
and agriculture exist. Indeed, Switzerland has never had an institutionalized and established “rural
sociology”. In a national context where the viability of agriculture depends largely on public
money, discussions and criticism of the agricultural policy take different shapes, mainly addressing
environmental and economic effectiveness. This paper reviews what work the social sciences
have produced on agriculture and farming populations in Switzerland, with the aim of under-
standing better what should be done now, in a context of deep changes within the political
and economic frames of agriculture. These concerns are not limited to Switzerland and have
strong echoes in other national contexts. They are related to the understanding of farmers’ role
in production and consumption networks, in a context of multifunctionality and neoliberalism.
In conclusion, it will be argued that because of some of its characteristics, Switzerland may prove
to be an interesting case study for some of the debates in the wider rural social sciences.

Introduction

Switzerland is known to offer substantial support to its national agriculture. Indeed, the
federal state dedicates around 6% of its annual budget to agriculture and food. This ranks
the agricultural sector sixth among the federal expenses. Like other European countries,
agriculture and farmers (or “peasants”) still have an important political role, even if their
weight in the national economy has decreased dramatically. Along with this political and
financial support, the state has developed a network of research institutions to foster agricul-
tural development. The research developed in these institutions focuses mainly on technical
progress in production. Despite the political importance of farmers, very few social science
research programmes on farming and agriculture exist (Droz, 2004). Switzerland has never
had an institutionalized and established “rural sociology”. While experiencing similar social
and cultural changes to other countries in the 1990s, the government and citizens initiated
a major shift in the agricultural policy that continues. This change of the political paradigm,
generally referred to as the shift from a productivist and protectionist to a multifunctional
model (Wilson, 2007), resulted in increased pressure for farmers. Indeed, as the new political
paradigm joined neoliberal and multifunctionality logics (Potter and Tilzey, 2005), decreasing
prices force farmers to find new strategies to ensure their livelihood. In this sense and despite
the high level of state support, it can be argued that Swiss agriculture follows the same path of
neoliberalization observed elsewhere (Dibden et al., 2009). In a national context where the
viability of agriculture depends largely on public money, discussions and criticism of the
agricultural policy take different shapes, mainly addressing environmental effectiveness
(ProNatura, 2011) and the necessity of further liberalization (Aerni 2009; Rentsch and Bussy
Pestalozzi, 2006). This general situation strengthens the need for more social sciences research
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844 Social Sciences and Farmers in Switzerland
on food and farming issues, in order to better understand the social and cultural processes that
are transforming now the agriculture and food systems in this country.
This paper aims to review what work the social sciences have produced on agriculture and

farming populations in Switzerland. This attempt faces some difficulties. The first is linked
with the absence of an institutionalized rural sociology mentioned above. As a result, both
researchers and publications are scattered across various disciplines and scientific networks
with no predefined borders guiding the bibliographic search. While this creates problems
for the review process, it is this lack of a comprehensive bibliography that makes it so impor-
tant to conduct the review. This review is structured chronologically through three distinc-
tive periods: the dawn of social sciences, when the Swiss countryside was almost exclusively
the field of folklorists while sociologists focused on urban issues and anthropologists focused
on “primitive” cultures abroad; the 1970s to 1980s which witnessed a clear expansion of
research into “peasant communities” in the Alps; and finally, the 1980s onwards, when “rural
sociology” split into various topic-defined research fields.

The main goal of such a review is to explore the fundaments of the Swiss rural social
sciences in order to understand better what should be done now, in a context of deep
changes within the political and economic frames of agriculture. These concerns are not
limited to Switzerland and have strong echoes in other national contexts. They are related
to the understanding of farmers’ role in alternative and re-embedded production and
consumption chains and networks (Marsden, 2010). Said another way, the underlying
question is as follows: How the social sciences can play their role in enacting “novel realities”
in rural and farmed spaces (Lowe, 2010).
In conclusion, it will be argued that because of some of its characteristics – mainly direct

democracy and a comparatively strict agri-environmental policy – Switzerland may prove
to be an interesting case study for some of the debates in the wider rural social sciences.
At the Beginnings: the « Big Divide » Between Sociology, Anthropology and « Volkskunde »

At the end of the 19th century, boundaries between social science disciplines were essentially
based on subject areas. This resulted in the application of a dualistic logic of opposing modern
and non-modern forms as the conceptual subdivision of society. Sociologists dedicated themselves
to the study of “modern” western industrial societies and, with a focus on modernity, turned to
urban areas as its epitome. On the other hand, ethnologists (social anthropologists) travelled to
foreign countries and colonies looking for “primitive” societies and cultures (Chiva, 1992).
In Switzerland, – following the Germanic academic tradition (Katschuba, 2003) – folklorists

were the first to display an interest in the study of the “non-modern” rural population, looking
for traces of ancient traditions, “archaic” practices and beliefs. For a long time, the folklorists
remained the sole social researchers in rural areas. Their contributions are invaluable sources
of detailed information, based on lifelong fieldwork. However, they approach rural people as
witnesses of an almost disappeared world and as the guardians of a way of life condemned to
death by the irresistible rise of industrial society. This leaves little room to examine the actual
challenges and emergent new social structures. Furthermore, Swiss folklorists generally
renounced theory, and chose to indulge in precise and comprehensive descriptive work
(Niederer, 1980). According to Hofstee, early European rural sociology shared this inclination
to be “descriptive rather than analytic” (1960: 3). This positioning is nonetheless questionable
for contemporary social sciences. Of course, “Volkskunde” have now evolved to resemble
sociology and/or anthropology; however an examination of the two series published by the
Swiss Folklore Society (Schweizerische Gesellschaft für Volkskunde) demonstrates their focus on
cultural traditions and not on actual farming issues.
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The long absence of anthropologists and sociologists from the Swiss countryside is some-
what surprising. Until the 1970s, Berthoud was the only anthropologist to have actually
worked on rural issues in Switzerland (Berthoud, 1967). As noted above, this situation can
be partly explained by the German influence on academic structures characterized by the
separation between Volkskunde (folklore) and Völkerskünde (ethnology).

First Steps: Peasant Studies in the Alps (1970–1980)
US RESEARCH AND THE DISAPPEARING COMMUNITIES

The arrival of US anthropologists in Switzerland in the 1970s heralded a new dawn in Swiss
rural studies (Centlivres, 1980) and a doubling of dissertations in the subject area. Following
Redfield’s – and the other founders of peasant studies – calling, they came looking for the
Swiss peasant societies and “little communities” (Redfield, 1956). Each one chose a village
and proceeded to describe it in a monographic approach. The focus on social structures,
and above all the attention paid to the relationships with wider society, opened new path-
ways for research and allowed them to overcome some of the limitations of the folklorist
approach. (Friedl, 1974; Minge-Kalman, 1977; Minge-Kalman, 1978; Weinberg 1975;
Wiegandt 1977). US research had a clear influence on rural research in Switzerland, as it
had for European rural sociology in general (Lowe, 2010).
The concentration of this research effort in the depths of the alpine valleys was obviously

not coincidental. Peasant and community studies researchers were, as was the case with the
folklorists, looking for a strong cultural otherness. The theoretical and universal category
of “peasant” they were constructing was still built in opposition of modern time and space,
and the remote alpine villages fit well with this representation of difference. In the field, the
anthropologists found local societies in the process of rapid change as a result of the industrial
development occurring in the neighbouring plains and increasing population mobility.
SWISS RESEARCH TAKES OFF?

For many years, Bertoud’s dissertation remained isolated in the Swiss research landscape. In
the 1970s, Swiss researchers started to develop an interest in rural areas. Windisch (1976)
studied the political system of the village Chermignon, while Crettaz (1979) investigated
the pastoral system of the Val d’Anniviers.
The similarities between these two dissertations and the American researchers’ cited above

are obvious. Firstly, they were based in the same area: the alpine valleys of Valais. Secondly,
they focus on the past and the disappearance of the village communities. Preiswerk’s (1983)
work was not an exception, comparing funeral meal traditions in Val d’Anniviers and Les
Ormonts. Hainard’s (1981) work was a sign of change that straddled two periods of the Swiss
rural research: the end of classical peasant studies and the beginning of agricultural sociology.
Hainard continues struggling with the concept of peasantry proposed by Redfiled and
Mendras, without offering any real criticism. His dissertation is, however, the first Swiss
research to have addressed “peasants” as a professional group and not as a micro-society.
Consequently, it can be considered as a turning point in the short history of rural studies
in Switzerland.

Contemporary Research and the Anthropology of Swiss Farmers

The 1980 special issue of the series Ethnologica Helvetica, published by the Swiss Ethnological
Society, was dedicated to the ethnology of Switzerland. Its chapters were mostly focused on the
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rural, and many authors cited above contributed to the publication (Société suisse d’ethnologie,
1980). Ten years later, the society repeated the same exercise. A comparison of the two
publications indicates that during this decade, ethnology of Switzerland had evolved and diver-
sified considerably (Société suisse d’ethnologie, 1989/1990) away from the rural peasantry and
towards issues such as immigration, national identity and labour. Although some of these
contributions continued to focus on cows or villages, the anthropology of Switzerland, as in
other countries, came to the western urban world and its modern preoccupations (Gutwirth
and Pétonnet, 1987).
In part, this change in focus reflects changes in rural society itself, which could no longer

be classified as “peasant”, rendering peasant studies an inappropriate vehicle for the study of
social processes in rural areas, as Grignon and Weber (1993) stated clearly in their polemic
paper on French rural sociology weaknesses. While this initially reduced growth in the field,
it simultaneously opened new niches for research. The result was the splitting of rural studies
into various research fields useful to present investigations.
HISTORY SHEDDING LIGHT ON THE PRESENT

Breaching the symbolic border between urban modernity and rural tradition, historians
produced some interesting analyses about farming and Swiss agricultural policies in the
20th century. Baumann (1993) studied the founding of the Swiss Farmer’s Union and the life
of its founder Ernst Laur. Moser (1994) analysed the evolution of farming during the 20th
century with a comprehensive gaze including politics, economics and culture. The two
researchers have worked together to further investigate the recent history of agriculture in
Switzerland (Baumann and Moser, 1999, 2007; Moser, 2003; Moser and Brodbeck, 2007).
The most important contribution of these historical works to the understanding of actual
agricultural issues is probably the analysis of the constitution of a productivist regime in
Switzerland.
SOCIOLOGY/ANTHROPOLOGY OF FARMERS’ ADAPTATION

After the decline of “peasant” and “community studies”, a significant component of research
in rural areas has focused on farmers as a specific and relevant social group. Weiss and Stucki
were among the first to develop this research area, focusing on the impact of political and
economic changes on farm families in the Canton of Zurich, in the early 1990s (Stucki
and Weiss, 1995; Weiss, 2000). Meanwhile, French speaking anthropologists had started to
deal with the same kinds of issues. Droz and Miéville-Ott (2001) edited a book sketching
the condition of Swiss farming after the initiation of the new agricultural policy. More
specifically, Miéville-Ott (1996a, 2000, 2003) studied farmers’ representations of nature
and landscape. Droz (1998, 2001, 2002) showed the ins and outs of the strong logic of
“self-exploitation” among dairy farmers in the Canton of Neuchâtel and linked it with a
specific “peasant ethos”. Schallberger (1998, 1999, 2001) explored how farmers envisage
their future. Later, Droz and Forney (2007) published a book that prolonged the discussion
about changing policy and its social consequences for farmers. Louw-Prevost (2007) shared
Droz and Forney’s intention of giving farmers a voice, in her work on famers’ definitions
of sustainability.
Other social researchers deal with the farming population through more specific topics

such as gender and family farming (Miéville-Ott, 1996b; Ott, 1989; Rossier, 1993, 2005;
Stucki, 1998, 2002; Waldis, 1989/1990). Contzen and Rossier explored gender issues through
the still uncommon situation of female farm managers (Contzen, 2003; Rossier, 2009;
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Rossier and Picard, 2010). In addition, a few studies focused on farm succession (Forney,
2002, 2007; Rossier 2006; Rossier and Wyss, 2006; Rossier et al., 2007).
THE COW, THE PEASANT AND THE “NATIONAL IDENTITY”

Dairy farming has long been the predominant form of agriculture in the Swiss cultural land-
scape. As a result, the cow has developed as an important symbol of rural Switzerland, with its
image distributed throughout Swiss culture – in the tourist and gift shops, in commercials, in
artistic production, etc. Social scientists have consequently developed an interest in exploring
the symbolism of this animal in the Swiss context (Berthoud and Kilani, 1989/1990;
Berthoud et al., 1991b; Crettaz and Preiswerk, 1986; Preiswerk, 1989/1990).
The 700th anniversary of the Swiss Confederation provided an occasion for questioning

the symbolic meaning of the cow to the so-called national identity (Berthoud et al.,
1991b; Berthoud et al., 1991a). Oester (1989/1990, 1996) applied an interesting approach
in this regard. Through the analysis of advertising images, she underlined how international
marketing strategies reproduce an idealized representation of the alpine world, applying a
psychoanalytical-inspired approach. These descriptions of the symbolic inclusion of farming
in the national identity have definitively helped to understand the different political position-
ings in the debates about agricultural policies. Furthermore, they reflect ambiguous represen-
tations of farmers in the national population, which mixes a traditional idyllic valuation and
demands of evolution, towards more sustainable and economically efficient farming practices
(Forney 2011).
FARMING AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT: THE APPLIED RESEARCH

Up to this point, this review has explored mainly academic research. However, the applied
research developed by extension organizations such as Agridea has also produced some inter-
esting outcomes. As examples, Roque et al. (2006) published a paper based on the supervi-
sion of a local-based sales network of Herens beef meat. The PASTO project aimed to
develop a beef production system that combined landscape care with local economic devel-
opment and included a social component investigating farmers’ acceptance of changes in the
production system (Miéville-Ott and Hermier, 2009).
Another interesting project is the one developed jointly by the Agronomy and Social

Work Departments of the Bern University of Applied Sciences. This interdisciplinary project
examined poverty in Swiss farming (Contzen et al., 2009). Crettaz and Forney contributed
recently to the same debate by promoting a cross-methodological approach to farmers’
poverty (Crettaz and Forney, 2010).

Discussion

The long absence of anthropologists and sociologists from the Swiss countryside is somewhat
surprising. In 1980, Centlivres suggested that the striking absence of Swiss social scientists
from the countryside was probably linked to a “secret repugnance” (translated from French)
that prevents Swiss anthropologists from considering their compatriots as anthropological
subjects, as Evans-Prichtard’s Nuer or Levi-Strauss’ Nambikwara. The “big divide” between
“them” (the “primitives”) and “us” (western people) was too strongly rooted in the discipline
and the Swiss peasants too close to the scholars. Centlivres presented a further brief explana-
tion, referring to the national myths constructing Switzerland as a peasant country with peas-
ant characters, such as William Tell, central to the mythology. Along with the agrarian
policies of the 20th century, they formed a “peasant myth” strongly rooted in the Swiss
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population (Donnier-Troelher, 1999; Forney, 2011). It is likely that the power of this
mythology as well as the sensitivity of the topic left Swiss researchers reluctant to confront
these strongly embedded beliefs (which they probably shared with their compatriots). This
raises a range of questions and issues that are beyond the scope of this paper. However, to
form an understanding of the history of rural studies in Switzerland requires the reader to
at least be aware of this crucial element. By the 1970s, rural research was made easier by a
weakening of the “peasant myth”.
Beyond the diversity of approaches and disciplines, the Swiss rural researchers cited in this

paper have shared one fundamental objective, namely to investigate the changes and
transformations in Swiss rural society from the beginning to the present time. In reality,
the countryside has witnessed, in Switzerland as everywhere, dramatic transformations
throughout the 20th century. However, the same could be said for the whole of Swiss
society, and this statement alone does not explain the focus on the past that characterized
Swiss rural research. Rather, I propose that the national “peasant myth” has had an important
role in directing this focus on change within a dualistic opposition between modernity and
tradition. Recent research on the Swiss farming populations has generally overcome this
difficulty. However, the focus on change processes has been maintained. Thus, what we
called first “Swiss rural sociology” has become unified in the study of social change among
the Swiss farming populations.
Such issues are definitively important; however, there are now urgent needs to de-

velop new research on social change with a focus on the future. This is necessary in
order to address challenges facing the agri-food landscapes globally, and I would argue,
especially in Switzerland.
Firstly, Switzerland has strongly adopted the logic of multifunctionality. Almost every

Swiss farm applies demanding agro-environmental schemes in exchange of financial support,
which is generally essential for farm survival. If farm practices have evolved quickly, farmers’
appropriation of non-productivist values seems weak, as financial motivations seldom lead to
long-lasting acceptance (Schenk et al., 2007). The permanence of productivist values and
attitudes within an environmentally friendly agriculture has already been addressed in other
contexts (e.g. Burton and Wilson, 2006). In this specific case, harsh economic pressures result
in farmers having no choice but to apply “voluntary” AES. The sustainability of such a
political design is doubtful. Innovative approaches of agro-environmental schemes show
how important the social and cultural dimensions are in implementing long-lasting change
in farming practices and values (Burton and Paragahawewa, 2011; Burton and Schwarz,
2012). With the equivalent of 50 000 $US spent every year on every Swiss farm in the name
of multifunctionality, the Swiss agricultural policy should seriously engage these arguments.
If the Swiss foodscape has to evolve towards a more sustainable system, it becomes urgent to
understand better how farmers could engage in a long-term cultural evolution of farming.
Switzerland’s “direct democracy” model further enhances their role as a potential

exemplar. Firstly, important policy change cannot be implemented without a general
agreement at the national level, as referendums can always stop unwanted political change.
Furthermore, farmers find themselves, through the agricultural policy, exposed directly
to the political will of the urban majority who is (arguably) increasingly disconnected
from the land. This situation impacts on both sides of the political process. On one
hand, farmers have to make special efforts to give a good image of the national agricul-
ture. On the other hand, non-farming citizens share an increased responsibility in the
development of the national agri-food landscape. The particular position of the Swiss
citizen connects with discussions on the new role played by citizen/consumers in present
agri-food systems (Johnston, 2008).
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These specificities indicate that there are real needs for more sociological research on
agri-food issues in Switzerland. Furthermore, the country appears to be a promising case
study to explore pathways towards more sustainable and fair agri-food systems.

Conclusion

Throughout the three periods identified in this review, both the “rural” and the scientific
paradigms applied to study it have evolved in parallel: from the peasant to the farmer, from
the village to the farm; from the community to the professional group, and so on. Firstly, the
folklorists were describing meticulously a disappearing “traditional culture”. Then, the
anthropologists and sociologists of the 1970s were analysing the changes that occur when
“little communities” meet modernity. Finally, since the 1990s, social scientists have been
focusing on farming issues and in particular the present challenges imposed by political and
economic changes.
The story told in this paper will probably sound familiar to many. Most of Switzerland’s

neighbouring countries have witnessed a similar evolution of rural research (Hervieu and
Purseigle, 2008). However, some unique aspects can be identified. Swiss rural research has,
throughout its development, straddled two major academic traditions and languages –
French and German. This situation has contributed to the scattering of rural research across
several disciplines and scientific networks, and hindered the unification needed in order to
establish rural studies as an independent and significant field. The absence of an institution-
alized rural sociology could be either cause or consequence of this division. Furthermore,
social sciences were given no role in the modernization of the Swiss countryside. This con-
trasts with most of the other western European countries, which have adopted the American
rural sociology project based on technology transfer and extension process (Lowe, 2010).
The little research that existed remained in an academic “white tower”.
This paper aims to call for renewed social sciences research on rural and agri-food issues.

This does not mean to refocus only on farmers in a classical rural sociology way. It has long
been demonstrated how important other factors are in the understanding of farming or rural
issues. This is even more accurate in the Swiss context where urban and rural are spatially
and socially very close. However, farmers and the farm level should not be forgotten in
sociological analysis of the agri-food sector. By being at the contact point between social
and natural processes, they still play a key role in the shaping of more sustainable futures
and “novel realities”.

Short Biography
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dairy industry at the Bern University for Applied Sciences. Besides, he is working with col-
leagues from different countries on the concept of autonomy as a key to understand farmers’
adaptation to processes of neoliberalization. He holds an MA and a PhD in anthropology
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Zealand for a postdoctoral research on farm conversion and dairy farming at the Centre for
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© 2013 The Author(s) Geography Compass 7/12 (2013): 843–852, 10.1111/gec3.12084
Geography Compass © 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd



850 Social Sciences and Farmers in Switzerland
Note
* Correspondence address: Jérémie Forney, School of Agricultural, Forest and Food Sciences, Bern University of Applied
Sciences, Länggasse 85, 3052 Zollikofen, Switzerland. E-mail: jeremie.forney@bfh.ch

References

Aerni, P. (2009). What is sustainable agriculture? Empirical evidence of diverging views in Switzerland and New
Zealand. Ecological Economics 68, pp. 1872–1882.

Baumann, W. (1993). Bauernstand und Bürgerblock. Ernst Laur und der Bauernverband 1897-1918. Zürich: Orell
Füssli Verlag.

Baumann, W. and Moser, P. (1999). Bauern im Industriestaat: agrarpolitische Konzeptionen und bäuerliche Bewegungen in der
Schweiz 1918-1968. Zürich: Orell Füssli Verlag.

Baumann, W. and Moser, P. (2007). Agriculture - Chap. 4: Les XIXe et XXe siècles. [Online]. Available: http://www.
hls-dhs-dss.ch/textes/f/F13933-1-4.php

Berthoud, G. (1967). Changements économiques et sociaux de la Montagne. Vernamiège en Valais. Bern: Francke.
Berthoud, G., Crettaz, B. et al. (1991a). Vache d’utopie. Genève: Éditions Slatkine.
Berthoud, G., Crettaz, B. and Preiswerk, Y. (1991b). Races de bétail, modes d’élevage et identités régionales. La Vache:
corps, symbole et décor. Schweizerisches Archiv für Volkskunde 87, pp. 185–208.

Berthoud, G. and Kilani, M. (1989/1990). Identité régionale et passion de l’élevage en Valais: une approche
anthropologique. In: Gonseth, M.-O. (ed.) Images de la Suisse; Schauplatz Schweiz. Berne: Société Suisse d’Ethnologie.

Burton, R. and Schwarz, G. (2012). Result-oriented agri-environmental schemes in Europe and their potential for
promoting behavioural change. Land Use Policy 30, pp. 628–641.

Burton, R. J. F. and Paragahawewa, U. H. (2011). Creating culturally sustainable agri-environmental schemes. Journal of
Rural Studies 27, pp. 95–104.

Burton, R. J. F. and Wilson, G. A. (2006). Injecting social psychology theory into conceptualisations of agricultural
agency: towards a post-productivist farmer self-identity? Journal of Rural Studies 22 (2006), pp. 95–115.

Centlivres, P. (1980). Un nouveau regard sur les Alpes: l’anthropologie américaine découvre le Valais. In: SSE-SEG (ed.)
Contributions à l’ethnologie de la Suisse. Bern: Société suisse d’ethnologie.

Chiva, I. (1992). A propos des communautés rurales. L’ethnologie et les autres sciences de la société. In: Althabe, G.,
Fabre, D. and Lenclud, G. (eds.) Vers une ethnologie du présent. Paris: Maison des Sciences de l’Homme.

Contzen, S. (2003). Landwirtschaftliche Betriebsleiterinnen - Frauen in einer Männerdomäne. Eine qualitative Untersuchung.
Mémoire de licence, Philosophischen Fakultät der Universität Freiburg.

Contzen, S., Fluder, R., Genoni, M. and Neukomm, S. (2009). Bauernhaushalte unter dem Existenzminimum. Bern:
Berner Fachhochschule, Fachbereich Soziale Arbeit/Schweizerische Hochschule für Landwirtschaft.

Crettaz, B. (1979). Nomades et sédentaires dans le Val d’Anniviers. Genève: Éd. Grounauer.
Crettaz, B. and Preiswerk, Y. (eds.) (1986). Le pays où les vaches sont reines. Genève: Musée d’ethnographie.
Crettaz, E. and Forney, J. (2010). Situation financière des agriculteurs: mieux comprendre en croisant les perspectives.
Yearbook of Socioeconomics in Agriculture 2010, pp. 255–284.

Dibden, J., Potter, C. and Cocklin, C. (2009). Contesting the neoliberal project for agriculture: productivist and
multifunctional trajectories in the European Union and Australia. Journal of Rural Studies 25, pp. 299–308.

Donnier-Troelher, A. (1999). Image de la Suisse; les paysans dans l’œuvre d’Albert Anker (1831-1910); Le monde paysan
comme modèle patriotique. Neuchâtel: Institut d’ethnologie.

Droz, Y. (1998). De la monoculture de la vache à l’auto-exploitation: quelle économie pour quelle agriculture ?. Genève: Institut
Universitaire d’Études du Développement.

Droz, Y. (2001). Le paysan jurassien: un fonctionnaire qui s’ignore? Journal des anthropologues 84, pp. 173–201.
Droz, Y. (2002). Du lait comme valeur. Ethnologie des fermes jurassiennes. Ethnologie française XXXII, pp. 209–219.
Droz, Y. (2004). Existe-t-il une sociologie rurale suisse ? Économie et sociologie rurales 2004, pp. 11–20.
Droz, Y. and Forney, J. (2007). Un métier sans avenir? La Grande Transformation de l’agriculture suisse romande. Paris/Genève:
Karthala/IUED.

Droz, Y. and Miéville-Ott, V. (2001). On achève bien les paysans. Reconstruire une identité paysanne dans un monde incertain.
Chêne-Bourg/Genève: Georg.

Forney, J. (2002). Des paysans, il en faudra toujours… La reprise de l’exploitation familiale et les perspectives d’avenir de jeunes
agriculteurs fribourgeois. Mémoire de licence Mémoire de licence, Université de Neuchâtel.

Forney, J. (2007). Ethos et subversions quotidiennes chez les paysans romands. In: Chappaz, S., Monsutti, A. and
Schinz, O. (eds.) Entre ordre et subversion. Paris/Genève: Karthala/IUED.

Forney, J. (2011). Idéologie agrarienne et identité professionnelle des agriculteurs: la complexité des images du «paysan
suisse ». Yearbook of Socioeconomics in Agriculture 2011 pp. 13–33.
© 2013 The Author(s) Geography Compass 7/12 (2013): 843–852, 10.1111/gec3.12084
Geography Compass © 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd

http://www.hls-dhs-dss.ch/textes/f/F13933-1-4.php
http://www.hls-dhs-dss.ch/textes/f/F13933-1-4.php


Social Sciences and Farmers in Switzerland 851
Friedl, J. (1974). Kippel: a changing village in the Alps. New-York; Chicago; etc.: Holt, Rinerhart, Winston.
Grignon, C. and Weber, F. (1993). Sociologie et ruralisme, ou les séquelles d’une mauvaise rencontre. Cahiers d’économie
et de sociologie rurales 29, 59–74.

Gutwirth, J. and Pétonnet, C. (eds.) (1987). Chemins de la ville. Enquêtes ethnologiques. Paris: Editions du C.T.H.S.
Hainard, F. (1981). Sociologie de la paysannerie. Approche pluraliste de la collectivité paysanne du Val-de-Travers. Thèse de
doctorat, Université de Neuchâtel.

Hervieu, B. and Purseigle, F. (2008). Troubled pastures, troubled pictures: French agriculture and contemporary rural
sociology. Rural Sociology 73, pp. 660–683.

Hofstee, E. W. (1960). Introduction. Sociologia Ruralis 1, pp. 3–6.
Johnston, J. (2008). The citizen-consumer hybrid: ideological tensions and the case of Whole Foods Market. Theory and
Society 37, pp. 229–270.

Katschuba, W. (2003). Einführung in die Europäische Ethnologie. München: Beck.
Louw-Prevost, M. (2007). Definition des Sozialen Nachhaltigkeit aus der Sicht des LandwirtInnen. Économie et sociologie
rurales 7(1), pp. 117–139.

Lowe, P. (2010). Enacting Rural Sociology: Or what are the Creativity Claims of the Engaged Sciences? Sociologia
Ruralis 50, pp. 311–330.

Marsden, T. (2010). Mobilizing the regional eco-economy: evolving webs of agri-food and rural development in the
UK. Cambridge Journal of Regions Economy and Society 3, pp. 225–244.

Miéville-Ott, V. (1996a). Le sapin c’est notre palmier; Représentation du paysage chez les agriculteurs du Jura
neuchâtelois (Suisse). Utinam 19, pp. 79–98.

Miéville-Ott, V. (1996b). Une ethnologue aux champs. Tsantsa 1.1996, pp. 87–95.
Miéville-Ott, V. (2000). Les éleveurs du Jura face à l’écologisation de leur métier. Le Courrier de l’environnement de l’INRA.
Miéville-Ott, V. (2003). Multifonctionnalité et identité paysanne. Une étude auprès des agriculteurs de l’Arc jurassien.
Économie et sociologie rurale 1/03, pp. 131–144.

Miéville-Ott, V. and Hermier, R. (2009). Approche sociologique de l’acceptabilité de nouvelles pratiques par les
éleveurs. Revue suisse agricole 41, pp. 131–136.

Minge-Kalman, W. (1977). Family production and reproduction in industrial society: a field study of changes during the
peasant to worker transition in Europa. Thesis, Columbia University.

Minge-Kalman, W. (1978). Household economy during the paesant-to-worker transition in the Swiss Alps. Ethnology
17, pp. 183–196.

Moser, P. (1994). Der Stand der Bauern: bäuerliche Politik, Wirtschaft und Kultur gestern und heute, Frauenfeld, Huber.
Moser, P. (2003). Sélectionner, semer, récolter: politique agricole, politique semencière et amélioration génétique en Suisse de 1860 à
2002. Baden: Hier + Jetzt.

Moser, P. and Brodbeck, B. (2007). Du lait pour tous. Portrait en images, documents et analyses de l’économie et de la politique
laitières en Suisse au 20e siècle. Baden: Hier+Jetzt.

Niederer, A. (1980). Vergleichende Bemerkungen zur ethnologischen und zur volkskundlichen Arbeitsweise. In: Sse-Seg
(ed.) Contributions à l’ethnologie de la Suisse. Bern: Société suisse d’ethnologie.

Oester, K. (1989/1990). Das Milka-Dispositiv; Ein fiktives Gespräch mit der "zartesten und profitabelsten Versuchung,
seit Schokolade gibt". In: Gonseth, M.-O. (ed.) Images de la Suisse; Schauplatz Schweiz. Berne: Société Suisse
d’Ethnologie.

Oester, K. (1996). Unheimliche Idylle; Zur Rhetorik heimatlicher Bilder. Köln: Weimar & Wien, Böhlau.
Ott, V. (1989). La formation professionnelle de la paysanne: réalité et ambiguïté. Economie et sociologie rurale 1/89,
pp. 5–21.

Potter, C. and Tilzey, M. (2005). Agricultural policy discourses in the European post-Fordist transition: neoliberalism,
neomercantilism and multifunctionality. Progress in Human Geography 29, pp. 581–600.

Preiswerk, Y. (1983). Le repas de la Mort. Catholiques et protestants aux enterrements. Visages de la culture populaire en Anniviers
et aux Ormonts. Sierre: Monographic SA.

Preiswerk, Y. (1989/1990). La vache en Gruyère: notes en cours de recherche. In: Gonseth, M.-O. (ed.) Images de la
Suisse; Schauplatz Schweiz. Berne: Société Suisse d’Ethnologie.

Pronatura (2011). Le mythe de l’ « agriculture suisse écologique ». Rencontre avec les médias. Vendredi, le 24 juin 2011,
10.30 h. In: Pronatura (ed.). Business Center Vatter. Berne: Pro Natura.

Redfield, R. (1956). Peasant society and culture. Chicago: University of Chicago.
Rentsch, H. and Bussy Pestalozzi, C. (2006). Liberté pour l’agriculture. Avenir Suisse.
Roque, O., Miéville-Ott, V. and Lavoyer, R. (2006). Réseau d’acteurs et construction d’un nouveau marché, l’exemple
de la viande d’origine régionale Hérens (Valais, Suisse). Sociologies Pratiques 13, pp. 105–121.

Rossier, R. (1993). Les paysannes suisses. Leur travail dans l’exploitation. Tänikon: FAT.
Rossier, R. (2005). Role models and farm development options: a comparison of seven Swiss farm families. Journal of
Comparative Family Studies 36, pp. 399–417.
© 2013 The Author(s) Geography Compass 7/12 (2013): 843–852, 10.1111/gec3.12084
Geography Compass © 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd



852 Social Sciences and Farmers in Switzerland
Rossier, R. (2006). Succession à la ferme: facteurs déterminants. Agroscope. Revue suisse d’agriculture 38(3), 151–155.
Rossier, R. (2009). Zukunftsperspektiven junger landwirtschaftlicher Betriebsleiterinnen in der Schweiz. In:
Oedl-Wieser, T. and Darnhofer, I. (eds.) Gender Issues. Sonderheft des Jahrbuches der österreichischen Gesellschaft
für Agrarökonomie Band 18, Heft 2. Wien: Facultas.wuv.

Rossier, R., Felber, P. and Mann, S. (2007). Différents aspects de la succession à la ferme. Rapports ART - 681.
Tänikon: ART.

Rossier, R. and Picard, R. (2010). The embodiment of agricultural machine work of young Swiss farm manageresses.
Yearbook of Socioeconomics in Agriculture 2010, pp. 311–328.

Rossier, R. andWyss, B. (2006). Les facteurs d´influence sur la succession dans l´agriculture.Agrarforschung 13(4), pp. 144–149.
Schallberger, P. (1998). ‘Ich muss käsen können.’ Das Ende der Landwirtschaft? In: Honegger, C. and Rychner, M.
(eds.) Das Ende der Gemütlichkeit. Strukturelles Unglück und mentales Leid in der Schweiz. Zürich: Limmat.

Schallberger, P. (1999). Bauern zwischen Tradition und Moderne? Soziologische Folgerungen aus der Rekonstruktion
eines bäuerlichen Deutungsmusters. Schweizerische Zeitschrift für Soziologie 25, pp. 519–547.

Schallberger, P. (2001). De quel avenir parlent les paysans ? . In: Droz, Y. and Miéville-Ott, V. (eds.) On achève bien les
paysans… Genève/Chêne-Bourg: Georg.

Schenk, A., Hunziker, M. and Kienast, F. (2007). Factors influencing the acceptance of nature conservation measures - a
qualitative study in Switzerland. Journal of Environmental Management 83, pp. 66–79.

Société Suisse D’ethnologie (ed.) (1980). Contributions à l’ethnologie de la Suisse, Berne: Société Suisse d’ethnologie.
Société Suisse D’ethnologie (ed.) (1989/1990). Images de la Suisse/Schauplatz Schweiz. Berne: Société Suisse d’ethnologie.
Stucki, B. (1998). Frauen in der Landwirtschaft heute. Bäuerinnen im kanton Zürich zwischen Lebenswelt und Berufsdenken.
Zürich: Volkskundlisches Seminar der Universität Zürich.

Stucki, B. (2002). Le rôle de la femme dans l’agriculture. Steg: Office fédérale de l’agriculture.
Stucki, B. and Weiss, J. (1995). Landwirtschaft - für wen? Bauern une Bäuerinnen zwischen Produktion und Ökolohn. Analyse
eines Konfliktes, Steg.

Waldis, B. (1989/1990). Ohne Frau kann Mann nicht bauern. In: Gonseth, M.-O. (ed.) Images de la Suisse; Schauplatz
Schweiz. Berne: Société Suisse d’Ethnologie.

Weinberg, D. (1975). Bruson. Etude socio-ethnologique sur les relations humaines dans un village de montagne., s.l.,
Annales Valaisannes.

Weiss, J. (2000). Das Missverständnis Landwirtschaft. Befindlichkeit, Selbstbild und Problemwahrnehmung von Bauern und
Bäuerinnen in unsicherer Zeit. Zürich: Chronos Verlag.

Wiegandt, E. B. (1977). Communalism and conflict in the Swiss Alps. Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan.
Wilson, G. A. (2007). Multifunctional agriculture. A transition theory perspective. Oxfordshire/Cambridge: CABI.
Windisch, U. (1976). Lutte de classes, lutte de clans. Chermignon, la politique au village, Lausanne, L’Age d’homme.
© 2013 The Author(s) Geography Compass 7/12 (2013): 843–852, 10.1111/gec3.12084
Geography Compass © 2013 John Wiley & Sons Ltd


