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Back to the Commons:
Emancipatory Rural Politics in Galiza

Joam Evans Pim

Abstract

Much of rural Galiza has been for decades an almost uncontested stronghold for the Spanish right
wing Partido Popular and its predecessors. Most of these rural municipalities are characterized by
small, dispersed and aging populations, lack of employneentofuth and continuous dismantlement

of basic services. The 1938 civil war and subsequent dictatorship attempted to erase the memory of
rural emancipatory politics and the grassots institutions where it emerged and developed.
Lousame, a municipalitywith 3,500 inhabitants in the West of Galicia, fits within this pattern but also
displays signs of emerging social contestation. In 2015 a libertarian municipalist platform gained
12% of the vote and was close from depriving the right wing from its nyaj&imultaneously, the
grassr oot s ci vi l society collective AColuna- Sanfin
syndicalist column that left Lousame in July 1936 to fight the military coup. The collective has been
catalytic in mobilizing popularesistance against governmerdcked destructive projects such as
industrial waste landfills, mining operations or common land grabbing, while reconnecting current
struggles with the local emancipatory movements of the past and inspiring care and corwéhtio

the land. The process of reclaiming institutions of rural direct assembly democracy in traditional
Common Land Communities is especially significant. Lousame currently has 32 Commons Assemblies
that sefmanage al most hal f itoyf. Commans Assemblies iarp autside of thes t e r
system of State institutions and salinage important services such as water, wood for heating and
cooking, common village machinery and also represent a significant contribution to household
economies. The ghto repoliticize traditional commons institutions as tools for emancipation outside

the logics of capitalist modernity is the focus of this paper. Through the study of a small commons
community in Lousame, insights are gained on how these experiencesntdoute to emancipatory

rural politics elsewhere.
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1 Introduction

In the morning of May 1, 201@ommoners in Frém sensed how the strong neeidisterly wind that

had just begun to blow the day before announced an incipient forest fire. Quad bikes had been heard
moments earlier in the NE zone of the Commons, and as soon as the first clouds of ereadeew,

villagers rushed toward them equipped with basic fire fighting gear. The immediate intervention of the
commoners and the fire extinguishing servie#isat joined in soon afterstopped a quickly

advancing fire that the wind was pushing toward tilage itself. A dense oak wood that serves as a

living firebreak reduced the damage to just about 10 hectares (10900 m f t he Commons
hectares of ancestral lands.

Even before the last flames were put out, people in Frojdm clearly realizedettime thad been set
intentionally in the most favourable conditions for severe harm and damage. Just months before, a
delegation of commoners from Frojam and the contiguous commons had met with the managers of an
encroaching mining operation, demandingt tthee integrity of their land be respected. Sarcastically,

t he mi ning engineers responded: ADonot worry,
followed and word about the conflict spread. For decades, fire has been used in rural Galiza to retaliate
and keep people scared and sifent.

Almost a year later, representatives of the FrojAm Commons were sitting nervously at a large room in
the Spanish National Environmental Education Centre (CENEAM), in Valsain (Segovia). For the first
time, two local comunities were going through a national pemriew process to be formally
declared Indigenous and Community Conserved Areas (ICCA). After hearing the reports from
evaluators and listening to the commoners, the committee of experts adopted the decjgioovd a

both proposaléln October 2017 a light green stain representing the Frojam Commons entered the
World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA) managed by the United Nations Environment
Programme World Conservation Monitoring Centre, making it the fi&A to be added after going
through a national peeeview proces3.

After over a century of Stawdriven protected areas that marginalized human communities
traditionally living and interacting with such spaces, ICCAs emphasize the relevance of these
communities in the conservation of biodiversity and ecosystem services. But beyond their practical
relevance in conservation, the international recognition of ICCAs has also become a new tool for
communities (from Mesoamerica to the Philippines) facing threfitand grabbing, extractivism and
other projects that degrade and destroy the land that sustains them. In the face cEanresehing
capitalist modernity, rural and indigenous communities like Frojam are expanding the set of available
tools to defad their land, lives and livelihoods, which now include the development of wider and
international alliances for synergy and solidarity and direct engagement in the development of
international | egalGoi nZsotnreusnde, nt fBF rseueed PaLsh & B oatndad
ICCAs as such.

AfWe exist to support communities that simply wa
the internationa¥es to Life No to Miningoalition when asked in Frojan about theiison d'étre’ In

! See Cabana (2009). Specifically on the Frojam 2016 fire, see YLNM. Attack to Common Woodland in galicia.
2016-05-05. URL: http://www.yestolifenotomining.org/que-hai-detras-do-lume/.  Accessed: 2018-01-10.
(Archived by WebCite at http://www.webcitation.org/6wNRoeLt5)

2 CENEAM. Froxan is first ICCA to go through national peer-review process in order to be added to WDPA.
2017. URL: http://www.mapama.gob.es/es/ceneam/grupos-de-trabajo-y-seminarios/conservacion-comunal-en-
espana-ICCA/conservacion-comunal-espanal.aspx. Accessed: 2018-01-10. (Archived by WebCite at
http://www.webcitation.org/6 wNKmukdM)

¥ Protected Planet. Froxan is first ICCA to go through national peer-review process in order to be added to
WDPA. 2017. URL:https://twitter.com/protectedplanet/status/917312982740238336. Accessed: 2018-01-10.
(Archived by WebCite at http://www.webcitation.org/6wWNKUXz0L)

*YLNM. Resistance, exchange, (post)extractivism: YLNM coordinators meet in Galicia. 2017. URL: http://ww
w.yestolifenotomining.org/ylnm-coordinators-meet-in-galicia-in-photos/. Accessed: 2018-01-10. (Archived by W

2
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recent years, Galizan rural communities have spearheaded some of the largest movements and protests
that have echoed around the country, and have also built new bridges with global alliances. Dairy
farmers, fishing and mussel gathering communities andeeateas affected by destructive projects

such as the Corcoesto gold mining project or the Touro copper mining project have shredded the

clich® about the passivity and contempt of Gal i z
1936 Civil War.From cracks in the political architecture that perpetuates tacidjuepower brokers
(i mmortalized ©Dyorcy decppsanch movdrierstschavé also emerged to contest the

sometimes veiled and sometimes obvert authoritarian populist lords@&tizan hinterlands.

Although the results of the 2015 municipal elections displayed signs of such contestation in the arena
of institutional politics, the most radical transformations seem to be taking place well under the radar
of conventional politicastruggle. The strong authoritarian grip over the entirety of State institutions in
Spain—globally evidenced in the last quarter of 2017 through the crisis in Catatbam greatly

shifted emancipatory rural action (Scoones et al., 2017) away from thgentfaaking over local
councils and into creating and revitalizing new foci of popular power. New community platforms,
movements, associations and other formal and informal collectives have mostly liberated themselves
from political instrumentalization byuling and opposition parties, becoming broad and independent
political agents selinanaged by communities themselves.

Most interestingly, such a shift has also revitalized Common Land Communities, a remnant of non
State community selihanaged institutins that has surprisingly survived into thé'2&ntury Galizan

society. Common Land was once the most extensive form of prepertsather land stewardshign

Europe and elsewhere in the world but has almost disappeared in most regions after centuries of
encl osur es and U s mantpsa tvicinhaiss, . P@a lt inalyiosk s el | fial i an
fipartezipanzas , No r alengnniegn, fand similar figures present
European country, evidence the historical continuity of such aruitieti. But it is in the NW corner

of Iberia were its vitality and extension appears to have better survived the transition into capitalist
modernity.

About [ of Gal i zabds ) astoffitiallylclassified asaensmon( Lar@l ,that7 4  k m
belongs td3,300 Common Land Communitie€dmunidades de Montes VecinhaiSommons vary in

size from a few hectares to several thousatite average being around 200 hectarard from just

one ofr t wo 0 capaeabertdryewiths peaple livingi in them-to hundreds or even

thousands, the average being around 40 houses. All in all, approximately 15% of Galizan population

l ives in commons HAopen houseso. There are also
Communities are. A fair number have bedgormant for decades, abandoned as the land they are
entitled to, or under the direct control of the government or extractivist companies under contractual
arrangements or factual occupation. Others suffer the same chronic corruption and authoritarian
contol that is endemic in the local structures of the State, often becoming subservient to the latter.

However, because of their relative freedom from the political control of the State, common land
communities have also become fertile ground for the derredap of emancipatory alternatives that

challenge rural depopulation, suppression of public services and extractivist dynamics. Most Common

land communities maintain traditional practices of direct assembly democracy and are also responsible

in many casesof basic services such as water supply, playing an important role in distributing forest
commodities and income among commoner fopen hous:t
under the average sizes both in terms of population and territ@iyagimg 1 krh of common

land—about the size of the Old City of Jerusalemhile an additional 50 hectares of privately owned

land forms an inner circle with family homes, food gardens, fields and smaller patches of woodland.

Frojam is considered in thigaper as a casgudy of emancipatory rural politics in Galiza. The study
was carried out between June 2017 and January 2018 on the basis of Participatory Action Research, an
approach to understand change by becoming engaged in bringing it about (Reh®radiury,

ebCite at http://www.webcitation.org/6wOoBUKZH)
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2008). Participatory Action Research (PAR) fosters collective and community involvement in the
process of (selfexperimentation and (selfeflectivity with an emphasis on social and intrahistory of

lands and lives. Following such approachmomoners and other villagers have acted assearchers

i n trbj@gn Qommons Ghaboratono . Experiential devel opments d
presented in the paper in connection with past events and future perspectives offered by participants.

An initial historical and socigolitical contextualization is offered at first to provide a wider
understanding of the Galizan commons landscape. Although some recent developments may seem
peculiar or extraordinary, Frojam can still be considered a vadichpbe of the challenges, shifts and
possibilities currently underway and Galizan rural common communities. This particular community
was selected solely on the grounds oflépth access, which is frequently the greatest barrier for
research in generally efractory small collectives. Other common land communities with
commensurable emancipatory processes were identified, and are good candidates for future research:
the Rebordech8n Commons, in Crecent eQ terhpodat esta
ade®d (fithe ti me ®°, dolowinghother eooperatiaeg igitiafives in Common Land
communities, such as those of Ernes, NegudBaoperativa Ribeira do Navjg or the Vilar
Commons, in Triacastela, that became the first member of the ICCéo€imm in the Spanish state

in 2014 after adopting groudateaking bylaws that have been placed as example (Abella, 2016), are
equally relevant.

2 A (Pre)History of Emancipatory Politics in Galiza

A usually understated fact is thats in most of thevo r | d 0 s—98%eof humam &istory in what
today is Galiza (if we use the 118,000 yearkdtimo sapiens neanderthalenstnains in Cova Eirés)

or 93% (if we use a more conservative 30,000 record) is that of societies actively engaged in
preventing hienahization and sustaining egalitarianism. It can be assumed that during most of this
period human communities lived as simple hugetherers onomadic forager¢Giorgi, 2010; Fry,

2013) in relatively small groups with naegmented and nehrierarchicaforms of social organization
based on selufficiency, personal autonomy, absence of formal leadership and egalitarian and
cooperative practices (Fry, 2006).

Transitions from norsegmented hunteyatherer societies to new forms of social organizatiomreg
between 4,50@,700 BCE, although group size remained small. Parcero Oubifia and Criado Boado
(2013) suggest that since the early Neolithic up to the period just prior to the Roman invasion, social
dynamics that limited or inhibited the development dadraichical/noregalitarian forms of socio

political organization were firmly in place in Galiza. In a shift on how the Galizan Iron Age is
understood , an alternative explanatory model (Currds, 2014; Gonzélez Garcia et al., 2011; Sastre
2011, 2008; Parceret al., 2007; Parcero Oubifia, 2002) has come to challenge the traditional view
that characterized societies during this period on the basis of hirarchization, stratification, increased
inequality and protstate forms of politicaterritorial organization Inspired by Clastres (1989
[1974]), historians and archaeologists explain how the articulation of Gallaecian communities during
the Iron Age was sustained by an active mechanism against the emergence of hirarquization and social
inequity, preventing thelevelopment of segments within the population that could take over the
means of production and surplus. In other words: a society against the state. Currds (2014: 256)
characterized communities in this historical horizon as a social system structurbd basts of
segmentation in sefufficient and independent agricultural collectives. Each community within itself

is composed of autonomous domestic units that exercised control over the means of production and
had no differences in terms of class inegyal

The Galizan landscape was divided in such a way that each community had an equivalent access to
resources, which guaranteed independence;sséitiency and nothirarchization. The pattern of

See <http://otempodaaldea.com/> . For a news account, see P r a ZNetember 16. Available at:
<http://praza.gal/movementos-sociais/12607/rebordechan-a-aldea-que-se-organizou-para-ter-un-futuro/>.
® <https:/ribeiregas.wordpress.com/>.
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Gallaecian socigolitical organization was a myriad emall, autonomous, equidistant units, which

had its parallel within each unit, were an equivalent access to the means of production was determined

by common land ownership, while access to resources was conditioned to community membership.
According to Curas (2014: 535) such a decentralized and egalitarian population structure was the
concrete manifestation of -palticalfequalityand i#s histdryrissthate gy t c
of a struggle to prevent the seeds of hierarchyo

The nonexisterte of a political centre, class or institution that appropriates power and the means of

social control, explains why communities remained small with an average of 200 individuals
distributed in some 4,000 settlements, and decisiaking direct and collectv e fAon t he ba:c
consensus, interaction and interpersonal relations determined bipfacec e communi cat i on o
2014: 603). When a community surpassed its demographic threshold, fission occurred and a new
community, equivalent to those in existe, was created. Curras (2014: 444) offers a population
estimate of 750,000 for the whole of Gallaecia that, if compared with the estimate of 729,600 for 1552
CE—two millennia later—evidences an astonishing continuity and also the capacity of the tetoitor

hold a large population without the need for hierarchical state structures.

This politicalterritorial model is shaken with the initiation of Roman military action between"the 2

and f' centuries BCE, opening the doors for hirarchization, stratifin, social exploitation, the
emergence of native warrior elites and large settlements of over 1,000 individuals. A snapshot of this
later period of decomposition of traditional Gallaecian structures has usually been presented by
historians as a charadtztion of the whole Iron Age. Although such changes were slow, with greater
influence in the southern Atlantic area and greatly diluted in the hinterlands and northern areas, they
eventually lead to the formal integration of Gallaecia into the provistiattures of imperial Rome

in the time of Augustus.

This first subjection of Galizabds territory 1intc
such structure will remerge until centuries later. Effective Roman control is pronoumcaceas of

direct influence of the imperial road system but looser in more remote areas that remain to some extent
isolated from romanizing influences. Examples include the Bocelo highlands were settlement
continuity is evidenced in the archaeological rdcfsom the Iron Age to the High Medieval period

(Criado, 1992: 254). Although the Roman colonial period fostered the development of an indigenous
aristocracy that was crucial to imperial extractivist aims (including extensive gold mining in the whole
region), the preexisting segmentarian dynamics fostered internal population shifts towards areas were
Roman control was weaker allowing the continuity of-state societies.

The immaturity and limited extent of cities ardlae and theirlatifundia—spearheads of feudal
society—stands in sharp contrast with the dynamism of free rural communities during the imperial
period. In much of the territory these communities preservedRpnean forms of social organization
relatively intact, including collecti&y land ownership and low levels of social differentiation. During
the Low Roman Empire period '{&" centuries CE) the reality of cities such as Lucus Augusti
(todayds Lugo) is not that of focal p edemytas f or
surrounding and hosbdgdudad st at ehdssgruoaltheyconbe
walls (Lopez Carreira, 1997: 100). The emergence of Priscilianesmeviation from statsanctioned
Christianity based on rural and communityrispality that minimized hierarchies and accepted the full
liturgical participation of women also condemning slavery a significant manifestation of the
confrontation between antagonistic systems of values.

Galiza enters into the Middle Ages with a@ed, and also partial, attempt of creating state structures:

the Kingdom of the Suebi. Although the establ i sh
frequently been presented as the fulfilment of an independent state in-Galiteeed the firsof its

kind in Western Europe after the fall of Romi reality it was initially a limited jurisdictional

monarchy with powers over the newly arrived Suebi settlers, but not over the autonomous rural
communities (or over Romanizedllae enclaves) that stk to their own socigolitical systems,

especially in the more isolaté€gbonventus lucensisSuebi rulers exercised control exclusively over a

5



ERPI 2018 International Conference - Authoritarian Populism and the Rural World

discontinuous fraction of territory and a minority of the population. The idiosyncrasy of the Suebi, that
promptly converted from swords to ploughshares, lead to the establishment of newly created rural
communities that did not alter the territorial structure of Galizan Iron Age settlement, based on
equivalent access to resources and community autarchy. AbundaGegnodnic placemames is an
evidence of such newly established rural settlements aside from persistent native communities.

The virtual disappearance of the incipient State after thecehtury gives these autonomous
communities—respublica ingeniorumor free peasant republiesde facto control over most of
Galizabds territory and population (L-pez Carrei
disorganization ofvillae and the destruction of emergent local aristocracies, in turn fostering the
political development of community social organization:

(...) farmers remained ivillae but were no longer dependent on the authority of nobles. There

were no more |l ords but coll ective probl ems st
concerned everyone but nobody had more authority than the others to solve them. That is how

p e o p ksenbles ae born and the collective authority of dwellers established (Saraiva, 1978:

37).

As Saraiva exyinm®n¢neit gpbbodersn, 6dwel |l ers of a co
Latin vicus (small populated place) in its genitive foniti evdved to the vernacularizinha This

was first applied to those working in the Romalfae (vilanus servus meaning slave) but the new
vernacular use reflects the membership of an emancipated rural community that agaigasetts

around itsconventugpublicus vicinorum-rural public assembly. Although most historians recognize
that in both political and economic terms, free peasants are not only the most active but even the
hegemonic actors in Galizan society until the turn of the millennium, scaecei@t if given to them

in history books, that fill up pages with the battles and litigations of bishops and monarchs that are
prominent in the written record. But the continuity of Iron Age social structures in"taad 16
centuries CE is evidenceldrough theseespublicae ingeniorurand the numerous fortifications of the

Early Middle Ages associated to this form of political organization (L6épez Alsina, 2013 [1988]).
Communities even build alliances with viking raiders to hostilize local lordses®ritneyingasaga
describes in relation to a 1165 incursion (Almazan, 1982: 9; Ferreiro Alemparte, 1999: 68).

The Late Middle Ages is a period of intense conflict in which the power and freedom of egalitarian

rural communities is progressively lost to feedal protestate. Two parallel realities coexist in tense

conflict: a manorial reality that strives to impose the feudal pstdte; and the commons, that
struggles to maintain the autonomy of thousands of agrarian republics based on assembly governanc
(Lopez Carreira, 1997: 26265). The breaching point of the conflict takes place in tHec&Btury

dur i ngmandmo® A Wa r s-14§9), éh &hich manorial relations are unilaterally broken by
communities that declare their will to live withoutdos o r  poatengames sobrgé fios sefor ni

fortaleza ninguna [ it o have above us no |l ord nor castl e
regi meod dmandade@ tetmhmeaning both brotherhood and sisterhood) the nickname of

ii nsane 01993)B a consideration eventually shared by moderates within the movement

(namely the |l ow nobility and -rhaoruargieanli sae) i amo t
communities that wanted to become fl ogldrdsof But
vassals, but rather |l ords of t hemsleldandads 0, refl ec

In spite of the ultimate defeat of the movement and subsequent repression from the returning lords and
the emergent new State, ru@lo mmuni t i es never abandoned t he \Y;

themselvesodo. Three centuries | ater, the Floridal
Modern period some 26,500 peasants remainedgseliv e r dee senhdridi préprio dos seus
vizinho® ) including 53 parishes in 20 jurisdiction:

17). For the less fortunate majority, the continuity of the parallel institution of the communal assembly
minimized the negative impact and effective direontrol of the manorial jurisdiction and the
increasing pressure from the state (Saavedra Fernandez, 2007: 364). The authority of communal
as s e mhiconcethss , ( ficanvemtus publicus vicinoryra term later usurped by the State to label

6
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closed munigial councils) sustained the rural ethos of solidarity and egalitarianism, for example, by
reassigning taxes in relation to each houseds m
[1914]; vid. Saavedra, 1994: 74), and often placed it in diceaflict with the new powers and

interests. The 1798 revolt and destruction of the Sargadelos ammunitions factory by 4,000 peasants in
reaction over the depletion of communal forestis be converted into ccalis one significant

example. The Marqués de Sadglos survived the 1798 uprising but was publicly slaughtered by
peasants in 1809 during the confusion following the French Napoleonic invasion.

Small community constituenciesaldeia couto or paréquig had up the 20 century particular
arrangementstht made the territories confined by their
Atruly a state of their owno (Ferro Cousel o, 19
Vilarinho da Furna—a former village in the Portuguese border thas wubsequently flooded to create

a dam—and Rio de Onor, a similar comparison is made to explain the nature of community self
governance in the middle of the™20 ent ur vy : Aivilarinho represents a
its own gover(nmedl: ad0d) ;I afwishoi s ki nd of small St a
and Spain, adopted what could be calCbundMisted , r epr e
a territory that maintained de facto independence until the 1864 Treaty of Lisbesttidished rigid

borders between the Kingdoms of Spain and Portugal, has been considered a singularity by many
authors (Garcia Mafa, 2000), but its form of governance was in reality no different to other Galizan
coutos Spanish authorities, callingind&® f or its suppression, argued:
with no more than 160 houses are currently an in
dependency or subjection to any superior author.i

Authors described communalnst i t uti ons as fistateso in an att
popular assemblies that could only be compared to the competing state authority. Garcia Ramos
(1912), in his account of Jumtee dosHomdns de Fabeadelpl v g o
described its power as fAabsolute in the sphere ¢
boundaries of the parish and in terms of scope
ordinances or written rules that could limit itsvser ei gnt y 0. Anot her Gali za
(1892: 34), pointed out how the institution of the rural popular assembly is a continuity of the self
governing bodies of antiquity, although the almost exclusive oral nature of its procedures and the
autarclic focus of its decisions-on matters such as common grazing, mutual aid, communal buildings

and livestock, irrigation, ete-has led to generally undermining its legislative, executive and judicial

powers. However, in the context of community seifficierncy, full control over the most crucial

aspects of rural life in fact translated as community sovereignty with reduced external intefference.

The full extent of the power of Galizan rural communities and their capacity for rhizome articulation

(see Vail,2004) is clearly manifested during the periods of (proto)State fragility, such as'the 15
century Irmandinho revolts, the 19 century Napoleonic invasion or the "2@entury Agrarian

movement. In all three cases, coordinated action by rural commuaitiestriumental to the successes

of emancipatory movements. For example, the decentralized Galizan rural guerrilla was ultimately
responsible for the defeat of the Napoleonic forces after the collapse of hierarquical poiitiaay

structures in 1809nlspite of the crucial role of community rural guerrillas in defeating the invaders,

the subsequent emergence of the Spanish Liberal State specifically targeted the autonomy of rural
communi ties, |l eading to what Bal bween a (vijotoQs9 : 20)
traditional rural civilization and a State that was still in construction during thBd® nt ur y o . An
illustrative example is a Royal Order of May 22
rural communities by themselves amdth absolute independence of municipalities and the
Government can pervasively control lands called commdakdomuin de vecinpso . The fact
today, inthe 2icent ur vy, these commons | and stild] repre
incredibke persistence of rural communities in defending their lands in the face of an encroaching
State.

" For a detailed account of the powers of commons assemblies in NW Iberia, see Rubio Pérez (2012).

7
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3 A0One good fattened sowbo

Although usually hidden from strangers in the safest compartment of the rural home, in many
communities, original parchments of up 300 years of age are still kept as a treasure that provides
testimony of a history of struggles and hardships, but also collective rights fought for hard by
generations. Lawyers and judges dealing with civil law cases involving land rights or dispertes ov
Galizan common lands or common buildings such as mills or baking ovens are continuously
astonished by how communities can produce as evidence documents that have been kept in villages,
within families, for centuries.

During the second half of the 2@entury, in the renewed plunder of the commons initiated by

Francobs regi me, documents that provided testim
the land became a prime target of the State Forest Services that sought to deprive commureties of t
written evidence of t heir past and rights. Toda

across State archives, as Rico (2000: 122) attests, pending an unlikely restoration. Lack of documental
evidence often leads to communities loosingaldgpttles over lands usurped over the past century.
With an aging and dying population, in many places the erasure of documental history in the 1940s
1960s is followed in the present by the erasure of the oral memory of the history of the land and its
indigenous peoples.

Frojam is one community that circumvented the treacheries of State agents seeking to steal its written
records, allowing it today to better understand its past and defend its future. One such document
reveals that on the 20of May of 127 the Abbot of the monastery of San Martinho Pinério, in
Santiago de Compostela, signed a manorial deed ovepthe et lugarof Frojam that was under its
jurisdiction. A previous deed from thd 6f March of 1409 confirmed that Frojam was already unde

this monasteryos jur i & ddntary. iManorialideedstestablishedi aenain o f t
obligations—i ncl udi ng, in the 1527 documenéuynda obwpemai
marrana cebada ) e v e—+byt toyam extent secured thatonomy of the community within its

territory. Although considered as irrelevant by most historians of manorial systems, community
sovereignty over daily life in the context of Galizan rural autarchic communities is no small
achievement. Through this saeanty, the commoners of Frojam built communal watermills in the

15-16" century? established irrigation ordinances, kept communal flocks of sheep, operated an
aut onomousescomdéferradd) (And sustained a col lyaddti ve s
mutual support.

The dream of the f5centurylrmandade fit o have above us no |l ord no
achieved in 1928, when the commoners of Frojam collectively extinguished the manorial ties that
obliged them to provide the Viscount ofisAlberto every month of September with féradosof

wheat, 72ferradosof rye, 2 rams, 2 kids (goat juveniles) anartillos of lard (all valued in 23

pesetas of the time). After paying 6,049 pesetas, Frojam finally belonged to its commonersgnclud

the then over 100 hectares of common lands. The joy did not last long as in 1930 the State Forestry
Services issued a notice declaring al/l common |
i.e., exclusive property of the State.

The consegences were soon to follow. The Western portion of the Commons is split between two
mining companies extracting tin and tungsten ores that fuelled the rearmament of Europe leading to
the Second World War. Extensive operations transformed the whole areauntar landscape of pits

and shafts, producing acid mine drainage that devastated river life. Mining operations came to a
standstill in 1990 and it was left to the FrojAm commons community to carry out restoration work,
filling up pits and shafts and @ksting the area.

8 The “Avelan Mill” of Frojam already appears in a 1565 document (Ar qui vo Hi st-rico Uni v
S a n t,iPrat@dalos, N- 50, N.° 41) and remained in operation until the 1930s, when it was replaced by a new
mill called “New Mill” or “Insua Mill”.
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Galiza
The Eastern portion of the commons was taken over by the the State Forestry Services in November
1940 Pargnoni Forestal del Estado a n d y fretorested Wollowing industrial forestry

practices from 1947 onwards. Commoners were forbidden to take the village sheep flock and feral
hor skeestasj Aito the newly planted areas, effective
communal silvopastalist practices-in 2017 a 5 hectare stone enclosure to keep cattle dating back to

the Early Middle Ages was identified by archaeologists in Frojam. Heavy fines were imposed by
forest officers due to continuous breaches of prohibitions by villagersvitiathad to pay the State to

allow them to build their own fresh water supply from a spring in the usurped common lands. As a

resistance strategy, certain areas of common land were enclosed by villagers pretending it was
individual private property in antaimpt to keep the State away.

On April 14, 1975, seven months before the death of Francisco Franco, the heads of all the houses of
Frojam signed a petition to the Civil Governor of the Province of Corunha requesting that the common
lands usurped by th®tate be returned under the provisions of Law 52/1968. This petition and similar
ones from neighbouring villages infuriate the Municipatithat formally holds the legal property of
usurped lands on behalf of the State. On June 21, 1977, the whole muodtipail approves a

motion to be sent to the Civil Governor expressi
har mf ul in economic terms and extremely dangero
should they now be returned andithe di vi dends di st r i—Hatetomdescabmb ng t h
as fAipoor and ignorant peopledo. AThe devolution c

them without organization, capacity, or experience, many egoisms and passiomesaheces,
prestige [sic!], and authority of the Local Council cannot be improvised by such village communities,
and without such resources the administration [ o0

In spite of municipal resistance, the Frojam Commignformally recognized as being collectively

owned by the village on March 4, 1977, but direct control would take years to be achieved. Mining
operations continued until 1990 and even after closure mine directors threatened to cut down trees
planted overd r mer mi ni ng grounds (AYou plant them, but

9
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recall ). The 1C@k@ciaSt ad ret rFeoate swas rMepl aced in 199
agreement with the Galizan Forestry Services, repealed on May 8, 20i02or¥tpl did not prove

catastrophic as the municipal council foretold in 1977. But commoners regained control in 2002 of a

land very different from the one usurped from their grandparents in the 1930s. Communal pastures
were now forested with exotic Matey pine and Eucalyptus, both highly pirophyte species that

bring fear of forest fires every dry season. Old growth native forests were reduced to a few dispersed
threes and their memory in t hDevesaa njef soCawvihald h e Al an
( oak fQastiehsirog , ( dih e s t Qawalhinho®e d sy mal i oaks), et c.

4AAn oak forest | ies under the Eucalyptuso

Gazing on a clear day from the top of the FrojdAm Commons range, at mount Gironha, the view is
impressive, stretchingouttohe Ci es and Ons islands to the Sou
North. Most of what is in sight looking at the Barbanca peninsula is common land managed by
hundreds of small communities. In fact, in most of the surrounding municipalities approyimefel

of the territory is commons (i.e, Porto Dogom, 54%; Boiro, 48%; Lousame, 45%; Muros, 42%; Dodro,
41%; Rianxo 39%; ...). But if we stare closely at the different shades of green, the landscape appears
to be dominated by Eucalyptus forest monocultukéany of these are forestry plantations, but an
increasing percentage is attributed to uncontrolled expansion after successive waves of forest fires.
This exotic pyrophyte species, introduced to feed the industrial cellulose pulp mills, now dominates
much of the Galizan landscape expanding over 725.000 hectares and being a key driver for waves
after wave of fires. It has also become a symbol of the environmental and spiritual destruction of
Galiza by capitalist modernity, both in terms of biodiversity amdigenous rural soctoultural
practices, crippling collective imagination in terms of alternatives. Eucalyptus is a visible outcropping
of half a century of a colonial extractivist economy that ignores the social and environmental effects of
depriving aland of its traditional carers and taking away carers from the land.

At a closer look, under the canopy, the effects of this species are evident, with layers of fallen bark
turning the soil infertile for other forms of life (Becerra et al., 2018). Bukiwglthrough patches of
Eucalyptus trees in Frojam one cannot avoid spotting native oak spgamss roburQ. pyrenaica

and Q. subey that struggle to survive, seeking to reclaim their territory. Commoners in Frojam
realized that if logging was donearefully and selectively, instead of the usual clear cutting,
Eucalyptus trees could be felled while keeping most of the small native trees in the understory intact.
And that if Eucalyptus sprouts were repeatedly trimmed from stumps, the trees wouldkveinyu

out or rot by fungi attack, leaving way for a thriving oak forest that helps to retain water on the
ground, provides refuge to an immense biodiversity of creatures and opens up new opportunities for
multifunctional use by commoners and societyribgithe second half of 2017 this forest succession
based approach was applied in Frojam in 5 hectares of land, including riparian areas with high
ecological value, with notable success.

Forest succession based ecosystem restoration in Frojdm (Eucdgptye], Monterrey pine
[below])

10
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But the idea of t h&obbeuglifahesté @carwatheira r( s atnh aota kit f or e
under the Eucalyptuso) is also a metaphor of CQ
relationthat was interrupted by State usurpation and Siatetioned degradation during most of the

20" century. It is also a strategy that connects the struggle of small villages like Frojam with the wider
society, much of which feels outraged with the environmental and social destruction of rural Galiza. If

the Eucalyptus has become a symbol for suchrdggin, the Oak is its antagonist. And just as

Murguia explained how ancestral oaks provided shelter for communal outdoor assemblies, oaks have
again become a meeting point for those seeking to articulate emancipatory resistance in rural Galiza. It
remairs to be seen if those igniting fires such as the one set in Frojam on May 1, 2016 are
outmanoeuvred by those who are restoring fire resistant native forests. Extractivist corporations have a

veiled interest i n o611 i ber dation, nwhidh is often thel soleGhdtaclez a f r
preventing their projects from havi Ggiciatebwma s moot t
mnad (AGaliza is a mineo) was the sl ogan of a g

mining prospectorsud er pr omi se of a Afriendlyo administra

The Spanish 1973 Law for Mining dates back to t
usurpation. The subsoil belongs to the State and the State, if asked to do soobgtioogy can

forcibly evict communities from the land above the subsoil to extract theesd | ed fAr esour
Ancestral rights ofi Fr e e, Prior and I nformed Consento are
interesto purposes but hanleen rapeatedyrused tineGhlizat to depnven e s
communities of their lands allowing electric power corporations to erect dams and wind farms, and
investment funds to build shopping malls. The same regulations prohibit communities from installing
microhydo facilities for electric sefufficiency (even operating tHE565 Frojam water mill would

today be illegal) or accessing wind farm concessions. While the three wind turbines installed in the
Gironha range under threat of forced expropriation genersaerarmal income of over a million euros,

the Community receives an annual compensation under 8,000. Manorial ties may have broken in 1928,
but the subsequent submission to the State has almost extinguished community sovereignty.

11
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Corporations and governniealike are aware that small, aging, economically deprived populations
present very little or no resistance, while local caciques political pbweders pave the way for

social contempt. The history of Galizan emancipatory rural politics is a histonjzofwatic networks

that enabled dispersed and geographically isolated communities to work as a whole in the face of a
political antagonist. Keeping communities socially isolated and unconnected to each other and the
wider society while fostering internabiflict and conflict among neighbouring communities has been

a prime strategy to minimize social contestation. And so, the green Eucalyptus monocultures, open
mine pits and landfills take over the land that was once a mosaic of shifting seasonal t@heslesd

When the last flames of the May 2016 fire in Frojam were put out, a decision needed to be made:
contempt or contestation.

5ATo change mountains we must first change t

On January 20, 2018, the view dsternoboundanyisma lonGer r o n h a
that of a burnt land full of Eucalyptus sprouts. Hundreds of volunteers with hoes and spades fill the
landscape with holes bearing oak trees and other native specimens that will grow into a dense
temperate broatbaf forest. Ty come from all walks of life: fifty 3 to 6 year olds with sixty of their
parent s, from a nearby <city; a womenbés rugby t
environmental activists from an environmental NGO; and the list goes on. Most of theraddionat

flash crowdfunding campaign that gathered over 10,000 euros in just two weeks from more than 300
benefactors. The campaign sought to replace areas dominated by Eucalyptus in the Frojam Commons
with native trees, but alseperhaps more importantiyto create a place for people to assemble and

work together.

The main perceived obstacle of small rural communities facing large, sometimes multinational,
corporations is fAitdéds only wus against t hemo. Th
paralyzing. By choosing contestation immediately after the May 2016 fire, Frojam sought to reconnect
and rebuild the rhizome. Sever al strategies wer €
circle of concerno. T o0 w@ thedcemmiores toeschddIB8 4nf familleefrorn d e a
around the area was raised, seeking to engage children and their parents with how Galizan
communities feel and relate to their land. The interruption of intergenerational continuity in the land
stewardship relan of common land communities is as threatening as dispossession, and eventually
leads to the factual extinguishment of communities. In March 2017 the first two schools
(approxi mately 150 peopdpoyramine in Frojant, eestoring fare are Mo n t
previously degraded by Acacia and Eucalyptus trees and mining shafts. Each child and his or her
parents planted a tree and were provided with a map indicating its precise whereabouts, so that it can

be easily locateth future visits. Children and their families returned in January 2018 to tender their
trees and supress Acacia and Eucalyptuslevrouts
nocoracdoumaarvoke ( il have a tr ee inmewthelocdtienafrtheidtiee by Mo st
heart, and also related it with the trees of other children around it. Several children had already left the
school after completing the last year, but still returned with their parents to keep the connection with

the tres, the land and their friends.

9“Mo n t e”siscaanhda-up word uniting “mo N’ t(neountain, but also forested and pastoral lands in general)
and “escola” (school). The chosen designation also resonated with the well-known “Montessori” educational
approach, that also emphasized child-nature interaction.

12
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The first fiMontescolao action i n Mar

7.

Source: Semente Compostela

Also in March 2017, Frojdm had other visitors from around the world. The internatiesab Life No

to Mining network was interested in visiting communities in conflict with encroaching mining
operations, and delegates from Australia, Finland, Philippines, New Zealand, Nigeria, Colombia and
the UK exchanged views and facilitated a discussion among a dozen grahpd.ousame area. As

in the traditional Hawaiiam h u p unaudtainto-sea ecosystems, a sense emerged that a watershed
rhizome needed to be nurtured, from the headwater forests as Frojam to the beaches and mussel
gathering sand banks in the estuary. Tdmele of concern had already widened significantly,
exercising pressure and support.

fiPara mudar os montes ha que mudar primeiro as menteg it o change mointain
change mindsod) is a statement b yo fonme amfi ntgh e Twie!
educationd of society in the quest for contempt
Francoist regime that emerged out of the 138&Civil War aiming at the political infantilization and

political sterilization of conmunities that had struggled for centuries and that had learnt to organize
replicating the innovations of trade unions and other social organizations. The success of
developmentalism and extractivism were dependent on the rupture of traditional dynaanits aiy

and solidarity: to spare the rod is to spoil the child. In this sense, Eucalyptus monocultures are also a
silent outcropping of decades of cultural conditioning to shift intergenerational solidarity and land
stewardship for quick cash gains. Nmtly did State Forestry Engineers direct the plantation of
thousands of hectares of usurped forest lands with this species, but also struggled to cram the
eucalyptus=progress association into rural mentalityparallel to its oak=backwardness counterpart.

The same can be applied to the radical transformations of agriculture through the forced introduction

of agrochemicals and industrialized processes that created critical dependencies and impoverished the
land; or to the proliferation of dams and minestrbgsng rivers, valleys, mountains and whole
communities, that literally disappeared from maps.

Such transformations were instrumental for the advancement of the State and to make up for the

tardiness of Gal i zabds ac c e89 she chief mining emgineea fprittea | i st
Governmentds Mining Dictrict of Ourense and Pont
inability of the State to confront natives in t

13
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the Civil Goveror has addressed the complaints [of the prospector], the truth is the indigenous people
are able to foil the maniddiggénass iosf uasuetch oirn ttylbe [ oroi
Estadistica Minergpublication]. Two years later the peoples dairkla set fire to the house of the

British miner initiating a campaign of harassment that would continue until 1906, when the roof of his
house was blown upironically—with dynamite. Popular resistance to this specific mine motivated

the first known enviromental legal suit in Galiza over river pollution and ecological damage in 1914.

In one of the first know appearences of Frojam in the modern press, a small notice in the May 21,
1901 issue ofa Correspondencia Gallegandi cat es t hat pdoddsefthendllpges i ty o
of Frojam, Silva Redonda and Vilas, in the district of Lousame, are opposed to the water concession
requested by Mr. Henry Winter Bur buri to use t|
Burbury is of course the same minipigpspector that the chief mining engineer referred to in 1889 and

the mining concessions granted to him in the FrojAm Commons in 1884 are today still in force and
under exploitation by an large Spanish corporation. However, over a century of uneasysralatio

in the verge of oblivion while new generations become deprived of the collective experience gained
through centuries of struggle. In July, every summer and since 2016, people get together in Frojam to
remember, retell and share stories of a histdnich is not in the books but that is crucial to read the

present and to write the pages of the future.

Just weeks after the May 2016 fire in Frojam, the Galizan Director General of Mines and Energy was
questioned in Parliament regarding common landusedzby mining operations. TtRartido Popular

pol i tician ( &alidiaesunamitao rs|oofgatnhe ifsued a cl ear wa
face of |l and cl ai ms, mi ning operators had the #fl
Stake had mechanisms in place to assure forced expropriation. Although there are theoretical limits to

conflicting fAipublic interestso (private destruct

services, etc.) the former frequently prevailslyQhe State can determine what is to be protected and
what can be destroyed and Galizan commons are frequently targeted candidates for destruction and
degradation. To turn around this situation, Frojam reaffirmed itself in its right not be destroyed or
degraded by pursuing recognition as an Indigenous and Community Conserved Areas (ICCA) and to
be included in the World Database on Protected Areas (WDPA). Although these incipient instruments
are currently noibinding in legal terms, they strengthen and supghe position of the Community

and its social perception.

The Frojam Commons also joined other groups in developing a concept proposal for a Center for
Sustainability Skills that was submitted to the United Nations University in 2017 and that iglgurren
under revi ew. With this proposal and the alrea
Montescolaeducational initiative, Frojam seeks to reclaim its right to generate and convey knowledge

in a selfmanaged and emancipatory approach that reaffitsrown educational institutions of the past

( scolas de ferradp) . Compul sory St at e education and i
increasingly questioned by wider segments of society as a continuing instrument to spread cultural
uniformity and contempt. Sethanaged initiatives such as the GaliZementeschools—that have

been actively eMogtasgotaprojeitrand Furab hoeadhsoling or unschooling
family-based alternatives were collective solutions are not yet viable, illustrate how communities are
determined to ending the continuing cycles of infemation that perpetuate the logics of capitalist
modernity and authoritarian populism in Galizan society.

6AIl f you donot |l i ke Eucalyptus being set 0 |
fireplacebo

In June 13, 2015 the municipality of Lousame hefd donstitutive session after the May local
elections. Among the newly elected members was a 30ojgavoman from Frojam, who refused to

sit with the other 10 councillors in an elevated podium, arguing she was no more important that any of
her fellow neidpbours. She refused to swear allegiance to King and Constitutieraring allegiance

to the communities of Lousame insteadnd also for the first time refused to earn any wage in
serving as councillor. Her political platform had run on a libertarian mpadist agenda defending
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community sovereignty and won over 12% of the Vdtdowever, when asked what they hoped to
achieve, she responded: it he m ocgovernancen @ral rselfa n t ac
sufficiency can be done from outside the coungi. And indeed, emanci pator
today not cloistered into the closed chambers of State institutions but springing up in the openness of
common lands.

Far away from Galiza, in India, Gandhi had labelled the spaiitical structure thtawould support

his envisioned society &warap Vi oll agwi RgRaochayat cOa dirt
| ocal government ( see Gan dSwargj seltgoverament, inBavasdah i 6 s ¢
Acontinuous eff ort emmentltantroli wheteep ieia tbreignt goverdimeng ar v

whet her it is national o as no govVerdayriéen(i988s houl d
[1925], vol. 32: 258). This is something most Galizan communities learnt after-thadol ed A manor
redemptiond when they ceased to have a | ord jus
Foll owing Gandhi, in the face of renewed State

bottom. Thus, every village will be a republic manchayé having full powers. It follows, therefore,

that every village has to be ssliistained and capable of managing its affairs even to the extent of
defending itself against the whole worldod (1998
a plaform for emancipation is not based on an idealistic representation of communitarian existence,
but on a deep understanding of the extractivist logics of capitalist modernity.

Gandhi argued that two divergent schools of thought challenged each othevdothmoworld in
opposing directions: that of the rural village, based on handicrafts, and that of cities, dependent on
machinery, industrialization and war (1998 [1944], vol. 85: 233). Gandhi considered modern cities an

fexcrescenceo wiotfh fitdhreai sllinago dd hhoefp dlefee vi | | ages o,
menace to the I|ife and |liberty of the villagers
mar ked Gandhi és vision of politics, ICivilsatiano r r e s p @
Its Cause and Curgl921), influenced the opposition established by Gandhi bet®agmgrahaand

i ndustri al civilizati on, under stood as a i ma
devel opmentalism and extrac¢tboi wixprhoate kbased hen i
mal adies is to -Mmibredceod®e ¢tTw98 [vid4a@a]jge vol . 91: 39
the cement with which the edifi ceb7oWhenimkojami ti es
focuselamnagi Mig the mindso, perhaps Gandhi 6s emanc

We currently confront some of the most complex problems that we have faced as a species. With the
confluence of peak oil (also applicable to coal, gas, phosphorus andcoibi@l resources for the
industrial society), climate change, economic instability, and a global population of 7,6 billion, the
magi c wand of capitalist modernity has again tul
vil |l ages 0. eff@@s, wlch as she Cransitiory Towns, Degrowth, Permaculture, or Integral
Revolution movements, have called for the need to radically shift the way we relate to the
environment and fellow humans. Current emerging forms of intentional rural communitid® can
illustrative of future arrangements. But besides these predominantly urban movements (or at least
originating in urban areas), Galizan common land communities illustrate a different kind of
reawakening by rural collectives that no longer replicatdatie of the cities but instead reengage in

the politically significant roots, histories and forms of governance anensglagement of their own
emancipatory past.

When confronting political, social and economics dynasnibs it direct political controlrom distant

municipal, provincial, regional or state capitals; rural depopulation and demographic desertification; or
control of economic resources by multinational corporations digging for gold, copper, tin or
tungster—emancipatory rural movementsinGat a have al so come to see to
probl em. In a recent occasion a dweller of Comp:
of the ubiquity of Eucalyptus in the vicinity, the rarity of old growth oaks, and the responsibility o

rural communities for the continuous forest fires, he was asked by a villager what kind of wood he

10 See <http://new-compass.net/articles/sitting-public >.
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burned in his fireplace. After a moment of dotaind perhaps selhquiry on the traceability of the

neatly packed pallets of logghe r espondedi INloaker ddorecl uded: il
Eucalyptus being set on fire in the forests, burn them in your fireplace and leave the oak trees for your
grandchil dreno.
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