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Introduction

The 1989 cult classic film In Which Annie It Those Ones, directed by the Indian filmmaker and 
environmentalist Pradip Kishen, unfolds around the final thesis submissions of students at the 
School of Planning and Architecture in New Delhi.1 The protagonist, Anand Kishore—nicknamed 
Annie—proposes a bold idea for his final thesis project: an agrarian-urban corridor of fruit 
orchards, logistical infrastructures, and market towns running through the reserve wastelands 
along India’s railway lines. The proposal, while envisioning ecological revitalisation along railway 
infrastructure, seeks to counter the highly unequal and exploitative relationship between the 
urbanisation of India’s large metropolitan cities and its largely rural countryside—an asymmetry 
that produces a deeply immiserated class of transitory migrants tasked with both cheap produc-
ing cheap food for cities and providing cheap labour within them. The hybrid agrarian-urban 
fabric that Annie imagines aims to renegotiate the extractive centre-periphery relations that 
underpin the metabolic entanglements of the city and the countryside, catalysing an agrarian 
urban settlement landscape that transcends the rural–urban divide. Annie’s tutors, however, dis-
miss his utopic proposal as a disciplinary transgression: architects and planners, they insist, design 
projects for cities, while agronomists and development planners work with rural areas. Annie is 
ultimately forced to return to the drawing board, recycling an old architecture project that com-
plies with the disciplinary siloing his tutors uphold—a distinction that continues to shape the 
conceptual separation of the city and the countryside and to sustain the ‘city lens’ that remains 
pervasive in urban research and practice (Angelo, 2017).

Incidentally, around the same time as Kishen’s film was released, urban geographer Terry 
McGee (2022 [1991]) was reporting on the hybrid realities of agrarian–urban transformations 
unfolding beyond the urban–rural divide in the agrarian hinterlands of Asia, as globalisation was 
dissolving the once sharp distinctions between the two. McGee described these emerging hybrid 
formations through the portmanteau desakota, which in Bahasa Indonesia combines desa (village 
or countryside) and kota (city). As we will highlight later in this article, McGee was far from the 
only scholar engaging with the hybrid reality of agrarian–urban landscapes—both as an empiri-
cal phenomenon and as a planning imaginary. What distinguished McGee’s relational approach 
to landscape and urbanism (Mitchell, 2017), however, was his ability to identify commonalities in 
agrarian–urban transformations across a vast region he termed ‘Monsoon Asia’, counter to the 
grain of urban studies, which tends to romanticise, anachronise, and generalise the not-city 
within the urban (see Angelo, 2017).

For McGee (2022 [1991]), Monsoon Asia encompassed the humid and intensively cultivated 
landscapes of East, Southeast, and parts of South Asia, which shared similar features due to com-
parable patterns of agricultural land settlement and seasonal hydrological cycles. Yet, the 
differences in the agrarian–urban hybridisation of desakota landscapes across Monsoon Asia were 
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conditioned by prior agrarian reforms and state-led rural development policies that had shaped 
the varying capacities of national economies to attract and fix global capital investments. Based 
on these differences, McGee identified three distinct types of desakota: Type 1, observed in Japan 
and South Korea—what he termed konjuka—where most economically active workers in rural or 
agrarian regions are engaged in non-agricultural activities; Type 2, located in parts of China, 
India, and Indonesia, where productivity gains in both agriculture and industry are concentrated 
in urban cores and their peri-urban peripheries, producing rapid economic growth relative to 
other regions; and Type 3, found in more peripheral parts of Monsoon Asia—such as Bangladesh, 
the interior provinces of China (e.g., Sichuan), and the state of Kerala in South India—where 
global economic penetration has been limited, resulting in continued population growth, surplus 
labour, and low productivity in both agricultural and non-agricultural sectors.

While the realities of these regions have transformed dramatically in the three decades since 
McGee first described the hybrid agrarian urbanism unfolding in Monsoon Asia under neoliberal-
isation, the underlying entanglements of social reproduction, metabolism, and environmental 
transformation between the agrarian and the urban that he identified have only deepened. This 
intensifying entanglement has been extensively examined in the rich body of scholarship that 
has emerged at the intersection of the agrarian and urban questions in recent years (e.g., 
Balakrishnan, 2020; Bathla 2024b; Cowan, 2018; Gururani, 2023; Wang, 2024). Collectively, this 
work underscores the contingency, incompletion, and hybridisation inherent in processes of 
agrarian–urban transformation.

Despite the long-standing and often self-evident ways in which the urban and the agrarian 
have been mutually enmeshed and conceived together—from pre-industrial societies such as 
Angkor Wat and Tenochtitlan, which seamlessly integrated metabolically interdependent urban 
settlements and agrarian production, to bottom-up initiatives such as Alternative Food Networks 
for urban food sovereignty—mainstream planning imaginaries have tended to obscure the inter-
relationships between the two. This occlusion stems not only from the entrenchment of the ‘city 
lens’ as a dominant way of seeing and knowing the urban (Angelo, 2017), but also from the 
uneven deepening of the ‘metabolic rift’ since early nineteenth-century industrialisation. This rift 
entailed ‘both a rupture in nutrient cycling between town and country and a rupture in the 
metabolic relation between humans and nature under capitalism’ (Schneider & McMichael, 2010, 
462). The ruptures produced by the metabolic rift not only pushed agrarian commodity frontiers 
to the farthest corners of the world to fuel urban metabolism in metropolitan centres but also 
transformed the agrarian social relations within those territories (Moore, 2017), thereby extending 
urbanisation into zones previously outside capitalist social relations (Brenner & Schmid, 2015). 
Capital accumulation derived from agricultural production thus provided the economic founda-
tion for industrial modernisation—first in colonial metropoles and later in postcolonial 
nation-states (Friedmann & McMichael 1989).

At the base of this often-unseen enmeshment of the agrarian and the urban—and of the 
forms of agrarian urbanism that emerge at their confluence—lies a deeper similarity in the ways 
both have been planned, governed, and spatially produced since the advent of colonial moder-
nity (Sevilla-Buitrago, 2022). Just as cities were planned, settled, and expanded in the aftermath 
of European colonisation and more intensively since the nineteenth century, agrarian landscapes 
were likewise drained, infrastructured, and settled through mutually reinforcing metabolic entan-
glements—what Álvaro Sevilla-Buitrago (2022) calls ex-novo extended urbanisation. Despite the 
deceptive aesthetic alterity, agrarian landscapes too have been repeatedly remade through proj-
ects of settlement and territorialisation—from kibbutzim in Israel-Palestine (Efrat, 2013) and the 
‘internal colonisation’ of German settler landscapes by the Prussian Settlement Commission in 
Poland (Kennedy, 2019), to the ‘rural settlement’ of drained territories such as the Pontine Marshes 
in central Italy and the colonial agrarian settlements of Punjab and Bengal under British rule in 
South Asia. Continuing these logics, processes of wastelanding (see Bathla, 2024a; Di Palma, 
2014; Harris 2025a) perpetuate the uneven dispossession of peasant and pastoral communities 
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through the enclosure of agrarian lands and commons for capitalist rent extraction. During peri-
ods of crisis and war, urban spaces have likewise been transformed for agricultural use—as in 
the conversion of sports fields and public plazas in Swiss cities into farming plots during the 
Second World War as part of Plan Wahlen (Maurer, 1985).

Recognising such ongoing and historical agrarian–urban entanglements reveals how the two 
have continually co-produced one another within a persistent agrarian–urban continuum that 
transcends city-centric planning paradigms. This recognition is crucial not only for understanding 
how urban metabolism, social reproduction, and property relations operate at a territorial scale 
beyond the city and are being reshaped through practices of solidarity agriculture, alternative 
food networks, and Black agrarianisms in cities such as Detroit, Toronto, New York, and Zurich 
(e.g., McClintock, 2014; Montgomery, 2020; Safransky, 2017), but also for attending to the every-
day, often unspectacular ways in which peasant migrants cultivate urban wastelands for agricul-
ture in Asian cities (e.g., Liu, 2023; Wang, 2024, 205). Paying attention to agrarian urbanism can 
thus help us reimagine and plan the urban and the agrarian differently—particularly in times 
when climate uncertainties, wars, and conflicts disrupt both agrarian and urban livelihoods as 
well as the global food chains that bind them—towards realising solidarities in an agrarian 
urbanism otherwise (Angelo et  al., 2025; Bathla 2024b).

Furthermore, recognising the mutual interest in the agrarian question within urban studies—par-
ticularly through the conceptualisation of extended urbanisation (e.g., Brenner & Schmid, 2015; Ghosh 
and Meer 2021; Schmid & Topalovic, 2023), which pushes the boundaries of urban inquiry beyond 
the city to examine the interconnectedness of agrarian landscapes and urbanisation—and in rural 
geography’s engagement with the urban question and the processes of extended ruralisation within 
the city (e.g., Gillen et  al., 2022; Mercer, 2017; Paprocki, 2020), agrarian urbanism offers a 
non-confrontational middle path. It provides a perspective not only on how peasant and pastoral 
livelihoods are being eroded through the ‘enclosure of land away from social purposes in favor of 
privatized, exclusionary, and profit-driven modes of appropriation, whether for resource extraction, 
agribusiness, logistics functions, or other purposes’ (Brenner & Schmid, 2015, 167), but also on the 
resurgence of new peasant and pastoral lifeworlds within cities and landscapes long considered 
urbanised (Gillen et  al., 2022; Bathla 2024b). In doing so, it creates space not only for epistemic 
understandings of spatial transformations, but also for attending to their incompletion, reversibility, 
and the potential for other-than-urban political futures (Bathla 2024b; Paprocki, 2020). Agrarian 
urbanism thus seeks to recognise the undecidability of the ‘extensions’ (Simone et  al., 2025) being 
forged through more-than-urban processes, where the agrarian functions as a more-than-residual 
category that co-constitutes the urban rather than being subsumed by it (see Gururani, 2023). 
Thinking alongside the work of landscape and urban theorists such as Shubhra Gururani (2023), 
Charles Waldheim (2009), and Sébastien Marot (2019), and drawing upon diverse strands of geo-
graphical and planning research, this special issue elaborates upon the concept of agrarian urban-
ism as a heuristic for exploring the multiplicity of ways through which the urban and the agrarian 
are entangled. In what follows, we survey theoretical approaches and scholarly traditions with the 
goal of (re)constructing a theory of agrarian urbanism otherwise—one that transcends the rural–
urban divide.

Mapping the theoretical terrain of agrarian urbanism

Our survey of agrarian urbanism across diverse regional literatures reveals a rich diversity of ver-
naculars that reflect distinct scholarly traditions and situated historical trajectories. Some among 
the terms we encountered during one survey are urbanisme agricole (Boucher, 2009), agrourbanism 
or agriurbanisme (Vidal & Fleury, 2009), and agricultural urbanism (Donadieu, 2006; Fanizza 2015; 
Ferraresi, 2013; Ingersoll, 2012). This multiplicity underscores the emerging need for a new vocab-
ulary to conceptualise the processes unfolding (Schmid et  al., 2018) at agrarian–urban 
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intersections, while also calling for caution in reconstructing what ‘agrarian urbanism’ means and 
entails. To situate this multiplicity, it is useful to recall one of the earliest attempts to systematise 
the field.

In their pioneering work, Andrés Duany and Elizabeth Plater-Zyberk (2011, 7–9; 2019) sought 
to distinguish the diverse concepts emerging at the intersections of agrarian and urban studies 
(see also Balakrishnan & Gururani, 2021). They categorised four main approaches: agricultural 
retention, urban agriculture, agricultural urbanism, and agrarian urbanism. For them, agrarian urban-
ism refers to ‘settlements where the society is involved with food in all its aspects: organizing, 
growing, processing, distributing, cooking, and eating it’, whereas agricultural urbanism designates 
the physical form of settlements that support the workings of such an intentional agrarian society.

While their typology usefully clarifies terminological distinctions, it also risks reducing the crit-
ical potential of agrarian urbanism to a design ideal, obscuring its relational and political dimen-
sions. Building on Gururani and Waldheim, we view agrarian urbanism as a heuristic for exploring 
the deeply intertwined and co-constitutive trajectories of agriculture and urbanism. For Gururani, 
agrarian urbanism forges conversations between agrarian and urban studies—fields that have 
historically remained marginal to one another (see Ghosh and Meer 2021)—by highlighting the 
persistence of the agrarian within the urban. Drawing on research on the urbanising agrarian 
peripheries of Delhi, Gururani demonstrates that agrarian urbanism does not erase or assimilate 
the rural; rather, it reveals how agrarian and urban dynamics mutually sustain and produce each 
other (see also Bathla 2024a; Cowan, 2018; Lazzarini, 2021).

Enclosure of agrarian lands and commons remains a key feature of neoliberal urbanisation, 
which unfolds unevenly across the globe (e.g., Balakrishnan, 2020; Cowan, 2018; Gururani, 2023; 
Levien, 2012; Mercer, 2017). However, this urbanisation often fails or refuses to incorporate the 
communities it displaces, leading to the ‘elaboration of old forms of rentiership and exploitation’ 
with unequal success and opportunities (Levien, 2012, 965). Furthermore, agrarian enclosures are 
frequently left in a prolonged state of abandonment (Vorbrugg, 2025) and material incompletion 
(Bathla, 2024b; Simone et  al., 2025), awaiting the ebbs and flows of capital investment and spec-
ulation, which often leads to a resurgence of pastoral and peasant futures in areas deemed 
urbanised. Thus, the agrarian does not merely get subsumed under the unfolding neoliberal 
extended urbanisation socio-ecologically, politically, and materially; rather, the agrarian and urban 
continue to co-constitute each other (Gururani, 2023).

While Gururani’s focus on the persistence of agrarian land ownership and social structures is 
crucial, we suggest that this is only one among many dimensions of agrarian urbanism. As a 
heuristic, agrarian urbanism opens pathways to analyse landscape change under extended 
urbanisation, encompassing transformations in property regimes, agroecology, and 
socio-ecological metabolism. We argue that agrarian urbanism should therefore bring into ten-
sion the binary construction of the ‘agrarian’ (typically associated with the rural) and ‘urbanism’ 
(as a strategy of urbanising territory) by attending to the multiple relational ways these pro-
cesses unfold across the world. Thus rather than reducing agrarian urbanism to the singular 
idea of food and metabolism or land ownership and social structures, drawing on our survey, 
we attempt to think of the plurality of agrarian urbanism in terms of orientations and para-
digms. We unpack these debates through three interrelated moves: identifying key orientations, 
outlining its heuristic potential, and examining critical paradigms shaping contemporary thought.

Orientations in agrarian urbanism

Across diverse regional debates, we identify three broad orientations that capture the hybridity 
of agrarian–urban landscapes shaped by capitalist urbanisation. These include orientations that: 
(1) conceptualise agrarian urbanism as a planning ideal within and beyond cities; (2) employ it to 
explore the hybridity of agglomeration landscapes; and (3) centre it as a framework for under-
standing the metabolic interdependencies between the city and the countryside.
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1.	 Agrarian Urbanism as a planning ideal: This set of concepts refers to avant-garde modern-
ist urban planning proposals that attempt to catalyse agrarian urbanism as a means of 
achieving a decentralised territorial economy that recombine agrarian and industrial forms of 
production and life. The attempt here is to reconcile the contradictory impulses of the indus-
trial metropolis with the social and cultural conditions of agrarian settlements (Waldheim, 
2009). Waldheim identifies these ideas in the work of avant-garde architects, including Frank 
Lloyd Wright’s Broadacre City (1934–35), Erik Gloeden’s radical plans for satellite towns sur-
rounded by a continuous green productive space (Gloeden, 1923), Ludwig Hilberseimer’s 
New Regional Pattern (1945–49), Andrea Branzi’s Agronica (1994-96), and Pier Vittorio Aureli 
and Martino Tattara’s Stop City (2007-08). These modernist planning proposals often reflect 
frontier-based approaches to establishing an agrarian-based ‘democratic ideal’, as Wright 
explicitly states in his vision for Broadacre City (Levine, 2016). Here, rather than being a 
co-constitutive ecological condition, the agrarian often becomes constructed as the empty 
frontier, where urbanism can extend and unfold as a force of settlement and political organ-
isation. These utopian imaginaries often transcend and inform real-world planning approaches 
as Anna Fera, Anita Martinelli, and Antonio José Salvador (2025, in this issue) highlight in 
their paper in this special issue.

2.	 Agrarian-urban Agglomerations: These concepts capture the agrarian-urban hybridity of 
sprawling landscapes beyond the city. Early observations, such as Patrick Geddes’ (1915, 
26) notion of the ‘polypus’ city growth, subsumed Von Thünen’s models of agricultural land 
use, maintaining the city at the centre of concentric agrarian zones of varying intensity. 
Concepts like Megalopolis (Gottmann, 1957) and Ecumenopolis (Doxiadis & Dix, 1977; 
Toynbee, 1970) describe hybrid landscapes formed through the ‘urbanization of agricultural 
land’ (Gottmann, 1957, 197). For Gottmann, Megalopolis symbolised post-metropolitan 
urbanisation spanning hundreds of kilometres, such as the northeastern seaboard of the 
United States. In contrast, Doxiadis’ Ecumenopolis envisioned the inevitable development of 
a planetary-scale city in balance with a global garden, or ecumenokepos (Doxiadis & Dix, 
1977, 35). According to Toynbee (1970), Ecumenopolis is a global, low-density conurbation 
interconnected by an extensive network of large-scale infrastructures that transcend histor-
ical and political boundaries while overcoming natural barriers and emerging as a result of 
a ‘demographic explosion’, which intensifies socio-spatial segregation and widens economic 
disparities between the poorest and wealthiest populations. Both concepts observe the 
hybridity of capitalist urbanisation, refracting but also acknowledging the enmeshment of 
urban and agrarian landscapes. The related concept of desakota, a portmanteau from 
Bahasa Indonesian discussed earlier in the paper, describes the agglomeration-led urbani-
sation of agrarian land, leading to the emergence of extended metropolitan landscapes 
(kota) within the wet-rice landscapes (desa) of ‘Monsoon Asia’ (Ginsburg et  al., 1991; McGee 
2022 [1991]). Similarly, the concept of zwischenstadt (‘in-between city’) (Sieverts, 2003) 
describes the hybridity of agrarian urbanism between cities from the vantage of core cap-
italist economies of Western Europe. Together, these concepts trace a genealogy of 
agrarian-urban entanglements that prefigure contemporary debates on extended 
urbanisation.

3.	 Metabolic Relationships between City and Countryside: The third approach foregrounds 
the metabolic relationships between the city and the global agrarian countryside, where 
agrarian landscapes are transformed to provide what Jason Moore (2014) calls ‘cheap nature’ 
to fuel urban growth. As Neil Brenner and Nikos Katsikis (2020; Katsikis, 2023) describe, this 
transformation converts agrarian landscapes into a horizontal factory—a form of extended 
urbanisation that mobilises agrarian hinterlands and frontiers for a decentralised industrial 
economy, thereby transcending the rural–urban divide. Viewing urbanism through this agrar-
ian–metabolic lens not only reveals the often-obscured energy, nutritional, and commodity 
dependencies that sustain metropolitan urbanisation, but also opens up space for the 
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political-ecological alternatives that Chiara Tornaghi and Michiel Dehaene (2021, 24, empha-
sis added) describe as agroecological urbanism: urban ways of life that relate concretely to, 
make space for, and centre the ecological foundations of food, energy, and commodity 
production.

Together, these orientations reveal how agrarian urbanism has evolved from an avant-garde 
planning ideal to a heuristic framework for rethinking the metabolic relations between cities and 
countrysides under planetary urbanisation.

Agrarian urbanism as a heuristic: from extended urbanisation to agroecological 
urbanism

In these terms, agrarian urbanism helps rethink extractive city-centric urban planning models and 
opens pathways towards agroecological urbanism (Tornaghi & Dehaene, 2021). It addresses the 
needs of both cities and agrarian landscapes—without distinction—while attending to their 
embedded social, economic, and cultural inequalities (see Vidal, 2011). Several studies use land-
scape as a middle ground for observing and explaining the socio-ecological logics of emerging 
urban forms (Carlow et  al., 2022; Viganò & Cavalieri, 2019).

Under planetary urbanisation (Brenner & Schmid, 2015), the agrarian must be acknowledged 
as a more-than-residual category within extended urbanisation (Gillen et  al., 2022). Agrarian 
urbanism, as an analytical lens, illuminates how extended urbanisation reworks agrarian spaces 
through metabolic exchanges, enclosure, and property transformation. These processes geoengi-
neer landscapes, produce new regimes of property, and catalyse novel climates and environ-
ments—while also enabling alternative relations between humans and non-humans. Agrarian 
urbanisms manifest across multiple scales—from city peripheries to plantation hinterlands and 
littoral zones—where agroecological interventions by smallholders, especially women, can trans-
form operational landscapes into reparative ones (see Paprocki, 2020).

Agrarian urbanism encompasses not only urban agriculture and alternative food networks 
within repurposed urban spaces—such as Detroit’s ‘Motown to Growtown’ transformation 
(McClintock, 2014; Safransky, 2017) or riverbank agriculture in Delhi—but also the entanglement 
of agrarian landscapes beyond the city with extended urbanisation (Brenner & Schmid, 2015; 
Schmid & Topalovic, 2023). To grasp these relations, it is crucial to move beyond city-centric and 
agglomeration-centric analyses and to foreground the metabolic and reciprocal relations between 
the city and the countryside that emerge through the industrialisation of agriculture and the 
rationalisation of supply chains (Brenner & Katsikis, 2020; Katsikis, 2023).

Critical paradigms of agrarian urbanism

Despite diverse trajectories, two paradigms shape current conceptualisations of agrarian urban-
ism within landscape and planning research:

1.	 Agrarian Urbanism as an Ideal for Socially Just Ecological Transitions.

This paradigm focuses on activating and sustaining new socio-ecological ties across the urban–rural contin-
uum. Agrarian urban planners seek ontologically inclusive frameworks that address both ecological resilience 
and the experiential dimensions of human–nature relations (Andersson et  al., 2021). Here, landscape func-
tions as both an analytical lens and a medium for reconnecting obscured metabolic interdependencies 
(Carlow et  al., 2022; Viganò & Cavalieri, 2019). It becomes a contested arena where unorthodox agricultural 
practices, non-conventional food networks, and diverse actors interact within specific land regimes and reg-
ulatory contexts (Hueppe, 2025).

2.	 Agrarian Urbanism as Resourceful Everyday Practice.
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The second paradigm emphasises the micro-politics of the everyday (De Certeau, 1980; Lefebvre, 1958) as 
the terrain where small-scale producers, consumers, and family enterprises transform agrarian spaces through 
tactics—incremental and often insurgent practices that subvert neoliberal logics (De Certeau, 1980; Holston, 
1995). The use of micro-history (Cerutti, 1992) captures the trajectories of individuals and communities 
whose daily actions generate new urban-rural imaginaries and contest land ownership regimes amid ecolog-
ical crises. These micro-histories highlight resourcefulness (Derickson & MacKinnon, 2013) as a key dimension: 
the capacity to secure the means of social reproduction and resist structural inequalities.

In Northern economies, such practices often emerge within the ‘cracks’ of neoliberal market dynamics, while 
in Southern economies they often intersect with struggles around gendered and racialised inequalities in 
food value chains (Halliday et  al., 2020). Concepts such as empowerment and gender awareness thus 
become essential to the transformative politics of agrarian urbanism.

Taken together, these paradigms demonstrate that agrarian urbanism is neither a fixed model 
nor a singular ideal but a plural field of relational practices that challenge the epistemic and 
territorial divisions between the urban and the agrarian.

Towards an agrarian urbanism otherwise

Agrarian urbanism, therefore, allows us to move beyond the disciplinary frontlines that have 
recently emerged in rural and urban studies, offering an epistemic lens that transcends the rural–
urban divide (see also Balakrishnan & Gururani, 2021)—a theme this special issue seeks to 
unpack. By bringing empirical cases from diverse regional geographies into conversation, the 
papers in this collection highlight the non-linear nature of agrarian–urban transformations, exam-
ine the multiple pathways towards agrarian urbanism, and shed light on the insurgent and het-
erodox initiatives and practices through which local communities incrementally shape 
agrarian–urban territories. The contributions explore agrarian urbanism in its diversity and multi-
plicity across territories in Southern Europe, North America, and Africa. Rather than flattening 
local differences across the case studies brought together here, our aim has been to mobilise 
agrarian urbanism as a travelling concept that fosters interdisciplinary conversations between 
landscape and urban planning and agrarian studies beyond the urban–rural dichotomy.

In his text on community landscape restoration in Galicia, Spain, Stefan Laxness (2025, in this 
issue) investigates struggles over erstwhile agrarian commons that were enclosed for industrial 
timber production. His careful analysis traces the contestations over emancipatory landscape 
futures in a territory where deagrarianisation and depopulation are a fait accompli, showing how 
these struggles may nevertheless open pathways towards an agroecological urbanism otherwise. 
Luke Harris (2025b, in this issue), in turn, challenges reductionist and technocratic perspectives 
that frame soil as a passive substrate. His contribution reveals how soils are shaped by complex 
socioecological histories and play an active role in urban life and agrarian urbanism, thereby 
offering new possibilities for understanding the interplay between urbanisation, ecological rela-
tions, and political economy (see also Bystrykh & Driessen, 2025).

In a similar vein, Antonio Salvador (2025, in this issue) explores the production of Milan’s 
agro-urban fabric through an ethnographic analysis of the agricultural park on the city’s southern 
peripheries. He shows how, inspired by British greenbelt planning ideas, the park emerged in the 
1970s as an attempt to preserve farmland from speculative real-estate encroachment. Through 
his fine-grained analysis of agroecological initiatives, collectives, and the recurrent attempts to 
enclose land for mega-projects, Salvador synthesises competing visions of agrarian urbanism, 
socioecological transition, and food systems on the Milanese periphery. Francesco Galli (2025, in 
this issue) complements this with an examination of the more-than-human geographies of apple 
production in Val di Non, in northern Italy’s Trentino region. He unpacks the complex assem-
blages and supply chains underlying its pastoral construction as an ‘urban outside’ (Markaki, 
2023), showing how regulatory frameworks, infrastructural developments, and pathogen epidem-
ics have co-produced a fruit monoculture dependent on intensive pesticide use. Tracing these 
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entanglements, Galli reveals the unstable and contradictory assemblages that characterise the 
operational territories of extended urbanisation.

Moving beyond the European context, Elvira Pietrobon (2025, in this issue) reconsiders the 
relationship between the rural and the urban in her analysis of the village of Lassa on the out-
skirts of Bamako, Mali. Drawing on the long history of political and environmental engagement 
among Malian peasants, she advances a peasant perspective that challenges the ‘urban revolu-
tion’–centric analyses of African cities. Inspired by scholarship on agrarian urbanism in South 
Asia (e.g., Balakrishnan & Gururani, 2021; Bathla, 2024b; Cowan, 2018; Paprocki, 2020), Pietrobon 
argues that just as the urban has been conceptually dissociated from the city in planetary 
urbanisation studies (e.g., Brenner & Schmid, 2015), the rural too must be disentangled from the 
agrarian. The disappearance of agrarian land within the city, she contends, does not mark the 
demise of the rural; rather, peasant livelihoods and cultures persist, entangling with the possibil-
ities of contemporary urban economies. Alessandra Marcon (2025, in this issue), by contrast, 
examines the re-emergence of a peasantry in France’s Vendée Bocage region—long narrated 
through the trope of the fin des paysans (‘end of peasants’). Drawing on participatory ethno-
graphic engagement with agroecological neo-peasant practices and alternative food networks, 
Marcon highlights how contemporary ‘back-to-the-land’ movements constitute a renewed form 
of agrarian urbanism, one in which at least a million urban dwellers are projected to return to 
the countryside.

Finally, Anna Fera, Anita Martinelli, and Antonio José Salvador (2025, in this issue) analyse the 
utopian and visionary practices of agrarian urbanism and their influence on actual urban–rural 
transformations. Through a comparative study of two projects—the Oosterwold development 
near Amsterdam and Düsseldorf Hamm—they demonstrate how these initiatives mobilise 
agrarian-urban imaginaries to integrate agrarian and urban metabolisms through bottom-up 
self-organisation and DIY urbanism.

Taken together, these contributions illuminate the epistemic openings and analytical possibil-
ities of agrarian urbanism as a radically interdisciplinary field. They foreground both the poten-
tials and the limits of operationalising urban analysis beyond the city and metropolitan contexts, 
articulating agrarian urbanism as a shared space of discourse in which urban and agrarian ques-
tions become deeply interwoven. In doing so, they open new avenues for re-centring agriculture, 
food production, and ecological relations within urban studies. This reconfigured conceptualisa-
tion of agrarian urbanism, as advanced in this special issue, thus paves the way for an urban 
political ecology, as well as urban and landscape theory, that bridges the planetary and the sit-
uated (see Matthiessen, 2025) and traces urban-agrarian solidarities in the context of climate 
change (Angelo et  al., 2025).

Note

	 1.	 The film, which was shot in Indian English is available with English subtitles open access on YouTube - 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xBSaG3oJm6Q&t=1740s. SPA was at the time referred to as the National 
Institute of Architecture.
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