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190 J. Topolski

for industry. During our discussion we have analysed this problem in two
aspects: as a growing density of interregional and local interdependencies
(which has been presented in reference to England in Prof. Thirsk’s paper,
in reference to Serbia in Prof. Vudo’s analysis, to Hungary in Prof. Wellmann’s
paper) and as a development of international market. The structure of this
international market reflected the differences in the process of industriali-
zation in different countries. The influence of the international market in
the second half of the nineteenth century has been shown in more detailed
manner in the case of Ireland by Prof. Huttman, in the case of Denmark
by Prof. Pedersen and in the case of Norway by Prof. Tveite. In Ireland it
was the shift from tillage production to husbandry which became increasingly
more profitable for the Irish farmers; in Denmark the pattern was similar:
the gradual conversion from corn-growing and cattle-fattening to combined
animal husbandry and dairying. Norway was a special case where the notion pf
farmer differed (because of combined occupations) from that of other countrics.

As to the manpower for industry the participants of the colloquium stressed
its complexity. There were two interconnected processes both connected
with the primary accumulation (as Prof. Vudo had stressed): the expropriation
of peasantry and the more ‘“quiet’ transition of peasants to industry. The
case of Italy analysed by Professor Poni appeared extremely interesting from
this point of view. The way from peasants to industry-workers was sometimes
very long and complex. In this respect a new light has been thrown on over-
seas emigration (Prof. Tveite and others) and demographic problems (Prof.
Borowski). We have to remember that peasants’ participation in the indu-
strialization process consisted not only in supplying manpower but sometimes
also accumulated capital (especially in the early stages of industrialization).

Ad (3). One of the main tasks of our colloquium was to determine the
changes of peasant economy under the impact of the ‘external” world, first
of all under the impact of industrialization. There were much more structures
and factors to be changed in the countries with the manorial-serf economy
(where the dependence of peasant economy on the lord was very strong) than
in Western Europe. In both cases, however, three types of changes can be
distinguished 1. a change from transaction in kind to transaction in money
(the earliest change), 2. the intensification of peasant farming and 3. the
modernization of peasant farming which consisted in widespread use of
industrial and scientific inputs in agriculture. These problems were analysed
in many papers (Thirsk, Vuéo, Wellmann, Heitz, Pedersen, Huttman, Tveite,
Kostrowicka) and many interesting questions have been formulated. The
problem of the origins and diffusions of agricultural innovation has been
regarded in two aspects: the geographical aspect (the role of such -territories
- as Italy, the Netherlands) and the social aspect (which social group did the
initiative to innovate come from ?). Also the problem of the forms of agri-
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cultural innovation inspired to many interesting remarks. Such questions as
the peasant tendency to increase their income, their growing knowledge
about the condition of their activity, their fear of risk and the influence of
the local and foreign market and so forth allows us to deepen the analysis.
Very convincing was the observation that the early innovation process consis-
ted in the more refined understanding of what different types of soil needed.
Then came different improvements which finally led to the more pro-
nounced modernization of agriculture. The innovation period corresponds
roughly with the early industrialization process and the modernization with
the more developed industrialization or with the deeper market influence.
The early period of industrialization (in England the eighteenth century)
was rather favourable for peasantry; the early industrialization processes
did not affect so much the traditional socio-agrarian structure of the coun-
tryside (golden age of peasant economy) because they opened many new
earning possibilities while during the modern industrialization the peasant
economy and peasant class underwent many deep changes.

Ad (4). All these developments were the results of thousands and millions
of individual and group decision-makings. For the analysis of the process of
peasant decision-making, although that process is still to be studied, our
colloquium has brought also many interesting materials and ideas. One can
say that, generally stressing, peasants behaved themselves (in their eco-
nomic activity) rationally. Very often their traditional approach to the external
stimuli was, from their point of view, very well justified. It is necessary to
keep in mind that the “external’’ world (market, examples ete.) did not in-
fluence the peasant economy directly in a determinative way but through
peasants’ consciousness, peasants’ mentality, their knowledge and vision
of the world. It is not easy to reconstruct this subjective factor but there
are some objective phenomena which we can quantify and thus make more
intelligible peasant activity. These phenomena are, first of all, peasant income
and peasant consumption and peasant level of life (actual and required).
In the papers of Prof. Achilles and Prof. Cauwenberghe we had to do with
very interesting, and at the same time methodologically different approaches
which lead us to the better knowledge of peasant income. Professor Leskie-
wiczowa’s paper was a very important attempt to quantify the peasant con-
sumption to which very interesting findings have been presented by Prof.
Goy. The study of the consumption gives us not only one of the keys to the
peasant economic decision-making but also allows us to see better the peasant.
differentiation and peasants’ contacts with the market.

It is possible to show many questions which as far as our theme is con-
cerned, wait to be researched and explained (the most important is reminding
Prof. Wyczanski in his final paper) but it is very well when after a discussion
one has a desire to discuss anew.






