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POLISH LANDED GENTRY OF THE MID-19TH CENTURY
AND MODERNIZATION

Twenty years ago Reinhard Bendix wrote that “modernizatiom™
is a useful notion because, despite being somewhat unclear, it
provokes the same emotions with present-day readers.! In common
usage the term modernisation is identified with “modernity”.
And what is modernity ? Indeed it seems rather doubtful today
whether the group of associations connected with this niotion can
be regarded as more or less uniform. Besides, these doubts are not
completely new. The usefulness of the notion of medernity was
questioned already in the sixties—as an evidenee of it ene ean
point to Bendix’s article in whieh the accepted views on tradition
and modernity are subjeeted to revisien.

Despite the criticism being voiced here and there this was a
period of scholarly optimism, of intensive work and—as it would
be stated later on—of illusory attempts to create a theory of
modernization. These tendencies flourished at a time of growing
transformation in the “third world” societies and if we want to
indicate the reasons for that notion's career then, first of all, that
particular convergence should be mentioned. The wealth of new
phenomena asked for being conceptually arranged. And so,
particularly in the American sociological milieu, the concepts of
functionalism were made use of. But now the view prevails that,
anyway at the initial stage of these attempts, theoretical ambitions

1 R. Bendiix, Embattled Reason. Essays on Social Kuconbeljpe,
New York 1970, p. 250.
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were dominating over empirical foundations—initial hypotheses
were turned into hasty generalizations.?

Gradually, as detailed studies inspired by the conception of
modernization were progressing, the theoretical thoughts on
modernity were becoming more complex3 This was largely caused
by a more serious than before treatment of the historical
dimension of the phenomena under consideration. The studies of
modernization, initiated mostly by students of sociology, became in
time an object of interest of the historian which lent those studies
a new perspective eliminating the established schemes.*

The range of researches was getting wider but there was
little agreement on what was actually their object. One can
distinguish—and I am referring here to Dean C. Tipp's analysis—
two basic ways of defining modernization although both often
combine or overlap in practise® The first definition links
modernization with a concrete type of social change. Thus, follow-
ing Max Weber’s suggestions, modernization appears as a process
of rationalization. Leaving aside the complex sense of the very
notion of rationality it is enough to say that it has to do with
“the ends of world mastery by the individual and collective
employthent of rationally effective means”, “it is precisely this

? Editorial Foreword : Varieties of Modemiizatiinn, “Comparative Studies
in Society and History” [fartier—“CSSH"] vol. XX, 1978, No. 2, pp. 175—
176 ; R. S templlovwsl i, Modemizzmjja—téeorda czy — doktmyma ?
[Modemiizufion : Theomy or Doctrime ?], “Kwantalnik Historyczny”, vol.
LXXXWI, 1979, No. 3, pp. 741—749.

3 The problem is discussed concisely by H.-U. Wehlen;,
Modentititerungsbheoixie und Gescdhiidhite, Gottingen 1975.

For 19th century France see: A. Corbin, Archaisme et medernité
en Limowsin au XIDX° siécle, 1845—1880, Paris 1975 ; E. Welbearr, Peasant
into Fremdhmeen. The Modemiizaiion of Rural France 1870—1914, London
1976 ; the Polish literature was studied in this respect by R. Sttempli@w -
skii, op. cit., pp. 749—752 ; cf. also : Modemititaruny und nationale Gassell-
schaft im ausgehemdien 18. und im 19. Jahrhundert. Refierate einer deutisch-
polnischan Historikedoriferanz, ed. W. Conze, G. Schramm, K. Zernack,
Berlin 1979.

D. C. Tipps, Modernization Theory and the Comparative Study of
Sociietiies : A Critical Perspeafive, “CSSH” vol. XV, 1973, No. 2, p. 203,
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idea of the mastery of the world of nature as well as of the social
world of man”.$

In the other approach the basis of modernization is
industrialization, that is such phenomena as : demographic growth,
urbanization, an extensive administration and development of
educational systems, all of them are supposed to be based on
industrialization.” In the light of these affirmations such notions
as "“modern society” and “industrial society” mean very much the
same.® Modernization is here also identified with the growing
social chances for the individual—to quote one of the less popular
conceptions.’

The other definition of modernization considers it as a passage
from traditional to modern society. At the initial stage of studies
over modernization there was a tendency—under the influence of
a deeply-rooted sociological conviction—to regard tradition and
modernity as two separate and excluding each other groups of
internal features. With all the indlvidual treatments of these
particular problems, one can separate here a basie scheme of inter-
pretation. Thus traditional society would be in it structurally
rather uniform, without a distinctive division of labour, and rustic.
Whereas modernity would be the opposite of such traditlon, it
would go together with dynamies, a high degree of differentiation
and specializatien, with urbanization. In polities, medernization
would mean a growing tendeney fer demeeracy, and in the collec-
tive mentality the narrewness of eultural horizon in traditional

¢ B. Schwanttzz, The Limits of “Tradifion Versws Modemiity” as

Categories of Explamation: The Case of the Chinese Ihtellectuals,
“Daedalus” vol. CI, 1972, No. 2 (Intellectuals and Tradition), p. 76; see:
E. Shils, Tradition, London 1981, pp. 287—316.

7D. S. Lamdess, The Unboumd Promethes. Techmologicdl Chamge
and Industrial Dewdlypmeent in Western Europe from 1750 to the HFnesent,
Cambridge 1969, pp. 6—7; A. E. Musson, The Grouth of British
Industmy, London 1978, p. 7.

8 See: G. Germani, Politique, société et modemitsmfiion, Gembloux
1972, pp. 61—63.

9 J. Lee, The Modemiisatiion of Irish Society 18481918, Dublin 1973,
introduction (not pag.).
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society would be contrasted by a liking for changes and -
novatiiom.

This dichotomy of tradition and modernity created a sort of
research paradigm—simple and simplifying. The writers who used
them were obliged to face a lot of complications in their work
and significant objections were not late in coming. Marion J. Levy
wrote of “relatively” traditional or modern societies. While
formulating her own definition of modernization, based on the
criterion of inanimate sources of energy and the use of tools, she
claimed that there can hardly be a society without elements of
modernity in it. Thus the opposite poles of tradition and modernity
would be the extreme points of a continuum. She added, however,
that she was unable to go in her considerations beyond the level
of precision proper to such statements that contemporary American
society Is more modern than the soclety of imperial China and the
latter more so than the Awstralian aborigines™

The problems that kept arising in the studies of modernization
stimulated a criticism of the accepted paradigm. Joseph R. Gusfield
stated in the conclusion of his ethnographical researches that it
was a mistake to oppose rigorously tradition to modernity because
the relation between them must not necessarily be that of a
conflict. Traditional societies—contrary to the stereotype views—
are by no means static, stable and structurally uniform. And the
progress of modernity does not always mean the weakening of
tradition—occasionally modernization may be sustained by ancient
values. This may be not so much a clash as a continuous mutual
influence resulting eventually in new complicated structures.
Gusfield was not alone in his critical pronouncements. The title

10 S N Einsenstadt, Studies of Modemiizatiton and Social THhesoy,
“Hiistory and Theory”, vol. XIII, 1974, No. 3, pp. 226—227 ; see the same,
Modemizathion : Protest and Change, Englewood Cliffs, New Yersey 1966,
pp. 1—18; C. E. Blawk, The Dymamics of Modemizaiton : A Study in
Comyparatiizze History, New York 1966, pp. 5—34; D. Lemmrer, J. S.
Colemam, R. P. Dore, Modamizaiion, in: Intemational Enoyclhpedia
of the Social Sciemces, ed. D. L. Sills, vol. 9, New York 1968, pp. 386—
409.

11 M. J. Lewy, Modemizaiton and the Structmme of Societies. A
Settimg for Intemmatiiovall Afffdixs, vol. I, Princeton 1966, pp. 9—15.
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of one of the works on this subject was formulated “The Modernity
of Tradition™.22

The new way of looking at tradition and modernity began to
oust gradually the dichotomic approach™ This involved a major
revision of the accepted views but did not in itself question them
entirely because, having rejected the dichotomy of tradition and
modernity, scholars did think it justified to use the notion of
modernization.

Eventually the criticism touched also the very foundations of
that conception. In this respect Dean C. Tipps had much to say
as he summed the criticism formulated before and added to it his
own remarks. He stated in the first place that it was a multi-
plication of unnecessary notions in identifying modernization with
other types of social change (e.g. rationalization, or industrializa-
tion) then he rejected not only the dichotomie opposition of
tradition and modernity but also any attempts to base the concep-
tion of modernization on new foundations. Modernization was for
him a notion of a completely blurred meaning, a collective
denomination of phenomena that cannot be reduced to a common
deneminator. Pointing to the heuristie aridity of the modernization
coneeptions he also stressed the ideolegical baekground which
determined its shape in the 1950s and 1960s—this was, he said,
putting on the cloths of universality formed after the Ameriean
taste for a liberal utopia.

This criticism—and Tipp's article, though incisive in its stafte-
ments, is only one example of it®™—led to the destruction of until

12 J. R. Gusfield| Thedition endl Modernity :: Miasplaced Follnitties im
the Study of Social Change, “The American Journal of Sociolegy”, vol.
LXXII, No. 4, 1967, pp. 351—35%; L. J. Rudwollpth, S. Rudoeolpth Hoe-
ber, The Modemiily of Traditiom. Political Devdlgpneent in India, Chicago
1967, pp. 3—14; J. C. Heestemrmean, India and the Inner Conflict of
Traditiom, “Daedalus”, vol. CII, 1973, No. 1 (Post-Traditional Societies),
p. 111.

8BS, R. Graubard, Preface, “Daedalus”, vol. CII, pp. V—VII;
J. Szackii, Slowwn wstgpne [Forewmxt], im: Tradygjn i noowoszesnost,
ed. J. Kurczewska and J. Szacki, Warszawa 1984, pp. 5—13.
14 D, C. Tipmpss, op. cit.,, pp. 199—226.
15 See H.-U. Wehlen, ap. dit, pm. 67—6R.
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then popular schemes. Attempts to formulate a consistent theory
of modernization failed. This could be put down in this case to
heated discussions on functionalism, the theoretical background to
many modernization concepitiivis® Also a change of the intellectual
climate must have had much to do with that fallure—in recent
years the problems of tradition and modernity became an object
of controversy which went far beyond the field of purely specialis-
tic considerations.””

All this is the reason why the contemporary historian will
view with scepticism any studies of modernizatiom™ And yet this
notion is still used, although there is a tendency to attribute it a
much less rigorous meaning than before, and there Is a growing
diversity of its definitions™ This vitality can be ascribed to the
inereasing social topicality of the problems under discussion : in

16 ITn the Polish literature on the subject see A. K. Palwath, Kanfillikt,
modemizadie i zmiama spoteczma. Amaliza i krytgdea teorii fanicjonalmej
[Conflict, Modemiizafiion and Social Change. Amalysits and Criticism of the
Functional Theony]], Warszawa 1976.

17 There is a great number of pronouncements on this subject ; to refer
only to the opinions by Polish historians see: J. Kiemiiewitez, Jednoséé
stanowczo niepozadama [Unity Highly Undesirabld]), “Dzieje Najnowsze”,
(farther “DzN"), vol. XIII, 1981, No. 4, pp. 139—142 ; M. Kullzaa, Koossmne-
tywmm i postgpouza [Conservaifive and Progressined), “Kwanrtalnik Historycz-
ny”, LXXXX, 1983, No. 1, pp. 127—139.

18 G. Businw, Le passage des societies traditionnelles aux saniétés
industrielles. Quelgues réfledions pour un debat, in: Les passages des
écomomites traditionnelles europsdnnes aux sociétés industrielles. Quatnigme
remcomtre francosnuitsse d'histoire écomomiigie et sociale, Genéve, mai 1982,
études éditées par P. Bairoch et A.-M. Piuz, Genéve 1985, pp. 211—236.

¥ See R. Bendix, Tradition and Modemiify ..., p. 2905, the same,
Kimg or People. Power and the Mandate to Rule, Berkeley 1978, pp. 5,
10—14; the sammee, Foroe, Fate and Freadtom. On Historical Seciidbgyy,
Berkeley 1984, pp. 45, 56, 67 ; D. Smiittth, Domimation and Caoovtainnestt
Am Approadh to Modemiizafion, “CSSH”, vol. XX, 1978, No. 2, p. 177. Among
the many suggestions of a new approach to modernization there is also one
which treats tradition and modernity as merely Welberian ideal types
(L. E. Shimerr, TraditiomiMadenitity : Am Ideal Tympe Gome Asivray,
“CSSH” vol. XVII, 1975, No. 2, pp. 245—252). Problems of the evolution,
revision and application of the modernization idea are discussed extensively
by S. N. Eisenstadt, Studies of Modemizaiion, passim; the same,
Traditiom, Change and Modemiity, New York 1973.
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our time modernity is very much with us.® It used to be so before
but now this fact has manifested itself more clearly and in a new
way.

The concept of modernization was based on the conviction that
transformations in many areas of life are connected to one another
and form a complex of phenomena that can be described as
modernity.® This thesis struck deep roots in the nineteentin-
century sociology which used to apply dychotomie divisions to
society.® But did common people feel and think like that too ? The
question would attract the attention of researchers, but the results
of their investigation did not often prove satisfactory:® Lately
attempts have been made to look at these problems from the point
of view of social psychology by analysing the personality of “the
modern man”*

The attitudes of European societies towards tradition and
modernity at the time feudalism was being replaced by capitalism
constitute a very vast and complex subject the study of which
has only just begun® This must be also said about the study of
the class of landed proprietors.

2 ) Szackii, Stown wstgpre ... [Foremwmx..l], p. 7.

2 M. Wiiemear, Preface, in : Modemizaiion, The Dymamiiss of Ghawith,
ed. M. Wiener, New York 1966, p. V; J. Applledyy, Modernization
Theony and the Formatfiion of Modamn Social Thewmniiss in England and
Amemiten, “CSSH”, vol. XX, 1978, No. 2, pp. 260—261.

2 J Szackii, Tradygja. Przeglad problemutgki [Tradition. Revizw of
the Problensi], Warszawa 1971, pp. 67—7@; S. N. Eisemsttaaddt{, Studies
of Modamiizaiion, p. 226.

2 The samee, Modemizaiion..., p. 2; R. Bendix, Force...
p. 108. Many works in this field were affected by the stereotype contrast
of modernity and tradition and by a very strong (though varied in tone)
emotional commitment of the authors, see among others: D. Lerner,
The Passing of Traditiomal Society. Modemizing the Middie East, London
1964 ; P. Laslleetltt, The Warldl We Have Lost, London 1965.

% See A. Inkeles, Ih. N Smith, Becoming Medern. Insiviciucl
Change in Six Dewdipping Countries, Cambridge, Mass. 1974/; A. IImkeles,
Explariing Individhal] Modemiity, New York 1983.

% M. J. Wiiemeer, English Culture and the Decline of the Industrial
Spirit, 1850—1980, Cambridge 19&8l1; A. J. Mayyear, The Persistanee of the
Old Regime. Europe to the Great War, New York 1981l; P. Thane,
G. Crossick, Introduction. Capitalism and Its Pre-Cgpitdiist Heritage,
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In the case of Poland these questions assume, as Antoni Mgczak
has indicated lately, a quite peculiar shape® As a starting point
for any considerations on the attitude of Polish landed gentry
towards tradition and modernity we must take the social and
economic realities of the Polish Kingdom during the pre-
enfranchisement period. The gentry’s economy had to struggle at
that time with serious difficulties—it was a structural crisis which
manifested itself, among other things, in a lowering of labour
efficiency and consequently in a rise of the cost of living# That
particular crisis should be considered as one of the aspects of a
wider phenomenon : the long-ranging, lasting almost two centuries,
process of the gentry’s worsening social position®

It is not easy now to describe with greater precision what were
the views amongst the wider circles of landed gentry then. It
seems that conservative attitudes did prevail and that “modernity
had a difficult access to Polish country houses”.®

In the early 19th century, even in the more enlightened circles
they tried to cultivate traditional patterns of life, and in spite of
the growing impact of modern civilization the attitude of an

in: The Powar of the Past. Essays for Eric Hobsbtmwn, ed. P. Thane,
G. Crossiickk, R. Floud, Cambridge 1984, pp. 1—2.

% A. Magczakk, Vicissitwdes of Feudalism in Modern Poland, in:
The Powar of the Past, pp. 283—297.

27 A, Jezierskii, Problemy rozwgju gospodamczego ziem polskich w
XX i XX wickau [Problemss of the Economiic Dewdigmmeent in Poland in the
19th and 20th cemturies], Warszawa 1984, pp. 227—228 ; the samee, Handel
zagraniczny Kmilkettvoa Polskiegn 1815—1914 [Foreign Trade in the Polish
Kimgdam 1815—1914) ; Warszawa 1967 ; J. Blum, The End of the Old
Order in Rural Poland, Princeton 1978, p. 241, see review by A. Miaczak,
“The Journal of European Economic History” vol. VIIL, 1979, No. 3,
pp. 777—1781. On the state of the peasant farming, see: J. Koechanowicz,
Panszezygriame gospodanrsttawo chiopskie w Knmilksttvide Polskim w I podbowie
XX wieku [Peasant Soccage Farmimg in the Polish Kimgdam in the First
Half of the 19th Cemtaory]], Warszawa 1981.

2 J Rychlikowa, Ziemimistwo polskie 1772—1944. Dzieje drgper
dacji klasy [Polish Landed Gemtmy 1772—1944, History of a Class Drapeder-
tionl, “DzN", vol. XWVIilI, 1985, No. 2, pp. 3—21.

® J Leskiewiczowa, Ziemiaitwo ... [Landed Gemtmy..l], in:
Przemitamy spoteczme w Kriilkesttvide Polskinm 1815—1861 collective work done
under the editorship of W. Kula and J. Leskiewicz, Wroclaw 1979, p. 387.
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“average rustic gentleman” was probably not much affected by
it»

There were many reasons for that situation. But let us concen-
trate here on economic problems although the question of
modernity used to appear in many other spheres of life as well.
So speaking about the landed proprietors’ attitude to innovation in
husbandry one must indiecate that for the less prosperous among
them the farm's modernization was in faet a rather risky
adventure. In their case the lack of a finaneial reserve, indebtness
and difficulties in obtaining credits went together with erganiza-
tional ineapaeity, frequently incompetence i business and a lew
level of technoloegieal know-how:>* This was eoupled with the deep
rooted habits of the gentry eommunity and the eften manifested
dislike of the “white eountry-house’s” resident te the euter werld
with all its uneertaintikss>® Net many investigations have been
dene inte that area, se we must satisfy eurselves with peinting
to these general reasens for the reluctant aceeptance of medernity.

This reluctance or passivity of probably the majority of the
landed gentry was even more strongly contrasted by the activities
of what could be called “the modernization elite”3® The first at-
tempts to introduce the nobles into the world of modern farming

% Z. Stamlkkiieewi ez, Szlachta-ztemamite w Swiethke ankiety wwloéciadn-
skiej 1814 [The Landed Gemtmy in the Light of a Rural Poll of 1814], in:
Ziemiimisttwoo polskie 1795—1945. A collection of works on the history and
people of that class, editor J. Leskiewiczowa, Warszawa 1985, pp. 85—120 ;
R. Czepuwlliks, Mydl spoleczma twircdw Towmzgsteaa Rolmiczego (1842—
1861) [Social Thougtt of the Foundkess of the Agwimadltuwdl Society, 1842—
1861]), Wroctaw 1964, p. 121.

31 Bee J. Ryyedhl | kibawag, [Diéege zitemadnisima qodikidggo vw lbtath TRES—
1945. Zarys problematiki badawczgj [Histomy of the Polish Landed Gemtry
in 1795—1945. Amn Outline of the Reseamdh Problami], “DzN”, vol. VIIIL, 1976,
No. 1, pp. 124—126; J. Bartyss, Poczgtki medhanizagji rolnicteea poliskiego
[The Begimmings of Mechkaniizatiion in Polish Farming], Wroclaw 1966,
pp. 412—417 ; Zarys historii gospodarstauen wiejiiéego w Polsce [A Historical
Outlime of Polish Farmimg]], vol. II, Warszawa 1964, pp. 343—344.

2. J. Jeedd 1t &k,i, @beyy iitheswve HEoldastwa wobbec zmian spolacz-
nych [The Ideolagical Camps of the Kimgdtom in the Face of Social Chrmge],
in : Przemiiamy spofeczme pp. 465—469.

See among others S. N. Eisenstadt, Modernization..., pp. 47—

48.
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went back to the 18th century—in that spirit Jacek Jezierski drew
up his programme34 In the Polish Kingdom of the mid-19th
century the postulates of modernization emanated first of all from
the circle of gentry—intelligentsia focused around Andrzej
Zamoyski, originally the initiator of meetings held at his country
residence Klemenséw in the years 1843—1847, and the founder
of “"Roczniki Gospodarstwa Krajowego” [Annuals of Country
Husbandry], and subsequently leader of the Towa¥rzystsasn Rolnicze
[Agricultural Society], existing in the years 1858—1861. So let
us look at the way those people dealt with the probleras of
modernity and traditien, first of all in farming whose moderniza-
tion proved elosely cennected to other spheres of soeial life.

We know that in the opinion of the gentry activists associated
with Zamoyski Polish capitalism had to be an agrarian capitalism.3>
But was it possible for Poland to develop as an agrarian country ?
True, one was satisfied with the view that “Poland was only
countryside and would remain countryside” 3¢ (this was a statement
of the fact and also its approval), but on a closer look at that
problem those who were concerned with it saw how actually
complicated it was. Not always the statement of facts led to the
same evaluation, nor did the choice of agrarian development mean
rejection of other possibilities. Adam Goltz stressed that the
countries more developed than Poland “owed their prosperity to
the manifold development of their industry and an extension of
their trading relations” and he went on to warn that “an ex-
clusively agrarian country whieh is obliged to satisfy its needs
with produets brought from other countries is like an infant in
cradle, frail and far from being a grown-up man”3’

$K. Zieerkdoow Bk a, Jhuedk Jbeideskki, Hemeztebam Hidooegki (UIT22—
1805) [Jacek Jezierskii, Luk®av Castellam, 1722—1805]. Z dziejdw szliechiy
polskiigj XWIII w. [From the Histomy of Polish Nobility of the 18th Cenfunyl,
Warszawa 1963.

3. J& ddikikcik i, O6dmzy iddeoeve... [[Hae Idetdoligidal Commps...],],
pp. 476—479.

36 |L. G[forrsskkil], FReat adea rma sttan tbesdimdggszy it peyyskly goveehni W
Polsce pod wzglgibem ich wplywa na rolnictww [A Look at the Presemt and
Future State of Distillerizs in Poland and Their Influence on Famming],
“Roczniki Gospodarstwa Krajowego” (fartimen—“RGK"), vol. I, 1842, p. 186,

M. CPditk], © moetzebbie Hitiseggo tamitatita it ppisymania krajowush
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There can be found many statements in the contributions by
the publicists of the “Amnuals” which suggest that they did ap-
prove to some extent the Western model of development (“to
found by any means new towns, strengthen industrial and trading
population™)3® But this ideal, when it did appear, remained a sort
of abstraction, a model cherished by some but only as a pure
idea.

This is not to say that in the Kingdom’s economic landscape
they saw only fields, meadows and forests, country houses and
peasant huts. “Of great benefit to the country are beautiful
mining and factory settlements set up in various regions by the
Bank of Poland or by private persons such as the Counts Lubiefi-
ski, Evans brothers and many other citizens. They brought new
life, a lot of movement to places once wild and unknown to the
world [...] and thousands of hands, before idle, they have sent to
useful and well-paid labour™3® This is how Kajetan Garbifiski
wrote in 1842. By the way the word “industry” [przemysd] had
then a wider meaning than it does today. It denoted any produc-
tlon with the stress often laid on its modern character ; industry
in its present meaning was linked to the notion of “factory” (so
they would say “factory industry”). But to return to Garbihski's
statement : enthusiastic words on technological progeess were not
then so often used as they would be a dozen years later,® but even

gospodamstw oraz o korzyfdiudh, jakie z tego dla ogélu wymitkrgt mogq
[Aboatt the Necesdity of Invesfigaiing and Desoriitiing the Home Farming
and About the Bemefiits This May Bring to the Natiom], “RGK”, vol. I,
1842, pp. 110—111.

8 K. G[arbinski], Czylii Zycie przemyétu naszego, mianowiidie ymze-
mysiiu rolniczegm, pojmaigemyy ze stanowiska odpowitethiéego naszej mmiedico-
woddi ? [Our Industmy, That Is Rural Industny, As Seem From the Stand of
Our Locality]], “RGK”, vol. I, 1842, p. XXX.

Ibidem, pp. XL—XLI; see A. G[oltz], O potrzebie... [About the
Necesstty ...1], pp. 110—111.

“Steam, The Executor of the 19th Century Most Daring Ideas%..”
(F. LutosBawsddii, Plugi parowe [Steam Ploughs]), “RGK”, vol. XXXIV,
1859, p. 145); “Man has used it in all his needs, covers by means of it
great distances, prolongs the course of his life, makes the boundaries closer,
speeds up education”, ([P.] Folkiierssdii, Machina parowa zmstosowana
w gospodarstuiée we wsi Radonie pod Grodziskiiem [Steam Engine Used On
a Farm et Radonie near Grodzisk], “RGK"”, vol. XXX, 1857, p. 311);

10 Acta Poloniae Historica LXII
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at the early stage of the “Klemensowezyks’' " activity (called so
after the meeting place at Andrzej Zamoyski's country residence),
technology and its new applications fascinated many people.
Indeed the vision of modernity was in many respects very at-
tractive ; the feeling that Poland was lagging behind other more
developed countries went together with the conviction that she
had to become part of the new world, just then shaping up.* But
they would stress at the same time that she should strive for it in
her own way, in accordance with local conditions.

The afore-quoted article by Kajetan Garbinski, from the first
volume of the “Annuals”, a text with programmatic aspirations,
did somewhat differ in its concern with economic development
from other voices of that milieu, still let us note its title : That is
the Life of Our Industry, Nemely Agricultuadl Industry... So
the focus was on agriculture—for people of Zamoyski’s circle just
agriculture was “their industry”. Or rather it had to become so
because it was generally felt that it had a long way to go to be an
*industry”.

All those pronouncements on the necessity for development
would change distinctly when they turned from general questions
to concrete Polish problems. Adam Goltz while writing, as we
remember, about the weaknesses of Polish exclusively agrarian
economy draw also attention to the fact that the influence of
towns, “those major centres of civilization and industrial move-
ment”, upon the Kingdom’s economy was very limited. Although
he did notice “the mining and factory establishments”, and said

“Industry, equipped with coal and iron, conquered the nations most
advanced in civilization, and discovered for them the inexhaustible sources
of prosperity and wealth” (P. Wallewssdii, Wysttowa parysks, azeéé
trzecia [Paris Expusiifiton, Part Thred], “RGK”, vol. XILII, 1861, p. 428).

4 “Our farming is still in a cradle”, (L. Gérskkii, O obeomym stenie
gospodarsiiwza wiejjikitepo w Rawskitem i dalszym onego kierumka [Abomt the
Presemit State of Farmimg in the Rawa Regiom and Its Prospeats for the
Future, “RGK”, vol. VI, 1845, p. 120)); “Wihere a great part of the West
is now in its agricultural development, we shall find ourselves perhaps in
30 or 50 years time”, (L. Kakollewmssdii, Przeglad odkryt, nostnzezen
i nowyath zastosowm® z gospodarstazem zwigzek majgcydh w ciggu roku 1858
[A Rediew of Discowmnites, Findings and New Apgpliicafitons in Farmimg Mede
in 1858], “RGK”, vol. XXXWI, 1859, p. 513).
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that they were flourishing and promised well for the future he
also indicated that Polish economic life was restricted almost
exclusively to country estates.

Also Garbinski wrote in a similar vein though he would stress
other things than Goltz did. While the latter thought that the
agricultural sector should be developed above all, Garbihskl was
more in sympathy with urbanization entreprises and claimed that
just through the modernization of agriculture was it possible to
develop other sectors as well.*> But these are only nuances, rather
than serious divergencies of views.

In the texts under review we get only outlines of moderniza-
tion conceptions—suggestions prevail in them over concrete pro-
positions. It was the reform of agrarian conditions that was coming
to the fore: for the landed élite the system of serfdom in the
country had become anachronistie and was hampering the develop-
ment of agriculture (Garbinski : "To wish to maintain the present
position and to strive for progress at the same time is like wishing
water to flow up instead of down”)* One could plan no moderniza-
tion without having solved that major problem, moreover only the
oeeupying powers were competent to deal with the agrarian
guestion in a eomplex way. Henee the growing attempts, in favour-
able eireumstances, t6 deal with that preblem in the ferum ef
publie epinien, whieh led te the setting up ef the Towazystwe
Relnieze [Agricultural Seeiety]. 1n the 1840s ene weuld hardly
extend ene’s aetivity in this field eutside ene’s ewn estate, while
the pressure of eensership restrieted eensiderably the range of
subjeets diseussed in the heme press. The situatien in the Kingdem
when it was eriticised, very eauitieusly at that, it was in the
publicatiens issued abread, and the eritieisi had te be the mere
eautious the mere pelitical eolouring had the problems under
diseussion. These partieular publications, when they did guete
examples of a selutien (far frem perfeet) of the peasants’ serfdem,
they referred te what had been dene in the Peznan area, that is in

@ A Gloltkd), O potrzstite... [Aboatt the Necessify],.], pp. Ill—
112,

4 Ibidem, p. 112 ; K. G[arbiifekli]], Czyli zydie przemgstw... [Our
Industmy..],.], p. XXI.
¢ Jbidem, p. XLIII.

10*



148 TOMASZ KIZWALTER

the Prussian sector® The home press, instead, was coneerned with
practical instructions that could be fulfilled by the landed
proprietors.

In the “Annuals” the situation of the home agriculture was
described as very bad, although there was some optimism regard-
ing the transformations that were being Introdueced. A tone of
moderation prevailed, although sharp opinions were alse voiced
and the editors felt obliged to add a mitigating commentary :
“Ten years ago our economy had no gulding idea, indeed it was
like an ancient mummy, a collection of thoughtless generalities,
motionless in its routine and outdated notions—and that was
all”.s

With all their differences the “Klemensowczyks” were umn-
animous in tracing the general line of development : the home
agriculture should be that of an “industrial farming” and be based
on strict calculations. Farming was for them a rational activity
and this rationality was derived from the laws of political
economy—those were formulated by the liberal school
(“Klemensowczyks” were familiar with the writings of Say and
Chevalien)*

Some writers have already pointed to the dangers inherent in

4 See [P. Lulbiicatssdi]], O ureguloazariiu stosumkidw whodniaiskidch w
Wielliim Ks. Pozmariskiim i o potrzdlite zastosoummiin tegamz do Kadlestwa
Poiskiiego [About the Settiament of Peasant Relatioms in the Grand Duwchy
of Poznait and Abwnut the Necesiity of Doing the Same in the Polish
Kingdoni], Leipzig 1843, pp. 74—15.

# K. Malczewsskii, O przygczyecth upadiu gospodinstvea Kerogiowego
[About the Causes of the Dedlime of Home Farmimgl), “RGK” vol. II, 1843,
p. 35; see T. P [@tockii], O cukroammiiatvide z burakdw na skale gopspoder-
skg wraz 2z opisem préb i doSwimdicze®r w tym kierumbku w CHreggttbawie
wylonangoh [Aboaut Beet Sugar Industmy with the Desorjpfiions of Tests
Made to This Effieat at Chrzgstkiénd], “RGK” vol. IV, 1844, pp. 51—52.

47 Most extensively on it: [T. Potocki] A. Krzyzbepmwar, O wrzg-
dzemin stosumkdaw rolniczydh w Polsce [On the Settlement of Farming
Relations in Poland), Poznah 1851, p. 54, 100 ff.; the samee, Poranki
karlsbadzkite czyli rozbitr zarzutday, uzupehwia?® i uwag nad picwem
“O urzqdzemin stosumkdw rolniczyth w Polsce” [The Kanistiza Mommimgs that
is Am Amalysits of Criticism, Supplencents and Remaniss Ovar the Writing
‘On the SetHement of Farmimy Relations in Poland’]], Poznan 1858,
pp. 81—83.
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the conceptions of free trade and in those opposed to the
“artificial” development of industry#¢ This particular strategy of
the country's development was dictated first of all by the interests
of the landed gentry. It must be noted that the modernization
programme which was intended to be a remedy for the farming
crisis was actually based on the age-long tradition of the gentry’s
thinking about economy : the gentry were very deeply convinced
that the Poles were bora to be farmers and that free trade had
beneficial consequences. One can only speculate how much that
agrarian, free-trade ideclogy had been strengthened in the middle
of the past eentury by all the hard experiences of that time’s
Industrialization @

In dealing with this problem one is tempted, though it may
be risky, to go into comparative studies and see how things were
developing in this respect in central, southern and eastern Europe.

48 J. Jedliickkii, Obozy ideowe.... [The Ideologicull Camps.l.], pPp.
478—479. One could mention here a distinction made by a group of
sociologists between ‘mmudlernization” and “development” : the first would
concern changes stimulated from a developed industrial centre, as well as
the processes strengthening economic dependence ; the second would signify
getting independent of the centre by building up one’s own, diverse
industrial structure. See P. Sohmeiidker, J. Schmeiitdeer, E. Hlansem,
Modemiiztiéon and Deuvdlypment : the Role of Regiomal Elites and Non-
corporate Groups in the Europeam Medittaraamean, “CSSH”, vol. XIV, 1972,
No. 3, pp. 328—350.

#® See J. Jedliickkii, W sprawie automatycreego krachu feudelizmu
[On the Amtomatic Collapse of Feudalisnd], in : Migdzy feudalizneem a kapi-
talizmem. Studia z dziejidaw gospodamczyth i spoleczmygth. Prace afficnowane
W. Kuodli [Betuwmen Feudalism and Capitalism. Studies in the Ecomomiic and
Social Historny. Watlss dedicated to W. Kula], Warszawa 1976, pp. 230—237 ;
thee sam e, Niemdana préba kapitalistycangj industrializaciii. Analiza padi-
stwoweego gospodiarsiwa przemygpstoweggo w Krdkettuke Polskim XIX w. [A
Failed Attempt at Capitalistic Industrialization. Amn Amalgsits of the State
Industmiall Economy in the Polish Kimgdom in the 19th Cemtarny]], Warszawa
1964 ; W. Kuwlla, Poczgtki kapitalizmu w Polsce w perspditiyrire Kistio-
ryczmoepotdwagwegej [The Begimmings of Capitalism in Poland Against the
Historticall Gompoatitive Backgroandl], in: the samee, Historia, zecofanie,
rozuidjj, Warszawa 1983, pp. 83—93; A. Jezierskii, Handel zagrawiczny
[Foreign Trade]], passim; I. Ihnatewiiczz, Przemygil, handel, finanse
[Industny, Trade, Finances), in : Polska XX wieku, Paristwn, sppbéeczristtno,
kultwra, (ed) S. Kieniewicz, Warszawa 1982, pp. 56—92.
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There were many tempting similarities but at the same time
differences between particular regions which suggest caution.
Keeping this in mind, let us try to look at the example of Italy
of the mid-19th century.3

Just in Italy a vision of an agrarian country supplying agri-
cultural products and raw materials to Europe’s industrial centres
was strongly rooted in the mind’s of that country’s élite3 There
is no need to mention how much economically differentiated that
country was—wide gap was separating the underdeveloped Lazio
from Lower Lombardy > But there were also common features in
those Italian economies : the basic one was their agrarian c¢haracter
and the dominancy of big landed proprietors who were in-
creasingly introdueing, in the more developed regions, capitalistic
forms of prstictiton>?

Among those people the ideas of economic liberalism were
readily accepted and became—at least in some circles—a model
of economic policy, as well as an essential part of their outlook
on life® The landed owners were interested in the free export

5% See A. Jeziemrskii, Problemy rozwwmjju.... [Problems of Deuellop-
ment ...J]l, pp. 7, 10—11. One of the essential -aspects of Polish-Italian
comparative studies is discussed by J. Leskiiewiicznomaa, W Kaestii
polowiicatndj organizacji produkgji rolnej [On the Partial Organization of
Agnioaiiturdl Productiond], in : Migdzy feudalizeem a kapitalizmem, pp. 313—
324.

SEF, BBoomneellilii, 1l ceqpittdiésneo ittditano. Uiiree gpeneatii d'interpretazioms,
in: Storia d'Italia, Ammali I: Dal feudalismo al capitalismo, Torino 1978,
pp. 1196—1197.

SePP, Willlbamii, Il cxgpitdissnwo axgradio itn Iftdlia (Gsec. XWIH—XIX]],
“Studi storici”, 1966, No. 3, pp. 482—510; B. Caizzi, L’ecomamiic lembarda
durante la Restawrazione (1814—1859), Milano 1972; P. L. Ghislemij,
Le coltivaziomi e la tecmica agricola in Piemamte dal 1831 al 1861, Torino
1961; M. Beremggq, L'agricoltura vemets dalla caduta deélla nepubblica
all unita, Milano 1963; S. Lamarq, Societa e ideologiie nel Vemato rurale
{1866—1898), Roma 1976, pp. 66—72.

s3FF. BBoowed Lil i, app. adit,, . MEFT7 ff.;; FR. FRoome e p, Hiésoudimanto e cgni-
talismo, Bari 1970; L. Cafagna, La rivoluzione industriale in Italia,
1830—1900, in: L'industrializzazione in Italia (1861—1900), (ed) G. Morli,
Bologna 1977, pp. 62—65.

& R. Romexn, Il Risorgimanto: realtd storica e tradizione morale,
in: the samee, Dal Piemamte sabaudo all'ltalia liberale, Torino 10864,
p- 262.
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of agricultural products and in the import of industrial ones ; this
went together with the enlightenment-inspired struggle against
feudalism and with resentment against the policy of some govern-
ments of the Restauration era (especially against the Austrian
authorities' policy towards Lombardy)®

In the Polish Kingdom of the mid-century the major figure
among the advocats of the landed model of modernization was
Andrzej Zamoyski, recognized as leader of the “Klemensoweczyks”.
In Italy a prominent representative of the liberally-miinded landed
gentry was Camillo Cavour. The two did differ in their position,
possibilities of acting, in personality and views on many matters.
Bearing this in mind and without seeking easy analogies one can
notice in their pronouncerments and practical acts, in their mem-
talities and styles of life an individual piece of evidence of some
similarity in the modernization dilemmas experienced by both
the Polish and Italian gentry (similarity does not of course mean
1dentity)®

Cavour's private economic initiatives exemplified clearly the
gentry's submission to the ‘“spirit of modernity” : modernization
of farming (mechanization, fertilizers, financial speculation,
industrial enterprises connected with agriculture and finally
committment to the building of railway lines).5”

Camillo Cavour, by the way, grew up in an atmosphere favour-
ing economic thinking : his father Michele had been publishing
articles on agricultural innovation, he also had been taking part
in the mid-1820s in the organization of the first steam shipping
line on the lakes Maggiore and Como. However, unlike Camillo
he was suspicious of industrial enterprises—his advice was to

% G. Momi, Ossercadinni sul liberosseampbdsmo dei moderati nel
Risorgiimento, in: the samee, Studi di storia dell’indusiniia, Roma 1966,
pp. 32—35.

8 See S. Kiemiieevwitez, Migdzy ugodg a rewslagin (dudnzef
Zamoysti w latach 1861—62) [Betwszen Recomudiiatiion and Reewaluttion—
Amdirzgj Zamoydii in the Years 1861—62), Warszawa 1962, pp. 35—37.

7R, FRoome e p, Cavomr e il st1o themppo, Wodl. 11 (URUID—18849), BBati 1977,
p. 566, 623 ff.,, vol. II (1842—1854), part I, p. 132 ff.; the samee, Rsongi-
memto e capitalisma, p. 34; P. Guichonnet, Cavour agronomo e womo
d’affarii, Milano 1961, p. 26 ff.
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engage in government deliveries and financial operations. This was
the traditional pattern of capitalistic activity in pre-industrial
society. One could say that father and son were in agreement
about the fact of Italy’'s economic backwardness but the
conclusions they drew from it were different: father advised to
adjust one’s activity to the circumstaneces, son was prepared to
actively oppose them—paying sometimes with fallure for his
risky enterprises3®

Till the middle of the last century Piemont's rather
anachronistic legislature and institutions did not favour novatory
enterprises® And this affected the position of that region's landed
proprietors. While Cavour senior represented the more conserva-
tive part of that class, Camillo, with his sympathy for moderniza-
tion, formed a striking contrast with those views. But there were
such situations, too, when his look at “modernity” was quite
critical.

Many of the Italian enthusiastic advocates of economic
liberalism were ill-disposed towards industrialization pointing to
its deplorable social consequences : a concentration on material
values, the principle of production for the sake of production were
supposed to lead to moral decay, pauperization and social
conflicts ; the development of industry was thought to impoverish
agriculture and cause the appearance of restless proletariat. So an
apology of free trade did not simply express economic interest
but was becoming part of the strategy of development and an
element of the world outlook.

The position of those who were lagging behind in the evolution
of civilization was now becoming rather specific. Reading, travels,
studies abroad made it possible to see the style of life in more
developed countries, yet the reflections stimulated by it were
sometimes mixed. Those who called for a march towards
modernity were at the same time afraid of many consequences of

%8 R. Romeoo, Cavomr, vol. I, p. 120 ff, 169—179; the same,
I problemi attuali déelia ricerca cavowniama, in: the samce, Del Riemamie
sabaudo...,., pp. 210—211.

% The samee, Il Risorgimento in Piemomte, in: ibidem, pp. 45—78;
P. L. Ghislleenii, op. cit.,, p. 20.
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that advance such as: economic crises, social unrest, demoraliza-
tion.50

In Poland likewise—knowledge of the West's experiences
shaped the ideas how the country should develop. Tomasz Potocki
while voicing the opinion that “the only way of improving people’s
life is to increase production” was also saying that” agriculture is
clearly the calling of our nation, being for it the most suitable
branch of industry ; a rational arrangement of agrarian relations
removes the fear of poverty and of proletariat, those two plagues
of clvilization ; the social revolutions that derlve from them are
not an illness which must necessarily appear in this eountry”®

Thus modernity but not without a proviso. And once more an
opinion of Potocki : “progress is a necessity for man, and a com-
tinuous education is something normal for society. But if there
is no progress without a change, then any change, any movement,
any destruction is not progress by itself”% This view, common
then among moderate conservatists, apart from its political and
social connotations, had also a civilizational sense. The gentry
élite was convinced that modernization was becoming indispens-
able, but at the same time that is was bringing with itself all
sorts of dangers.

So hesitation and doing things by halves, inability to make a
consistent whole of two separate scales of value ?#FRrdlsibly not
only this. Let us note the continuous—although perhaps futile—
effort to reconcile what was then appearing as two opposites. From
the gentry’s point of view the progress of civilization was likely
to upset the social order and the system of accepted values. So if
they did not reject the very idea of civilizational advance, as the

0V, HHinnelcdke, CChtitura lilberale ce iritdsstaiadisvyo nmelitiinkia
dell’Oatacento, “Studi storici” 1977, No. 4, pp. 23—32; F. Sirwmgn, Inine-
duziome : L'Eurgpa delle riformez, Cavowr e lo sviluppo ecomomiieo del 8suo
temypo (1830—1850), in: C. Cawmuwrr, Scritti di ecomomiin 1835—1850, (ed.)
F. Sirugo, Milano 1962, p. XLIX—L.

81 [T. Potockil] A. Krzyztogoar, O urzgdzemin stosumkdw rol-
niczyth ... [About the Settlement of Farmimg Relatioms.}.], pp. 19,
66.

o2 [bidem, p. 367.

63 7. Jedliicckkii, Obozy ideowe... [The Ideological Camps.].], p. 481
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hard-line conservatives were doing, then they had to find some
ways of preserving order in the process of evolution. The liberal~
minded landed proprietors were attracted to the British model : a
combination of expanding modern civilization with the retention
of the land-lords’ high position appealed to them very much indeed.
The continental advocates of “free but secure” progress had been
traditionally admiring the British solutions. Although there was
also in this country some criticism concerning social relations in
the United Kingdom.

Andrzej Zamoyski, who had been studying in Edinburgh and
thought highly of British models, after the experiences of the
Springtide of Nations became an enthusiastic admirer of the
Second Empire. Camillo Cavour, while regarding favourably
British ways, did criticize the social effects of the farming
modernization in that country: collapse of small holdings replaced
by the impersonal type of human relationships. In Cavour's view
farming was something more than a mere sphere of production.
In view of the revolutionary menace he advocated a close co-
operation between the progress-minded bourgeoisie and the landed
aristocracy who exercised political control over society. When he
was saying that “agriculture is in this century the most suitable
and pleasant occupation” he did it not simply because he himself
was fond of farming but because he regarded agriculture as a
real support for the whole social order. Agriculture—dominated
of course by big landed property—was not just a sphere of
production but also (and perhaps even above all) a network of
human relationships, a way of life, a system of values®

This was also the view of those who surrounded Zamoyski%
They had behind themselves a strong background of the age-long
gentry tradition which endowed farming and rustic life with a
special ideological value. This ancient justification of gentry's

84S, Kikeméewde z, \Méedgy wperdg o reewblucyq . . . [H3etwean Recom-
ciliation and Rewsllufion.],.], pp. 38—39; R. Romexq, Cavour, vol. I,
pp. 572—577, 622—623, 736 ; F. Sirwgm, op. cit., p. LX.

8 See R. Czepulliks, Mydl spoteczma.... [Social Thought.],.], p. 42n;
J. Jedliickkij, Obozy ideowe ... [The Ideolugicdl Camps ..l], pp. 479—
480.
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dominance in society was still holding good, although in changed
circumstances it was assuming a new meaning, not without the
influence of the romantic idealization of rustic existence. And how
could one reconcile such feelings with an approval of progress
in civilization ?

As time went by—this was felt distinetly towards the end of
the 195@s—opinions were increasingly voiced among the landed
élite which showed their fascination with technology. Michel
Chevalier—a welcome contributor to the “Annuals”—tmintained
that “the introduction of machines was the main spring of
mankind’s liberation”® At least a number of home writers were
equally in favour of technieal innovations. 1t might have been the
sigh of a new generation beginning to take part ln active life.
Kajetan Garbinski’s son, Wiadystaw, weote : “In our time agri-
culture is becoming more and more connected with industry [...].
Steam engines, which until reeently had been eharacteristic of
factory industry, especially in the British 1Isles, have become
commmon iA farming and proved so effieient that their spreading is
likely to be growing all the time. And apart from steam engines
wihat a lot of other wonderful meechanical devices are available
{...]. The use of ehemistry in agrieulture, it tee has felieitous
results and is new dene on a big scale”®

One of the writers indicating in the “Amnuals” the reasons for
the abandonment of traditional methods of farming stated:
“Among them I must mention the major one, the great inventions
of the 19th century which having changed the conditions of time
and space brought about such radical transformations in all
branches of industry and so widened the scope of both private
and publie needs that it is impossible for us to remain with our
farming in the previous position for the simple reason that we

M. C@hewkikbirer, Listyty [[&étets], ttaasisieted bhy AA. ZF{ampgiski],
“RGK", vol. XVIII, 1851, p. 78.

87 W. Glarbiitskli]], Rozbiér dzieta pod tytaftem “Ryss goumpoderstwa
krajourego w Amgfliti, Szkociii i Irlandii”. p. L. de Lavergme [An Anealysis
of the Book Entitled “4Am Outline of Homz Ecomomy in England, Scotland
and Irefand” by L. de Lavergme]], “RGK”, vol. XXWINI, 1856, pp. 272—
273.
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may lose ground under our feet. So we must advance, pushed by
that irresistable current of civilization™5®

In the late 1850s and early 1860s one could already hear
numerous statements expressing a belief in the continuous growth
of man’s technical possibilities. So for instance the idea of applying
steam engine to tillage was commented like this: “everyone may
regard that system as a figment of imagination, but let us recall
that our age has already produced a lot of useful inventions which
at first had also seemed to be nothing but dreass. . .”.®

But once technology got practically applied to farming that
original enthusiasm had soon to be tempered. So frequently in
the same articles, along with the words of praise for inmovation,
there would appear numerous objections as well. "Everyone of
us can see now daily that the same improvement which proved
so useful for one of our neighbouss, brought to the other nothing
but great exertions and finally disappointment which would
prevent him once for all from any further attempts [...]. Any
improvement, even the virtually best one, becomes really useful
only when it meets a loeal need, when it is intreduced by means
of suffielent resources, gulded by reason and experienced lnandi’"?

We can find in those publications repeated calls for the theory
to be thoughtfully combined with practice, foreign patterns suited
to local conditions and above all—to be put in prudently. “We do
like farming novelties, but the farmers should seize them
prudently [...]- One must try not to sink into routine but also not
to act rashly [...]. We are all for progress, continuous, yet done
step by step™™ Ludwik Goérski stated : “there are two extremes

8 G. Zielliimisskii, Rzut oka na przepisy policii wiejlitdi w Prusach
i Prancji [A Look at the Rural Policy in Prussia emd Francel, “RGK”,
vol. LX, 1860, pp. 53—54.

® M. O[borski], Nowsze postapy gospodarstwza w Amgliii [The Recent
Rural Progress in England], “RGK”, vol. XCVIE, 1862, p. 38%8; see L. K3g-
kolewsskii, Przeglgd odkryé, postrzezeri i nowyath zastosoani z gorpodadr-
stwem zwigzdk majgoyth w ciqgu rokm 1858 [A Reviiew of DDirtoweries,.
Findings and New Apglicufions Relating to Farming During 1858], “RGK”,
vol. XXXWII, 1856, p. 73.

70 M. OborsKkdi, Wysttowa paryska, czesé druga [Paris Expesitiom,
Part Tued], “RGK”, vol. XL, 1860, p. 537—538.

1 Zydte na wsi [Life in the Coumtny], “RGK”, vol. XILIV, 1861, p. 601 ;
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that we face in farming, both equally fatal—pure theory and rusty
empirism”.72

As early as in the first volume of the “Amnuals” one could
read about the “poetic frenzy of precipitate innovations” against
which the young farmer had to guard” Modernity was becoming
fashionable and, although this was not perhaps very important
after all, it should be taken into account.

Conditions were not then favourable in this country for bold
innovators. In 1842, a farming correspondent of the “Annuals”,
while communicating his experience to the readers, was pointing
to the shortage of good specialists, to swindlers who would under-
take to introduce technical novelties in the farm” The conclusion
was rather doleful : ,Innowvations have to overcome so many
obstacles with us, it is so difficult to carry them through because

see L. G[[6rskki]], Nowmitnsttwo i rutyma—rrazmoma 0 gospodarstwte ([Wew
Wayss and Routime—ean Talk, on Farmimgl), “RGK”, vol. XXV, 1854, pp. 95—
150 ; J. Wemmeat, Opis gospodarstuza w dobrach Komstaniyyéw w praviecie
bialskim, gubemsi lubelskiij potozomiyth [A Descripfion of Farming in the
Komstantyméw Estate, Biata District, Lublin Gubeomgd], *RGK”, vol. XV,
1849, p. 313; T. Jackowsskii, Grabiz konne i spydianzz konny [Hitorse-
drawn Rake and Horse<irzawn Bulldozel], “RGK”, veol. XXXWiIl, 1858,
pp. 118—119.

72 L. Gérskii, Przeglgd gospodarsttuzn w Michalosite i przykeigbh fiol-
warkach, odbgty w dn. 20 i 21 lipca r.b. [Am Inspedfion of Farming at
Michatéaw and the Adjminiing Granges, Dome on 20th and 21th July this
Yeani], “RGK”, vol. XI, 1847, p. 296.

= K. W. z Kaliskiiego [of Kaliisz Regibon], Opis tenasiej-
szego gospodimsituza poprzedzony wyznRitem sumienmym jego Hisstoyczmego
przetiiegu i popelmiompth w nim bleddew [Descripion of Currewnt Fenming,
Precatizil by a Consciempinwss Admiission of Its Historical Evolwfion and
Commiitted Mistakes], “RGK”, vol. I, 1842, p. 127.

74 “For the sake of economy, soon after 1821, I engaged an Englishman,
who had been brought by one of our celebrated agronomists, and I ordered
him to make thrashing-madhines and grinders. He was said to have been
good when he came but then he took to drinking and made them badily”
(ibidem, p. 139) ; “The newcomer, an alleged plumber but in fact a crook
from Vienna though carrying excellent testimonials—huilt up at my great
expense a dike, flood-gate and sluice ; the latter, when I was absent, he
had made so badly that the spring water destroyed it immediately” (ibidem,
p. 145).
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of the absence of experience, inconsistency, that they usually
fail, unless we ourselves see to every detail.”™

This was the way of thinking among the landed proprietors
who were more conservative than those of the Zamoyski circle.
Their criticism could have a moralistic slant as it did in the case
of Henryk Rzewuski or Jézef Ignacy Kraszewski In the author’s
Wolhynian period, but it was also sometimes expressed in
pragmatic terms. So did Jézet Goluchowski who stressed more
or less real difficultles inherent in the farming modernization.
According to Goluchowski a switeh-over to an industrialized
agriculture was an extremely expensive undertaking, requiring
great efforts and in most eases doomed to failure.”

In 1852, “Annuals” tried to look back at what had been
achieved in that sphere. They stressed that in view of the dowm-
ward trends in corn prices and the rising competition on world
markets the gentry's estates should necessarily become more
profitable. There was some progress in that sphere but not
sufficient yet. In the preceding years the hasty and often
amateurish modernization doings had largely compromised modern
methods in farming. And a majority of the gentry was still at-
tached to the old ways. The ill-considered, taken over mechamnic-
ally from abroad innovations did not fail to ruin financially
numerous estates, “many farmers, who at first were observing
with curiosity and then with derision the introduced novelties and
the losses they caused began looking with repugnance at any
ideas of improving agriculture, at anything that was coming from
abroad in this field ; seeking the causes of these failures not in
the wrong application of improverents but in the very principle
they arrived at the conelusion, not without some justification,
that he who runs a farm according to a foreign book and he who
engages in wild-goose chace can equally expeet success.” Although
in time some advoeates of modernization began having success, the
gentry oplnion remained mestly against modernity. Jan Kanty

 Ibidenm, p. 140.

7 [J. Gotwmathoows k), Rozbiifr kwestii wlosdiakdkig] w Polsce i w
Rosjii w r. 1850 [A Look at the Peasant Questinn in Poland and Russia in
1850), Poznan 1851, p. 117 ff.



POLISH GENTRY AND MODERNIZATION 159

Gregorowicz wrote : “In the meantime voices were circulating
throughout this country, with thousands of natural additions,
about the losses and disappointements incurred at the very begin-
ning by the honorable innovators; and the farming community
was becoming more and more disinclined to take up foreign
novelties” ™

A separate question, though linked to the one under discussion,
was the relation of peasants to modernity. At this moment we can
only suggest that the latest studies lead us to some revision of the
stereotype of peasant conservatism ; their attitudes towards
modernity were complex, determined often by a number of
factois™ During the "Klemensowezyks” period the views and
behaviour of country people were not regarded as a problem,
although some attention was pald to them, just by recording
their contacts with modernity without however analysing this
question.” The pronouncements made on this subjeet, and there

7 J. K. Glregorowitei], Uwagi nad $rodkamii podmiesiatiin w kraju
naszym gospodarstaze wiejilicego [Remarks on Improming Our Rural
Ecomomy]), “RGK", vol. XXI, 1852, pp. 98—110.

% J. Borkowsiki, Problamy badawcze chiopdaw polskich w epoce
kapitalizma [A Study on the Situation of Polish Peasants in the Capitalistic
Era], “DzN", vol. VIII, 1976, No. 1, pp. 45—80; W. Kulla, J. Kochano-
wiazz, Chiopsitawo : problem intelekttuminy i zagadniemiz nauk symitrzaych
[Peasantry—eaan Intellentimil Problem and That of Social Sciemoej), Warszawa
1981, pp. 36—44; E. Wetbcar, op. cit., p. 3n, 41, 151—153, 479—481; G.
Leeiv i, Innocadiome tecmica e resistemza comtadima : il mais nel Mmmwonte
del’600, “Quaderni storici”’, vol, XIV, 1979, No. 42, pp. 1092—1100.

7 Amdrzej Zamoyski, initiator of steam shipping on the Vistula, wrote
in his report on the test cruise that one of the journey stages ended “...
with cries of joy and admiration from a crowd of people who were coming
running to the bank and looked at a wonder unheard of in that region
(A. Z[amoyskil], O Zegludze parowsj na rzekach naszydh [About the
Steam Shipping on Our Rivars], “RGK”, vol. XIMIII, 1848, p. 159. Was in this
a mere convention or a description of the authentic scene—one cannot now
judge. Other writers drew attention to *“a reluctance of the adults for any
innovation” with the young being more inclined to accept it); A. Bar-
cinski, Ocema dzietka pod tytedem “Rachumdk podwdijny dla gpspode-
rzy .."” przez M. Katskitego w Wilmiie 1850 r, [The Evaluation of a Booklet
‘“Douthte Acomutiing for Farmens.".” by M. Kagtski in Vilma 1850], “RGK",
vol. XWII, 1850, p. 192.
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were few of them, stressed the fact that any peasant initiative
would be frustrated by the soccage and dependence upon the
mansion %

The propagation of modernization made its advocates ex-
aggerate sometimes the country's backwardness—one tends to
exaggerate what one fights® Occasionally it was dictated by
practical reasons : it was a good thing to support a veiled sugges-
tion of founding an agricultural society with a dramatie report on
the efforts made by the modernization advocates.® Still, that
dependence was not so simple : a pessimistie evaluation of the
country's state could go together, as in Gotuchowski’s case, with a
conservative stand, while many exponents of modernization did
not exaggerate Polish backwardness.

Outside the relatively small circle of the social élite the
awareness of the gentry economy's crisis was manifesting itself,
it seems, in the already customary grumbling about the hard
times® On the other hand, people close to Zamoyski did realize
that in the soccage system the unprofitable farms could drag out
their wretched existence but their prospects for the future were
bleak *

8 K. Gfarbiimsskil], Czyli zZydie przemygstu [Our Industry], p. XLIII;
E. Witkovwsski i, Fabrgki cukrowe w Prusach [Sugar-Wiliks in Prussia],
“RGK”, vol. X, 1847, p. 232; see R. Czepulii, Mysl spepedeuma..
[Social Thoughit.]..], p. 142 ff.

81 Obozy ideowe.... [Ideologival Camps.]..], p. 477 ; see K. Mallczew-
skii, op. cit, p. 44: “The landed proprietor's position is dreadful ; he is
obliged to struggle with the prosperity and advance of his neighbours, with
his own and other people’s prejudice, with intellectual weakness, with the
shortage of capable people and with his own ignorance, with the banish-
ment of each innovation, etc.,, and do it all with a constant lack of capitizl’.

82 J K. Glregorowiaz]], op. cit., p. 122.

8 The economic condition of the landed gentry, their technical and
organizational equipment are a matter requiring a constant study, see J.
Rychlikodw a, Dzieje ziemiafstaumn polskiago.... [History of the Polish
Landed Gemtmy.l..], p. 125; J. Kocthamowitez, review of Ziemamisiwo
polskie 1795—1945 [Polish Landed Gemtrny 1795—1945). Zbidr prac o diziejach
warstayy i ludzi [A Collection of Waniks on the History of that Class and Its
Peopld]—wartbliiik Historyczny” vol. XCIV, 1987, No. 2, pp. 526—527.

8¢ “A factory owner who would succeed only like that, that is, who
would get only return from his outlay and costs, would soon be obliged to
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Modernization, although it had raised high hopes, could be
neither easy nor immediate solution of the gentry’s difficulties,
both at the level of a particular farm or at that of the whole
Kingdom. We know that the benefits derived from innovations
used to be modest initially and would appear sometimes only
after a long time® So the crisis suggested a necessity for
modernization and at the same time it also kept back from its
realization.

This ambivalence could be seen in the way the gentry saw
the country's future. Here was Maksymilian Oborski who tried
to prove that only rich societies, advanced in their economy and
culture, could contemplate a high rate of growth : “a nation of this
kind can go far, it moves by leaps and bounds along the road of
progress”. Backward societies had to adapt their development
plans to their possibilities : such a country should move on with
great cautlon, almost with fear ; it should measure its steps by its
small resources, without reaching for what it admires abroad
and trying instead to achieve what is strictly necessary and what
is net beyond its means but the lack of which is Mumnillatifigs’s®

But this attitude was not simply evidence of all the gentry’s
problems, their finantial worries and frustrated attempts to get
credits. One can feel in Oborski’s reasoning the presence of the
decades of Polish economic initiatives, strivings for ascumulation
and attempts at industrialization—accelerations of growth and
break-downs, hopes, disappointments, the whole lot of experiences
which could lead to that eulogy of “mediocrity”.

And yet the vision of progress in civilization had a great power
of attraction. It was charged with emphatic phraseology and its

shut down his enterprise”, A. G[olitiz3], O potrzedite... [About the
Necessditj], p. 11B; see A. Jezierskii, Problamy rozwwju.... [Problems of
Devddlgpmeent]...], pp. 227—228; J. Lukasiiewiicezz, Drogi rozweju rol-
nictwa na ziemiiadh polskidh [The Dewdigpmeent of Agricaditure in Polemd],
in: Polska XX wiegky, pp. 13—55.

8% C. M. Cipolla, The Diffusion of Innowatimms in Early DModern
Europe, “CSSH", vol. XIV, 1972, No. 1, pp. 46—47 ; on the difficulties in the
introduction of new technology see T. Potocki], O cukuvéumicfutieic...
[About thke SSwgar | fudastyyl.. .|, app. HH—557.

8 M. Oborskii, Wystowa paryska, cze$¢ druga.... [The Paris Exposi-
tion, Part Tww.]..], p. 538.

11 Acta Poloniae Historica LXII
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propagators referred to the highest values. Tomasz Potocki wrote
that the conquest of the material world is man’s destiny : “matter
must yield to the power of immortal spirit and nature must turn
into a humble servant” ; Aleksander Kurtz stated that “man must
base the existence of his spirit upon the necessities of material
being”, and “one could regard work, like one does speech, as the
first-born daughter of the spirit realizing itself, because work
shows the existence of moving thought in the world at the
material plane as speech does it at the ideal one”. So by using, in
a somewhat amateurish way, Hegel's method (he had studied in
Berlin) Kurtz comes to the conelusion that it is the mission of
industry today "to ehange the reason of our age, appearing as
thought, into real acts and make the educated, theoretical civiliza-
tion a praectical property of the whole natiom”.

Progress in civilization was thus becoming a foundation for
moral progress : “There is nothing to demoralize people more than
it is done by privations and powerty [...]. Just well-being is the
best arms against temptation and evil, it defends morality and all
the virtues. So let us seek well-being for all the people, then
those who have strayed will find the right way and strengthened
by new principles will discover a new world for themselves”#
Prosperity as a condition for moral and social order—this was a
statement recurring in the texts related to the “Annuals”. Yet
this was not an easy problem.

The critics of modernization were speaking at length about
the moral dangers involved in what they called “the alleged
progress™® But Andrzej Zamoyski was trying to convince readers

87 [T. Potockii]] A. Krzwyzttoopmar, O urzqdzemiiw... [Abosd the
Settienoent ], ], p. 5; A. Kumttzz, O przempifle, jego historycanym pestepie
i wptgaite na bieg cywiiizagji [About Industry, Its Historical Progress end
Influenee Upom Civilization], ‘Biblioteka Warszawska”, 1841, vol. I, pp. 92—
93, 337, 341.

8 J. Jedliickkij, Polskie nurty ideowe lat 1790—1863 wober aywvilizaeji
Zachodu [Polish Ideologiical Tremds of 1790—1863 and Their Relatiom to the
Westarn Civillizationd]], in : Swajitdoséé i cudzoziemsszeyyeana w dziejach -
ry polskiigjj [Home and Foreign Ways in the History of Polish Culture], (ed.)
Z Stefanowska, Warszawa 1973, pp. 186—231; the samee, Obozy idro-

. Hdeological Camps ..]], pp. 465—469 ; the samee, Polskie perectwa
zaglady Zachodu [Polish Prophesiies of the Wastds Decling], in : O sysdheze-
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that the opponents of material benefits were wrong : “They are
mistaken in depicting industry as a mammon—and by industry
I do not mean only handicraft, 1 include in it also useful fields,
farming, all sorts of crafts, trade. Progress in the industry of any
country does not show that material rapacity and the cult of the
golden calf get an upper hand in them"®

But Aleksander Kurtz, while extolling in the afore-quoted
article the benefits of “industry”, advanced also some objections.
He wrote that the thought of guiding production “does not rise
above the world’s material being and aims at nothing else in its
activity but at work and its products. That is why industry makes
human existence so very material, it wholly engages man in
practical life, makes him indifferent to anything that is not of
material value, that exceeds the individual interest and temporary
gain”.%®

So even in the eyes of a gentry advocate of modernity the
progress in civilization was charged with many negative aspects.
And these concerned not only moral questions but also those of
social and political connotation. Among the gentry an opinion
used to be voiced that “civilization by satisfying sensual expecta-
tions and getting increasingly free from the rules of religion and
morality managed to awake, not only with the prosperous classes
but also the poor ones imitating them, a lot of sensual desires they
did not know before...”% One would console oneself in this
respect with the idea that a better knowledge of the experiences
gained by more developed countries would make it possible to
avold many problems, while the backwardness would for the time
being be a protection against the evil (this kind of argumentation

stwiie i teoriti spoteczmaj. A book dedicated to the memory of S. Ossowski,
(eds) E. Mokrzycki, M. Ofierska, J. Szacki, Warszawa 1985, pp. 276—288.

8 A. Z[amowysklki]], O postepie [Aboatt Progresy], “RGK”, vol. XXII,
1853, p. 57.

0 A Kuwunttzz, op. cit., p. 95.

1 [J. Gotwacthoomskk]], op. cit, p. 194; see J. JedlLliickkii, Polskie
proroctazm.. .. [Polish Prophesiies..],.], p. 280; M. Kmdll, Keomsesmuatysci
a niepodleglofé. Studia nad polskg mydly konsemumityunng XIX wieka [[IThe
Comsenvatiices and Indepemdteree. Studies on Poland’s Comsemadiice Thought
in the 19th Cemtaury], Warszawa 1985, pp. 143—146.

11#
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was also used by the Italians)® But at the same time there was
a strong conviction that the changes were inevitable which only
increased the importance of a close connection between progress
in civilization and in morality.

Zamoyski, who declared himself on many occasions as an
enthusiastic exponent of political economy, Indicated at the same
time that it was based on religious tenets® A significant state-
ment expressing not only his belieft that -civilization was
developing in accordance with Christian faith but also a convietion
that progress in civilization has not in itself a moral value. Not
all the adherents of the “Annuals” were prepared to agree whole-
heartedly with Zamoyski on this scere. Still, a characteristie
feature of the style of thinking of those people was a tehdeney
to combine progressive ideas with elements of tradition, first of
all those of religion with an addition eof eemmonly aceepted
romantie merals.

Ludwik Gérski wrote in his probably best-known text, intended
as a sort of the "Klemensowczyks” programme declaration : “To
believe so strongly in the power of tradition as to reject every-
thing progressive and new in our ways of thinking and our needs,
to blame any attempts at keeping us at the level of European
civilization is tantamount to take prejudice for truth, ignorance
for tradition”. But this was only one side to his thinking. A few
years later while discussing Kraszewski’s Choroby wieka [The
Ailmentis of the Centuirg]] his argument went like this : “So neither

92 A Z[amoyski]], O zakladach dobroczymwybh w kraju natzym
[Aboatt the Charity Establishmeents in this Coumtry], “RGK*, vol. XVII,
1850, pp. 117—118; J. Jedliickkii, Obozy ideowe.... [Ideological Camansps..},
pp. 479—480; R. Czepulliss, Mydl spolecama... [Social Thoughint..],
p. 154 ff. ; In Italy of the spring time of nations, the small number of those
employed in industry and the absence of big cities was presented by the
“moderates” as a major obstacle for a Republican revolution, M. dl Aze-
g liiqy, Tiimvori e syerenze, Tanimm 1834, p. 42;; ssxe alkw 1. Siivrugo, amp. adtt,,
p. XXIX; V. Humexdee, op. cit., p. 25 ff.

93 A, Zammowysskii, O wlasmeddi i dzierzawie ze wzgiadu na wlescian
naszydh [On Property and Lease in Regard of Our Peasants], “RGK",
vol. VII, 1845 pp. 247—249; the samee, Killka praw z ekomomit neditycz-
nej czylii gospodarstuza krajocozgo [A Few Trutths on the Political Eoanomy
that is the Home Ecomomy}], “RGK”, vol. XII, 1848, p. 266.
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industry nor trade are by themselves materialism once they have
been elevated and ennobled by a higher purpose, by an intention
of fulfilling one's duty, of using profitably for ourselves and our
fellow men the gifts granted us by God. But without that purpose,
that higher motive, industry falls to the level of the meanest
materialism, even if it is a manifestation of intellectual life™>4

So they did accept progress but it had to be “"elevated and
ennobled” by a “higher purpose”, rooted in Christian tradition and
modeled on the romantie pattern. Activity restricted to production,
based on rational calculation, was often regarded as something
questionable, marked by egoism and ruthlessness® Though
occasionally remarks of another kind were made too : Wiadystaw
Garbinski stressed the moral value of work and he derived
"materialistic” behaviour simply from laziness*® But the prevailing
opinion was that “industrial” activity should be based on ether
values than these created by modernity.

Thus in 1842, at the beginning of the “Klemensowczyks”
activity, Adam Goltz published an article which was aimed at
the overcoming of dilemmas resulting from the opposition of
town and country, of tradition and modernity. *“The pious country-
side, distant from the stormy life of towns which is like a sea
foaming with the waves of social life, with thousands of human
inventions joining it like rivers, that countryside is unwilling to
cross the frontiers of its existence. Its very essence is nourished
by the sources of religion and of heart™® The author has summed
up here the ideas that were becoming common at that period :

M. GOrskii, O komsemuatygenide w Polsce [About Comseratitsm in
Poland], in: the samee, Wgyldir pism. Wydlowndetwo jiubilbaszane
[Selection off \Wititiggs. A4 dlwbitee FRubldatitiot], VWiaszaawea 1D088, . 1B80;;
the samee, O “Choadath wigkal” J. 1. Kraszewkikdggo [Abmaut the “Adl-
memts of the Cemtamy” by J. 1. Knaszenwskkl], “RGK”, vol. XXX, 1857,
p. 280.

% A. Kunttzz, op. cit.,, p. 100.

% W. Glarbiiifssdi]], Przypistk [Ammotafiond], im: L. Gérski,
O “Chomdtath wiekal” [Abowit the “2ilineemts of the CemturyT], pp. 295—
296.

% A. Gollttzz, Wie$ i miasto w ich spokeczngm do siebie sttnmwisku
[Country and Towm in their Mutwal Social Positiom], ‘Bilblivteka Warszaw-
ska”, 1842, vol. I, p. 93.
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countryside as an embodiment of social and moral order, and
town—as that of development. Some aspects of that development
are viewed critically in Goltz's article while the eountry’s meral
superiority appears in it obvieus™ However, in the author's view
that particular state is only a stage in a greater proeess. For all its
faults the town's existence is highly justified because “there is fne
progress without a duality”™ So the oppesition of town and
country would be an lndispensable condition for the improevement
of makind.

The countryside should “restrain with the virtue of Iits
ancestors the disolute and stormy activity of the towm”—Goltz
depicts the urban evil as a temporary phenomenon, endowed
virtually with no real nature. And he writes at the same time:
“Let the country seek in towns the resources of life to give vent
to all the feelings it keeps stored in its womb and its delightful
simplicity will then embrace all the shrines of progress so that
those will no longer disturb the quietness of its space™ ™

The country life, for all its benefits, cannot remain in the state
of rustic torpor. “A countryman, attached to the past, does not
look much into the future and does not care for what is going on
in the world. He is not fond of novelty and of progress since these
disturb his peace and banish the holy gods of his hearth [...]. His
thought is still asleep and his feelings are not blown into the
virile power of creativity”. Although the countryman “keeps his
tongue, faith and customs in sacred purity”, he too, “staying as
it were in emotional blindness, needs a guardian who will help
him to get out those feelings and shield them against wickedness
which might happen without proper enlightenment’ ™

The traditional partiarchal aspirations nourished by the gentry
were assuming here a new tinge: in Goltz's view it was the

% « .. alongside with the noble virile power we can see in the towns
base selfishness, alongside with the astonishing products of human genius
in art, with the churches filled with pious people we can also see unbridled
passions and effeminate debouchery, alongside finally with luxury and
comfort terrible misery and suffering” (ibidem, p. 105).

9 Ibidem, p. 106.

100 Ibidemn, pp. 95—96.

Ibidem, pp. 109—110. 101
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mission of the gentry to achieve a synthesis of rustic and urban
elements. This Hegelizing scheme was supposed to strengthen the
intellectual background of the gentry modernization based on a
coexistence of tradition and a modernistic vision. Goltz was
formulating his ideas very clearly, but that motive of a synthesis
was Indeed present in the more general pronouncements emanating
from the Zamoyski circle. It was a desirable synthesis and yet a
precarious one, understood as a way out of the erisis and at the
same time as a means to preserve that classe’s deminant position
in society.

Any modernization activity on a bigger scale was limited by
the scarcity of resources and the country's political-social
circumstances. But in the planning itself serious difficulties were
arising too. The "Klemensow” ideal of modernization was based
on the principle of combining innovation with tradition since the
rejection of the first of these elements made any movement
towards modernity impossible, and the rejection of the second
rendered the whole process unacceptable to the gentry. So this
was a modernization reflecting the needs and ambition of the
advocates of agrarian capitalism who were at the same time
representatives ot a class used to social domination and attached
to their age-old duty of responsibility for the nation’s fate.

“The nobility should now lead in the improvement of this
country since it has been deprived of any other occupation”, noted
Zamoyski in his diary. This motif would appear in the writings of
the “Klemensowczyks” to the extent they could avoid the barriers
of Russian censorship® There was to this gentry programme of
modernization a national aspect, although the political conditions
did not facilitate its manifestation.

The relationship between tradition and modernity was one
of the essential ideological problems i the work carried out at

182 A Zammysskii, Mope przepmawy [My Incidemts]], vol. I, Krakéw
1906, p. 36; see S. Kiiemiieevwi tezz, Migdzy ugodg a rewslaajiy.. .. [ Beitueen
Recomdifliatiion and Rewslufion.],.], p. 17; “Since the tilt-yards have been
closed for the knights and new social needs and duties have arisen, they
became leaders of the nation in work, industry, education” (L. Gérskii,
O konsemuattorsstuide ... [Abowt Consercatfitsm ..}], p. 179—the article was
published for the first time in Poznan in 1853).
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the roots of society, and was particularly important in the
activities of the Zamoyski group. By contrast with the hard-line
conservatives the founders of the Agearian Society used to
maintain that modernization did not by any means lead to the
destruction of national values, just the opposite : it could be used
to protect and strengthen them. Yet not every model of moderniza-
tion had in the “Klemensowezyks’ ” eyes that national value. We
have already seen how many reservations they used to attach to
their acceptance of the medernization idea trying to set up a
model of coexistence between tradition and modernity. Alse the
work at the seciety’s roets in the version of the Zameyski greup
stressed the neecessity to keep a balanee between these twe
factois™ Contemplated frem the natienal peint of view,
modernizatien seemed a proeess as diversified as it was when its
eecenormie and seeial aspeets were eensidered.

In the last century, the work at society’s roots, similar to that
in Poland, was also carried out in other communities striving for
national emancipation™ As there is an absence of extensive comn-
parative data on this subject, one cannot present more detailed
conclusions, but even random studies reveal here a similarity of
problems and styles of thinking.

Let us quote briefly an example : the Italian “moderates” were
convinced that their programme of development had a clear
national meaning. When Cavour wrote, in 1843, about the
importance of building a railway line he saw in that new means
of transport not only an element of technical-economic progress
but also a vehicle of Italian unity. The Italians regarded the
advance in civilization as a way of liberating themselves from
Austrian domination and achieving unification, and at the same

103 M. Krdll, op. cit, pp. 149—152.

14 See S. Kiemiiewitez, Problem pracy organiczmeij 1840—1890 [The
Problem of Waiiing at the Social Roots in 1840—1890], im: the same,
Historgk a Swiadomo$® narodowm [Historian and National Advareness],
Warszawa 1982, p. 36; about a similarity between the Polish and Italian
realities—tthee samree, [Les Polomais et le Risorgimemto 1848—13849, in:
S. Kiemiiewitzz, K. Morawsskii, La Polomia e il Risorgimanto italicno,
Roma 1961, p. 4.



POLISH GENTRY AND MODERNIZATION 169

time the latter were supposed to accelerate that advance® While
thinking so the “moderates” tried mostly to reconcile modernity
with tradition and in their programmes the idea of material
progress was to be combined with a cultivation of a hierarchy of
values ™

And as regards the Hungarian realities we can find a similar
ideology and style of activity in the doings of their landed
gentry: ™ Yet in order to explain the background and nature of
that similarity of problems one would have to carry out fan—
reaching comparative studies.

(Translated by Ludwiik Widewiéokarwski)
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