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Proto-Industrialization, Sharecropping, and
Outmigration in Nineteenth-Century
Rural Westphalia

TIMOTHY G. ANDERSON

This article examines proto-industrialization and the social
relations of production in a rural parish in eastern Westphalia that
experienced large-scale outmigration to the American Midwest in
the mid-nineteenth century. Relying on local and individual-level
Prussian tax and emigration records, the study identifies and
analyses the socio-economic background of the migrant cohort in
terms of proto-industrial activity and peasant economy. Preceded
by the downfall of domestic textile industries due to British
industrial competition, outmigration was highly selective, drawing
individuals from specific socio-economic niches. Landless
sharecroppers — linked by debt and labour obligationsto better-off
peasants and landlords — were underrepresented in the migration,
while smallholding peasants and day-labourers — ‘free’ to
commodify their labour power through the sale of home-produced
textile products or seasonal migratory labour — were
overrepresented. The findings of the study have implications for an
under standing of the localized nature of the relations of production
in proto-industrial regions, the historical nature of German
emigrations, and the dynamics of the German transition to
industrial capitalism in the nineteenth century.

INTRODUCTION

Much of the academic literature dealing with migration from Europe to the
United States written before the 1970s employed traditional push-pull
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explanatory concepts in attempting to problematize the forces driving
overseas migration. But such explanations are often heavily imbued with
the romantic and idealistic imagery characteristic of the Turnerian view of
American history.* Marcus Lee Hansen [1940], for example, argued that
nineteenth-century peasant immigrants were pushed out of Europe not only
by overpopulation and poverty, but by the constrictions placed upon
individual liberty by despotic monarchies as well. For Hansen, lack of
individual freedom acted asthe primary ‘ push’ factor, and the twin promises
of democracy and individual freedom offered in the United States
functioned as a chief ‘pull’ factor. Even in Oscar Handlin's [1951] classic
study, members of an aienated European peasantry became an ‘army of
emigrants’, pushed and pulled by unseen forces at work beyond their
control who found collective success in the United States by shedding their
peasant past and embracing American individualistic ideals.

Such overly simplistic views of historical processes, viewed through a
‘narrow lens of nineteenth-century American nationalism’, reduced the
power of individualsin making rational economic decisions and has tended
to cloud our understanding of the socio-economic forces behind past
overseas migrations [Faragher, 1992: 90]. Much of this vagueness has
resulted from the failure of an earlier generation of social scientists to take
into full account the socio-economic milieu from which the immigrants
came, or to investigate fully the social, economic and geographical origins
of immigrants at the local and regional level. In short, traditional studies
tended to view overseas migration as a one-way street, and largely from
only the American point of view — immigration rather than emigration and
immigration.

The shortcomings of such studies inspired historian Frank
Thistlethwaite [1960] to challenge socia scientists to lift the *‘salt-water
curtain’ separating immigrant communitiesin the United States from source
regionsin Europe, urging detailed socio-economic analyses of both sending
and receiving regions. In response, highly comprehensive studies written
primarily by social historians and historical geographers began to appear in
the mid-1980s that followed relatively small groups of migrants from
source villages in Europe to rural immigrant communities in the American
Middle West, tracing individual migrants from place of birth to place of
death [Gjerde, 1985; Saueressig-Schreuder, 1985; Kamphoefner, 1987;
Ostergren, 1988; McQuillan, 1990; Anderson, 1994; Knowles, 1995;
Lubinski, 1997; Reich, 1997; Aengenvoort, 1999]. Through the analysis of
individual-level data and set within a transatlantic context, such studies
have gone far towards lifting the curtain that shrouds the total migration
experience. Each of these studies details the life-cycles of the landless or
land-poor peasant from what might be termed proto-capitalist villages in
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rural north-west Europe to a fully market-driven agricultural frontier in the
Middle West during the nineteenth century. Each study is also preoccupied
with social and economic conditions in the sending region as a means
towards understanding the underlying reasons for the migration itself.
Concern over the lack of attention paid to socia theory in such studies has
led critics towards other explanations for the overseas migrations of the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Working within a world-systems
context, both Morawska [1989] and Sione [1994] have forwarded explicitly
theoretical analyses that explain migration as the movement of surplus
labour within a supranational world market; and Mac Laughlin [1994] has
argued that peripheral regions such as Ireland functioned as emigrant
‘nurseries’, supplying core regions such as Great Britain and the United
States with surplus labour required for core formation, resulting at the same
time in the further ‘ peripheralization’ of such economies.?

| argue that each of the research methodologies discussed heretofore
have certain pitfalls and in the end fail to explain fully the phenomenon of
overseas migration from north-west Europe to the United States in the
nineteenth century. Clearly, early treatments of the subject appearing before
the 1950s were written within the context of a strong American nationalism
and offer overly simplistic explanations, casting immigrants as passive and
disempowered. The cadre of transatlantic studies that have appeared since
Thisthlethwaite’s intervention in 1960 have revolutionized the way in which
students of historical overseas migrations view their subject and offer much
in terms of in-depth analyses of the socio-economic background of migrants
and the acculturation process in America. Too often, however, these studies
lack a theoretical basis or anchor that might bridge the gap between the
local, the regional, the national and the global. In such empirical studies we
learn much about local peasant economies in Europe and their adjustment
to capitalist agriculture in America, but what of the role played by peasants
in the world economy? What of the role played by local economies in the
global economy? The final genre offers overtly theoretical treatments of the
subject, but more often than not reduces migrant peasants to automata that
respond to purely economic stimuli, powerless against forces bigger than
themselves that drive them to migrate.

This article analyses the migration of a group of peasant farmers from
eastern Westphalia, who migrated to rura central Missouri in the mid-
nineteenth century. It suggests that an adequate understanding of the forces
driving the migration process is most fully facilitated when the migration
experiences of individuals and groups of individuals are placed within a
broader theoretical construct. The study investigates loca and regiona
socio-economic conditions to which individuals in the migrant-sending
region were exposed while viewing the migration through the lens of the

o



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 4 $

4 THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES

capitalist world-system and the international geopolitical context within
which it took place. It posits that such international phenomena can be fully
understood only within the broader context of the world economy and argues
that fundamental shifts in labour organization and capital accumulation in
core regions of the world economy during industrialization resulted in the
proletarianization of large numbers of margina peasants involved in
domestic industries in parts of the semiperiphery. Overseas migration to
emerging core regions such as the northern United States was one solution to
this problem. Migration to emerging domestic industrial districts (such asthe
Ruhr district) was another. Overseas migration was most often chosen when
ties of kinship, friendship and community linking source villages in Europe
to immigrant communities in the United States became well established,
resulting in chains of migrations between specific locales over time.

DOMESTIC INDUSTRY IN THE NINETEENTH-CENTURY
SEMIPERIPHERY

Wallerstein's world-system model derives its spatia structure from three
primary defining criteria: (i) a single capitalist world market within which
all of the world’s polities operate; (i) a multiple-states system in which
individual polities compete for market control and economic and political
hegemony at the global level; (iii) the presence of an ever-changing, three-
tiered global economic geography (core, semiperiphery, periphery)
differentiated by variance in dominant economic processes, economic
‘development’, and labour control systems [Wallerstein, 1979; Taylor,
1993]. The centrality of spatial differentiation within the model is one of its
primary strengths, allowing for both atheoretical and historical explanation
for the role played by various economic regions in the agrarian-capitalist
world economy and how they came to play those roles.

According to the world-system model, the standing of any particular
state or region in the world economy is afunction of the degree to which it
is surplus-extracting (core) or surplus-producing (periphery). Since surplus
production and extraction depend to a large degree upon control of labour,
it follows that a region’s standing in the world system is also a function of
the system of labour control employed there. While the core employed
‘free’ wage labour, slavery and other forms of coerced labour dominated in
the periphery. Consistent with its characterization by Wallerstein [1974:
102-3] as a ‘midway point on a continuum running from the core to the
periphery’, the semiperiphery developed sharecropping as an intermediate
form in which a large proportion of the agricultura workforce owned
neither house nor land, but rather rented such from either landed peasants or
landowners who were more often than not members of the aristocracy.
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Wallerstein [1974: 105] argues that sharecropping had distinct
advantages over slavery and peonage in regions where ample surplus labour
predominated. Compared to full tenancy (as it developed in the core),
sharecropping was an efficient way to minimize risk for large landowners.
Full tenants, as members of the bourgeoisie, usualy enjoyed enough
political clout to secure fixed long-term contracts, allowing them to reap
gains in times of inflation. Peasant sharecroppers had no such political
power and were subject to increases in rent during inflationary periods and
agricultural depressionsin order to compensate for decreasing rates of profit
on the part of landowners. Such a characterization is not altogether
inconsistent with the classical Marxist interpretation of sharecropping as an
intermediate or transitory form of labour control that emerged out of slavery
in regions where such social relations of production could not keep pace
with increasing demand or demographic growth, but which in the long run
is gradually replaced with wage labour concomitant with the devel opment
of full-on capitalist relations of production [Pearce, 1983: 43-4]. Others,
most notably empirically-minded socia historians, have rejected this view,
arguing that sharecropping as a form of labour organization exhibits an
essentially pre-capitalist character [Gaido, 2000: 55-6].

While sharecropping characterized the division of labour, a particular
mode of production known as the putting-out system came to dominate the
economic life of the semiperiphery of Europe in an arc stretching from
Scandinavia, south through the German lands and rural France and south
and east into the Mediterranean and Bohemia and Moravia. Because these
states controlled no colonial territories, they had no sources of bullion or
tropical raw materials and therefore were forced to rely on indigenous
industrial and agricultural enterprises. Wallerstein [1980: 193-4] arguesthat
the solution to such a situation was the widespread development and
establishment of the putting-out system (German Verlagssystem), which
was certainly known as early as the Middle Ages, but whose significant
expansion came only during the sixteenth century [Braudel, 1982: 316-17].
In the putting-out system of production, the direct producer owned the
means of production and the tools of hisor her trade, and most often worked
out of hisor her own living quarters. The necessary raw materials, however,
were supplied by an urban-based merchant-entrepreneur (Verleger) who
‘put out’ work to artisans and craftspeople in the countryside by placing
orders for the production of a certain quantity of a certain good. The
merchant then purchased the goods at a predetermined fixed price and had
the responsibility of transporting them to market. In effect, then, the direct
producers could be characterized as contract |abourers, largely dependent
upon merchant-entrepreneurs for cash income that they often supplemented
with agricultural activities.
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This system carried with it distinct advantages for the merchants who
controlled it. First, the system represented an efficient form of labour
control that maximized profits for the merchants who exercised control over
the quantity of goods produced and the price of labour needed to produceit.
Second, the system allowed for ameans of overcoming the monopoly on the
production of handmade speciality goods held by urban guilds, replacing
high-wage labour with the semi-skilled labour of peasants who represented
a much cheaper source of labour because they were willing to work for
lower wages out of economic necessity. This semi-skilled and cheap
workforce ‘lured’ and ‘tempted’ merchant capitalists to move much of their
activities to the countryside. Under the putting-out system, peasant
producers who owned the means of production became de facto employees
working on commission for the merchant-entrepreneur [Braudel, 1982:
314-320Q].

A concurrent and rather widespread variation on the Verlagssystem on
the Continent was the so-called Kaufsystem, which differed most
significantly from putting-out in that the direct producer produced goods
not on commission from merchant-entrepreneurs, but rather on his or her
own accord, entering the market as both buyer and seller [ Schlumbohm,
1981: 98-101]. The direct producer owned the means of production and
more often than not produced the necessary raw materials at home or,
alternatively, purchased them from within the peasant community. Although
the peasant producer retained the independence of control over the kind and
quantity of goods produced, he or she remained indirectly dependent upon
merchant capital, which controlled regional, national and international trade
in the goods being produced [Medick, 1976: 296]. Whereas the Kaufsystem
involved what Schlumbohm [1981: 99] calls ‘ petty commodity production’,
the Verlagssystem involved a much more tightly-controlled form of
managerial control of production by means of contracted low-wage labour.
Rural industry of this sort is what Franklin Mendels [1972] termed ‘ proto-
industrialization’, conceptualized later by Kriedte, Medick and
Schlumbohm [1981] as ‘industrialization before industrialization’. The
central feature of proto-industry was the widespread growth of rural
domestic industries involving peasant participation in handicraft production
for the market. Domestic industry provided necessary supplemental cash
income and was usually seasonal, meshed in with the rhythm of agriculture,
although in its extreme form it may have been a full-time activity. The
market for the goods produced by such activity was most often located
outside the region of production. As such, rural producers were inexorably
drawn into the economic vagaries of the world economy. There was also a
fundamental link between such production and agricultural activities.
Landless peasants who worked very small plots of land were unable to earn
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enough cash income to supply al their needs and thus supplemented
agricultural production with the sale of home-produced goods. Mendels
[1972] aso showed that proto-industry in his study area of Flanders brought
with it certain demographic consegquences, lowering the age of marriage and
engendering an increase in the fertility rate, leading to rather large
population densities in regions where it predominated.’

Mendels viewed the cottage industries that dominated the Kaufsystem
and putting-out modes of production as vitally linked to the rise of modern
factory industry, a necessary step in the proletarianization of an industrial
workforce pre-trained in the production of handicraft articles and pre-
disciplined through the organization of the putting-out system. Some critics
have questioned the supposition that domestic industry was a necessary step
in the development of modern factory industry, noting that some proto-
industrial regions suffered de-industrialization with the advent of modern
machine industry, falling back on agricultural production [Schremmer,
1981]. Others question the demographic consequences of proto-industry,
citing regions where marriage and fertility appear to have been unaffected
by it [Coleman, 1983; Mager, 1988; Mager, 1993]. Wallerstein [1980: 196]
objects to the term ‘proto-* because it seems to imply that rural domestic
industry was ‘not the real thing' in spite of the fact that it was just as
exploitative of labour as factory industry.

Kriedte, Medick and Schlumbohm [1983; 1992; 1993] have replied to
these criticisms in a series of articles, arguing that critics have focused on
specific local examples, neglecting the broader implications of the concept
as awhole. They submit that proto-industry differed from locale to locale
and therefore exhibited different characteristics depending on local socio-
economic conditions. The consensus on the subject seems to be that proto-
industry played a prefiguring role in providing what became an industria
workforce but that this was by no means a necessary one. Despite critiques,
the concept of proto-industrialization seems to describe accurately both the
division of labour (sharecropping) and mode of production (domestic
industry within the Kaufsystem) that was characteristic in many parts of the
semiperiphery from the sixteenth to the nineteenth centuries.

Where domestic industry became entrenched, it tended to produce
distinctive socio-economic results over time. First, populations came to be
numerically dominated by landless peasants, sharecroppers who rented
small parcels of land from either landed peasants or landlords who were
members of the aristocracy. Second, such regionstended to specializein one
specific type of domestic industry producing for extraregional markets —
high-quality cutlery around Solingen, linen-weaving in Silesia and linen-
spinning in eastern Westphalia, for example. Third, proto-industrial regions
often became densely populated. Since the means of production were often
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quite easy to come by — a spinning wheel or a blacksmith’s hearth, for
example — peasant producers could enter into business, marry young and
start afamily with little capital outlay. This encouraged early marriages and
led to an increase in fertility rates. Fourth, because proto-industry tended to
become entrenched in rura areas over long periods of time, its way of life
engendered an inherent resistance to change, especidly in terms of the
acceptance of new technologies and techniques. Over time this situation
could produce economic backwardness and a relatively low standard of
living [Schremmer, 1981].

Discussions concerning the nature of proto-industrialization are aso
significant within the context of the larger debate about the dynamics of a
capitalist transformation in Germany that is generally held to have occurred
after unification in the 1870s. While Lenin viewed dispossession of the
peasantry as a necessary accompaniment in the transition from feudalism to
capitalism, proponents of the proto-industrialization thesis argue that such a
transition is compatible with peasant retention or resettlement. Hans Medick
[1981], for example, argues that proto-industrial relations of production
provided low-wage employment for the underemployed rural poor who did
not possess sufficient land for a subsistence, allowing them to eke out an
existence with one foot in agriculture and the other one in rura industry.
Whether or not proto-industrialization contributed to or held back German
industrialization proper is not yet clear. The debate about German national
‘exceptionalism’ — that Germany industrialized ‘late’ owing (among other
things) to the continued power of afeudal landlord classin Prussiawell into
the nineteenth century — has been examined most recently by Renton
[2001]. The proto-industridization thesis offers the possibility of an
alternative explanation: that Germany’s ‘late’ industrialization stemmed in
part from the continued survival of a peasant economy due to the presence
of rural industries that enabled smallholders to remain on the land. Only
when external competition undermined rural industry did a proletariat on
which industry depended, together with an industrial reserve of labour
required for expanded capital accumulation, come into being.

PROTO-INDUSTRIALIZATION IN RURAL EASTERN WESTPHALIA

Proto-industrial economies became commonplace in many locales and
regions in the German lands by at least the seventeenth century; several
have been documented in detailed case studies that have shed much light on
the social, economic and demographic consequences of proto-industrial
relations of production.* Eastern Westphalia was a region where a proto-
industrial socio-economic structure became fairly entrenched by the
seventeenth century and lasted well into the nineteenth (Fig. 1). Here, the
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FIGURE 1
THE GERMAN LANDS IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY
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economy was dominated by the rural, domestic production of linen thread
and woven goods from home-grown flax, which was initially sold at
regional markets but was eventually exported by urban merchants [ Reekers,
1966]. Prussian government statistics clearly indicate the importance of
linen production (as opposed to wool, cotton, or silk) in the rural textile
industry of Westphalia, especially in the two districts of Munster and
Minden. In the Minden district in 1834, for example, just over 12,000 linen
hand-looms were enumerated while only 192 cotton and 14 woollen looms
were counted [Dieterici, 1838: 471]. At the county (Kreis) level, data
indicate that Kreis Wiedenbriick in the Minden district was a region where
the spinning of linen thread predominated. Allowing an average of five
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TABLE 1
SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATISTICS, GEMEINDE MOESE, PARISH OF MASTHOLTE,
1847
Class/Occupation N1 Family Size? Land Ownership3 %t
Landed
Small Peasant 35 51 6.6 12.8
Cottager 20 31 31 7.3
Cottager/Day-L abourer 13 5.9 14 4.8
Large Peasant 11 6.2 45.3 4.0
Medium-Large Peasant 8 6.1 28.2 29
Medium Peasant 6 6.2 21.2 22
New Farmer & Day-Labourer 5 4.6 1.0 18
Landed Share-Cropper 1 20 5.0 0.4
Subtotal 99 36.2
Landless
Share-Cropper/Day-Labourer 51 45 0.0 18.7
Day-Labourer 28 41 0.0 10.3
Spinner 26 27 0.0 95
Pensioner 9 26 0.0 33
Pensioner/Day-L abourer 5 4.2 0.0 18
Merchant 1 3.0 0.3 0.4
Teacher 1 1.0 0.0 04
Priest 1 10 0.0 0.4
Subtotal 122 447
Servants
Maid 31 1.0 0.0 11.4
Male Farmhand 21 10 0.0 7.7
Subtotal 52 19.1
Total 273 (Total Population = 1,075) 100.0

INumber of households in category

2Mean household size in category

3Mean size of holding in class/occupation category, in hectares
4Percentage of all households

Source: Stadtarchiv Rietberg, Best. 1083

persons per family, nearly 60 per cent of the population of the county relied
on spinning in 1838 [Mooser, 1984: 155].

Detailed Prussian tax-roll data (Klassensteuerliste) from the parish of
Mastholte in this county reveal a typica highly stratified proto-industrial
socio-economic community structure (Table 1). Comprised of the two
Gemeinden (towns, in the New England sense of the word) of Mastholte and
Moese, the parish was numerically dominated by cottagers (Kétter) and
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FIGURE 2
THE PARISH OF MASTHOLTE, 1820
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Source: Staatsarchiv Detmold D73 Kat. Mi. 1 089101000, Parish of Mastholte, 1820.

sharecroppers (Heuerlinge) well into the nineteenth century (Fig. 2). In
Mastholte and much of the rest of eastern Westphalia cottagers and
sharecroppers typically owned neither house nor land, but rather rented a
small cottage or outbuilding and asmall plot of land, generally lessthan two
hectares, from a landed peasant or landlord for whom he or she was also
obliged to work from time to time, often without cash remuneration (the so-
called Heuerlingssystem).® Contracts between landless sharecroppers and
cottagers were often drawn up outlining the conditions of rent and any
labour requirements [Mooser, 1984: 489]. For such peasants, subsistence
came from any wage earned on the farm and, in the parish of Mastholte as
in much of eastern Westphalia, was supplemented by the sale of
domestically produced linen thread at regiona city- or state-controlled
markets (Leggen).

In the Gemeinde of Moese in 1847, 33 per cent of the households held
over 97 per cent of the arable. Of the 1,175 hectares of arable, the 11 large
peasant farmers (Mollmeier), who collectively accounted for just four per
cent of al households, held 498.3 hectares, about 42 per cent.® Likewise,
medium-large peasant farmers (Halbmeier) numbered only eight, about
three per cent of all households, but they held just under 20 per cent of the
arable collectively. Small and medium peasant farmers (Eintager and
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Zweitager, respectively) comprised roughly 15 per cent of the householdsin
the parish. Although the Eintéger collectively held almost 19 per cent of the
arablein 1847, this was divided among 35 farmers (about 15 per cent of the
population) such that the mean holding was only 6.6 hectares. Landed
peasant cottagers (Kotter) made up 12 per cent of al households.
Coallectively, the 33 cottager households held only about seven per cent of
the arable, the size of holdings averaging between one and three hectares. In
Mastholte, many of these cottagers, although landed, were quite marginal.
The tax-roll data indicate that a significant humber did not own their
holdings outright, but rather rented them from other landed peasants, and
thus could also technically be considered sharecroppers. In addition to
income garnered from the sale of home-produced linen thread, the mgjority
of the peasant landholders are aso listed as day-labourers (Tagel6hner) in
the tax rolls, supplementing agricultural incomes with day-work on larger
farms and seasonal extra-regional migratory work, often in Holland (these
were known as Hollandgénger).

While the landed classes accounted for just over 36 per cent of the 273
heads of household in Moese, the remaining majority were those with no
land holdings at al. Numerically, this proportion of the population was
dominated by sharecroppers, day-labourers, or those who took part in both

FIGURE 3
VITAL STATISTICS, PARISH OF MASTHOLTE, 1802-29
(THREE-YEAR MOVING AVERAGES)
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activities (about 30 per cent of all households). A contemporary first-hand
report by a visiting Prussian government official in 1804 reiterates this
extreme stratification in land ownership — 54 per cent of the householdsin
the district around Mastholte were landless cottagers and sharecroppers and
another 23 per cent were peasant farmers with holdings of less than five
hectares, together accounting for 77 per cent of all householdsin the parish
[Schwertener, 1804].” The Heuerlinge, like many of the more margina
cottagers, rented tiny parcels of land, usually only enough for asmall garden
and a small cottage or outbuilding. They also often supplemented minimal
agricultural incomes with day-labour, seasonal migratory work, and
spinning. The remaining part of the landless population comprised those
who made their living entirely from day-labour and young, single maids
(M&gde) and male farmhands (Knechte). A typica daily wage for a day-
labourer during the early nineteenth century was around 0.2 thaler (about 14
US cents), asum that allowed for only aminimal existence [von Laer, 1912:
177]. If a day-labourer had a family, his financial situation was pushed to
the limits of existence and the slack had to be made up for with an increase
in the output of linen thread, extra seasonal migratory work, or both.

Data from the parish of Mastholte in the form of birth, death and
marriage records revea that the Heuerlingssystem appears to have
engendered demographic consequences (Fig. 3). In spite of the economic
limitations afforded the landless in such a stratified society, they
consistently accounted for alarge share of the population — nearly six out of
ten households—well into the nineteenth century. The birth ratein the parish
remained rather high, between 30 and 47 per thousand, and well above the
death rate during the first three decades of the nineteenth century. This
resulted in a 66 per cent increase in the population during the same period,
from 1,441 in 1802 to 2,181 in 1843, interrupted only during the 1840s and
50s by emigration to the United States.

The socio-economic and demographic patterns observed in proto-
industrial regions like Mastholte and eastern Westphalia are best explained
by the widespread devel opment of sharecropping and the Heuerlingssystem
as acharacteristic form of labour control in the semiperiphery of the world-
economy, a system in which landed peasants and landless sharecroppers
were economically bound together. L and-holding peasants needed the cheap
(or even free) labour of the cottager or sharecropper on the farm, as well as
the income generated from the rental of cottages and small tracts of land.
Conversely, the landless cottager or sharecropper needed a cottage in which
to live and a piece of land to rent. Sharecropping met the needs of both
[Schlumbohm, 1992].

The Heuerlingssystem and the domestic linen industry allowed a large
landless class of peasantsto subsist by providing adwelling in which to live
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and a parcel of land to rent. Necessary supplemental income was provided
by the linen industry, day-labour on the farms of landed peasants or
cottagers and seasonal migratory work in Holland. Spinning was
increasingly turned to as a source of income, since it required little initial
capital outlay and because a well-developed market for such products had
become established in north-west Germany. All that one needed to enter
into business and start a family was a spinning wheel (affordable for nearly
everyone), and a place to undertake the activity (the peasant cottage). As
such, landless peasants and the sons and daughters of landed peasants who
were not heirs to the family farm could enter into the Kaufsystem, selling
home-made linen thread at regional markets. Early and more universal
marriage became common, and since children were seen as an economic
asset (they could be put to work spinning a an early age), family size
steadily increased. Indeed, in the Gemeinde of Moese in 1847 the mean
cottager household was 5.9, the mean sharecropper family size 4.5. Because
the Heuerlingssystem could support a relatively large landless class of
peasants, and because the Kaufsystem alowed individual participation in
the linen industry, there were few disincentives to curtail marriage and
reproduction. Over time this tended to produce a large and densely settled
population of peasants whose subsistence came not wholly from
agricultural activities, but rather from agricultural combined with domestic
industry.t

DOMESTIC INDUSTY, INDUSTRIALIZATION AND OVERSEAS
MIGRATION

As long as a reliable market existed for domestically produced linen
products and as long as the technology used in their production remained
fairly static and inexpensive, the Heuerlingssystem and domestic industry
could support and absorb a large landless population that was unable to
early a wholly agricultural living. Beginning in the 1830s, however, two
profound changes in the textile industry rapidly upset the balance between
subsistence and poverty that the Heuerlingssystem and the Kaufsystem
provided. First, cotton from the periphery of the world system (mainly the
American South, India and Egypt) replaced linen from the semiperiphery
(continental Europe, Ireland) as the fabric of choice in the global market.
Second, mechanized production of textile products in a centralized factory
setting in the core (Great Britain) undercut hand production organized
through decentralized domestic industry in the semiperiphery.

In 1838 C.F. Dieterici, the senior economic advisor to the Prussian
government, estimated that as early as 1780 linen cloth had accounted for
over one-third of Prussia’s total non-agricultural output. Data compiled by
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Bondi [1958] substantiate this estimate — in 1828 one-half of Prussias
exports were finished textile goods, and linen goods accounted for nearly
one-half of that figure. A census of industrial production in Prussia and the
Zollverein in 1837 recorded 282,221 linen hand-looms in use, compared to
only 31,759 cotton hand-looms, a ratio of 8.1 to one. In Westphalia the
difference was yet starker, with 32,331 linen looms and 2,118 cotton looms,
or 15.3 to one [Kux, 1842]. That linen was the fabric of choice in the
German hand textile industry is hardly surprising. Flax, the crop from which
the raw material was obtained, did well in the low, poorly drained districts
of northern Germany, and cottagers and sharecroppers could produce it
themselves on rented parcels of land. Cotton, on the other hand, was a
subtropical crop that was imported and whose cost was beyond the means
of most spinners and weavers.

Before the introduction of labour-saving mechanical techniques during
the first industrial revolution that highlighted the first Kondratieff wave
(1787-1845), Germany’s textile industry, with its hand-spinners and
weavers and decentralized organization of labour through the Kaufsystem,
held adistinct advantage over other countriesin terms of production. Wages
of hand-spinners and weavers in Saxony, for example, averaged only one-
third that of wages paid to workers in cotton and linen millsin England and
Scotland [von Reden, 1838: 147]. Since German linen producers could grow
the raw material themselves localy, the raw material costs were also
considerably lower that that of the cotton industry.

The introduction of organizational and mechanical innovations in the
late eighteenth century revolutionized the textile industry, upsetting
traditional modes of production and any inherent German advantages.
Crompton’s spinning mule (1779) represented the culmination of several
new mechanical innovationsin spinning technology, combining the features
of the spinning jenny and the water frame to draw, twist and wind thread in
one operation, producing a very fine yarn. When this machine was
introduced into a factory setting in Great Britain, centralizing all facets of
production under one roof, it drastically reduced the costs of production,
overcoming the labour and raw material cost advantages of German
decentralized production in the countryside. Further, Great Britain, a core
country with overseas colonies and a large merchant fleet, possessed the
means to move large quantities of American and Indian cotton to factories
in Lancashire and Scotland, where it could be transformed into exportable
goods. Cotton held severa advantages over linen. It was more conducive to
machine production than flax because linen thread tended to break easily on
the rapidly moving spindles, and whereas hand produced linen goods
required a production process lasting up to six months from start to finish,
cotton could be imported steadily, allowing year-round production.
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Mechanized techniques and factory organization of labour allowed British
textile factories to produce cotton goods quicker and at a cheaper rate than
German hand-spinners and weavers. Germany’s textile industry, never very
efficiently organized anyway, was undercut and quickly began to lose
overseas export markets to British competitors [Milward and Saul, 1979:
396-8]. Contemporary German observers seem to have been well aware of
the threat that mechanization of the cotton industry in Great Britain posed
to such asubstantial part of the German export economy [von Reden, 1838].
But while there were attempts to establish mechanical cotton mills in
Germany in response to the flux in the industry, the German response was
uneven and delayed. The British guarded new technology early on by
prohibiting the export of machines, models and drawings (lifted only in
1843) and later by placing high export tariffs on such technology
[Henderson, 1965]. Further, even though some technology did reach the
Continent legally (sold under licence) and illegally, the German textile
industry was organized in such a decentralized fashion that without
government subsidies few individuals or firms possessed the capital to
purchase and install equipment on the scale necessary to compete
effectively with British exports.

The German response to British competition, typical of the
semiperiphery, was a protectionist policy with regard to its home textile
industry under the auspices and leadership of the Zollverein [Taylor, 1993].
Hoping to encourage domestic production, the Zollverein placed heavy
tariffs on the import of manufactured cotton goods. In 1837, for example,
no tariff was placed on the importation of raw cotton but a six-thaler-per-
hundredweight tariff was placed on imported cotton thread, along with a 50-
thaler tariff on the import of manufactured cotton goods [Kux, 1842]. The
goa of such tariff politics was for German merchants to import raw cotton
from British interests in order to manufacture it into goods that would meet
domestic needs. But with few mechanica spinning mills, Germany was
forced to rely on hand-spinners and weavers and, in spite of high tariffs,
domestic production could not keep up with the growing demand for cotton
goods. Cotton-thread production did in fact increase in the Zollverein states
during the 1830s and 1840s, but the consumption greatly exceeded that
which could be supplied by hand production in the countryside [Junghanns,
1848:184-5]. British manufactured cotton goods met this demand. In the 11
years between 1834 and 1845 raw cotton imports more than doubled and
cotton-thread imports increased by 160 per cent. At the same time, linen
cloth exports by 1845 had dwindled to ailmost half those of 1834 [Kihne,
1846:13-14].

It was not until after the mid-century that large-scale mechanized
production on the order of that of Great Britain began to appear in the
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German states. Even by as late as 1845, however, Great Britain far
outdistanced all competitorsin the number of cotton factoriesand in cotton-
goods production and consumption. In that year 14 million mechanical
cotton spindles were in service in the country. Although there were some
153 mechanical cotton factories in the Zollverein stetes, they were small
undertakings in terms of output and in the number of spindies (only
815,000) [Dieterici, 1848:348]. Asthe hegemonic core power, Great Britain
controlled a large share of the world trade in cotton. By 1843 two-thirds of
the raw cotton imported into Europe went to British ports [Dieterici, 1844:
236] and by 1860, just before the American Civil War interrupted supply,
the hundreds of mills dotting Lancashire and eastern Scotland were
consuming nearly 500,000 metric tonnes annually [Mitchell, 1978: 251-3].

The advent of mechanized production led not only to the mechanized
production of cotton goods, but of linen goods as well, cutting into the
market share for hand-produced goods. During the critical years of the
1830s and 1840s, British exports of mechanically produced linen products
expanded dramatically. For example, the value of linen-thread exports rose
from £8,705 in 1832 to £1,021,796 in 1844 [Schmitz, 1967: 109]. By 1832
the Zollverein was already a net importer of raw linen and by 1834 of
manufactured thread [Dieterici, 1838:103-4, 412]. British mechanically
produced goods met the demand that could not be met by German artisans,
cutting into and finally reducing to insignificance the market share held by
artisan producers in the countryside.

Eventually, British competition and hegemony in the textile industry and
the substitution of cotton for linen nearly completely eroded the importance
of thelinen industry in Germany, producing acrisis in the Kaufsystem mode
of labour control. Hardest hit were landless peasants most dependent upon
the cash income from the sale of linen products. In the Westphalian district
of Minden, a centre of spinning and weaving, the value of linen thread
exported from the area fell dramatically from nearly 650,000 thaler in 1838
to less than 50,000 in 1850 [Mooser, 1984: 480]. The price of linen yarn
began to fal as early as the 1830s and reached a low point in 1848,
unfortunately during a disastrous harvest year in Europe that saw prices for
most grains bottom out. During this low point in 1848, linen exports from
north-west Germany came to a virtual standstill [Adelmann, 1974: 116]. A
sharp decline in the number of spinners during this period is registered in
government censuses and reports. Whereas just over 84,000 linen spinners
were enumerated in Prussiain 1849, only 14,500 were counted just 12 years
later in 1861. The Minden district alone registered a decline in the number
of spinnersfrom 19,300 to 5,000 during the same period [Biller, 1906: 143].
For the peasant producers in those areas traditionally dependent upon linen-
spinning and weaving, these circumstances resulted in a drastic drop in the
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FIGURE 4
EMIGRATION FROM MASTHOLTE AND KREIS WIEDENBRUCK, 1814-1899

Outmigration From Kreis Wiedenbrueck and the Parish of Mastholte, 1814-1894
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westfalischen Familienforschungen, Vol.38-39, pp.3—711; Friedrich Miiller, 1989-90,
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Regierungsbezirk Minden, I1. Teil, Heimliche Auswanderung, 1814-1900', Beitrage zur
westfélischen Familienforschungen, Vol .47-8, pp.7-762.

demand for their product and, consequently, a rapid loss of necessary cash
income. In effect unemployed, such individuals tended to respond to the
crisis in three different ways. Some turned to a greater reliance on day-
l[abour or migratory work during the summer in the fishing industry or on
large farms in Holland. Others chose to migrate to emerging industria
districtsin Germany in order to work in mines and factories. In his study of
the socio-economic background of workers at two mining firmsin Bochum
in the Ruhr valley, Rothert [1981] found that six out of every ten workers
that migrated to work in the firms between 1850 and 1900 hailed from
villages in eastern Westphalia, a region of heavy proto-industry. Nearly al
of these migrants came from landless familiesin villageswith similar highly
stratified socio-economic profiles similar to that of Mastholte’s, in counties
that are known to have been prominent regions of linen-producing domestic
industry (such as Libbecke, Biren, Bielefeld and Herford). Still others
appear to have chosen not to become proletarianized by emigrating,
primarily to the United States where most became actively involved in
commercia farming in various parts of the Midwest. Such was the choice
for some 300 families from the parish of Mastholte who left for rura
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Missouri in the 1840s and 1850s.°

The timing of the emigration from eastern Westphalia correlates well
with the downfall of the linen industry and with a general downturn in the
economy due to the flux in the semiperiphery caused by industriaization in,
and competition with, the core. Emigration from the parish of Mastholte
began in earnest in the mid-1840s, reaching its zenith in 1846 with an
emigration rate of 112 per thousand, correlating well with the significant
loss of overseas markets to Great Britain during the 1830s and 1840s (Fig.
4). Emigration from the German lands in general reached a high point
during the same period —in the nine years between 1845 and 1854, just over
one million emigrated overseas [Archdeacon, 1983: 38-44]. Figures at the
national level, however, tend to mask the effects of emigration on smaller
regions and locales. Even a cursory examination of emigration data reveals
that emigration varied substantially from region to region and from locae
to locale such that some areas were disproportionately overrepresented in
terms of the number of emigrants that |eft. For example, the Minden district
in eastern Westphalialost about nine per cent of its population to emigration
between 1844 and 1871 [Koniglichen Satistischen Bureaus, 1874: iv—v,
xix], but over 40 thousand emigrated from the neighbouring princedom of
Osnabriick between 1832 and 1858, a figure that accounts for over 20 per
cent of the population [Adelmann, 1974: 122]. Similarly, the parish of

TABLE 2
EMIGRANT COHORT CHARACTERISTICS, PARISH OF MASTHOLTE, 1800-1900

Class/Occupation N1 % Family Size2 Aged
Medium Peasant 2 0.7 1.0 285
Medium-L arge Peasant 2 0.7 85 na
Pensioner 3 1.0 25 58.5
Large Peasant 10 34 7.0 49.8
Small Peasant 11 37 6.0 45.6
Sharecropper 13 4.4 34 394
Maid 25 84 1.0 22.9
Male Farmhand 34 115 1.0 26.0
Day Labourer 46 155 1.0 25.8
Other4 64 215 n.a na
Cottager 87 29.3 20 30.3

Total 297 100.0

INumber of heads of household

2Mean size of emigrant families in class/occupation category
3Mean age at emigration of head of household

4Persons listed in emigration lists but not found in tax roll data

Sources: Stagtarchiv Rietberg Best. 1050, Best. 1057, Best. 1064, Best. 1083, Best. 1090;
Miiller [1980-81]; M{ller [1989-90].
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Mastholte accounted for only five per cent of the population of the county
of Wiedenbrick, yet emigration from the parish accounted for 34 per cent
of the county total during the nineteenth century. As Walter Kamphoefner
[1987] has shown statistically, such localized intensity can best be explained
by the relative intensity of proto-industrial activities.

An anaysis of the socio-economic background of individuas that
emigrated overseas, facilitated by information detailed in Prussian tax rolls
and official emigration lists, reveals that the propensity to migrate varied
according to socio-economic standing (Table 2). Seven out of every ten
emigrant heads of household from the parish of Mastholte were either
landless sharecroppers or cottagers who rented very small tracts of land —
that part of the population most dependent upon supplementary income
from domestic linen production. Peasant cottagers, followed by day-
labourers, farmhands, maids and sharecroppers, numerically dominated the
emigrant cohort. The data also show that a clear majority of the emigrants
were young and single. Young, married couples with no children comprised
the average cottager emigrant household. On average, maids were 23 years
old at the time of emigration, day-labourers and male farmhands 26, and
cottagers about 30. Just over 26 per cent of the emigrants who were listed
in official government emigrant lists either gave no occupation to officials
or could not be located in local tax-roll records, thus precluding a definitive
classification of their socio-economic standing. It is safe to assume,
however, that most in this group probably came from socio-economic
backgrounds similar to those of the magjority of the other emigrants, that is
from the landless classes.

This detailed examination of individual socio-economic standing offers
some explanation as to why some chose to migrate overseas while others
remained at home or migrated to emerging industrial districts within
Germany. It is clear that the poorest of the poor did not, on average, choose
the option of overseas migration. While landless sharecroppers
(Heuerlinge) accounted for a large share of the population of Mastholte,
they are underrepresented in the emigrant population. These persons most
likely remained at home, either turning to a greater reliance on day-labour
or seasona migration or migrating to places like the Ruhr valley where
wage labour was available. This poorest stratum of the population could not,
in all likelihood, afford the cost of the transatlantic passage, especidly if
they had a large family, which most in fact did. The lowest stratum of
peasant farmers, the cottagers (Kotter), at least rented large enough parcels
to realize some agricultural income. Even so, cottagers with large families
did not migrate from Mastholte. While the average cottager family
numbered 6.9 persons, virtually al the cottagers that migrated had no
children. Maids, male farmhands and day-labourers, as wage earners who
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usualy lived with their employers and thus paid no or little rent, had the
opportunity to save for the cost of travel. Moreover, as friends and family
members became established in growing immigrant communities in the
United States, as was the case with emigrants from Mastholte in Osage
County, Missouri, the economic and social costs of overseas migration were
significantly lessened.

CONCLUSION

This article has presented an alternative explanation for past overseas
migration from north-west Germany that views such migration from a
world-systems perspective and utilizes a combined proto-industrialization
and world-systems analysis as an explanatory device. This formula
conceptualizes overseas migrants as individuals in the semiperiphery
adversely affected by changesin the world economy, especialy in the core,
during a period of critical flux and adjustment; such individuals made
critical and rational decisions asto how to remedy such adverse conditions.
This conceptualization avoids the pitfalls of both overly romantic
explanations, which see migrants as freedom-seekers pulled from Europe
by democratic ideals in the United States, and overtly theoretical
treatments that portray migration as primarily a response to economic
stimuli, reducing migrants to economic automata. A world-system
perspective coupled with a proto-industrialization approach involving
detailed analysis of localized individual socio-economic data bridges the
gap between these two extremes and offers a fuller and sounder
understanding of the migration process.

The Westphalian parish of Mastholte is presented as a rather typical
nineteenth-century proto-industrial emigrant source village with a
characteristic semiperipheral socio-economic structure. By the seventeenth
century, sharecropping had emerged as the distinguishing form of labour
control throughout much of northern, western and central Continental
Europe while the Kaufsystem, a decentralized form of petty commodity
production in the countryside in which peasant producers entered the
market as producers of export-oriented goods, emerged as the dominant
mode of production. In Westphalia the dominant proto-industrial activity
involved the production of textiles, mostly linen goods. Over time, such
rural proto-industrial populations came to be numerically dominated by
large numbers of landless peasant sharecroppers and cottagers. The
Heuerlingssystem, by providing a rented cottage and a small tract of land,
allowed a subsistent existence for this large landless class, and proto-
industrial domestic industry provided a supplemental income. No absolute
dispossession occurred.
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The precarious balance between subsistence and poverty provided by the
Heuerlingssystem was upset by immense flux in the world economy during
the Industrial Revolution. The factory mode of production and division of
l[abour dominated by low-wage proletarians that emerged in industrial Great
Britain (core) centralized and streamlined the production of textiles,
especially with the introduction of new mechanized technology,
outperforming the German (semiperipheral) decentralized mode of
production and form of labour control in the countryside. When cotton
became the fabric of choice in the world textile market, German linen
producers quickly lost overseas export markets and the industry was reduced
to insignificance by the 1840s and 1850s. Landless peasant sharecroppers
and cottagers in proto-industrial districts in the semiperiphery were most
adversely affected by such developments, since they relied most heavily on
the supplementary income garnered from domestic industry. Such
developments confronted peasants with the possibility of poverty, forcing
them into the ranks of the proletariat aslocal or long-distance migrants.

The Kaufsystem was one in which neither agriculture nor industria
production dominated, and in which domestic producerswererelatively free
from direct capitalist control. Working within the bounds of the system,
peasant producers exercised control over how much and when they would
produce and at which markets to see their products. To take a job in a
factory or mine would result in a loss of such independence. Most
sharecroppers and day-labourers, the poorest members of such proto-
industrial societies, generally did not possess the financial resources
necessary for overseas passage. They tended either to stay at home and eke
out amore purely agricultural living or to become proletarianized by taking
a factory job in emerging industria districts. Small peasant cottagers and
peasant farmers with more substantial land holdings, however, appear to
have been able to garner enough capital through minimal agricultural
activities, or through the sale of any land they might have held, to purchase
overseas passage. For these individuals, then, a conscious choice not to
become proletarianized seems to have been made by leaving for a place
where they believed they would not be under direct capitalist control, in this
case the Missouri agricultural frontier.

NOTES

1. Though it is now widely discredited as overly simplistic and deterministic, Frederick
Jackson Turner’s [1894] ‘frontier thesis' influenced an entire earlier generation of
American social scientists. One could argue that itsideals still colour the perceptions that
American lay persons have of their western past. Seeking to explain what he viewed as
the uniqueness of the American experience and how an American culture developed from

o



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 23 $

PROTO-INDUSTRIALIZATION IN RURAL WESTPHALIA 23

old-world antecedents, Turner argued that the social, economic, political and
environmental vagaries (above all, the presence of ‘free’ land) of life in a succession of
western frontier regions forced Europeans to abandon their peasant past in favour of
individualism and democracy, ‘creating’ Americans out of Europeans. Now somewhat
dated, the two collections of essays edited by Taylor [1956] and Billington [1966]
nevertheless effectively convey the essential elements of Turner’s thesis and the debates
surrounding it. For more recent treatments see Matson and Marion [1985] and Bogue's
excellent biography of Turner [1998].

2. Such micro-level transnational studies of the sort described here have not been limited to
treatments of European immigrants and ethnic groups. Thistlethwaite's call for
transnational analyses and perspectives with respect to American immigration, together
with the New Social History’s emphasis on the study of economic and kinship networks
within which immigrants operate, hasinfluenced a plethora of studies by American social
scientists charting the transnational, diasporic experiences of a number of different
groups between their homelands and North America. See Gjerde [1999] for an overview
of the historiography of the subject and afairly comprehensive inventory of recent micro-
level studiesinvolving non-European immigrants. Outside of North America, micro-level
studies of migration by historians, sociologists and anthropologists enjoy a long history,
and have often been grounded in discussions concerning the nature of linkages between
sending and receiving areas resulting from long-distance migration. Perhaps the most
exhaustive survey of migrations in a variety of global settings to date is the recent
collection of essays edited by Robin Cohen [1995]. For debate about the consequences for
sending regions of forced migration from Africaand Asiato the Caribbean and the United
States, see Williams [1944], Rodney [1974] and especially the rich collection of essays
edited by Inikori [1982]. On the methodological application of network theory in
ethnographies about Africa and Latin America written by anthropologists in the 1950s
and 1960s, see Kuper [1973]. On the application of network theory towards the
understanding of labour migrations in Africa see Watson [1958]. The collection of essays
edited by Seddon [1978] presents an overview of Marxist approaches to economic
anthropology in which theoretical treatments of migration and the articulation of the
‘mode of production’ (on which see Coquery-Vidrovitch [1976]) in peasant societies
figure prominently.

3. For a thorough overview of proto-industry and proto-industrialization in Europe, see
Ogilve and Cerman [1996], especially chapters 1-3, which summarize theories of proto-
industrialization and the historiography of the subject. Although the study of proto-
industrial relations of production has been prolific, a number of issues surrounding the
concept are as yet unclear. Perhaps most significant is the question as to whether or not
proto-industrialization even qualifies as a distinctive mode of production, since to qualify
as such it would need to exhibit relations and forces of production that are specific to it;
the literature on the subject is not always in agreement as to whether or not thisis indeed
the case. Coleman’s [1983: 447] critique of the proto-industrialization concept raises this
issue, along with several other shortcomings. Further, proto-industrialization is employed
almost exclusively as a descriptive term in the context of the European past, but
contemporary treatises on relations of production in parts of the developing world
[Patnaik and Dingwaney, 1985], and even parts of the ‘industrial’ world [Benton, 1990],
describe productive relationships that are very similar to those described in the proto-
industry literature, illustrating that it appears to be a form of production which is not
specific to a given historical period. Referred to variously as ‘globalization’ or ‘the new
international division of labour’ (involving ‘downsizing’, ‘informalization’ or
‘outsourcing’ analogous to the ‘putting out’ processes involved in rural industry),
contemporary processes of this sort correspond to capitalist restructuring involving the
relocation of production to the periphery where goods can be produced more cheaply by
a workforce (composed sometimes of unfree labour) that is paid less and lacks rights to
form trade unions. Such processes are occurring in many different places, not just in the
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developing world (China, India, South-East Asia) but also in some of the core capitalist
countries such as the UK and the USA [Chapkis and Enloe, 1983; Cohen, 1987; Deyo,
1989; Portes, Castells, and Benton, 1989; Benton, 1990; Stalker, 1994].

4, For example, see Mager [1982] on the domestic weaving industry in Minden-Ravensburg,
Kriedte [1986] on the silk industry in Krefeld, and Schlumbohm [1992] on the Osnabriick
and Bielefeld region.

5. Socia and institutional relations of production varied significantly from place to placein
early modern Germany, often over very small geographical distances. See Ogilvie [1996:
129-31] for an explanation of the Heuerlingssystem in various parts of the German lands
during this period. In the literature on the subject the term Heuerling is usually used to
describe what is known as a cottager in English, that is a landless or land-poor peasant.
In the small study area under consideration in this article, however, Prussian tax rolls
clearly differentiate between Kétter, landed peasants who usually held less than three or
four hectares, and Heuerlinge, landless peasants who more often than not worked either
as sharecroppers or day-labourers on a landed peasant’s farm.

6. The terms Vollmeier, Zweitager etc., are descriptive class terms of medieval origin that
referred to the number of days' labour-rent per month. While up to 90 per cent of the
German peasantry west of the Elbe had been freed of manorial dues very early, these
terms continued to be employed by Prussian officials for tax assessment purposes as
descriptive and legal categories. While such terms are confusing and difficult to directly
translate into English they nevertheless are illustrative of the intense stratification and
differentiation in German peasant societies, even among the cottager and sharecropping
classes.

7. Several other analyses of communities in this region reveal very similar socio-economic
community structures. For example, see Josef Mooser’s [1984] study of several villages
in eastern Westphalia, Jirgen Schlumbohm’s [1992; 1994] work on the nearby proto-
industrial parish of Belm near Osnabriick, and Christoph Reinders-Diselder’s [1995]
analysis of three parishes in the Dammer Berg region in Lower Saxony.

8. Itistempting to see the Heuerlingssystem as described in this article (and elsewhere) as a
form of economic debt bondage. But the distinguishing relations of production operating
within the system in nineteenth-century Germany often varied considerably from locale to
locale, and determining the extent to which such relations were free or unfree is
problematic. Historically, characteristics such as labour-rent, non-receipt of cash wages
and a tied-cottage system have all signalled the presence of unfree relations of production,
and labourers involved were often unable to sell their labour power elsewhere in response
to higher wages or better conditions. A contemporary report from Tamil Nadu in India
[Vidyasagar, 1985] describes interconnected agricultural and non-agricultural forms of
debt bondage in which master weavers and landowning merchants employ lower-caste
artisans and farmers, who are by law and contract not allowed to offer their labour-power
to other higher-bidding employersin the vicinity, thus perpetuating a system in which low-
wage, unfree productive relations are dominant. The relations of production involved in
the combination of the Heuerlingssystem with the Kaufsystemin eastern Westphalia appear
to exhibit both free and unfree characteristics: landless sharecroppers, and some cottagers,
lived in tied cottages and cultivated |eased holdings (suggesting unfreedom), but also sold
linen products on their own account to the highest-bidding urban textile merchants and
were alowed to work as day-labourers, either on farms in the vicinity or in the herring
industry in Holland during off-peak agricultural seasons (indicating freedom to
commaodify their own labour power). Heuerlinge (landless sharecroppers) were in essence
unfree in the sense that they were in perpetual debt to the landowner (and thus were very
rarely able to escape through outmigration), but Koétter (very small-scale landed peasants)
were less ‘unfree’ due to the fact that they were often able to realize some profit through
the sale of both agricultural and textile products and, if they could save enough for the
expenses of travel, move to a place offering better conditions.

9. Inaseminal article published over 25 years ago, Colin Newbury [1975: 235] described
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most of Europe’s 50 million emigrants to the Americas as ‘labour recruits, destined for
positions as wage-earners in the small towns and cities of the New World, rather than as
prairie homesteaders or out-back sheep farmers. For most of them land settlement
remained, perhaps, a desirable goal, but not one frequently achieved in the first
generation’. But an array of micro-level studies since then appear to undermine the
validity of such an overarching characterization, if not directly contradict it. Newbury’s
generalization of immigrants as proletarian migrant labourers operating within the global
market, destined to work for pittance wages in the cities of the New World, may be most
applicablein the case of those from the British Isles and southern and eastern Europe. For
example, in his exhaustive study of nearly 10 thousand emigrants who left Scotland and
England for North Americain the 1770s, Bailyn [1986: 150-51] found that about 73 per
cent were employed as either artisans or labourers; only one out of every five were
farmers. Bailyn does not document what kinds of jobs these immigrants took in North
Americain nearly as much detail, but many other micro-studies have done so, illustrating
the transition from a rural-peasant lifestyle in the Old World to an urban-industrial
proletariat life in the United States experienced by immigrants from the British Isles
(especially Ireland), and later by those from southern and eastern Europe [Diner, 1983;
Nugent, 1992; McCaffrey, 1997]. But Knowles's[1997] recent study of Welsh immigrants
in nineteenth-century southern Ohio calls even this generalization into question. In this
example, a large group of immigrants avoided proletarianization by pooling their
collective resources to invest in the charcoal iron furnace industry, in which they came to
be significant and successful owner-entrepreneurs. Newbury's characterization seems
less valid when considering the case of the millions of Germans, Dutch and Scandinavian
immigrants who settled in the United Statesin the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. To
be sure, some entered the proletariat as wage labourers in urban locations such as New
York, Cincinnati, Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Louis [see Ward, 1971; Conzen, 1976;
Bretting, 1995; Kamphoefner, 1995; Galema, 1995], but dozens of micro-studies have
shown that a clear majority came with aspirations for land ownership in the Middle West,
and that many indeed were able to achieve this goal within a relatively short time after
initial immigration, thus largely avoiding proletarianization. In the case of the Osage
County immigrants that are the subject of this article, roughly 80 per cent of heads of
household were able to become landholders ailmost immediately upon their arrival in
Missouri due to the differential cost of land between Germany and the United States (160
acres could be purchased for as little as 10 dollars in the 1840s and 1850s). Those who
lacked the financial resources to purchase land straight away (usually young, single men
and women) often worked for and lived with friends or family who were aready
established on farms of their own, but appear to have been able to save enough money to
marry, start a family and become landowners themselves after a few years. By 1880, 90
per cent of the arable in Osage County was owned by either first- or second-generation
German immigrants (purchased either from the federal government or Americans), and
data from the federal agricultural census of that year show that Germans fared as well or
better than their American neighbours in terms of farm size and value of livestock and
real estate [Anderson, 1994]. The best study to date illustrating the quick and relative
success of German farmersin market agriculture in colonial Americais Fogleman [1996].
On the social and economic experience of nineteenth-century German immigrant farmers
in the Middle West, see Kamphoefner [1985] and Aengenvoort [1999]. For a concise
overview of the status of the study of German immigrantsin the United States, see Adams
[1993] and Kamphoefner’s ‘ Introduction’ in Kamphoefner, Helbich, and Sommer [1991].



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 26 $

26 THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES
REFERENCES

Adams, Willi Paul, 1993, The German-Americans: An Ethnic Experience, New York: German
Information Center.

Adelmann, Gerhard, 1974, ‘Strukturelle Krisen im landlichen Textilgewerbe
Nordwestdeutschlands zu Beginn der Industriaisierung’, in Hermann Kellenbenz (ed.),
Wirtschaftspolitik und Arbeitsmarkt, Minchen.

Aengenvoort, Anne, 1999, Migration-Sedlungsbildung-Akkulturation: Die Auswanderung
Nordwestdeutscher Nach Ohio, 1830-1914, Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag.

Anderson, Timothy G., 1994, ‘Immigrants in the World-System: Domestic Industry and
Industrialization in Northwest Germany and the Migration to Osage County, Missouri,
1835-1900', Ph.D. Dissertation, Texas A&M University.

Archdeacon, Thomas J., 1983, Becoming American: An Ethnic History, New York: The Free
Press.

Bailyn, Bernard, 1986, Voyagers to the West: A Passage in the Peopling of America on the
Eve of the Revolution, New York: Vintage Books.

Benton, Lauren, 1990, Invisible Factories: The Informal Economy and Industrial
Development in Spain, Albany, NY: State University of New York Press.

Biller, Carl, 1906, Der Riickgang der Handleinwandindustrie des Minsterlandes, Leipzig:
Abteilung aus dem Staatswissenschaftlichen Seminar zu Mnster, Heft 2.

Billington, Ray Allen (ed.), 1966, The Frontier Thesis: Valid Interpretation of American
History?, New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston.

Bogue, Allan G., 1998, Frederick Jackson Turner: Strange Roads Going Down, Norman, OK:
University of Oklahoma Press.

Bondi, Gerhard, 1958, Deutschlands Aussenhandel 1815-1870, Berlin: Akademie-Verlag.

Braudel, Fernand, 1982, The Wheels of Commerce, Vol.2 of Civilization and Capitalism,
15th—18th Centuries, New York: Harper & Row.

Bretting, Agnes, 1995, ‘Women's Lives in New York City, 1890-1910: The Women's Pages
in the Middle Class', in Eberhard Reichmann, LaVern J. Rippley, and Jorg Nagler (eds.),
Emigration and Settlement Patterns of German Communities in North America,
Indianapolis, IN: Max Kade German-American Center.

Chapkis, W., and C. Enloe (eds.), 1983, Of Common Cloth: Women in the Global Textile
Industry, Washington, DC: Transnational Institute.

Cohen, Robin, 1987, The New Helots: Migrants in the International Division of Labour,
Aldershot: Gower Publishing.

Cohen, Robin (ed.), 1995, The Cambridge Survey of World Migration, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Coleman, D.C., 1983, ‘Proto-Industrialization: A Concept Too Many’, Economic History
Review, Vol.36, pp.435-48.

Conzen, Kathleen Neils, 1976, Immigrant Milwaukee, 1836-1860: Accommodation and
Community in a Frontier City, Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Coquery-Vidrovitch, C., 1976, ‘The Political Economy of the African Peasantry and Modes
of Production’, in Peter Gutkind and Immanuel Wallerstein (eds.), The Political Economy
of Contemporary Africa, London: Sage Publications.

Deyo, Frederic C., 1989, Beneath the Miracle: Labor Subordination in the New Asian
Industrialism, Berkeley, CA: University of California Press.

Dieterici, Carl Friedrich, 1838-57, Statistische Ubersicht der wichtigsten Gegenstinde des
Verkehrs und Verbrauchs im Preussischen Staate und im deutschen Zollverbande, Berlin:
Ernst Siegfried Mittler.

Diner, Hasia R., 1983, Erin’'s Daughters in America: Irish Immigrant Women in the
Nineteenth Century, Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press.

Faragher, JM., 1992, ‘Americans, Mexicans, Métis. A Community Approach to the
Comparative Study of North American Frontiers', in William Cronon, George Miles, and
Jay Gitlin (eds.), Rethinking America’s Western Past, New York: W.W. Norton & Co.

o



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 27 $

PROTO-INDUSTRIALIZATION IN RURAL WESTPHALIA 27

Fogleman, Aaron Spencer, 1996, Hopeful Journeys: German Immigration, Settlement, and
Political Culture in Colonial America, 1717-1775, Philadelphia, PA: University of
Pennsylvania Press.

Galema, Annemieke J.B.E., 1995, ‘Culture Island in the City: A Case Study of Frisian
Migration to the USA (1880-1914)’, in Eberhard Reichmann, LaVern J. Rippley, and Jorg
Nagler (eds.), Emigration and Settlement Patterns of German Communities in North
America, Indianapolis, IN: Max Kade German-American Center.

Gaido, Daniel, 2000, ‘A Materialist Analysis of Slavery and Sharecropping in the Southern
United States', Journal of Peasant Sudies, Vol.28, No.1, pp.55-94.

Gjerde, Jon, 1985, From Peasantsto Farmers: The Migration from Balestrand, Norway, to the
Upper Middle West, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Gjerde, Jon, 1999, ‘New Growth on Old Vines — The State of the Field: The Social History of
Immigration to and Ethnicity in the United States’, Journal of American Ethnic History,
Vol.18, No.4, pp.40-65.

Handlin, Oscar, 1951, The Uprooted, New York: Grosset & Dunlap.

Hansen, Marcus Lee, 1940, The Atlantic Migration 1607-1860, New York: Harper & Row.

Henderson, W.O., 1965, Britain and Industrial Europe, 1750-1870, Leicester: Leicester
University Press.

Inikori, J.E., 1982, Forced Migration: The Impact of the Export Save Trade on African
Societies, New York: Africana Publishing Company.

Junghanns, C., 1848, Der Fortschritt des Zollvereines, Leipzig: Weidmann'sche
Buchhandlung.

Kamphoefner, Walter D., 1985, The Westfalians: From Germany to Missouri, Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press.

Kamphoefner, Walter D., Wolfgang Helbich, and Ulrike Sommer (eds.), 1991, News From the
Land of Freedom: German Immigrants Write Home, Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.

Kamphoefner, Walter D., 1995, ‘Paths of Urbanization: St. Louis in 1860’, in Eberhard
Reichmann, LaVern J. Rippley, and Jorg Nagler (eds.), Emigration and Settlement
Patterns of German Communities in North America, Indianapolis, IN: Max Kade
German-American Center.

Knowles, Anne Kelly, 1995, ‘Immigrant Trajectories Through the Rural-Industrial Transition
in Wales and the United States, 1795-1850", Annals of the Association of American
Geographers, Vol.85, pp.246—66.

Knowles, Anne Kelly, 1997, Calvinists Incorporated: Welsh Immigrants on Ohio’s Industrial
Frontier, Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press.

Koniglichen Statistischen Bureaus, 1874, ‘Die Einwanderung und Auswanderung des
Preussischen Staates', Preussische Statistik, VVol.26.

Kriedte, Peter, 1986, ‘ Demographic and Economic Rhythms: The Rise of the Silk Industry in
Krefeld', Journal of European Economic History, Vol.15, pp.259-89.

Kriedte, Peter, Hans Medick, and Jirgen Schlumbohm, 1981, Industrialisation Before
Industrialisation: Rural Industry in the Genesis of Capitalism, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Kriedte, Peter, Hans Medick, and Jiirgen Schlumbohm, 1983, ‘Die Proto-Industrialisierung
auf dem Prufstand der historischen Zunft: Antwort auf einige Kritiker’, Geschichte und
Gesellschaft, VVol.9, pp.87-105.

Kriedte, Peter, Hans Medick, and Jirgen Schlumbohm, 1992, ‘Sozialgeschichte in der
Erweiterung — Proto-Industrialisierung in der Verengung? , Geschichte und Gesellschaft,
Vol.18, pp.70-87.

Kriedte, Peter, Hans Medick, and Jirgen Schlumbohm, 1993, ‘Proto-Industrialization
Revisited: Demography, Social Structure and Modern Domestic Industry’, Continuity and
Change, Vol.8, pp.217-52.

Kihne, Ludwig, 1846, Der deutsche Zollverein wahrend der Jahre 1834 bis 1845, Berlin.

Kuper, Adam, 1973, Anthropologists and Anthropology: The British School 1922-1972,
London: Allen Lane.

o



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 28 $

28 THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES

Kux, J.P, 1842, Organismus und vollstandige Satistik des Preussischen Staats aus
zuverlassigen Quellen, Leipzig: Christian Ernst Kollmann.

Laer, Wilhelm von, 1912, ‘Die Entwicklung des béuerlichen Wirtschaftswesens von 1815 bis
Heute', in Engelbert Freiherr von Kerckerinck zur Borg (ed.), Beitrage zur Geschichte
des westfalischen Bauernstandes, Berlin: Paul Parey.

Lubinski, Axel, 1997, Entlassen aus dem Untertanenverband: Die Amerika-Auswanderung
aus Mecklenburg-Strelitz im 19. Jahrhundert, Osnabriick: Universitatsverlag Rasch.
Mac Laughlin, Jim, 1994, ‘Emigration and the Peripheralization of Ireland in the Global

Economy’, Review, Vol.17, pp.243-73.

Mager, Wolfgang, 1982, ‘Protoindustrialisierung und agrarisch-heimgewerbliche
Verflechtung in Ravensburg wéhrend der Frihen Neuzeit: Studien zu einer
Gesellschaftsformation im Ubergang’, Geschichte und Gesellschaft, Vol .8, pp.435-74.

Mager, Wolfgang, 1988, ‘Protoindustrialisierung und Protoindustrie’, Geschichte und
Gesellschaft, Vol.14, pp.275-303.

Mager, Wolfgang, 1993, ‘Proto-Industrialization and Proto-Industry: The Uses and
Drawbacks of Two Concepts', Continuity and Change, Vol.8, pp.181-215.

Mattson, Vernon E., and William E. Marion (eds.), 1985, Frederick Jackson Turner: A
Reference Guide, Boston, MA: G.K. Hall.

McCaffrey, Lawrence John, 1997, The Irish Catholic Diaspora in America, Washington, DC:
Catholic University of America Press.

McQuillan, D. Aidan, 1990, Prevailing Over Time: Ethnic Adjustment on the Kansas Prairies,
18751925, Lincoln, NE: University of Nebraska Press.

Medick, Hans, 1976, ‘The Proto-Industrial Family Economy: The Structural Function of
Household and Family During the Transition From Peasant Society to Industrial
Capitalism’, Social History, Vol.1, pp.291-315.

Medick, Hans, 1981, ‘ The Transition from Feudalism to Capitalism: Renewal of the Debate’,
in Raphael Samuel (ed.), People's History and Socialist Theory, London: Routledge &
Kegan Paul.

Mendels, Franklin F., 1972, ‘ Proto-Industrialization: The First Phase of the Industrialization
Process’, Journal of Economic History, Vol.32, pp.241-61.

Milward, Alan S., and S.B. Saul, 1979, The Economic Development of Continental Europe,
1780-1870, London: George Allen & Unwin, Ltd.

Mitchell, B.R., 1978, European Historical Statistics, 1750-1970, London: Macmillan.

Mooser, Josef, 1984, Landliche Klassengesellschaft 1770-1848: Bauern und Unterschichten,
Landwirtschaft und Gewerbe im Ostlichen Westfalen, Goéttingen: Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht.

Morawska, Ewa, 1989, ‘Labor Migrations of Poles in the Atlantic World-Economy,
1880-1914’, Comparative Sudies of Society and History, Vol.31, pp.237-72.

Mdller, Friedrich, 1980-81, ‘ Westfélische Auswanderer im 19. Jahrhundert — Auswanderung
aus dem Regierungsbezirk Minden, |. Teil, 1816-1900', Beitrage zur westfalischen
Familienforschungen, Vol.38-9, pp.3—-711.

Mdller, Friedrich, 1989-90, ‘Westfélische Auswanderer im 19. Jahrhundert — Auswanderung
aus dem Regierungsbezirk Minden, Il. Teil, Heimliche Auswanderung, 1814-1900',
Beitrage zur westfélischen Familienforschungen, Vol .47-8, pp.7-762.

Newbury, Colin, 1975, ‘Labour Migration in the Imperial Phase: An Essay in Interpretation’,
Journal of Imperial and Commonwealth History, Vol.30, No.2, pp.234-56.

Nugent, Walter T., 1992, Crossings. The Great Transatlantic Migrations, 1870-1914,
Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press.

QOgilvie, Sheilagh C., and Markus Cerman (eds.), 1996, European Proto-Industrialization,
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ogilvie, Sheilagh C., 1996, ‘Proto-Industrialization in Germany’, in Ogilvie and Cerman
[1996].

Ostergren, Robert C., 1988, A Community Transplanted: The Trans-Atlantic Experience of a
Swedish Immigrant Settlement in the Upper Middle West, 1835-1915, Madison, WI:

o



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 29 $

PROTO-INDUSTRIALIZATION IN RURAL WESTPHALIA 29

University of Wisconsin Press.

Patnaik, Utsa, and Manjari Dingwaney (eds.), 1985, Chains of Servitude: Bondage and
Savery in India, Madras: Sangam Books.

Pearce, R., 1983, ‘Sharecropping: Towards a Marxist View', Journal of Peasant Sudies,
Vol.10, Nos.2-3, pp.42-70.

Portes, Alejandro, Manuel Castells, and Lauren A. Benton (eds.), 1989, The Informal
Economy: Studies in Advanced and Less Developed Countries, Baltimore, MD: Johns
Hopkins University Press.

Reden, Franz Ludwig Wilhelm von, 1838, Der Leinwand- und Garnhandel Norddeutschlands,
Hannover: Helwigschen Hof-Buchhandlung.

Reekers, Stephanie, 1966, ‘ Beitrége zur statistischen Darstellung der gewerblichen Wirtschaft
Westfalens um 1800, Teil 3, Tecklenburg-Lingen, Reckenburg, Rietberg und Rheda’,
Westfalische Forschungen, Vol.19, pp.27-78.

Reich, Uwe, 1997, Aus Cottbus und Arnswalde in die Neue Welt: Amerika-Auswanderung aus
Ostelbien im 19. Jahrhundert, Osnabriick: Universitatsverlag Rasch.

Reinders-Diiselder, Christoph, 1995, Landliche Bevdlkerung vor der Industrialisierung:
Geburt, Heirat und Tod in Steinfeld, Damme und Neuenkirchen 1650 bis 1850,
Cloppenburg: Museumsdorf Cloppenburg.

Renton, David, 2001, ‘The Agrarian Roots of Fascism: German Exceptionalism Revisited’,
The Journal of Peasant Studies, Vol.28, No.4.

Rodney, Walter, 1974, How Europe Underdeveloped Africa, Washington, DC: Howard
University Press.

Rothert, Liebetraut, 1981, ‘Zur Herkunft westfélischer Bergleute auf Bochumer
Schachtanlagen 19. Jahrhundert’, Westfélische Forschungen, Vol.31, pp.73-117.

Sankt Jakobus Catholic Parish, Mastholte, Germany, 1802-1829, Birth, Death, and Marriage
Registers.

Saueressig-Schreuder, Yda, 1985, ‘Dutch-Catholic Emigration in the Mid-Nineteenth
Century: Noord-Brabant, 1847-1871', Journal of Historical Geography, Vol.11,
pp.48-69.

Schlumbohm, Jirgen, 1981, ‘Relations of Production — Productive Forces — Crises in Proto-
Industrialisation’, in Kriedte, Medick, and Schilumbohm [1981].

Schlumbohm, Jirgen, 1992, ‘ From Peasant Society to Class Society: Some Aspects of Family
and Class in a Northwest German Proto-Industrial Parish, 17th-19th Centuries', Journal
of Family History, Vol.17, pp.183-99.

Schlumbohm, Jurgen, 1994, Lebenslaufe, Familien, Hofe: die Bauern und Heuerleute des
Osnabrickischen Kirchspiels Belm in proto-industrieller Zeit, 1650-1860, Gottingen:
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht.

Schmitz, Edith, 1967, Leinengewerbe und Leinenhandel in Nordwestdeutschland, 1650-1850,
Kdln: Rheinische-Westfélische Wirtschaftsarchiv.

Schremmer, Eckart, 1981, ‘Proto-Industrialisation: A Step Towards Industrialisation?,
Journal of European Economic History’, Vol.10, pp.653-70.

Schwertener, Karl Philipp, [1804] 1935, ‘Beitrdge zur Verfassungs-, Wirtschafts- und
Rechtsgeschichte der Grafschaft Rietberg’, Quellen und Forschungen zur Natur und
Gesschichte des Kreises Wiedenbrtick, Vol.17, pp.1-80.

Seddon, David (ed.), 1978, Relations of Production: Marxist Approaches to Economic
Anthropology, London: Frank Cass.

Sione, Patrizia, 1994, ‘Patterns of International Migrations: Italian Silk Workers in New
Jersey, USA', Review, Vol.17, pp.555-76.

Staatsarchiv Detmold, D73 Kat. Mi. 1 089101000, Parish of Mastholte, 1820.

Stadtarchiv Rietberg, Best. 1050, Gemeinde Mastholte, Klassen-Steuer-Liste, 1840.

Stadtarchiv Rietberg, Best. 1057, Gemeinde Mastholte, Klassen-Steuer-Liste, 1850.

Stadtarchiv Rietberg, Best. 1064, Gemeinde Mastholte, Klassen-Steuer-Liste, 1857.

Stadtarchiv Rietberg, Best. 1083, Gemeinde Moese, Klassen-Steuer-Liste, 1847.

Stadtarchiv Rietberg, Best. 1090, Gemeinde Moese, Klassen-Steuer-Liste, 1857.

o



291jps0l.gxd 05/02/02 12:24 Page 30 $

30 THE JOURNAL OF PEASANT STUDIES

Stalker, Peter, 1994, The Work of Srangers: A Survey of International Labour Migration,
Geneva: International Labour Office.

Taylor, George Rogers (ed.), 1956, The Turner Thesis: Concerning the Role of the Frontier in
American History, Boston, MA: D.C. Heath and Company.

Taylor, Peter J., 1993, Political Geography: World-Economy, Nation-State and Locality, New
York: John Wiley & Sons.

Thistlethwaite, Frank, 1960, ‘Migration From Europe Overseas in the Nineteenth and
Twentieth Centuries’, Rapports du Xle Congres International des Sciences Historiques,
Stockholm, 1960, V: Histoire Contemporaine, Stockholm: Almqvist and Wiksell.

Turner, Frederick Jackson, 1893, ‘The Significance of the Frontier in American History’,
Annual Report for the Year 1893, Washington, DC: American Historical Association.
Vidyasagar, R., 1985, ‘Debt Bondage in South Arcot District’, in Utsa Patnaik and Manjari
Dingwaney (eds.), Chains of Servitude: Bondage and Savery in Africa, Madras; Sangam

Books.

Wallerstein, Immanuel, 1974, The Modern World-System, |: Capitalist Agriculture and the
Origins of the European World-Economy in the Sixteenth Century, San Diego, CA:
Academic Press.

Wallerstein, Immanuel, 1979, The Capitalist World-Economy, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Wallerstein, Immanuel, 1980, The Modern World-System, 1l: Mercantilism and the
Consolidation of the European World-Economy, 1600-1750, San Diego, CA: Academic
Press.

Ward, David, 1971, Cities and Immigrants: A Geography of Change in Nineteenth-Century
America, New York: Oxford University Press.

Watson, William, 1958, Tribal Cohesion in a Money Economy: A Sudy of the Mambwe
People of Northern Rhodesia, Manchester: Manchester University Press.

Williams, Eric, 1944, Capitalism and Savery, Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina
Press.



