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SOCIAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE TWO
NATIONS IN THE 16th TO 18th CENTURIES: FEUDALISM OR PERIPHERAL
CAPITALISM? AN HISTORIOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

SUMMARY OF DOCTORAL DISSERTATION

Relevance of the Study

Over 19 years of independence, in Lithuanian historical research some significant changes,
such like liberating from presupposed interpretations by Soviet ideology and incorporating to
European historiography both by structure and topics, have taken place. On the other hand, a
significant one-sidedness of the studies can be noted: social economic history, having actually
been substantial in Lithuanian Soviet historiography, is now ignored. Along with the rejection of
Marxism, the spectrum of agrarian and socio-economic problems are abandoned for vogue
topics, although some of these historical topics are to be considered as crucial ones, though
hindered by the limitations of Marxist methodology.

New theoretical approaches and leader concepts (e. g., J. Riisen's ideas) generating certain
historiographic and empirical research problems enabled impetus to agrarian and socio-
economic research in Lithuania. One such new approach is the neo-Marxist capitalist world
system theory (CWS), which was initiated by an American sociologist and historian Immanuel
Wallerstein (b. 1930), having began his career researching the modern history of Africa as a
branch of comparative historical sociology (CHS).

This theory has been formulated in opposition to Euro-centrism characterized by a belief in
the endless linear progress of European civilization and discounting other non-European
cultures. In Western social sciences 1. Wallerstein’s theory gained the utmost popularity and
influence in the late 1970s and early 1980s. Although in Lithuania studying the CWS's theory
has suffered a delay, it still may enable some qualitatively new impulses and elucidate new
previously neither observed nor articulated points in Lithuanian socio-economic history. The
main potency of the CWS’s approach is ability to expand the historical thought to regional and
global perspective in reply to the challenges facing social, political and geopolitical reality and
to interpret history of every region in the historical context of local and world (meta)civilization.

In the context of present state of Lithuanian historiography the CWS's theory capacitates
analysing the social economic history of the Republic of The Two Nations (RTN) in the 16th—



18th centuries from a global historical perspective; it also stimulates reforming the range of
former and present global discussions on this subject, and contributes expansing

multidisciplinary dialogue between history and the social sciences.

Substance of the Topic

The focus of this study is a new approach provided by the CWS's theory, suggesting a
different view of the second serfdom in Central Eastern Europe. The topic problem is such: what
was the second serfdom in Central Eastern Europe: re-feudalization in the Marxist sense or
peripheral capitalism within the context of the CWS?

These definitions have been proposed by traditional Marxist (beginning with Frederick
Engels) appelative of the second serfdom as the process of re-feudalization. Due to such
conception, internal causes, i. e. conjunction of village and manor, have systematised economic
structure and political development of Central Eastern Europe in the 16th—18th centuries. The
1. Wallerstein's neo-Marxist theory of the CWS suggests treating the phenomenon of the second
serfdom from the global perspective, describing it as an expression of peripheral capitalism in
Central Eastern Europe.

Historiographically, the delayed (if compared with Western Europe) socio-economic
development of the RTN and entire geographical area, i. e. Central Eastern Europe, is usually
accepted as a self-explanatory concept: Central Eastern Europe just lags behind and therefore is
always late in comparison with Western Europe. However, history has showed periods, when
Western Europe was behind Egypt or Greece, and Northwest Europe stood behind Italy. As the
examples of USA and Australia show, behindhand countries can become the avant-garde. Polish
historian M. Matowist having amplified the ideas of previously mentioned I. Wallerstein, claims
that Central Eastern Europe once had such an opportunity. This was the period between 1350
and 1492, when the plague epidemic of the mid-1300s has significantly evacuated the densely
populated Western Europe but has touched Central Eastern Europe minutely, thus reducing the
progressive West to the level of the backwards East. Then again, the victory of the Poles and
Lithuanians against the German crusaders and Vytautas' short-lived power can be interpreted as
another expression of this valuation. The victory at Tannenberg would not have been so
momentous if the previous plague had not had halted the colonisation the East by German

peasants.



I. Wallerstein’s conception annihilates the concept of Central Eastern European lag as
persistent and internally caused and suggests instead considering the history of these countries
from a global perspective, thus becoming an important alternative to traditional Marxist

approaches.

The Subject of the Investigation

The subject of this study is the interaction and thus elaborated propositions of the two
following rivalling historiographic approaches evoked to analyse the economic development of
the RTN in the 16th—18th centuries: the traditional Marxist conception emphasizing the role of

internal causes, and the neo-Marxist CWS's theory heightening external factors.

The Aim of the Investigation

The topic aim of the study is to elucidate the different explanations offered by the CWS'
theory and traditional Marxist methodologies on the social economic development of Central
Eastern Europe in the 16th—18th centuries, as well as to execute a critical analysis of their
assumptions and methodological traits and determine the kind of socio-economic relations of

RTN in the determined period as either feudal serfdom or peripheral capitalism.

The Tasks of the Investigation

1. To reconstruct systematically and explicate the explanations for the delayed development
and the second serfdom of Central Eastern Europe in the 16th—18th centuries in
traditional (Marxist and non-Marxist) historiography;

2. By a detailed analysis of the CWS' theory to reveal definition and explication of the
peripheral capitalism concept;

3. To compare the causality of the second serfdom in Central Eastern Europe including RTN
according to I. Wallerstein’s and earlier, mostly traditional Marxist conceptions;

4. To execute a comparative analysis of the Western European manor in the 11th—15th
centuries and the structural development of Central Eastern Europe manor farms,

particularly in RTN, in the 16th—18th centuries;



5. To determine the scope of the integration of the RTN‘s economy in the 16th—18th
centuries with international trade as the main argument for the existence of peripheral

capitalism in these countries, based on historiographical data.

Methods of the Investigation

The methodological basis of this study is a substantial conception of comparative historical
sociology. Significantly, historical studies distinguished for this approach are still exceptive in
Lithuania. Out of these, the works by Z. Norkus, S. Pivoras, and Z. Butkus are to be noted.

The CWS' theory turns to comparative due to the system’s partition to geo-economical zones
of the core, the semi-periphery and the periphery. Simultaneously, it is an analysis of geo-
political and economical interaction of dissimilarly structuring CWS countries, as well as an
analysis of their typologically distinguishing features.

The analyticity of the study distinguishes by choosing no meta-methodology for studying
social economic history of 16th—18th century RTN out of the two chosen ones — CWS and
traditional Marxist. Both conceptions are to be estimated by their operativity, not by some
external criteria. Estimating by such ones would inevitably become normative, while it is not
plausible to formulate any universal and imperative, i.e. normative, conception in the
historiography of history. The only estimation criterion is the conception’s (methodology’s)
operational efficiency. The concept of this depends on chosen criteria. In this study the
efficiency of the conceptions is shown by revealing the subject of the study in utmost latitude
and conceptuality, together with no pervertion of the subject specifics.

For solving the tasks of the study such methods have been used: hermeneutic (text
interpretation), comparative, historical comparative, and that of rational reconstruction.

The hermeneutic method has been used for revealing the actual meaning of 1. Wallerstein’s
CWS’s theory (part I1.). Herewith, while attempting to systematically evaluate the problems of
causality of the delayed development and the second serfdom of 16th—18th century Central
Eastern Europe, having been revealed in Lithuanian traditional historiography, the method of
rational reconstruction has been applied. This appliance, used for evaluating the endurance of
the interpretations, is based on presumption, that a later view is a superior one for enabling
critical evaluation of analysed conceptions (part I.). Thus, while the traditional conception has
revealed some crucial points on referencing 16th—18th century Central Eastern European social

and economic history, later CWS’s theory articulates some significantly new angles.



The method of rational reconstruction has been used for evaluating the endurance of the
CWS’s theory as well. L e., it was attempted to: 1) reconstruct the methodological traits and
sources of the CWS' theory, 2) retrospectively reconstruct the development of the CWS’s theory
in the 16th—later 19th century by evoking 1. Wallerstein’s studies; 3) analytically review critics
and reception of the CWS’s theory (part I1.).

Combining of rational reconstruction and historical comparative methods has been used to
analyse CWS’s and traditional Marxist historiography on the causality of 16th—18th century
Central Eastern European social and economic development. Therefore a more efficient
articulation of further research has been achieved (part I1L.).

The research, made in the previous part of the study, has led to a comparative analysis of
structure and development tendencies in the Western European manor in the 11th—15th century
and the Central Eastern Europe manor farms of the 16th—18th century, which has been executed
by using the historical comparative method (part IV.).

The extent of RTN economic involvement into international trading in the 16th—18th
centuries has been estimated by: 1) reconstructing the causative versions of international trade’s
influence for European countries in the 16th—18th centuries; 2) executing an analysis of RTN’s
foreign trade with the West. The similarities and distinctions of the structures and extents of
Poland’s and RTN’s foreign trading with the West have been distinguished by using the
comparative method. In case of absence of sufficient amount of statistical trading data, the
comparative analysis of the mentioned countries enables to define a qualitative extent of their

involvement in international trading (part V).

The Historiography, Sources and Literature of the Investigation

So far there has not appeared any analysis of RTN’s social economic history in the 16th—18th
centuries using both the CWS’s and traditional Marxist conceptions. Thus it has been not
possible to define some problematic historiography, constituting a certain substantial level for
further research of the problem. However, in this study, chosen aims and methods, supposing
both theoretical and problematic (i. e. historiographical in a broad sense) investigation’s
structure, necessitates on referencing the precedent researches on certain individual aspects. It
should be noted, that in the context of the study’s topics the historical studies, usually
considered as historiography, are attributed to sources or / and to interpretative literature. In
order to attribute precisely, this quotation of J. Riisen, a German historian and historiography

theoretician, has been invoked: “attributing a source depends on what I do aim to find out. The



aim depends on a raised question; disciplined questions are expletive phrasings of the
problems”. J. Riisen claims, that in contradistinction to the 19th century, contemporary
academic history possesses various strategies for finding and defining the facts; those ones
enables some empirical answers to concerning questions. In consideration of J. Riisen’s ideas, as
investigation’s sources have been attributed those historical studies, which help reconstructing,
e. g., different attitudes considering the causality of 16th—18th century’s Central Eastern
European social and economic development in CWS’s and traditional Marxist historiography,
economical structuring and development tendencies of the Western European manor in the
11th—15th centuries and the Central Eastern Europe manor farms (particularly in RTN) in the
16th—18th centuries, data on the extent of RTN economics’ involvement in international trade in
the 16th—18th centuries etc. As interpretative literature should preeminently be attributed those
historical studies, which do show up the context of the investigated problem.

In the first part of the study it has been aimed to reconstruct and explicate the causal
questions on the delayed development and the second serfdom of the 16th—18th century's Central
Eastern Europe, being revealed in traditional historiography (Marxist and non-Marxist). The
main question held was such: what contribution internal and external causes comparatively had
to causal determination of phenomena of region studied? In order to solve the question, original
works of both Marxist and non-Marxist historians, having either directly or indirectly debated
the main arguments for the delayed development and the second serfdom, have been analysed.

For investigating the problem of the nascencial causes of the delayed development in Central
Eastern Europe in the 16th—18th centuries, the most important researches have been those of
J. Blum, W. Conze, Marxists M. Matowist, and R. Brenner, which have been attributed to
sources of the study. Restriction to the mentioned authors is based on two causes. Firstly, the
works of the authors are to be considered as the most representative instances of the concept of
the delayed development in traditional historiography (the delayed development of the region
has been caused by internal reasons; as an exception, enabling to problemise the reconstruction
of the causes of the delayed development, the works by M. Matowist should be noted).
Secondly, judging on the known researches, the later critics have partially just repeated these
arguments without any corrections.

For investigating the conception of nascencial causes of the second serfdom by traditional
Marxists the works of B. Zientara, W. Rusinski, S. Skazkin, and J. Topolski have been analysed
as sources. The mentioned researchers had made the biggest contribution to the matter.
Simultaneously, by these sources theoretical and methodological traits of the both Marxist and

non-Marxist conceptions have been reconstructed.
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In the first instance, for investigating the estimation of nascencial causes of the second
serfdom by non-Marxist conception the studies by G.F.Knapp, F. Grosman, E. D. Domar,
A. Kahan, R. Millward, etc., have been analysed. The mentioned works have been attributed to
the sources of the study.

The conception of the genesis of manor farm economics in Lithuanian Marxist historiography
has been reconstructed using the following sources: the works of J. Topolski, P. and
B. Dunduliai, M. Jucas, L. Mulevicius, A. Tyla, E. Gudavicius, and J. Kiaupiené. Taking the
works of K. Jablonskis, J. Jurginis, J. Ochmanski, V. Piceta, D. Pochilevi¢ius, E. GudaviCius,
and A. Bumblauskas as sources, a differentiated valuation of the Wallach reform has been
reconstructed.

The novelty of the first part of the study is shown by the following: 1) the executed analysis
of the causal questions on the delayed development and the second serfdom of the 16th—18th
century's Central Eastern Europe have summarized prolonged discussions on the matter,
revealed in traditional historiography (Marxist and non-Marxist), and has brought the problem
into relevance in the context of contemporary historiography; 2) simultaneously, the works on
serfdom in GDL by Lithuanian historians have been incorporated into the sphere of international
scientific dispute.

In the second part of the study, named “The Conception of the Peripheral Capitalism in
Immanuel Wallerstein's Theory of the Capitalist World System*, as the most important sources
on the CWS's theory the works of it's creator I. Wallerstein are to be noted. In order to articulate
the traits and extend the nascencial context of the theory, as interpretative literature there have
been invoked the works of the following scholars, distinguished on social and history sciences:
R. Collins, W. L. Goldfrank, H. Wesseling, M. Burawoy, C. Lloyd, F. Braudel, T. R. Shannon,
S. K Sanderson, M. P. Saulauskas.

The critics and the followings of the CWS's theory have been analysed to reveal the
estimation of the theory. This interpretative literature can be grouped as follows: 1) the works by
history sociologists (R. Brenner, S.J. Stern, A. G. Frank, D. Chirot, T.D. Hall, Ch. Chase-
Dunn, P. Grimes, and J. R. Hall); 2) the works by sociologists (R. Collins and A. Bergesen);
3) the works by economists (D. C. North etc.). To the group of the CWS's theory evolvers
belongs A. R. Denemark, P. K. Thomas, J. Mahoney, and S. Stranges, as well as previously
mentioned T. R. Shannon, D. Chirot, T. D. Hall, Ch. Chase-Dunn, and P. Grimes, the studies of
which have been analysed both like sources and interpretative literature. In these studies it can
be noted, which certain elements of the CWS's theory's have made the influence on scientific

community, and which ones remained uncultivated. The novelty of the second part of the study
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has distinguished by the fact, that in Lithuanian historiography this study debuts on
systematically and coherently presenting the CWS's theory and explaining the concept of the
peripheral capitalism.

In the third part of the study, which has been named “An Analysis of CWS’s and Traditional
Marxist Historiography on the Causality of the 16th—18th Century's Central Eastern European
Socioeconomic Development”, it has been attempted to determine the heuristic potential of the
concept of the peripheral capitalism for researching Central Eastern European region; this has
been done invoking controversial studies on this matter as sources. In this group, the works of
one previously mentioned the most virile critics of 1. Wallerstein, R. Brenner, are to be firstly
noted. To this group the studies by J. Kochanowicz, J. Topolski, A. Maczak, H. Samsonowicz,
A. Wyrobisz and P. Gunst, are to be attributed. For the first time in Lithuanian historiography a
new solution for the inveterate problem of the interpretation of the delayed development in the
RTN in the 16th—18th centuries has been proposed and substantiated; it also has been
endeavored not only in local, but in global context as well to determine the relative contribution
of both internal and external causes, due to which RTN has become a periphery of Western
European economical and social life. Such approach enables avoiding an implicite assent to one
context or the other, as, for instance, the CWS's approach proposes a global context, while
traditional Marxist methodology — a local one.

The main sources, having been analysed in the fourth part, “The Development Specifics of the
Central Eastern Europe Manor Farms Economics in the 16th—18th Centuries in Comparison to
the Western European Manor's Economics in the 11th—15th Centuries”, are the studies, due to
which the economical structure and development of the mentioned regions have been
reconstructed by Marxist and neo-institutional economics approaches.

In the first chapter, in order to reconstruct the structure of the Western European manor's
economics in the 11th—15th centuries by Marxist approach the studies of E. A. Kosminsky, a
famous exponent of Soviet Marxist medievalistics school, have been analysed. To make a neo-
institutional economics' approach, the works of the most distinguished exponents of this theory,
D. C. North and R. P. Thomas, analysing the differential causes of economical development of
various world regions, have been sounded.

In the first paragraph of the second chapter for reconstructing the Central Eastern Europe
economics (RTN's in particular) in the 16th—18th centuries by Marxist approach the model of
feudal economics performance by a noted Polish economics historian W. Kula has become

essential.
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In the second paragraph of the chapter historiography has been recommenced by elaboration
and revelation of structural similarities and differences of the Western European manor's
economics in the 11th—15th centuries and the Central Eastern European manor farms economics
(particularly in RTN) in the 16th—18th centuries both by Marxist and neo-institutional
economics approaches; for this aim the mentioned studies and interpretative literature by
J. Topolski, A. Wyczanski, P. Gorecki, K. Glamann, E. J. Hobsbawn, and S. Pamerneckis have
been analysed.

The fifth part of the study has been designated to empirical analysis; in this part
historiographic data have been used to distinguish the extent of RTN economics involvement in
international trade in the 16th—18th centuries.

This part of the study has been began with an analysis of the causative versions of
international trade’s influence on European countries in the 16th—18th centuries; a question has
been held: what influence had international trade had on social economic development of certain
European regions in the 16th—18th centuries? This analysis has been executed in consideration
to the significant studies of H. Wesseling, P. O’Brien, J. Adams, P.Gunst, K. Berrill,
R. Nielsen, V. Barbour, J. E. Wills, C. Wilson, E. F. Heckscher, J. Sperling, M. Malowist, and
G. Jensch.

In the second chapter of this part the analyses of of both continental trade development
(V. 2. 1) and structure and extent of sea trade through the Sound (V. 2. 2) have been carried out
in order to determine their proportions in Poland's foreign trade in general in the 16th—18th
centuries. It has been reconstructed using the distinguished studies on economy history by
J. Topolski, H. Samsonowicz, K. Kuklinska (V.2.1), as well as by A.Maczak, M. Bogucka,
H. Samsonowicz, and E. Cieslak (V. 2. 2). These studies have been chosen to be analysed due to
their greatest amount of essential statistical data given by published the Saund's impost tables
and Danish books of the Sound's impost.

The last chapters of this part have been focused on GDL's foreign trade with the West in the
16th—18th centuries and its comparison with Poland's foreign trade (the structure and extent of
the Polish exports through the Sound in concrete). The analysis of GDL's foreign trade's
structure, mechanisms and extent is based on trading trough Riga harbour. For the analysis
exiguous (in comparison to the analysed Polish foreign trading data) trading statistical data,
published in the studies of E. Dunsdorfs, G.Jensch, L. Truska and R.Jasas, V. Dorosenka,
L. Zytkowicz, have been used. Some data on the topic have been obtained from the works of

P. Saltius, M. Jucas, A. Tyla, and S. Alexandrowicz. In order to reveal a broader context of the
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topic, as interpretative literature the studies by some famous historians (e.g., W. Abel,
J. T. Kotilain, L. R. Lewiter, J. K. Fedorowicz, and M. Bogucka) have been invoked.

There are to be noted some novelties of the executed investigation in the fifth part of the
study. Firstly, there the data of Poland's foreign trade in the 16th—18th centuries and their
interpretations by the mentioned Polish historians have been reviewed. Secondly, the executed
analysis of the GDL's foreign trading through Riga harbour structure, mechanisms and extent in
the same period appends to the research of the extent of RTN's economical involvement into
international trade. The previously mentioned Polish historians in articulating RTN's economical
involvement into foreign trade note the absence of jointed foreign trade system in the state of
Poland and GDL; however, their researches have been limited to Poland's foreign trade.
Furthermore, in none of the analysed works the structures and extents of both Poland's and
GDL's foreign trading with the West have been compared. Such analysis has been carried out in
this study; it has revealed the specificity of the compared subjects. And thirdly, foreign trading
data of the two states have been interpreted anew in the context of the study's topic problem.

To typologize the material, explicate the investigation's methodological approaches, and to
conceptualise the specifics of historical phenomenon, the meta-theoretical insights and
methodological principles of 1. Wallerstein, Z. Norkus and E. Gudavicius have been the most

expedient ones.

The Novelty of the Investigation

Either in Lithuanian or in international historiography, this study is the first venture to
execute an historiographic (in a broad sense) analysis of the RTN’s social economic
development in the 16th—18th centuries. In Lithuanian academic literature this study is the first
to present the CWS’s theory and also is the first essay to test it empirically using Lithuanian
material. The study, grounded on direct theoretical concepts as well as on analysis of peculiar
material, in the context of global history proposes a qualitatively new explanation of the RTN’s

social economic history in the 16th—18th centuries.

The Main Statements of the Study

1. Although the CWS's explanation of the social economic development of Central Eastern

Europe (including the RTN) compared to the traditional Marxist historiographic
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approach, shows this region’s past not from the limited local perspective, but from a
wider, global perspective, this explanation needs the addition of a critical synthesis of
global and local contexts.

2. The critical analysis of internal and external causality of the delayed development of
Central Eastern Europe in the 16th—18th centuries in both CWS and traditional Marxist
historiographies enables stating, that the flourishing of manor farm economics, as the
main feature of the second serfdom, has been caused by altogether of both internal and
external causes.

3. The comparative analysis on structural and development tendencies of Western European
manor's economics in the 11th—15th centuries and RTN manor farms in the 16th—18th
centuries do not allow to name RTN manor farms, having been influenced by developing
Western European capitalism, neither as a typical feudalism', nor as a typical capitalist
enterprise economics, which differs from 1. Wallerstein's concept. RTN's manor farming
is an economy, based by landlord's absolute domination over peasantry, orientated to
commodity production as a way of landlord's wealth cumulation.

4. The dominance of the manor/estate economic model orineted to the internal rather than
foreign market in the RTN of the 16th—18th centuries demonstrates the low dependence
of the agrarian sector of these countries on the conjunction of international trade, and
that means that the CWS concept exagerates the external influence exerted on the socio-

economic development of these countries during the period under discussion.

Structure of the Dissertation

The dissertation consists of an introduction, five parts, a concluding chapter and the list of

literature.

! As a typical feudal economy the manor of medieval Western Europe is to be attributed.
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I. The Causality Problem of the Delayed Development and the Second
Serfdom in Central Eastern Europe in the 16th-18th Centuries in

Traditional Historiography

The first part of the study has been devoted to the evaluation of relative both internal and
external causality of the regional phenomena of the delayed development and the second
serfdom, having been declared in traditional Marxist and non-Marxist historiography. The
evaluation has been based on comparison. In this part of the study it has been preferred to focus
on Marxist historiography and internal combat among Marxists rather than on CWS, which is a
neo-Marxist conception, thus altogether with other main non-Marxist conceptions is merely
anotated. Both approaches have been profiled in order to determine the points of (dis)agreement;
exceptional is the causality of the delayed development as being partially conterminous. The
concept of genesis of manor farming in Lithuanian Marxist historiography has been reviewed
separately. The investigation has resulted in definition of partially conterminous concept of
causality by both conceptions. In both conceptions' historiographies it is declared that the
delayed development, as well as the second serfdom, has been internally caused by nobility's
social superiority, tenuous cities, lack of labour resources and numerous uncultivated
agricultural areas. By traditional Marcxist conceptions, the new Western European market has
influenced these processes just minutely.

The first part of the study has been concluded with anticipation of a problem, discussed in
the third part: has the serfdom indeed impeded the Central Eastern European economic progress,
as most of the historians claim? This question has been impulsed by the USA case. By common
concept of traditional Marxist methodology, USA has stood significantly behind RTN, as USA
contained slavery, while RTN — serfdom. However, for USA slavery has been not an obstacle,
rather a possible necessity for progress. Thus an insularity of traditional Marxist approach for
determinating the synchronous processes in global civilisation-historical contexts has been
revealed. It has been declared, that an advantaged global-context methodology is in the need of.
As such a one neo-Marxist I. Wallerstein's theory of CWS is proposed, as this theory endeavors
to cause the past of a certain country not due to limited local perspective, but due to global
phenomenon. It is stated, that a detailed CWS's review is to be carried out, enabling the
elaboration of it's conceptual networks, thus determining the concept of peripheral capitalism.
Afterwards this concept is to be used for investigating RTN's social economic history of the

16th—18th centuries invoking the analyses of CWS and traditional Marxist historiographies.
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II. The Conception of the Peripheral Capitalism in Immanuel

Wallerstein's Theory of the Capitalist World System

This part of the study has been given to a detailed review of the theory of CWS in order to
reveal the conception of peripheral capitalism as the essential element of the theory. For this aim
the following tasks had to be solved: 1) to clarify the methodological traits and sources of the
CWS’s theory; 2) to reconstruct retrospectively the development of the CWS in the 16th-late
19th centuries in the works of I. Wallerstein; 3) to discuss the critique and recept of the CWS’s
theory. It has been revealed, that the subject of 1. Wallerstein’s study of CWS’s theory is the
origin and development of the capitalist world-system itself. CWS arose on the basis of the
European world-economy during the protracted 16th century (1450-1640) and has been in
existence ever since. CWS is an economic world based on capitalist production and division of
labour, politically organized in the form of a union between sovereign and competing states. An
especially important distinguishing feature of CWS is the differentiation into three economic
zones: the core, the periphery and the semi-periphery (according to their role in the world
division of labour).

The most important theoretical sources of CWS are dependency theory, F. Braudel’s theory
of history, K. Marx’s theory of capitalism and the Marxist theory of imperialism. Because of the
dominant significance of Marxist sources, CWS can be considered as neo-Marxist theory.

The development of the CWS’s theory has three stages: 1) agrarian capitalism — the
beginning of the CWS’s theory; 2) mercantile capitalism — the outcome of the consolidation of
the CWS’s theory; 3) globalisation period of the CWS.

The critics of 1. Wallerstein's theory of the CWS could be relatively differentiated in two
groups — historians sociologists based on Marxism and sociologist also economists. The first
group emphasises that the theory of CWS is deficient in empirical adequacy, ignores
relationship between class structure and economical development, exaggerates the importance of
market on the internal socio-economical development of countries and orientates toward
economism. Sociologists and economists notice that the theory does not analyse explicitly the
influence of institutions on the emergence of capitalism and institutional development of
hierarchy of geo-economics zones.

Synthesis of global and regional contexts investigating socioeconomic reality of the past
could give higher empirical adequacy of the CWS’s theory. On the other hand the influence of
the CWS’s theory is confirmed by the further development of international political economy

and radical renewal of cultural anthropology (not mentioning about historical sociology).
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As the consummation of the second part of the study an explication of peripheral capitalism
concept as the main element of the CWS's theory has been purveyed. The CWS's theory points
out the usage of forced labour (serfdom) as the distinguishing feature of peripheral capitalism.
To the periphery's political organisation may be characteristic a politically and militarily
vulnerable statehood or either colonial or semi-colonial dependence. The peripheral capitalist
class consists of slaveholders and squirearchy, which plantations and manor farms are capitalist
enterprises manufacturing the production for to sell and export. In the global division of labour

peripheral capitalism roles on stocking and agricultural producing the core-zone countries.

ITII. An Analysis of CWS’s and Traditional Marxist Historiography on the
Causality of the 16th-18th Century's Central Eastern European

Socioeconomic Development

In this third part of the study by a comparative analysis it is endeavored to: 1) analyse
scientific debates on internal and external causality of the delayed development of Central
Eastern Europe in the 16th—18th centuries in a global context; 2) adduce the analysis of the
premises and methodological contradictions of traditional Marxist and CWS conceptions
residing in the debates; 3) to articulate new tasks of the study by the results of the analyses. It
has been clarified, that the entanglements of comparing the two contradicting explanations come
out of divergent interpretations of the nascencial causes of the second serfdom. Traditional
Marxist historiography proposes internal socioeconomic reasons as crucial ones for appearance
of the second serfdom in Central Eastern Europe, while CWS holds on to external causes, e. g.
involvement into global labour division in periphery's role.

In this part of the study it has been heightened, that analysing the state of RTN by CWS
conception reveals its problematics on determination of the international trade influence on the
state's socio-economic development in the 16th—18th centuries. Numerous connections of the
attitudes of 1. Wallerstein and traditional Marxist ones have been noted. These two diverse
conceptions mark out the second serfdom crucially influencing specific and dissimilar to
Western Europe development of Central Eastern Europe since the 16th century; this led the
articulation of the second serfdom's countries to a periphery of Western European economic and
social life. The analysis has also revealed some reasons for treating the second serfdom as a
feudalising process in traditional Marxist historiography. Such attribution has been caused by
the methodology, which as a subject unit analysed a certain country or even a certain locality,

e. g. a village, a manor, a farm, not expanding to some broader context. This attitude is
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comparable to the statements in K. Marx's “The Capital”: as a subject it is analysed an idealized
national capitalist economy or a single capitalist enterprise. Meanwhile 1. Wallerstein's CWS's
theory took it from a global outlook, which enabled noting the second serfdom as a dawn of
peripheral capitalism in Central Eastern Europe and, simultaneously, in RTN. However, in this
part and in whole study it is maintained, that the research problem requires such analytical
approach, which would relate the subject, i. e. Central Eastern European socio-economics, with
not only a local, but a global context as well, thus avoiding an implicit preference of one of the
contexts; e. g., CWS's theory presupposes global, while traditional Marxist methodology — local
context.

This part has been concluded by the statement, that by CWS the Central Eastern European
agrarian structure in the 16th—18th centuries significantly resembles Marxist approach on
Western European feudalism in the 11th—15th centuries. However, to attribute RTN of the 16th—
18th centuries as a substantially medieval feudalism it is not possible due to intensified
influential contacts with capitalist Western Europe since the 16th century. L e., in order to
subsume the existence of either peripheral capitalism or some otherwise feudalism in RTN in
the 16th—18th centuries, caused by a medievally non-existent social context of CWS, further
historical research is crucial. This aim is to be achieved by the following: 1) a comparative
analysis of structure and development of the Western European manor's economics in the 11th—
15th centuries and RTN's manor farm's economics in the 16th—18th centuries; 2) an analysis of

the extent of RTN's economic involvement into international trading in the 16th—18th centuries.

IV. The Development Specifics of the Central Eastern Europe Manor
Farms Economics in the 16th-18th Centuries in Comparison to the

Western European Manor's Economics in the 11th-15th Centuries

The previously formulated new tasks presupposed the problems of this part of the study. In
the first chapter the morphologics of Western European manor's economics in the 11th—15th
centuries by Marxist and neo-institutional economic approaches have been reconstructed and
explicated. The second chapter reveals the same of the Central East European countries in the
16th—18th centuries, and in RTN in particular. In the third chapter the main structural
(dis)similarities of the mentioned economics are determined. As the investigation has revealed, a
substantially medieval feudal (i. e. manor) economics is not comparable with that of RTN's.
First of all, Western European manor as an economical and political unit (mini-state) has been

based on implicit landlord-peasant trade, while manor farm system of Central Eastern Europe

19



was based on landlord's absolute domination over the peasantry. Furthermore, a manor farm has
been only an economic unit, not a political one (such has been the Powiat as an autonomous
territorial nobility corporation). Second of all, despite the fact that both analysed economics
inhered common commodity production, their productions have been orientated differently.
Western European manor has been foremost orientated to satisfying the landlord's kind needs, as
price burden between manor centres and trade harbours was absent. However, due to price
burden between home and foreign markets the RTN's manor farms have orientated to
commodity production, which is to be attributed as a way of wealth cumulation. This, as distinct
from 1. Wallerstein's position, disables attributing RTN's manor farms as a capitalist enterprise.
Similarly, it is to be noted that the CWS conception has overstressed external influencing to
socio-economic development of RTN in the 16th—18th centuries, as predominance of
autonomous, i. €. foremost related with home market, economic model of manor farms in RTN,

and not and expansive exportation-orientated one, is to be noted.

V. The Problem of the Extent of RTN's Economical Involvement into

International Trade in the 16th-18th centuries

This part of the study is further focused on the previously noted particularly problematic
CWS appliance for researching the foreign trade influence on RTN's socio-economic
development in the 16th—18th centuries. The explanations of international trading influence to
the development of European countries in the same period, having been revealed in the first
chapter, allowed specification of the extent of RTN's involvement into international trade in the
following chapters. The absence of jointed foreign trade system in RTN induced refining the
subject separately in Poland (chapter V. 2) and in GDL (chapters V. 3, V. 4).

The investigations resulted in declaring the fact of RTN's participation in international
trading. Otherwise, the overestimation of external causality on RTN's socio-economic
development has only been heightened. However, despite the close connections of RTN and
foreign market in the 16th—18th centuries, RTN's agrarian dependence on foreign market has
been barely minute. E. g., cereal export has been mostly determined by (un)productive harvest
and not by market demands. Similarly, in the period only an insignificant part of RTN's agrarian
production has been exported.

In conclusion of investigatory substance of the study it has been noted, that exportation of
various production have neither changed serfdom's labour intercourse, nor transformed

extensive production into intensive one; this determined the domination of routine manor farm
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production technologies and immotivation to reinvest the profit into production modernisation.
Finally, nobility's domination in state politics impeded the formation of citizenry and its elite,
i. e. tradespeople institution. However, stable export of RTN's residual manor farm production
to the Western markets may verily have reasoned the nascency of capitalism, though in a
peripheral status (e. g., see peripheral capitalism concept description in part II).

The study is concluded with a statement, that previously mentioned comparative analysis of
RTN's socio-economic developing in the 16th—18th centuries explanations in CWS and Marxist
historiography altogether with an historical data analysis of Western European and RTN's
economical models and RTN foreign trade indicates the domination of the feudal serfdom
relationship in RTN's social economic development during the determined period; however,
influential increase of peripheral feudalism elements cannot be declined. It is also stated, that in
order to examine profoundly the domination causality and mechanisms of RTN's feudal serfdom
relationship the further research on the state's home market is essential. The analysis of the
mentioned topic is to be attributed as the prospect of further investigations on social economic

development in the RTN in the 16th—18th centuries.
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ABIEJU TAUTU RESPUBLIKOS SOCIALINE EKONOMINE RAIDA XVI-
XVIII AMZIUJE: FEODALIZMAS AR PERIFERINIS KAPITALIZMAS?
ISTORIOGRAFINE ANALIZE

DISERTACIJOS REZIUME

IVADAS

Tyrimo aktualumas

Per 19 nepriklausomybés mety Lietuvos istoriniuose tyrimuose {vyko radikaliy pokyc¢iy: buvo
i$sivaduota i§ sovietinés ideologijos primetamy interpretacijuy ir Lietuvos istoriografija
struktliriniu bei tematiniu poziliriu tapo europinés istoriografijos dalis. Kita vertus, rySkus tam
tikras tyrin¢jimy vienpusiSkumas — ignoruojama socialiné ekonoming istorija, kuri buvo svarbi
Lietuvos sovietingje istoriografijoje. Atsisakius marksizmo buvo apleista visa agrarinés ir
socialinés ekonominés istorijos problematika (dél ,,madingesniy“ temy), nors Sioje istorijoje
biita realia reik§mg turin¢iy problemy, kurias giliau nagrinéti trukdé marksistinés metodologijos
ribotumas.

Minétos problematikos tyrimams Lietuvoje postiimj gali suteikti nauji teoriniai pozidiriai ir
,,vadovaujancios idéjos* (J. Riisenas), generuojancios istoriografinio bei empirinio tyrimo
problemas. Vienas i§ ju — neomarksistiné kapitalistinés pasaulio sistemos (KPS; angl. capitalist
world—system) teorija, kurios pradininkas yra garsiausias ir jtakingiausias JAV sociologas ir
istorikas 1. Wallersteinas (g. 1930), savo moksling karjera pradéjgs naujausios Afrikos istorijos
tyrimais. KPS yra viena i$ lyginamosios istorinés sociologijos Sakuy.

Si teorija sukurta oponuojant eurocentrizmui, tiking¢iam nesibaigiandia (tiesine)
europietiskosios civilizacijos pazanga ir nuvertinanCiam kitas (neeuropines) kultiiras.
I. Wallersteino populiarumo ir jtakos Vakary socialiniuose moksluose vir§iiné — praéjusio
amziaus 8-ojo desimtmecio antroji — 9-0jo deSimtmecio pirmoji pusé. Nors ir pavéluota pazintis
su KPS teorija lietuviy socialinei ekonominei istorijai galéty suteikti naujy kokybiniy impulsy ir
tokiu biidu iSryskinti Sios istorijos aspektus, kurie pries tai negaléjo biti pastebeti ir artikuliuoti.
Svarbiausias KPS prieigos pranasumas yra istorinio mastymo horizonto praplétimas regionine ir
pasauline perspektyva, atsakant | besikeicianCios socialinés, politinés ir geopolitinés realybés
i8§tkius, naujai interpretuojant savo regiono praeitj lokaliniame bei pasauliniame

(meta)civilizacijos istorijos kontekste.
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Tad Lietuvos istorijos mokslo raidos kontekste KPS teorijos panaudojimas, pirma, leidzia i
XVI-XVIII a. Abiejy Tauty Respublikos (ATR) socialing ekonoming istorija pazvelgti i$
globalios istorijos perspektyvos bei {sisavinti pasaulinés diskusijos apie §i tyrimo objekta

rezultatus, antra, prisideda prie tarpdisciplininio istorijos ir socialiniy moksly dialogo plétros.

Tiriamosios problemos pagrindimas

Sio tyrimo problema kyla dél naujo i3eities tasko, kurj pateikia KPS teorija, sugestijuojanti
kitokj pozitr| | antrqjq baudziavos laidq Vidurio Ryty Europoje. Problema yra tokia: kas buvo
antroji baudziavos laida Vidurio Ryty Europoje — refeodalizacija marksistine prasme ar
periferinis kapitalizmas KPS kontekste?

Tokia formuluot¢ lemia tai, jog tradicin¢je marksistingje istoriografijoje (pradedant
F. Engelsu) antrosios baudziavos laidos savoka buvo nusakomas refeodalizacijos procesas.
Pagal Sia samprata, vidinés priezastys (kaimo ir dvaro santykiai) 1émé XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio
Ryty Europos socialing ekonoming santvarka bei politing raida. I. Wallersteino neomarksistiné
KPS teorija sitlo | antrosios baudziavos laidos reiskini zvelgti i§ iSorines prieZastis
pabréziancios pasaulinés perspektyvos ir laikyti ji periferinio kapitalizmo Vidurio Ryty
Europoje apraiska.

ATR ir viso Vidurio Ryty Europos istorinio regiono socialinis ekonominis atsilikimas nuo
Vakary Europos istoriografijoje paprastai traktuojamas kaip savaime suprantamas dalykas.
Esame ,,atsilikg™ todé¢l, kad viska daréme véliau nei Vakary Europa. Taciau buvo laikai, kai
Vakary Europa buvo labiau atsilikusi uz Egipta ar Graikija, o Siaurés Vakary Europa buvo
labiau ,,atsilikusi uz Italija. Kaip rodo JAV ir Australijos pavyzdziai, ,.atsilikg* krastai gali tapti
avangardiniais. Lenky istoriko M. Malowisto ir jo id¢jomis besiremian¢io I. Wallersteino
teigimu, tokia galimybg kazkada turéjo ir Vidurio Ryty Europa. Tai 1350-1492 m. laikotarpis,
kai XIV a. vidurio maro pandemija, nusiaubusi tankiai apgyvendinta Vakary Europa, taciau
beveik nepalietusi Vidurio Ryty Europos, tam tikram laikui sulygino paZangius Europos
Vakarus su atsilikusiais Rytais. Kita vertus, lenky ir lietuviy pergalé prie§ kryziuocius ir
trumpalaiké Vytauto galybé Siame kontekste gali biiti suprantamos kaip viena $io ,,sulyginimo*
apraisku. Pergalé prie Zalgirio nebiity buvusi tokia lemtinga, jeigu maro pandemija pries tai jau
nebiity pristabdZiusi vokie€iy valstie¢iy kolonizacinio judéjimo i Rytus.

I. Wallersteino neomarksistine KPS koncepcija Vidurio Ryty Europos atsilikimo (kaip
,,chronisko®, nulemto vidiniy prieZas¢iy) tezg suproblemina, sitilo zvelgti | $iy kraSty istorija i§

globalios perspektyvos, todél tampa reikSminga alternatyva tradicinei marksistinei prieigai.
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Tyrimo objektas

Tyrimo objektas yra XVI-XVIIla. ATR socialing ekonoming raida nagrinéjancios dvi
konkuruojancios istoriografinés prieigos: vidines prieZastis sureik§minanti tradiciné marksistiné
koncepcija ir iSorines priezastis pabrézianti neomarksistine KPS teorija bei Sioje diskusijoje

aptinkamy argumenty plétojimas.

Tyrimo tikslas ir uzdaviniai

Tyrimo tikslas yra iSrySkinti XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos (kartu ir ATR) socialinés
ekonominés raidos skirtingus aiSkinimus KPS teorijoje ir tradicin¢je marksistingje
istoriografijoje, atlikti jy prielaidy bei metodologiniy prieSstaty kriting analizg ir, remiantis Sio
tyrimo rezultatais bei istorijos mokslo duomenimis, nustatyti, kokie socialiniai ekonominiai

santykiai vyravo XVI-XVIII a. ATR — feodalinio baudZiavinio ar periferinio kapitalizmo.

Siam tikslui {gyvendinti sprendziami Sie uzdaviniai:

1. sistemiskai rekonstruoti bei eksplikuoti XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos atsilikimo
ir antrosios baudziavos laidos priezasCiy aiSkinimus tradicinéje (marksistingje ir
nemarksistinéje) istoriografijoje;

2. remiantis detaliu KPS teorijos iSnagrin¢jimu iSsiaiSkinti, kaip joje apibréziamas ir
aiSkinamas periferinis kapitalizmas;

3. palyginti I. Wallersteino pateikiama antrosios baudziavos laidos Vidurio Ryty Europoje
(kartu ir ATR) aiskinima su ankstesnémis jos interpretacijomis (ypac tradicinéje
marksistinéje istoriografijoje);

4. atlikti Vakary Europos XI-XV a. manoro ir Vidurio Rytu Europos (ypa¢ ATR) XVI-
XVIII a. palivarko tikio strukttry bei raidos tendencijy lyginamaja analizg;

5. remiantis istoriografijos duomenimis, nustatyti XVI-XVIII a. ATR ikio isitraukimo {
tarptauting prekyba masta kaip periferinio kapitalizmo egzistavimo Siose valstybése

svarbiausig argumenta.

Tyrimo metodas

Metodologinis $io tyrimo pagrindas yra bendroji lyginamosios istorinés sociologijos samprata.
Lietuvoje ja pagristi istoriniai tyrinéjimai iki §iol tebéra iSimtis. I§ ju paminétini Z. Norkaus,

S. Pivoro ir Z. Butkaus darbai.
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Komparatyvistini pobiidi KPS teorija igyja dél sistemos suskirstymo i branduolio, pusiau
periferijos ir periferijos geoekonomines zonas. Kartu ji yra vienu metu skirtingas struktiirines
padétis KPS uzimanciy Saliy geopolitinés bei ekonomineés saveikos ir jy tipologiniy skiriamyjy
bruozy analizé.

Sprendziant tyrimo uzdavinius buvo naudojami $ie metodai: hermeneutinis (teksty
interpretacijos), lyginamasis, istorinis lyginamasis ir racionaliosios rekonstrukcijos.

Hermeneutinis metodas buvo taikomas siekiant iSsiaiskinti, kg i§ tikryjy 1. Wallersteinas
noré¢jo pasakyti KPS teorija (II darbo dalis). Siekiant sistemiskai jvertinti XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio
Ryty Europos atsilikimo ir antrosios baudZiavos laidos priezasCiy aiSkinimy problemas
tradicingje istoriografijoje taikomas racionaliosios rekonstrukcijos metodas. Juo nustatoma
aiSkinimy iSliekamoji vert¢ remiantis prielaida, kad tam tikras vélesnis pozilris pateikia
pranasesnj pozitrio taska, leidzianti kritiskai jvertinti nagrinéjamy sampraty privalumus ir
trikumus (I darbo dalis). Nors tradicinéje istoriografijoje vyraujanti XV—XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty
Europos socialinés ekonominés istorijos raidos samprata yra pateikusi diskusijai reikSmingus
orientyrus ir atramos taskus, visgi vélesné KPS samprata iSryskina tam tikrus aspektus, kurie
tradicinés istoriografijos nebuvo pastebéti.

Nustatant KPS teorijos iSlickamaja vert¢ taip pat buvo naudojamas racionaliosios
rekonstrukcijos metodas. Tai: 1) KPS teorijos metodologiniy prielaidy ir $altiniy rekonstrukcija;
2) KPS raidos (XVI-XIX a. antroji pus¢) retrospektyvi rekonstrukcija naudojant I. Wallersteino
darbus; 3) KPS teorijos kritikos ir recepcijos analitiné apzvalga (II darbo dalis).

Derinant racionaliosios rekonstrukcijos ir istorinj lyginamaji metodus analizuojami KPS ir
tradicinés marksistinés istoriografijos XVI-XVIIl a. Vidurio Ryty Europos socialinés
ekonominés raidos aiskinimai. Tai leidzia rySkiau sufokusuoti tolimesnius tyrimus (III darbo
dalis).

XI-XV a. Vakary Europos manoro ir XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos (ypa¢ ATR)
palivarko tkio struktiiry ir raidos tendencijy lyginamoji analizé, kurig nurodé treciojoje dalyje
atliktas Vidurio Ryty Europos XVI-XVIII a. socialinés ekonominés raidos aiskinimy KPS
koncepcijoje ir tradicinéje marksistinéje istoriografijoje tyrimas, atlickama istoriniu lyginamuoju
metodu (IV darbo dalis).

XVI-XVIIl a. ATR tkio jsitraukimo { tarptauting prekyba mastas nustatomas atlickant:
1) tarptautinés prekybos jtakos XVI-XVIIl a. Europos $aliy raidai aiskinimo versiju
rekonstrukcija; 2) prekybos duomeny, lie¢ian¢iy ATR uzsienio prekyba su Vakarais, analizg.
XVI-XVIII a. Lenkijos ir LDK uzsienio prekybos su Vakarais struktiiry bei masty panasumai ir

skirtumai i§ry§kinami naudojantis lyginamuoju metodu. Siu $aliu lyginamoji analizé leidZia

26



nustatyti (nesant pakankamai prekybos statistiniy duomeny) kokybinj jy isitraukimo { tarptauting
prekyba masta (V darbo dalis).

Tyrimo istoriografija, Saltiniai ir literatiira

XVI-XVIII a. ATR socialinés ekonominés istorijos KPS ir tradicinés marksistinés koncepciju
pozitriu analizés iki $iol nebuvo. Tai reiskia, jog negalime kalbéti apie istoriografija, sudarancia
problemos iStirtumo tam tikra lygi, kuris buty pakankamas pagrindas problemos tyrimui plétoti.
Taciau pasirinktas darbo tikslas ir tyrimo metodas, suponuojantis tiek teoring, tieck probleming
(t. y. istoriografing placiaja prasme) tyrimo struktiira, reikalauja remtis jau atliktais | musy
problematikos lauka jeinanciy pavieniy aspekty tyrimais. Atkreiptinas démesys, kad disertacijos
problemos kontekste istoriky darbai (kuriuos jprasta laikyti istoriografija), atsizvelgiant { tyrimo
uzdavinius, traktuojami kaip Saltiniai ir/arba kaip interpretaciné literatira. Kurie tyrimai
disertacijoje priskiriami Saltiniams, o kurie interpretacinei literattirai? Remiamasi vokieiy
istoriko ir istoriografijos teoretiko J. Riiseno mintimi, jog tai, ,,kas yra $altinis, priklauso nuo to,
ka a$§ noriu zinoti. Ka a$ noriu zinoti, priklauso nuo mano keliamo klausimo; metodiski
klausimai yra eksplicitinés problemy formuluotés®. Jis teigia, kad kitaip nei XIX a., Siandienos
istorijos mokslas turi jvairias fakty radimo ir ju nustatymo strategijas, kurios leidzia empiriskai
atsakyti | ripimus klausimus. Atsizvelgdami | J. Riiseno mintis, tyrimo $altiniais laikome tuos
istoriky tyrimus, kuriy pagalba galima rekonstruoti, pvz., XVI-XVIII a. ATR socialinés
ekonominés raidos skirtingus vertinimus KPS koncepcijoje ir tradicingje marksistingje
istoriografijoje, Vakary Europos XI-XV a. manoro ir Vidurio Ryty Europos (ypa¢ ATR) XVI-
XVIII a. palivarko tikio struktiiry bei raidos tendencijas, duomenis apie XVI-XVIII a. ATR tkio
isitraukima | tarptauting prekyba ir t. t. Interpretacine literatiira laikytini tie istoriky darbai, kurie
i8ryskina tiriamosios problemos konteksta.

Pirmojoje darbo dalyje siekiama rekonstruoti bei eksplikuoti XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty
Europos atsilikimo ir antrosios baudziavos laidos priezasCiy problemas tradicingje
(marksistingje ir nemarksistinéje) istoriografijoje keliant klausima: koks buvo lyginamasis
vidiniy ir iSoriniy priezas¢iy ,,indélis* { tiriamo regiono reiskiniy priezasting determinacija? Tam
buvo pasitelkiami diskusijoje tiesiogiai ir netiesiogiai dalyvavusiy nemarksistinés ir marksistinés
prieigy tyrinétojy originallis darbai, formave pagrindinius diskusijos dél atsilikimo ir antrosios
baudziavos laidos argumentus.

Tiriant XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos atsilikimo priezas¢iy problema reikSmingiausi

buvo J. Blumo, W. Conzés ir marksisty M. Matowisto, R. Brennerio tyrimai, kurie $ioje dalyje
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laikytini Saltiniais. Apsiribojimg S$iais tyrinétojais pateisina du dalykai. Pirma, jy tyrimai
laikytini reprezentatyviausiais atsilikimo sampratos (tiriamo regiono atsilikimg nulémé vidinés
priezastys) pavyzdziais tradicinéje istoriografijoje (iSimtis — M. Matowisto darbai, kurie leidzia
suprobleminti atsilikimo priezasCiy rekonstravima). Antra, sprendziant i§ mums Zinomy
tyringjimy, i8déstyti argumentai vélesniy kritiky buvo i$ dalies tik pakartojami jy nekoreguojant.

Tirdami, kaip antrosios baudziavos laidos atsiradimo priezastis vertino tradiciné marksistiné
koncepcija, kaip Saltinius pasitelkéme marksisty B. Zientaros, W. Rusinskio, S. Skazkino,
J. Topolskio darbus. Sie tyrinétojai daugiausiai svarsté antrosios baudziavos laidos atsiradimo
priezastis ir taip labiausiai prisidéjo prie antrosios dalies skyriaus ,,Antrosios baudziavos laidos
genezé marksistinéje istoriografijoje architektonikos. Naudododamiesi $iais S$altiniais,
rekonstravome marksistiniy ir nemarksistiniy koncepcijy, polemizuojanciy dél antrosios
baudziavos laidos atsiradimo priezasciy, teorines bei metodologines prielaidas.

Tirdami, kaip antrosios baudziavos laidos atsiradimo priezastis vertino nemarksistiné
koncepcija, visy pirma analizavome nemarksisty G. F. Knappo, F. Grosmano, E. D. Domaro,
A. Kahano, R. Millwardo bei kity darbus. Siy tyrinétojy darbai $ioje dalyje taip pat priskiriami
Saltiniams.

Lazinio palivarkinio Ukio Lietuvoje genezés samprata marksistingje istoriografijoje
rekonstruojama naudojant $iuos S$altinius: J. Topolskio, P. ir B.Dunduliy, M. Juco,
L. Mulevic¢iaus, A. Tylos, E. Gudavi¢iaus, J. Kiaupienés veikalus. Naudodamiesi K. Jablonskio,
J. Jurginio, J. Ochmanskio, V. Picetos, D. Pochilevi¢iaus, E.Gudaviciaus, A.Bumblausko
darbais rekonstravome diferencijuota Valaky reformos vertinima. Toks vertinimas atsirado dél
pasirinkty skirtingy vertinimo kriterijy bei konteksty, kurie detaliau (kartu su minétais tyrimais)
aptariami pirmosios dalies 4 skyriuje.

Pirmosios dalies naujuma rodo tai, kad: 1) atlikta XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos
atsilikimo ir antrosios baudziavos laidos priezasCiy problemos analizé apibendrina ilgametés
polemikos dél tiriamo regiono reisSkiniy tradicinéje (marksistinéje ir nemarksistingje)
istoriografijoje rezultatus bei suaktualina $ig problema nidienos istoriografijos kontekste; 2) {
tarptautinés mokslinés polemikos konteksta jtraukiami ir lietuviy istoriky darbai apie baudziava
LDK.

Antrojoje dalyje Periferinio kapitalizmo koncepcija Immanuelio Wallersteino kapitalistinés
pasaulio sistemos teorijoje aptariant KPS teorija pagrindiniais Saltiniais laikytini jos kiiréjo
I. Wallersteino veikalai. Siekiant labiau iryskinti KPS teorijos iStakas ir jos platesn] atsiradimo

konteksta naudojama interpretaciné literatiira: socialiniy bei istorijos moksly Zymiy tyrinétojy
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R. Collinso, W. L. Goldfranko, H. Wesselingo, M. Burawoy, C. Lloydo, F. Braudelio,
T. R. Shannono, S. K Sandersono, M. P. Saulausko darbai.

Aiskindamiesi, kaip tyrinétojai vertino 1. Wallersteino pasiiilyta naujaja teorija, analitiSkai
apzvelgéme jos kritiky ir recipuotojy rezultatus. Sia interpretacing literatiira galima suskirstyti {:
1) istorijos sociology (R. Brennerio, S.J. Sterno, A.G. Franko, D. Chiroto, T.D. Hallo,
Ch. Chase-Dunno, P. Grimeso, J. R. Hallo); 2)sociology (R. Collinso, A. Bergeseno);
3) ekonomisty (D. C. Northo ir kity). KPS id¢jas plétojusiy darby grupei priklauso jau minéti
T.R. Shannono, D. Chiroto, T.D. Hallo, Ch. Chase-Dunno, P.Grimeso tyrimai ir
A. R. Denemarko, P.K. Thomaso, J. Mahoney, S. Stranges darbai, kurie naudoti ir kaip
Saltiniai, ir kaip interpretacing literatiira. Juose matyti, kokie KPS teorijos elementai padaré jtaka
mokslo bendruomenei, o kurie liko nepastebéti. Antrosios dalies naujumas yra tas, kad pirma
karta Lietuvos mokslinéje literatiiroje nuosekliai ir sistemingai pristatoma KPS teorija bei
aiSkinama periferinio kapitalizmo koncepcija.

Treciojoje dalyje KPS ir tradicinés marksistinés istoriografijos XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty
Europos socialinés ekonominés raidos aiskinimy analizé, siekiant nustatyti periferinio
kapitalizmo koncepcijos euristinj potenciala Vidurio Ryty Europos regiono tyrimo atveju, kaip
Saltiniai pasitelkiami kontroversiski Sios koncepcijos atzvilgiu tyrimai. I§ jy pirmiausia
nurodytini jau minéto vieno griez¢iausiy I. Wallersteino kritiky — R. Brennerio darbai, taip pat
J. Kochanowicziaus, J. Topolskio, A.Maczako, H. Samsonowicziaus, A. Wyrobisziaus,
P. Gunsto tyrimai. Pirma karta Lietuvos istoriografijoje yra pasitlytas ir pagristas naujas
sprendimas jsisenéjusiai ATR XVI-XVIII a. atsilikimo interpretacijos problemai: koks buvo
vidiniy ir iSoriniy priezasCiy lyginamasis ,,indélis“ pasauliniame kontekste, lémgs Sios valstybés
tapima Vakary Europos ekonominio ir visuomeninio gyvenimo periferija? Reiskiamas pozitiris,
kad $iai problemai nagrinéti reikalinga tokia analizés prieiga, kuri tiriamaji objekta (ATR XVI-
XVIII a. socialing ekonoming raida) susiety ne tik su lokaliniu, bet ir su pasauliniu kontekstu.
Tai leisty iSvengti besalygisko pritarimo vienam ar kitam kontekstui (pvz., KPS teorijos prieiga
preferuoja pasaulinj, o tradiciné marksistiné metodologija — lokalinj konteksta).

Ketvirtosios dalies Vidurio Ryty Europos XVI-XVIII a. palivarko ikio raidos specifika
lyginant su Vakary Europos XI-XV a. manoro iikio struktiiros ir raidos bruozais pagrindiniai
Saltiniai yra tyrinétojy darbai, leidziantys rekonstruoti minéty regiony tikiy struktira bei raidos
bruozus marksistiniu ir neoinstitucionalistiniu pozitiriu.

Pirmame skyriuje rekonstruojant Vakary Europos XI-XV a. manoro tkio struktiira
marksistiniu  poziliriu pasitelkiama Zymaus buvusios Soviety Sajungos marksistinés

medievistikos mokyklos atstovo istoriko E. A. Kosminskio tyrimai, o neoinstitucionalistiniu
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pozitriu — amerikie¢iy ekonomisty, vadinamosios naujosios institucionalistinés ukio istorijos
zymiausiy atstovy D. C. Northo bei R.P.Thomaso darbai, analizuojantys {vairiy pasaulio
regiony tikinés raidos skirtumy priezastis.

Antrojo skyriaus pirmame poskyryje rekonstruojant XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos
Saliy (ypa¢ ATR) tkio struktlira marksistiniu poziiiriu remiamasi vieno Zymiausiy Lenkijos
ekonomikos istorijos specialisty W. Kulos feodalinés ekonomikos funkcionavimo modeliu.

Antrame poskyryje remiantis minétais tyrimais bei interpretacine literatlira (J. Topolskis,
A. Wyczanskis, P. Goreckis, K. Glamannas, E.J. Hobsbawnas, S.Pamerneckis) pirma karta
istoriografijoje yra detalizuojami, plétojami Vakary Europos XI-XV a. manoro bei XVI-
XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos (ypa¢ ATR) palivarko struktiiriniai panaSumai ir skirtumai tiek
marksistiniu, tiek neoinstitucionalistiniu pozidriu.

Penktojoje, empirinei analizei skirtoje, dalyje siekiant nustatyti XVI-XVIII a. ATR itkio
isitraukimo { tarptauting prekyba masta naudojami istoriografijos duomenys.

Si dalis pradedama tarptautinés prekybos jtakos XVI-XVIII a. Europos $aliy raidai aiskinimo
versijy analize klausiant: kokia itaka tarptautiné prekyba dar¢ XVI-XVIII a. Europos regiony
socialinei ekonominei raidai? Remiamasi Zymiy tyrinétoju H. Wesselingo, P. O’ Brieno,
J. Adamso, P. Gunsto, K. Berrillo, R. Nielseno, V. Barbouros, J.E. Willso, C. Wilsono,
E. F. Heckscherio, J. Sperlingo, M. Matowisto, G. Jenscho atliktais tyrimais.

Sios dalies antrame skyriuje siekiant idsiaidkinti, kokia dalj Lenkijos XVI-XVIII a. bendroje
uzsienio prekyboje sudaré zemyniné bei juros prekyba, atlickama tiek Zemyninés prekybos
raidos bruozy, tiek jiiros prekybos per Zundo sasiauri struktiiros bei masto analizé. Zemyninés
prekybos raidos bruozai rekonstruojami remiantis J. Topolskio, H. Samsonowicziaus,
K. Kuklinskos tyrimais. Kitame $io skyriaus poskyryje aptariant Sios Salies XVI-XVIII a. jiiros
prekybos per Zundo sasiaurj struktlira ir masta remiasi Zymiausiy Lenkijos prekybos istorijos
specialisty A. Maczako, M. Boguckos, H. Samsonowicziaus bei E. Cieslako tyrimais. Jie
nagrinéjamu klausimu pateikia, remiantis publikuotomis Zundo muito lentelémis bei Danijos
Zundo muito knygomis, daugiausia biitiny statistiniy duomeny.

Paskutiniai Sios dalies skyriai skirti LDK XVI-XVIII a. uzsienio prekybai su Vakarais ir jos
lyginimui su Lenkijos uZzsienio prekyba (Lenkijos eksporto per Zundo sasiaurj struktiira bei
mastu). LDK XVI-XVIII a. uzsienio prekybos su Vakarais struktiiros, mechanizmo bei masto
analizé remiasi prekybos per Rygos uosta atveju. Tam naudojami itin negausiis (palyginti su
duomenimis apie Lenkijos uZzsienio prekyba) prekybos statistiniai duomenys, pateikti
E. Dunsdorfso, G. Jenscho, L. Truskos ir R. Jaso, V. Dorosenkos, L. Zytkowicziaus tyrimuose.

Duomeny §ia tema esama ir P. Sal&iaus, M. Juo, A. Tylos, S. Alexandrowicziaus darbuose.
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Sios prekybos platesniam kontekstui iryskinti kaip interpretaciné literatiira naudoti istoriky
W. Abelio, J. T. Kotilaino, L. R. Lewiterio, J. K. Fedorowicziaus, M. Boguckos tyrin¢jimai.
Penktojoje dalyje atlikto tyrimo naujumas ryskus keliais aspektais. Pirma, apibendrinami minéty
lenky istoriky pateikti Lenkijos XVI-XVIII a. uzsienio prekybos duomenys bei ju
interpretacijos. Antra, atlikta LDK XVI-XVIII a. uzsienio prekybos su Vakarais struktiiros,
mechanizmo bei masto per Rygos uosta analizé pildo ATR ukio jsitraukimo | tarptauting
prekyba masto tyrima. Iki Siol minéti lenky istorikai, kalbédami apie XVI-XVIII a. ATR tkio
isitraukimo { tarptauting prekyba masta, nors ir pazyméjo, jog nebuvo bendros Lenkijos-
Lietuvos valstybés uzsienio prekybos sistemos, bet apsiribojo tik Lenkijos atvejo tyrimu. Be to,
né vieno darbe nagriné¢jamo tyrinétojo tekstuose néra lyginami Lenkijos ir LDK uzZsienio
prekybos su Vakarais struktlra bei mastai. Atlikta minéty Saliy uZsienio prekybos su Vakarais
struktiry bei masty lyginamoji analizé parodo lyginamy objekty specifika. Trecia, tiek Lenkijos,
tiek LDK uZzsienio prekybos duomenys naujai interpretuojami disertacijos problemos kontekste.

Tipologizuoti §io tyrimo medziaga, paaiSkinti tyrimo metodologines prieigas,
konceptualizuoti istorinio reiSkinio specifika labiausiai padéjo I. Wallersteino, Z. Norkaus ir

E. Gudaviciaus metateorinés jZvalgos bei metodologiniai principai.

Disertacijos mokslinis naujumas ir ginamieji teiginiai

Sis darbas yra pirmasis méginimas Lietuvos ir tarptautingje istoriografijoje atlikti ATR XVI-
XVIII a. socialinés ekonominés raidos istoriografing (placiaja prasme) analizg¢. Pirma karta
Lietuvos mokslingje literatiiroje nuosekliai ir sistemingai pristatoma KPS teorija ir méginama ja
empiriskai tikrinti panaudojant lietuviska medziaga. Pateikiamas kokybiskai naujas ATR XVI-
XVIII a. socialinés ekonominés istorijos aiskinimas globalios istorijos kontekste, gristas tiek

aiSkiomis teorinémis prielaidomis, tiek konkre¢ios medziagos analize.

Disertacijoje ginami sie teiginiai:

1. Nors Vidurio Ryty Europos (kartu ir ATR) socialinés ekonominés raidos aiskinimas KPS
koncepcijoje, palyginti su tradicinés marksistinés istoriografijos samprata, atskleidzia Sio
regiono praeit] ne i§ ribotos vietinés, o i§ daug platesnés — globalios perspektyvos, ji
bitina kritiSkai papildyti pasaulinio ir lokalinio konteksty sinteze.

2. Vidurio Ryty Europos XVI-XVIII a. socialinés ekonominés raidos aiSkinimy KPS

koncepcijoje ir tradicingje marksistinéje istoriografijoje kritiné analizé leidzia teigti, kad
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antrosios baudziavos laidos esminj bruoza — palivarko tkio suklestéjima Siame regione
minimu laikotarpiu nulémé ne vien iSorinés ar vidinés priezastys, bet ju visuma.

3. XVI-XVIII a. ATR palivarko ir XI-XIV a. Vakary Europos manoro tkio struktry bei
raidos tendencijy lyginamoji analizé neleidzia XVI-XVIII a. ATR palivarko tkio,
paveikto Vakary Europos besivystanéiy kapitalistiniy santykiy, traktuoti nei kaip tipisko
feodalinio @ikio?, nei kaip tipiskos kapitalistinés jmonés (kitaip nei teigé I. Wallersteinas).
XVI-XVIIl a. ATR palivarkas — tai pono absoliu¢iu dominavimu valstieCiy atzvilgiu
paremtas tkis, orientuotas | prekinés produkcijos gamyba, kaip vieng i§ pono kapitalo
kaupimo formy.

4. ] vidaus, o ne uzsienio rinka orientuoto palivarko kio modelio vyravimas XVI-
XVIII a. ATR rodo menka $iy valstybiy zemeés tkio sektoriaus priklausomybg nuo
tarptautinés rinkos konjunktiiros, o tai reiskia, kad KPS koncepcija pernelyg sureikSmina

iSoring jtaka $iy valstybiy ekonominei socialinei raidai minimu laikotarpiu.

Darbo struktiira

Disertacija sudaro jvadas, penkios dalys, iSvados, naudoty schemu, lenteliy bei literatiiros
sarasai.

Pirmoji disertacijos dalis skirta jvertinti vidiniy ir iSoriniy priezasCiy lyginamaji ,,indélj*
tiriamo regiono reiskiniams (atsilikimui ir antrosios baudziavos laidai) nemarksistinéje ir
marksistingje istoriografijoje. Siy istoriografiju perskyra remiasi palyginimo strategija. Sioje
dalyje labiau susitelkta ties marksistine istoriografija (tiksliau — vidiniu marksisty gincu), nes
KPS teorija yra neomarksistiné, o pagrindinés nemarksistinés koncepcijos bei juy kritika tik
iSrySkinamos. Marksistinis ir nemarksistinis poziiiris yra profiliuojamas (iSskyrus XVI-
XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos atsilikimo priezas¢iy nagrin¢jima, kur aiSkinimai i§ dalies
sutampa) siekiant nustatyti, dél ko jie sutaria arba ne. Atskirai aptariama lazinio palivarkinio
tikio genezés Lietuvoje marksistinés istoriografijos samprata.

Antrojoje dalyje detaliai aptariama KPS teorija. Jai skiriama daug démesio, nes: 1) KPS
teorija yra §io istorinio tyrimo iSeities taSkas; 2)ji yra marksistinés prieigos alternatyva;
3) leidzia iSsiaiSkinti, kaip I. Wallersteinas apibrézia periferinio kapitalizmo koncepcija — esmini
KPS teorijos komponenta.

Lyginamajai analizei skirtoje treCiojoje dalyje siekiama: 1) tirti moksling diskusija dél XVI-

XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos atsilikimo pasauliniame kontekste vidiniy ir iSoriniy prieZasciy;

2 Tipisku feodaliniu tikiu laikytinas viduramziy Vakary Europos manoras.
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2) pateikti Sioje diskusijoje slypinciy tradicinés marksistinés ir KPS koncepcijos prielaidy bei
metodologiniy priesstaty analizg; 3) remiantis atlikty tyrimy rezultatais suformuluoti naujus
uzdavinius.

Ketvirtosios dalies problematika kyla i§ ankstesnéje dalyje suformuluoto teiginio, kad KPS
koncepcijoje XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos agrariné santvarka daug kuo panasi i tai, ka
XI-XV a. Vakary Europoje marksistai vadina ,,feodalizmu® (turima omenyje agrariné santvarka,
o ne politinis ,,antstatas*). Norint atsakyti | klausima, ar XVI-XVIIIa. ATR egzistavo
periferinis kapitalizmas (arba ,kitoks* feodalizmas), nulemtas pasikeitusio visuomeninio
konteksto — KPS, kurio XI-XV a. Vakary Europoje nebuvo, atlickama XI-XV a. Vakary
Europos manoro tikio ir XVI-XVIIla. ATR palivarko tkio struktiry bei raidos bruozy
lyginamoji analizé.

Penktojoje dalyje démesys sutelkiamas | probleming KPS koncepcijos vieta — tarptautiniy
mainy itaka ATR XVI-XVIII a. socialinei ekonominei raidai, identifikuota treciojoje bei
ketvirtojoje dalyje. ISsiaiSkinus tarptautinés prekybos jtakos XVI-XVIII a. Europos $aliy raidai
aiSkinimo versijas, sickiama detaliau nustatyti ATR wkio jsitraukimo { tarptauting prekyba masta
minimu laikotarpiu. Bendros ATR uzsienio prekybos sistemos nebuvimas vercia atskirai gilintis
i Lenkijos ir LDK tikio jsitraukimo i tarptauting prekyba mastus.

Tyrimas apibendrinamas bei tolimesnés jo perspektyvos pateikiamos ISvadose.
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ISVADOS

1.

Tradicinés marksistinés istoriografijos ir KPS XVI-XVIIl a. Vidurio Ryty Europos
socialinés ekonominés raidos aiSkinimy analizé leidZzia konstatuoti, kad, tradicinés
marksistinés istoriografijos pozitiriu, XVI-XVIIl a. Vidurio Ryty Europos antrosios
baudziavos laidos ir atsilikimo priezastys buvo vidinés: nevienodas socialiniy jégy
santykis bajorijos naudai, miesty silpnumas, darbo jégos stygius, dideli nedirbami zemés
plotai. Nauja Vakary Europos tikio konjunktiira ¢ia suvaidino tik antraeilj vaidmeni.

KPS pozitiriu, pagrindinés XVI-XVIIl a. Vidurio Ryty Europos atsilikimo priezastys
buvo iSorinés — jsitraukimas | pasaulinj darbo pasidalijima periferijos statusu. Antroji
baudziavos laida Vidurio Ryty Europos regione buvo periferinio kapitalizmo apraiska.
Nors daugelis XVI-XVIII a. Vidurio Ryty Europos agrarinés santvarkos bruozy primena
XI-XV a. Vakary Europos feodalizma tradicine marksistine prasme, dél pasikeitusio
tarptautinio konteksto (KPS, kurio nebuvo XI-XV a. Vakary Europoje) Sio regiono
socialiné ekonominé sistema jgijo kitoki — periferinio kapitalizmo — pavidala.
Skiriamasis periferinio kapitalizmo KPS teorijos prasme bruozas yra priverstinio (vergy,
baudziauninky) darbo naudojimas. Periferijos politinei organizacijai gali biiti biidinga:
politiniu ir kariniu pozilriu silpnas valstybingumas arba kolonijiné ir pusiau kolonijiné
priklausomybé. Periferijos kapitalisting klas¢ sudaro vergvaldziai ir zemvaldziai, kuriy
plantacijos ir palivarkai yra kapitalistinés imonés, gaminancios produkcija pardavimui
bei eksportui. Periferiniam kapitalizmui pasauliniame darbo pasidalijime tenka Zaliavy
gavybos ir zemés tikio produkcijos tiekimo branduolio zonos valstybéms vaidmuo.
Mineéty koncepciju palyginimas anticipavo pirma karta istoriografijoje atlikti XI-XV a.
Vakary Europos manoro ir XVI-XVIIl a. ATR palivarko tkio struktiry bei raidos
tendencijy lyginamaja analizg. Ji rodo, kad kalbéti apie i§ esmés viduramziy reiskini —
feodalinj (manoro) tiki — ATR XVI-XVIII a. negalime. Pirma, Vakary Europos manoro
ukio sistema, kaip ekonominis bei politinis vienetas (minivalstybé), buvo pagrista
implicitine pono ir valstiecio mainy sutartimi. ATR palivarkas buvo ne politinis, o tik
tkinis vienetas, pagristas pono absoliu¢iu dominavimu valstie¢iy atzvilgiu. Antra, nors ir
XI-XV a. Vakary Europos manoro tkis, ir XVI-XVIII a. ATR palivarko tkis plétojo
paprastaja preking gamyba, taCiau skyrési jos orientacija. XI-XV a. Vakary Europos
manoro tikis, nesant kainy zirkliy tarp manoro centry ir prekybos uosty, buvo orientuotas
pirmiausia { pono natiirinius poreikius. XVI-XVIIl a. ATR palivarko ikio gamybos

paskirtis dél kainy zirkliy tarp vidaus ir uzsienio rinky buvo prekinés produkcijos
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gamyba, kuri visgi kvalifikuotina kaip vienas i§ turto kaupimo biidy. Pastarasis bruozas
neleidzia XVI-XVIII a. ATR palivarko tkio traktuoti kaip kapitalistinés jmoneés (kitaip
nei teigé I. Wallersteinas).

Atliktas Lenkijos-Lietuvos XVI-XVIII a. uzsienio prekybos struktiiros bei masto
tyrimas leidzia pagristai konstatuoti §iy valstybiy tkiy isitraukimo i tarptauting rinka
fakta. Tarptautiné prekyba ypa¢ skatino ariausiai prekybos keliy ir uosty esanciy
palivarky augima, kurie visgi nelémé viso krasto iikinés raidos. Priesingai nei teigé KPS
koncepcija, Lenkijos-Lietuvos valstybése vyravo ne ekspansyvis (orientuoti | eksporta),
o autonominiai (susij¢ su vidaus rinka) palivarkai. Tyrimas taip pat rodo, jog
neatsizvelgiant i ATR glaudzius rySius su uzsienio rinka XVI-XVIII a., §iy valstybiy
zemes tikio sektoriaus priklausomybé nuo tarptautinés rinkos konjunktiiros buvo beveik
nepastebima. Lenkija, pasinaudodama palankia kainy konjunktiira tarptautingje rinkoje,
buvo Vakary Europos $aliy poreikiy pasyvi tenkintoja. Eksportuojamy gridy kiekis
priklausé ne tiek nuo paklausos tarptautinéje rinkoje, kiek nuo derlingumo konkreciais
metais. LDK dalyvavimas tarptautinéje prekyboje buvo (lyginant su Lenkija)
sporadiskas bei priklausomas nuo mety derliaus, kary ir t. t.

Atlikta ATR XVI-XVIII a. socialinés ekonominés raidos aiskinimy KPS koncepcijoje ir
tradicinéje marksistinéje istoriografijoje lyginamoji analizé ir istorijos mokslo duomeny,
lie¢ian¢iy tkio modelius Vakary Europoje ir Lenkijos-Lietuvos valstybiy uZzsienio
prekyba, tyrimas leidzia teigti, kad minimu laikotarpiu ATR socialin¢je ekonominéje
struktiiroje vyravo feodaliniai baudziaviniai santykiai, taciau negalima paneigti
periferinio kapitalizmo elementy (likutinés palivarkinés produkcijos nuolatiné realizacija
Vakary rinkose ir rinkai gaminan¢iy manufaktiiry atsiradimas) jtakos didé¢jimo ATR.
Tiesa, feodaliniy baudziaviniy santykiy ATR XVI-XVIIl a. vyravimo priezastims ir
mechanizmui giliau pazinti yra batini Lenkijos-Lietuvos valstybiy vidaus rinkos tyrimai.
Batent Siy aspekty analizé yra socialinés ekonominés raidos ATR XVI-XVIII a.

tolimesniy tyrimy perspektyva.
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