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Introduction  

One of the great questions of post-socialist Central European transformation is the emerging 

structure of agriculture: who will be its winners and who its losers, and is there a single 

trajectory, or did differences evolve during the socialist decades which give rise to completely 

different developments? Our study attempted to answer such questions by focusing on work 

and sources of livelihood, with particular emphasis on land and agricultural activity. By 

repeating the survey in 1996 we were able not only to consider changes brought about by the 

'change of system' but also developments that took place in the first years of post-socialist 

structures.  

Before analysing our survey results, however, it is instructive to consider national figures for 

the types of farm which had emerged by the mid-1990s in the formerly collectivised countries 

where change was expected to be more dramatic than in uncollectivised Poland. As Table 1 

suggests, co-operative restructuring had been greatest in Hungary, where other corporate 

farms were most common, much less in the Czech Republic, and scarcely at all in Slovakia 

where co-operatives had been officially favoured since 1993 (Námerová, 1997a). Tables 2 

and 3 indicate that whilst private farms were more numerous in Hungary than the former 

Czechoslovakia, the farms were rather smaller, even when farms of over 10 hectares only are 

considered (Table 3) to correct for distortions brought about by Hungary's generous definition 

of private farms. This is the consequence of two features of Czechoslovak restitution 

procedures. First, because Czechoslovak co-operative farm members did not lose title to their 

land, it was most common for those who wanted to start private farming to take back all of 

their former land (or its equivalent), which was usually more than one hectare. Second, the 

possibility of restituting 'residual estates'
2
 meant that, for the lucky few, farms of dimensions 

still viable in the 1990s could be acquired through restitution.
3
  

Table 1 Types of Farm in 1994  

  Czech Republic Hungary
ab

 Slovakia 

Type of farm No. % TAA
c
 No. % TAA No. % TAA 

Co-operative 1427 47.7 1991 31.7 961 69.9 

Other corporate 1338 25.7 3121 35.9 124 4.6 

State farm 229 2.7 - - 211 19.4 

Other public 116 0.7 - - 48 0.9 
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Private individual 60666 23.2 1201015 32.4 7611 5.2 

Total   100.0   100.0   100.0 

a It should be noted that there are minor discrepancies in the Hungarian data depending on the 

date of publication used.  

b The Hungarian data clearly reflect the effective double-counting involved in the 'holding co-

operative' form. The high number of both corporate and co-operative farms can only be 

explained by such double-counting.  

c Total agricultural area.  

Sources:  

OECD (1995: 91).  

KSH (1995: 43).  

KSH (1997: 22).  

Námerová (1997: 3).  

Table 2 Private Farms in 1994  

  Czech 

Republic
a
 

Hungary
b
 Slovakia 

Size of holding (ha) No. % No. % No. % 

-1 27858 53.6 978101 81.4 1674 22.0 

1-10 14831 28.5 201905 16.8 4105 53.9 

10-50 7034 13.5 18922 1.6 1469 19.3 

50-100 1222 2.3 1500 0.1 193 2.5 

100- 1058 2.0 587 0.05 170 2.2 

Total 52003 100.0 1201015 100.0 7611 100.0 

a As of 31 December 1993, hence discrepancy with Table 1.  

b The Hungarian data include all who have land, not just registered farmers as in the Czech 

and Slovak Republics.  

Sources:  

KSH (1995: 47).  

OECD (1995: 92).  

OECD (1997: 71).  
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Table 3 Private Farms over 10 Hectares in 1994  

  Czech Republic Hungary Slovakia 

Size of holding (ha) No. % No. % No. % 

10-50 7034 75.5 18922 90.1 1469 80.2 

50-100 1222 13.1 1500 7.1 193 10.5 

100- 1058 11.4 587 2.8 170 9.3 

Total 9314 100.0 21009 100.0 1832 100.0 
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Sources: as Table Two  

   

Employment and employment changes  

In the 1980s, everywhere, less than 50 per cent of the village population worked in 

agriculture, but there were significant differences.
4
 The proportion employed in agriculture 

was smallest in Hungary (24 per cent) and greatest in Poland (48 per cent), with the Czech 

and Slovak Republics somewhere in between, 31 per cent and 37 per cent respectively (Table 

4).
5
 The proportion of managers and graduates was higher in Czech and Slovak agriculture in 
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Graduates  

in agriculture 

5.4 0.8 0.3 5.5 3.0 0.3 0.2 5.5 2.4 2.3 1.0 3.3 

Graduates outside 

agriculture 

12.1 4.8 1.3 10.6 11.3 8.8 2.2 11.6 7.4 8.6 2.7 14.2 

Managers  

in agriculture 

2.5 1.0 0.7 1.7 0.9 0.8 0.2 1.4 1.9 1.8 0.8 1.3 

Managers outside 

agriculture 

3.1 1.3 1.2 3.4 6.1 1.5 1.4 3.6 8.8 2.6 1.3 3.5 

Administrators 16.2 11.2 3.3 12.8 17.4 15.2 1.9 12.4 13.8 12.7 1.3 12.5 

Skilled workers  

in agriculture 

9.4 9.7 4.2 10.6 5.4 4.5 3.8 10.0 3.6 4.9 2.5 7.1 

Skilled workers outside 

agriculture 

31.8 30.3 22.7 22.0 24.2 32.6 27.8 21.4 22.9 34.9 16.4 36.0 

Semi and unskilled 

workers in agric. 

4.5 11.9 7.3 15.5 2.9 4.0 3.6 9.4 7.4 4.4 5.9 6.4 

Semi and unskilled 

workers outside agric. 

12.1 27.4 22.1 17.1 11.7 23.5 21.3 11.9 17.6 20.2 28.1 8.2 

Private farmers 0.7 0.1 35.9 0.1 2.6 0.3 34.5 3.6 2.6 1.8 34.8 2.7 

Entrepreneurs 2.2 1.4 0.9 0.6 14.5 8.6 3.3 9.2 11.9 5.6 5.2 4.9 

Total 100.
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the 1980s than in Hungary, suggesting that Czech and Slovak co-operatives were more 

bureaucratic, something that might have an impact on future change.  

If we examine the occupation of the village population at the times of questioning (Table 4), it 

is evident that everywhere the proportion of those employed in agriculture had fallen by 1994. 

The change was considerable in Hungary (falling by 1994 from 24 per cent to 9.9 per cent, a 

factor of 2.4), and in the Czech Republic (falling from 31 per cent to 14.8 per cent, a factor of 

2). The Slovak and Polish falls (30 per cent, a factor of 1.2 and 42 per cent, a factor of 1.1) 

reflect continued high proportions of agricultural employment, except that in Poland it was in 

the private sphere, whilst in Slovakia it was in state and co-operative farms.  

The composition of agricultural employment faithfully reflects processes taking place in the 

different countries. In Poland, where private farming dominated, managers and graduates in 

large-scale agriculture represented only 0.4 per cent of the active village population, and 

Hungary, where most collective farms and state farms had fallen apart, the figure was 1.1 per 

cent. In the Czech Republic and Slovakia, however, where the former large-scale units of 

socialist agriculture had remained to a greater extent, the ratio of managers and graduates was 

3.9 per cent and 6.9 per cent.  

Table 4 The Occupation of Village Active Earners in the 1980s, 1994 and in 1996  

The 1994 figures suggesting that in the Czech Republic and Slovakia there were more private 

farmers than in Hungary require some explanation, for this runs counter to everyday 

experience and the figures in Table 1. The key to the mystery lies in different agricultural 

support policies. In Hungary, 'small producers' were advantaged by tax concessions and only 

those registered themselves as 'agricultural entrepreneurs' who immediately began farming on 

a large scale, or who wanted to use provisions in the restitution legislation to get back all of 

their land (Swain 1994a: 3-4). In the successor states to Czechoslovakia, on the other hand, it 

was 'agricultural entrepreneurs' who benefited from tax concessions (Námerová 1997: 9).  

Another surprise in Table 4 is the high number of 'entrepreneurs' in the Czech Republic (14.5 

per cent). This is difficult to interpret both since it contradicts known facts about the country 

(the retention of jobs in large enterprises, the retention of collective and state farms, a private 

sector which started later than in Poland or Hungary) and because it is the one variable which 

differed entirely from its Slovak equivalent, although the Czech and Slovak data were similar 

for every other structural variable. The probable explanation is that this concept was 

interpreted differently in the Czech Republic from the other countries and had more positive 

connotations than in Slovakia. Answers to the question 'What is your opinion of the newly 

emerging entrepreneurs?' differed considerably with regard to the two extreme choices in the 

two countries:    

  Czech Republic  Slovak Republic 

They are capable and courageous 34% 24% 

They are rogues who succeed by cheating others 8% 20% 

In the Czech Republic, it would seem, entrepreneurship is a 'good thing', although the 

evaluation of the term underwent a slight change over the two years, and in 1996 only 11.9 

per cent defined themselves as entrepreneurs.  
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In many respects the socialist years represented occupational permanency, but a great change 

took place after 1989. The proportion of those who succeeded, in 1994, in keeping the same 

or a similar job as in the 1980s was lowest in Hungary (38 per cent), whilst in the other three 

countries it was rather similar, between 51 and 54 per cent (the sum of the first two rows in 

Table 5).  

Table 5 Changes in the Employment of the Village Population Active in the 1980s between 

the 1980s and 1994  

   

 

Change of Occupation 

Czech 

Rep.  

N=672 

Hungary  

N=712 

Poland  

N=669 

Slovakia  

N=864 

Has a job in same branch and at same  

level 

49.9 35.4 51.0 45.3 

Has a job at the same level but in   

a different branch 

4.9 2.9 1.5 5.9 

Has moved down 10.1 14.2 10.5 21.3 

Has moved up 7.0 1.8 4.0 3.6 

Became inactive 9.7 40.9 25.7 14.2 

Became entrepreneur 11.2 3.1 3.4 7.4 

Change was unclassfiable 7.3 1.6 3.7 2.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

The category 'became inactive' includes those who became old-age or disability pensioners or 

who returned to the household. There is no great difference between the countries in the 

proportion (mainly women) who returned to the household. The big differences are in respect 

of those who become pensioners. The proportion of those becoming old-age pensioners is the 

highest in Hungary at 29 per cent, over twice as high as elsewhere. This is not just a 

consequence of age composition but also because job loss was faster and more extensive than 

in the Czech and Slovak Republics and early retirement was often considered the most 

humane method of achieving this end. There is also a noticeable difference between the 

former Czechoslovakia and Hungary and Poland in the number taking up a disability pension: 

two per cent each in the Czech and Slovak Republics, but 12 per cent in Poland and 10 per 

cent in Hungary. There are likely to be social and economic factors behind these higher 

figures too. Change was faster and more radical in Poland and Hungary. Many were, in the 

literal sense of the word, 'sickened' by the destruction of stability, by the uncertainty 

threatened by the new system, while others, who had worked on in imperfect health, putting 

up with the symptoms, considered the small but at least secure disability pension a better bet 

than unemployment or uncertainty.  
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More subtle structural changes emerge from Table 6 and the figures underpinning it. In 

Hungary, those most likely to retain their work place were graduates working outside 

agriculture (64.7 per cent), administrators (54.9 per cent) and skilled workers outside 

agriculture (45.8 per cent). The biggest losers were agricultural workers. Only 17.4 per cent of 

skilled and 20 per cent of semi-skilled agricultural workers succeeded in retaining their job or 

status of the 1980s. They were followed by unskilled workers outside agriculture (29.7 per 

cent). Managers and graduates in agriculture, on the other hand, succeeded in saving their 

knowledge and their contacts. Everyone of the 66.7 per cent graduates in agriculture 

converted their knowledge to jobs of a similar level outside agriculture. Of the 71.4 per cent 

agricultural managers who retained their status, 14.3 per cent continued to be managers in 

agriculture and 57.1 per cent became managers elsewhere. Workers faced a different path, 

irrespective of sector. The largest proportion became inactive, 52 per cent for skilled workers 

and 65 per cent for semi- and unskilled workers.  

Table 6 Those Maintaining their Job or Status in 1994 Compared with the 1980s as a 

Percentage of the Active Earners  

Employment of Active  

Earners in the 1980s 

   

Employment  

and/or status 
Prof 

in 

agric 

Prof 

out 

agric 

Mgr 

in 

agric 

Mgr 

out 

agric 

Admin Skilled  

worker 

in agric 

Skilled 

worker 

out 

agric 

Semi/ 

unskill 

in agric 

Semi/  

unskill  

out 

agric 

Priv 

Farmer 

Czech Republic 

job in same 

place  

or similar 

level 

52.8 65.5 53.0 47.6 66.0 41.3 49.1 50.1 50.7   

Hungary 

job in same 

place  

or similar 

level 

66.7 64.7 71.4 44.4 54.9 17.4 45.8 20.0 29.7   

Poland 

job in same 

place  

or similar 

level 

50.0 77.8 20.0 37.5 22.8 42.8 59.2 36.7 39.9 63.7 

Slovakia 

job in same 

place  

or similar 

level 

45.8 72.8 46.7 44.8 54.5 61.9 55.8 35.9 38.5   

In Poland 36 per cent of the village population were private farmers and, naturally, this status 

hardly changed. Some 63.3 per cent of them remained private farmers. And, since this was the 

largest occupational category in the Polish village, it explains the high average who retained 
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their status. The Czech and Slovak Republics also reflect stability and exhibit many similar 

features. In the Czech Republic, the proportion of those who retained their former status 

exceeds 40 per cent for every occupational category, irrespective of whether they worked in 

agriculture or not. Slovakia differs slightly from this picture in the case of unskilled workers, 

but still over 30 per cent retained their status.  

By 1996, in the Czech Republic, the proportion of village dwellers actively employed in 

agriculture (including administrators) had increased by 2.8 per cent from 16.1 per cent to 18.9 

per cent. The internal structure of the change is worthy of note. The proportion of graduates 

and skilled workers decreased, that of private farmers stagnated, that of managers increased 

by a percentage point, and the greatest increase was in the proportion of the unskilled. In fact 

the increase can be entirely attributed to unskilled agricultural workers, since only their share 

increased by any great extent (from 2.9 per cent to 7.4 per cent). This suggests that Czech 

agriculture had yet to rationalise and modernise, and had undergone an extensive expansion in 

which unskilled labour exclusively had obtained more work than before. Although the 

proportion employed in private farming increased (Table 7), that of co-operative workers was 

still high, and there were still some state farm workers.  

Similar changes took place in the non-agricultural occupational composition of Czech 

villages: the proportion of skilled workers decreased and that of unskilled workers increased. 

In all, the proportion of various levels of skilled person (graduates or skilled workers in 

agriculture and outside it) decreased by 7.6 per cent, while that of the unskilled (unskilled 

workers in agriculture or outside it) increased by 10.4 per cent. One particularly strange 

development in this light is the fact that the proportion of managers (both in agriculture and 

outside it) increased. The proportion of administrators decreased by 3.6 per cent, mainly in 

transport, the public services (public administration, health, education, culture) and the 

financial sphere (banks and insurance).  

In Hungary the proportion of the active village population working in agriculture increased 

over the two years from 10.7 per cent to 17 per cent, and a large part of this 6.3 per cent 

increase took place amongst graduates (2.0 per cent), private farmers (1.5 per cent) and 

administrators (1 per cent). The proportion of skilled and unskilled agricultural workers and 

managers together increased by 1.8 per cent. The reason for this appears to be related to co-

operative break-up. For every co-operative that was wound up, there emerged at least two 

enterprises, one in livestock, one in cropping, but often many more. More new organisations 

required more managers and administrators. The increase, of course, was relative. There were 

more compared with 1994, but fewer when compared with the 1980s. The progressive scaling 

down of co-operative offices since 1989 had resulted by 1994 in a drastic reduction in the 

number and proportion of office workers; and these few had become more by 1996.  

Further changes can be observed in the composition of occupations in Hungarian villages, and 

these are the very opposite of Czech changes. Economic growth combined with the slow 

beginnings of structural change is reflected in the fact that the proportion of skilled workers 

increased between 1994 and 1996 (by 2.7 per cent), while that of unskilled workers decreased 

(by 2.9 per cent). The 2.9 per cent drop in the number of entrepreneurs is the complement of 

this same process: skilled workers who had lost their jobs found work and gave up the self-

employment that had been forced upon them.  

In Poland the proportion of the active village population (including administrators) working in 

agriculture increased from 42.5 per cent in 1994 to 45.2 per cent, that is by a total of 2.7 per 
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cent. The bulk of this increase, 1.4 per cent, took place among graduates and managers; the 

numerically larger group of skilled and unskilled workers and private farmers increased by a 

total of 1.3 per cent. The causes are similar to those in Hungary: there were more successor 

organisations than socialist (in the Polish case state) farms. The smaller increase stems from 

the fact that the socialist sector was smaller to begin with. There is however one striking 

change in Polish village employment which is similar to the Czech pattern: the proportion of 

skilled workers decreased, and considerably (by 12.7 per cent), while that of unskilled 

workers increased (by 9.1 per cent).  

In Slovakia, unlike the other countries, the proportion of the active village population working 

in agriculture fell over the two years, from 32 per cent to 22.5 per cent. The reduction took 

place in all occupational categories and can probably be explained by the fact that the process, 

which in Hungary had already been completed by 1994, started at least two years later in 

Slovakia. At the same time, this reduction is not reflected in changes in property relationships 

or the manner of production. Table 7 reveals that the proportion working in co-operatives 

grew, while the proportion of private farmers remained unchanged. The most significant 

change, however, is that skilled workers moved over to non-agricultural jobs (their proportion 

increased from 21.4 per cent to 36 per cent), while the proportion of unskilled workers 

declined in every field.  

It should be noted that in 1994, with the exception of Poland, the majority of the economically 

active in agriculture were employees: 82.9 per cent in the Czech Republic, 91.1 per cent in 

Hungary, and 87.2 per cent in Slovakia. There was no essential change to this over the two 

years. If on the other hand we consider where these agricultural employees worked, then we 

get a faithful, if indirect, reflection of how agricultural property relations evolved in the four 

countries.  

Table 7 Employees Working in Agriculture  

Czech Rep. Hungary Poland Slovakia Type of  

work place 
1994  

N=70 

1996   

N=86 

1994   

N=37 

1996   

N=50 

1994   

N=45 

1996   

N=45 

1994   

N=154 

1996   

N=98 

Agric.  

co-operative 

77.2 74.4 54.1 60.0 28.9 17.8 75.4 76.6 

State farm 5.7 3.5 13.5 - 17.8 15.6 11.7 5.1 

Private farm 5.7 12.8 18.9 20.0 40.0 26.7 1.9 2.0 

Agric.  

company 

11.4 9.3 13.5 20.0 13.3 39.9 11.0 16.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

As can be seen from Table 7, in Hungary by 1994 the transformation had stabilised to a large 

extent: 50-60 per cent worked in co-operatives, the rest in either family or corporate private 
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farms; and there was no essential change in the following two years. In Poland private 

farming dominated until 1994, however in the next two years corporate-type private farms 

gained a greater significance and, parallel with this, the weight of state farms and family 

private farms decreased. In the two successor states to Czechoslovakia even in 1996 the co-

operatives and state farms employed around 80 per cent of agricultural employees. In private 

farming, on the other hand, apparently opposite processes were set in motion: in the Czech 

Republic it was the weight of family private farms that increased, in Slovakia that of 

corporate farms. Our case studies revealed that in Slovakia, although few co-operatives had 

been wound up, where they had been, the managers had privatised them to themselves.  

   

How livings were made  

When examining how livings are made it is appropriate to consider households rather than 

randomly selected individuals. The 4007 individuals of our adult village populations in the 

four countries in 1994 'brought with them' 4007 households. For these we have demographic, 

employment, education and sources of income data on every adult member (10,047 

individuals in total). (The 1996 research provided similar information for 3949 households 

and 11,265 adults.) Income data suggest that in the majority of households (79% in 1994, 

75% in 1996) there were as many sources of income as there were adults, that is to say, every 

adult had one source of income, and there was no significant difference between the four 

countries in this respect. Since most earners were either in employment or received a pension 

it follows that in most households family members lived from either their pay or their 

pension.  

Table 8 The Agricultural Production of Families  

Is the family involved 

in agricultural 

production? 

   

 

Czech Rep. 

   

 

Hungary 

   

 

Poland 

   

 

Slovakia 

  1994 1996 1994 1996 1994 1996 1994 1996 

  N=910 N=879 N=1000 N=1000 N=1017 N=990 N=1037 N=1053 

No 32.2 36.4 14.3 10.1 41.4 40.1 12.4 10.2 

Only for own 

consumption 

61.2 58.9 59.1 67.3 24.0 23.3 73.2 73.7 

Occasional sale  

as well 

4.2 4.1 17.7 13.4 7.3 8.1 11.1 12.4 

Regular sale 1.1 1.1 6.7 5.2 7.0 7.9 2.8 2.4 

At least half  

of family income  

from agriculture 

1.3 - 2.2 4.0 20.3 20.6 0.5 1.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

One question we asked was whether the respondent's family engaged in agricultural activity. 

Whilst, in general, the majority of village households engaged in agricultural production, the 

countries differed significantly. The Polish distribution reflects Poland's peculiar situation. 

Here the proportion of families not producing at all was greatest, but so too is the proportion 
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of those who gained at least half of their income from agricultural production. From the 

Polish case studies we know that, as in Hungary and Slovakia, almost every village household 

grows something. In line with national custom, however, both Polish researchers and 

respondents did not consider activity on areas of less than one hectare as agricultural activity.  

In Hungary and Slovakia there was hardly a village family which did not engage in 

agricultural production. But in Slovakia the vast majority produced only for their own 

consumption, and only 14.4 per cent (16.1 per cent in 1996) produced to a greater or lesser 

extent for the market. In Hungary, on the other hand, the proportion was almost twice as 

large: 26.6 per cent (but 22.6 per cent in 1996). Roughly one third of families living in the 

Czech villages were not engaged in agriculture, and 5-6 per cent of them produced for sale.  

It is only in the Czech Republic and Hungary that we find significant differences between 

1994 and 1996. In the Czech Republic the proportion of village families not involved in any 

kind of agricultural activity grew and the share of both the producers for self-supply only and 

those engaged in commercial production fell. In Hungary the agricultural activities of families 

increased even in comparison with 1994, but most of this took place amongst those producing 

for self-supply; and the collapse of the co-operative - household plot symbiosis resulted in a 

decrease in the proportion of those engaged in occasional or regular commercial production. 

Other researchers have come to similar conclusions (Spéder 1997). Parallel with this however, 

the proportion of those who obtained at least half of family income from agriculture grew.  

An examination of agricultural activity of families by occupation of head of household 

permits further clarification.
6
 In the Czech Republic there was no significant difference in 

1994 in the agricultural activities of families in relation to whether the head of household 

worked in agriculture or outside it. In 1996, on the other hand, there was, and the essence was 

the following: the families of heads of household working in agriculture were more likely to 

engage in supplementary agricultural activity, and they too were those who in greatest 

measure produced for regular sale. The families of the economically inactive were those least 

likely to engage in such activities, and the most likely to sell their produce occasionally.  

Table 9 Agricultural Aactivity of Family by Occupation of Head of Household in Hungary  

  Occupation of the head of household by branch of workplace 

  1994 1996  

Does the family engage 

in agricultural 

production? 

some-

thing in 

agric.  

 

N=61 

some-

thing 

out-

side 

agric.  

N=365 

inactive  

   

 

 

   

N=574 

some-

thing 

in 

agric.  

 

N=81 

some-

thing 

out-

side 

agric.  

N=352 

inactive  

   

   

 

 

N=565 

 

No 9.8 17.8 12.5 1.2 13.4 9.4  

Only for own  

consumption 

37.7 55.9 63.4 51.9 66.8 69.7 
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Also sells occasionally 29.5 16.4 17.2 19.8 10.8 14.2  

Sells regularly 14.8 7.4 5.4 9.9 6.3 3.9  

At least half of family  

income comes from it 

8.2 2.5 1.4 17.3 2.8 2.8 
 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  

In Hungary there were significant differences with regard to agricultural activity in both 

research years (Table 9). In both 1994 and 1996 the families which engaged most in 

agricultural activity were those where the head of household worked in agriculture, followed 

by households headed by an economically inactive head of household and those headed by a 

worker outside agriculture. And in each of these categories the proportion of those engaged in 

agricultural activity increased between the two years. The majority of this growth was in 

production for self-supply, with the exception of workers in agriculture, for whom a 

significant change took place over the two years. There was a reduction in the share of those 

not engaged in agricultural production, those producing occasionally for sale and those 

producing regularly for sale. This reduction went over into two groups. The proportion of 

those producing for self-supply grew from 37.7 per cent to 51.9 per cent and the proportion of 

those obtaining at least half of their income from agriculture grew from 8.2 per cent to 17.3 

per cent.  

Table 10 Agricultural Activity of Family by Occupation of Head of Household in Poland  

  Occupation of the head of household by branch of workplace 

  1994 1996  

Does the family engage in 

agricultural production? 

some-

thing 

in 

agric.  

N=341 

some-

thing 

outside 

agric.  

N=325 

inactive  

 

 

 

N=350 

some-

thing 

in 

agric.  

N=245 

some-

thing 

outside 

agric.  

N=220 

Inactive 

 

 

  

N=329 

 

No 12.6 61.2 51.1 36.7 49.1 39.8  

Only for own consumption 17.0 29.2 26.0 25.7 16.8 25.8  

Also sells occasionally 10.3 3.7 7.7 7.3 9.5 7.0  

Sells regularly 14.7 2.2 4.0 8.2 5.9 7.6  

At least half of family 

income comes from it 

45.5 3.7 11.1 22.0 18.6 19.8 
 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0  
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In Poland the changes that took place during the two years appear to have been dramatic 

(Table 10). The proportion of those carrying out supplementary agricultural activity decreased 

in the case of those working in agriculture and grew in the cases of those working elsewhere 

and the economically inactive. The same tendency can be observed among those regularly 

selling produce and those who obtain at least half their income from agriculture, where the 

proportion of those working in agriculture declined and the proportions of those working 

elsewhere and of the economically inactive increased. Whilst in every form of commodity 

producer the proportion of workers in agriculture fell, it increased in the group of producers 

for self-supply, which is a rather curious development when it is considered that in Poland the 

bulk of workers in agriculture is made up not of employees but of private farmers. This trend 

can also be seen from a 'magnified' section of the detailed distribution of occupations (Table 

11).  

Table 11 The Agricultural Activity of Polish Families with Private Farmer Heads of 

Household  

Does the family engage in agricultural production? 1994  

N=280 

1996  

N=199 

No 1.1 37.7 

Only for own consumption 17.1 24.6 

Also sells occasionally 10.7 9.0 

Sells regularly 17.5 6.0 

At least half of family income comes from it 53.6 22.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 

From Table 11 it can be seen that in 1994 17.5 per cent of the private farmers regularly sold 

produce, and 53.6 per cent obtained at least half of their income from agricultural production. 

In 1996 only 6 per cent of private farmers regularly sold their produce and a total of 22.6 per 

cent obtained at least half of their income from agriculture. In 1994 only 17.1 per cent 

produced for self-supply, but in 1996 this figure was 24.6 per cent. The reduction in 

production is also evident from questions relating to products: in ten of the fourteen crops and 

seven of the thirteen livestock products the quantity produced has declined in the two years 

from 1994 to 1996. The data thus appear to describe a process whereby Polish farmers 

carrying out traditional agricultural activity are beginning to go bankrupt and as a 

consequence most, increasingly, are producing only for self-supply.  

Although we did not ask questions about size of monetary income, we were nevertheless 

interested in estimating the significance of agricultural activities in the lives of these families. 

In order to do this, we asked how much of all main crop and animal products had been 

produced in the previous year.
7
 In what follows the results of the 1994 survey are considered 

because in this respect there was nowhere any essential change over the two years.  
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Fundamentally all four countries appear to be characterised by very small-scale farming, 

producing many different kinds of product. This suggests a picture of traditional peasant 

farms which produce for the market only as a supplement and seek mainly to satisfy their own 

multifaceted needs. Nevertheless, if we combine types of product (Table 12) differences 

between the countries emerge. 'Few' products were produced by 21 per cent of Hungarian and 

19 per cent of Czech households, but by 11 per cent of Polish and 12 per cent of Slovak ones. 

'Many' products, on the other hand, were produced by 26 per cent of families in Poland, 

compared with 17 per cent in Slovakia, 14 per cent in the Czech Republic and only 4 per cent 

in Hungary. This suggests that, within the overall similarity, families were more specialised in 

their production than in the other countries in Hungary. In Poland, on the other hand, it seems 

that continued small peasant farming also entailed the conservation of old production 

structures and attitudes.  

Table 12 The Number of Agricultural Product Types by Country Numbers of Types of 

Product  

Numbers of Types of Product Czech Rep. 

N=252 

Hungary 

N=777 

Poland 

N=463 

Slovakia 

N=498 

Few 19.0 21.0 11.0 12.0 

Medium 67.0 75.0 63.0 71.0 

Many 14.0 4.0 26.0 17.0 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

"Few": 1- types of animal or 1-2 types or crop of 1-2 types of crop and one type of animal  

"Many": 3-4 types of crop plus 6-9 types of animal, or 5-9 types of crop and 5 types of 

animal, or 5-9 types of crop and 6-11 types of animal.  

Although product type permits us to guess whether production is for self-supply or 

commercial purposes, this can really only be judged by estimating production value.
8
 Table 

13 appears to support the view that Polish villages had most families for whom agriculture 

was the only or main source of income, in that the largest proportion of those in the over 

100,000 category was found there (34.9 per cent), followed by Hungary (14 per cent), 

Slovakia (12.2 per cent) and the Czech Republic (6.5 per cent). Although an index value of 

100,000 was too little to live from, it is certain that those who lived from agricultural 

production alone were to be found at this level and above.  

Table 13 The Value of Agricultural Produce  

Production Value Czech Rep. N=947 Hungary N=1000 Poland N=1019 Slovakia N=1041 

0/yr 73.5 22.3 54.6 52.2 

-10000/yr 5.6 13.0 3.3 5.5 

10001-20000/yr 4.6 13.7 1.4 6.2 

20001-50000/yr 6.4 24.7 2.3 11.1 
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50001-100000/yr 3.3 12.3 3.5 12.8 

100001-/yr 6.5 14.0 34.9 12.2 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

A criterion of specialisation was then derived based on households where a single product 

constituted at least 75 per cent of the value of production. Households which were specialist 

producers in this sense made up 4 per cent of the Czech sample, 5 per cent of the Polish, 7 per 

cent of the Slovak, but 13 per cent of the Hungarian one. Some 63 per cent of the Hungarian 

village families that met this criterion concentrated on three products: vegetables, chickens 

and pigs.  

This suggests the following. In Poland village families engaged in agriculture as their main 

occupation the most, but their livelihood was secured by traditional mixed production rather 

than specialisation. In the other three countries, the majority of village families engaged in 

agriculture as a supplementary activity and not as their main source of livelihood; 

nevertheless in Hungary the degree of specialisation within this supplementary activity was 

greater than elsewhere.    

Land  

However much, and with whatever aims, villagers engage in agricultural activity, they need 

land. In the Czech Republic 183 families
9
 (19 per cent of village families) had land of their 

own, as did 565 families in Hungary (57 per cent), 452 families in Poland (44 per cent) and 

425 families in Slovakia (41 per cent). Although the figure for Hungary is the highest, village 

families had on average smaller properties than in the other countries (Table 14), in line with 

the national figures in Tables 2 and 3.  

Table 14 Village Families with Land by Size of Holding  

How many hectares of land 

did the family have in 1994 

Czech Rep. 

N=183 

Hungary 

N=565  

Poland 

N=452  

Slovakia 

N=425  

1 ha. max 45.4 76.6 12.2 71.5 

2- ha. 34.4 15.2 13.1 19.1 

6-10 ha. 9.8 5.8 19.7 4.7 

11-20 ha. 5.5 2.5 37.3 2.1 

21 ha. and more 4.9 1.9 17.7 2.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

The largest proportion of Hungarian village families had one hectare or less (74 per cent) and 

the smallest had 21 hectares or more (1.9 per cent). The Slovak distribution was similar to the 

Hungarian one, only there were a few per cent fewer with one hectare and a few tenths of a 

per cent more with over twenty hectares. The Polish distribution reflected its different history 
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in that the biggest group was those with 11-20 hectares, but there was a considerable number 

also with more than twenty hectares (17.7 per cent of the village families that had land).  

In all countries, those whose families had land before 1948 were more likely to have it in 

1994, but the degree differed. In Poland, 86 per cent of land owners had had land in their 

family before. However much peasants who kept their land were harassed, continuity did not 

disappear either de facto or de jure. In the Czech and Slovak Republics, the ratio of those 

from families which had formerly had land was about the same (79 and 78 per cent), but in 

Hungary only 68 per cent of the descendants of those who had formerly owned land did so in 

1994. There was continuity in the quantity of land owned as well as in the fact of ownership. 

The highest proportion of those who owned over 21 hectares of land was from those whose 

parents or grandparents owned this amount. Only Hungary was an exception to this rule.  

This suggests that continuity was least in Hungary. This is explicable partly by the different 

techniques used for restitution in the different countries, and partly because of the greater 

degree of specialisation in Hungarian agriculture described above. In Hungary, partial, 

indirect and uniform restitution meant that it was possible for those who did not want to start 

farming to put their restitution vouchers to alternative uses, while on the other hand allowing 

the former collective farm managers and the intellectually and materially strengthening group 

of small producers to acquire more land by accumulating restitution vouchers. In the former 

Czechoslovakia, full, direct and specific restitution enforced continuity.
10

 In addition, over the 

course of the 1970s, traditional household plots declined in significance in Hungary and their 

role was taken over by specialised small units: battery chicken rearing and egg-laying sheds, 

vegetable poly-tunnels and so on. A restructuring took place which made it possible for the 

younger and more qualified to engage in some specialised, labour intensive, and at the same 

time considerably more profitable, farming. From the 1970s onwards, it was not only the 

former rich peasants or their descendants who started such entrepreneurial agriculture, as Iván 

Szelényi acknowledges.
11

  

The research also considered how people acquired their land. Although more than one option 

could be chosen, since a property can be put together from many sources, only 12 per cent of 

families actually received land from more than one source.  

Table 15 Method of Acquiring Land as Percentage of Land Owners  

How did you acquire land? Czech Rep. Hungary Poland Slovakia 

Always belonged to the family 90.0 38.0 96.0 67.0 

Bought it 18.0 11.0 9.0 3.0 

By restitution 26.0 9.0 - 35.0 

Inherited 23.0 31.0 3.0 n.a.* 

Some other way 14.0 19.0 4.0 18.0 

*the option of inheriting land was left out of the Slovak questionnaire  
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In the former Czechoslovakia, land legally remained the property of co-operative farm 

members, except for some 'kulaks', whose land had been expropriated in the early 1950s. The 

difference between the Czech and Slovak cases for the "always was the family's" option is 

probably because, during the socialist period, the majority of new and big industrial 

investment went to Slovakia where the structure of employment changed more considerably 

compared with the inter-war period than in the traditionally more industrialised Czech lands. 

Holdings were also considerably smaller, so the new working class was less worried about 

their loss. The near 100 per cent for the Polish figure is not surprising, given the persistence 

there of peasant farming, while the Hungarian data further indicate Hungary's break in 

continuity. The surprising figure perhaps is the 9 per cent for restitution, both in the light of 

the political theatre of the years before 1994 and the higher Czech and Slovak figures. If the 

statistics according to which by the end of 1994 some 600,000 restitution voucher holders 

acquired land are true, then on average every second village household was affected by 

restitution.
12

 The fact that the value of this option is 9 per cent and not 50 per cent both sheds 

light on the importance of the factors reducing the proportion of village land obtainable by 

restitution vouchers (the number of town dwellers involved in land auctions, the number of 

villagers using their vouchers for other purposes in the first year of restitution, and the number 

of restitution vouchers sold by 'pocket contracts') and suggests perhaps uncertainty about how 

to classify 'proportionate share' land obtained from co-operatives.
13

 Nationally some 30 per 

cent of co-operative land went to active members and employees (Kovács 1996: 66).  

Although most villagers farmed their own land, not everyone did, and nationally there were 

significant differences in this respect. In Poland almost all land owners farmed their own land 

(95 per cent). In the three other countries, the ratio of those farming their own land was 

essentially the same (the Czech Republic 74 per cent, Hungary 80 per cent, Slovakia 78 per 

cent), while the proportion who either wholly or partly rented their land, mainly to co-

operatives, was 15 per cent in the Czech Republic and Slovakia, but only 10 per cent in 

Hungary, where more alternative corporate farms existed. It was non-existent in Poland. 

Renting to private individuals occurred, but minimally, everywhere around 1 per cent.  

There was no regularity between land use and property size in the Czech Republic and 

Slovakia. In Hungary, on the other hand, it can be seen that the smaller the property, the more 

likely it was for villagers to farm it themselves, while bigger plots were more likely to be 

rented out. The proportion farming for themselves steadily declines from the 86.5 per cent for 

those with under a hectare to 27.3 per cent with those with over 20 hectares, suggesting that 

people could cope with under a hectare of land with the few tools they had available, but they 

did not have the wherewithal for larger holdings.    

Conditions and circumstances of production  

Renting land to co-operatives is indicative of real processes. Poland excepted, villagers 

recently became real property owners, but many of them did not have the necessary 

equipment to farm the land. They therefore rented it to co-operatives which, because they had 

lost a part of their lands, had a surplus of machinery. The high incidence of renting, however, 

should not obscure the fact that the majority farmed their land themselves. Given this, their 

level of provision with machinery was absurdly low (Table 16).  
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Table 16 The Level of Equipment on Private Farms - 1  

Does your farm have machines? Czech 

Rep.  

N=245 

Hungary  

N=758  

Poland  

N=463  

Slovakia  

N=709  

Yes 32.7 17.4 72.6 19.7 

No 67.3 82.6 27.4 80.3 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

The situation is even worse than this, for an even smaller proportion of private farmers had all 

the machinery that they needed for their production (Table 17).  

Table 17 The Level of Equipment on Private Farms- 2  

What percentage of the 

machinery that you need do you 

have? 

Czech Rep.  

N=80 

Hungary  

N=132  

Poland  

N=336  

Slovakia  

N=140  

Less than half 26.3 51.4 17.0 22.9 

More than half but not all 37.5 25.7 66.6 42.2 

All that we need 36.2 22.9 16.4 34.8 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

This poor provision with equipment inevitably raises the question of how farms coped, and 

the research included the question: "Do you collaborate with other farmers in the following 

ways:  

- sale of produce - obtaining the wherewithal necessary for production  

- sharing machines or working for one another?"  

The responses suggest that the vast majority did not take part in any form of co-operation. It 

seems that, perhaps as a reaction to earlier forced collectivism, some kind of elemental 

individualism was characteristic of the post socialist period, most clearly in Hungary, where 

94 per cent of those asked replied that no one co-operated with anyone. (In the Czech 

Republic the proportion was 72 per cent, in Poland 65 per cent, and in Slovakia the number of 

respondents was too small for valid analysis). Nevertheless one characteristic common to all 

countries is noteworthy, namely that within this minimal amount of co-operation, sharing 

machines was most common, and co-operation in sales and supplies was negligible.  
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Land and machinery alone are not enough for making a living. Produce must be sold. In 

Poland, 87 per cent of those farming commercially succeeded in selling at least three quarters 

of goods produced, in Hungary 81 per cent, but in Slovakia only 65 per cent. (The Czech data 

on sales could not be analysed because of the small number of respondents.) The majority of 

farmers' produce was sold on local and wholesale markets (65 per cent in Hungary, 60 per 

cent in Poland and 63 per cent in Slovakia). In Hungary and Slovakia contract production also 

played a significant role (20 per cent and 16 per cent respectively sold exclusively under 

contract), but not in Poland (4 per cent sold under contract). Some 7 per cent of farmers in 

Hungary, 3 per cent in Poland and 11 per cent in Slovakia could not sell their produce at all.  

Examination of the successes of various marketing strategies reveals that in Hungary 92 per 

cent of those producing for contract managed to sell all their produce, followed by 79 per cent 

for those selling on wholesale markets and 59 per cent for those on local markets. In Poland, 

the most successful group was those who combined sales on local and wholesale markets (86 

per cent sold all their produce), followed by those selling under contract (either wholly or in 

combination), while the least successful were those who restricted their sales to only local or 

only wholesale markets.
14

    

Conclusion  

Our research has illuminated two general aspects of post-socialist developments in Central 

European agriculture. The first is the way in which differences in socialist agriculture affected 

the early years of system change. The 1994 results showed:  

- the persistence of peasant farming in Poland, with high numbers employed in agriculture, 

small farms, and traditional production structures;  

- the persistence of large-scale farming in the former Czechoslovakia (where possibilities 

nevertheless existed for obtaining large-scale farms through restitution), but the emergence of 

a slightly bigger private sector in the Czech Republic, where the move out of agriculture was 

also greater; and  

- a large move out of agriculture in Hungary, where the break-up of socialist farming 

structures was also more extensive, allowing the emergence of large-scale private farms 

alongside smaller farms which were more specialised than their Polish counterparts, but had 

less continuity in ownership.  

The 1996 results identified aspects of the first impact of post-socialist structures which can be 

summarised as an increasing retreat into subsistence farming (with the exception of the Czech 

Republic where unemployment was still low) in conjunction with large-scale, increasingly 

private, farming (the ownership point is strongly supported by the case studies). This is not 

surprising, perhaps, given other of the 1994 findings, such as the low levels of provision with 

machinery and the absence of grassroots co-operation. Country-specific developments 

included:  

- an increase in the agricultural population in Poland where there was some increase in 

corporate farming and a dramatic shift to subsistence agriculture, together with an increase in 

subsistence agriculture by non-farming families;  

- an increase in the agricultural population in Hungary, together with the consolidation of 

large-scale private farms and a shift towards subsistence farming for smaller ones;  

- a persistence of large-scale farming in the Czech Republic together with an increase in the 

(mainly unskilled) agricultural population, but a reduction in the number of families involved 
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in agriculture; and  

- a greater persistence of large-scale farming in Slovakia, but a belated reduction in the 

agricultural population accompanied by predominantly subsistence-oriented family farming 

and a slight increase, from a low base, of production for the market.  

   

Notes  

1. The paper is the result of an international comparative research project entitled Rural 

Employment and Rural Regeneration in Post-Socialist Central Europe which was financed by 

the European Commission (contract No. CIPA-CT92-3022). It consists mainly of the results 

of the questionnaire research carried out in the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland and 

Slovakia in 1994 and again in 1996, although supplementary evidence is provided from case 

study research that was carried out at the same time. In all four countries samples of 

approximately 1000 were taken of village populations over 18. For technical reasons, 

however, the method of selecting the samples was not identical. In Poland and the Czech 

Republic they were representative of individuals and households in three selected regions, one 

in the country's economic core, one at its 'periphery' as conventionally understood, and one in 

what was termed the 'industrial periphery', areas dominated by 'socialist' heavy industry where 

extensive economic restructuring was to be expected. In Hungary and Slovakia, location in 

one of these three regions was identified, but the samples were representative of individuals 

and households nationally. Although this means that a degree of caution must be used when 

making international comparisons, the repeat study of 1996 provides a uniquely dynamic 

perspective on post socialist rural developments.  

2. Also known as 'residuary estates' or 'remnant farms' these were sections of landed estates 

which, for a mixture of economic and political reasons, were not broken up and distributed 

under the inter-war land reform but were sold or leased as large-scale units (Young 1938: 

139-140).  

3. An example of such a case is given in Námerová (1997).  

4. Here and throughout 'significant' means that there was a correlation of p=0.0000 using the 

Chi Square test.  

5. The proportion of workers within agriculture includes administrative workers which were 

calculated from another table and added to the value of agricultural workers in Table 4. The 

proportion is surprisingly small. In Hungary a total of 5 per cent of administrators worked in 

agriculture, in the Czech Republic it was six per cent and in Slovakia 15 per cent. In Hungary 

more than half of administrators worked in the central or local administration in the spheres of 

health, education or culture. In the Czech Republic and Slovakia on the other hand, a similar 

proportion worked in state enterprises. The concept of village administrative workers should 

not automatically be associated with female office workers in co-operative farms.  

6. Because there were insufficient individuals in each occupational group for statistical 

analysis, we amalgamated some to produce: workers in agriculture, workers outside 

agriculture and economically inactive.  

7. The products were the following: cereals, pulses, sugar beet, tobacco, oil seeds, fibrous 

crops, potatoes, fodder crops, vegetables, berried fruit, other fruit, grapes, wine, ornamental 
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plants, herbs and spices, seed corn, milk, eggs, honey, wool, weaners, beef meat, pig meat, 

horses for slaughter, sheep meat, turkeys, ducks, geese, chickens, rabbits, animals for fur or 

pelts, wood or wood products. The proportions of those who refused to answer is worthy of 

note: 42 per cent in the Czech Republic, 8 per cent in Hungary, 14 per cent in Poland and 40 

per cent in Slovakia. The fact that the four countries divide so clearly into two, the two 

successor states to Czechoslovakia with almost identical high numbers, and Hungary and 

Poland with considerably fewer is remarkable, although we are unable to hazard an 

explanation.  

8. Gross production value was calculated as follows. The quantities of the various products 

given in the questionnaire were multiplied by the average prices in the 1993 Hungarian 

Central Statistical Office yearbook. We are of course well aware that data calculated in this 

way cannot be used either to estimate incomes or to make comparisons between countries. 

They can only be used as an index for certain types of comparison: how are certain products 

related to one another in terms of estimated share of commercial production; the size of the 

proportion of households in each country about which it could be said that their main source 

of income was agriculture; the proportion of production of individual products in relation to 

the whole of production. The reliability of our estimates is supported by the fact that when the 

data were restructured on the basis of the criteria used by the Central Statistical Office when 

classifying farmers as 'small-scale producers', the value-categories obtained and the 

distribution of the population amongst these categories agreed, with differences of only one or 

two percentage points, with the data given in the study prepared by the Central Statistical 

Office (Laczka et al. 1994).  

9. Because a total of only 0.3 per cent of all members of the households covered by the survey 

did not have a familial relationship to the head of household, and since land-ownership tends 

to be related to families rather than households, we use the word family rather than household 

in the section on land.  

10. For a discussion of these differences in restitution, see Swain (1994b).  

11. "Those who succeeded in gaining a degree of autonomy in their jobs and acquiring certain 

skills during the years when private entrepreneurship was impossible are more likely than 

others to become entrepreneurs today, even if they are from the 'wrong' family background - 

that is, if they are not children of former middle peasants." (Szelényi 1988: 210.)  

12. An article in Népszabadság on 13 January 1995 entitled 'The cost of land restitution' citing 

Ministry of Agriculture sources mentions about 600,000 beneficiaries of restitution. The 

number of village family households (assuming an average family of 3.17 members) is around 

1.2 million on the basis of census data.  

13. For the legal technicalities of Hungarian restitution and co-operative restructuring see 

Swain (1994a).  

14. Unfortunately it was impossible to examine this relationship for the Czech Republic and 

Slovakia because there were insufficient valid cases.  



 22 

   

References  

KSH (Central Statistical Office) (1995), Az élelmiszer-gazdaság 1994. évi fejlődése. (The 

development of the food economy in 1994.) Budapest: Central Statistical Office.  

KSH (Central Statistical Office) (1997), A mezőgazdaság 1996. évi fejlődése (The 

development of agriculture in 1996). Budapest: Central Statistical Office.  

Kovács, Katalin (1996), 'The Transition in Hungarian Agriculture', In: Ray Abrahams (ed.) 

After Socialism: Land Reform and Social Change in Eastern Europe. Providence and Oxford, 

51-84.  

Laczka, Sándor, Iván Oros and Miklós Schindele (1994), Magánvállalkozás alakulása a 

mezőgazdaságban. (The evolution of private enterprise in agriculture.) Budapest: Central 

Statistical Office.  

Námerová, Iveta (1997), Private Farmers in Slovakia: Social Backgrounds and Conflicts over 

Resources. University of Liverpool, Centre for Central and Eastern European Studies 

Working Paper, Rural Transition Series No. 45.  

OECD (1995), Review of Agricultiral Policies: Czech Republic, Paris.  

OECD (1997), Review of Agricultural Policies: Slovak Republic, Paris.  

Spéder, Zsolt (1997), 'Households in a small region', Szociológiai Szemle, No. 1.  

Swain, Nigel (1994a), The Legislative Framework for Agricultural Transition in Hungary. 

University of Liverpool, Centre for Central and Eastern European Studies Working Paper, 

Rural Transition Series No. 25.  

Swain, Nigel, (1994b), Agricultural Privatisation in Hungary. University of Liverpool, Centre 

for Central and Eastern European Studies Working Paper, Rural Transition Series No. 32.  

Szelényi, Iván, (1988), Socialist Entrepreneurs: Embourgeoisement in Rural Hungary. 

Cambridge: Polity Press.  

Young, Edgar P. (1938), Czechoslovakia. London: Gollancz.    

 


