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The Mirror of Agrarian Modernity
Agrarian press in Estonia, Galicia and Sweden, 1890–1917 

Introduction1

‘The life of the farmer is hard, the costs are increasing and the incomes are plummet-
ing. In these dire days, the agricultural journal wants to be a friend and a support, 
leading farmers the right way on the meandering path of modernity, teaching them 
to follow the demands of the times.’2

This declaration was printed in the first edition of the Estonian journal Põllumees (The 
Farmer) in 1895. It bears witness to the hard times which farmers were experiencing, and, 
at the same time, defined the role the agrarian journal would play. These words could have 
come from any Northern or Central European agrarian journal of the time. Around the 
turn of the century agriculture in Northern Europe suffered several crises due to harder 
competition from new producers, urbanization and crop failures. In most areas the answer 
was modernization, a process in which the agrarian press played a crucial role.3 The pur-
pose of this article is to explore and illustrate the differences, and similarities in agrarian 
societies through examining agrarian journals in Estonia, Austrian Galicia, and Sweden. 
The main focus is on exploring strategies for economic modernization in three different 
settings.

This study includes the Estonian journals: Põllumees (The Farmer) and Põllutööleht 
(The Agriculture Journal). The Galician journals are Ekonomist (Economist) and its il-
lustrated appendix Samopomich (Self-Help). The Swedish journals are Landtmannen (The 
Farmer), the appendix Landtmannens månadsbilaga (The Farmers’ Monthly Appendix) 
and Tidskrift för Landtmän (Journal for Farmers). In this text, Galicia is also identified as 
the Crownland signifying its position in the Austrian part of the Habsburg monarchy. East 
Slavic inhabitants of Galicia are referred to as Ruthenians rather than Ukrainians. The 
analysis is a traditional broadcaster/receiver study that enables one to describe different 
kinds of broadcasters/speakers and receivers/listeners from approximately 1880 to 1917. It 
is also a comparative study focusing on the themes rationality, modernity, and masculinity 
as described in the agrarian press. It is also important to point out the relationship between 
modernity/rationality, and concepts of modern citizenship, where masculinity is especially 
interesting. 

Modernity and rationality are central concepts of this study, and the Norwegian 
economic-historian Francis Sejersted described modernization as a process of libera-
tion, particularly from negative structures and poverty through science and seculariza-
tion. The technical-economic liberation aimed at creating institutions and structures for 
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modernization. The liberation was also a process of differentiation, from a homogenous to 
a heterogeneous society. Finally, liberation also meant the consolidation of the nation state 
and the development of a democratic and common public sphere.4

Agrarian modernization is close to Sejersted’s definition, as almost all arguments for 
agrarian modernity in journals aimed at liberating agriculture from ancient methods and 
the market trends. The article aims at discussing differences and similarities between the 
cases concerning modernization. Organization was often described as the way to libera-
tion, together with technology and science. The processes of national consolidation often 
incorporated farmers as symbols and representations of the true nation and its people.5

Background

During the nineteenth century agricultural production changed drastically, due to an in-
crease in both production and nativity. This process brought increased proletarization, 
changed patterns of landowning and land-distribution. Agriculture became part of an in-
ternational trade system where trends affected both prices and production. Railroads and 
shipping changed the market as transportation became increasingly effective. The United 
States emerged as a major producer together with Australia and Russia. From the early 
nineteenth century science came to influence agriculture to a high degree.6 Better crops, 
animal husbandry, breeding, fertilizers, and methods stimulated increased production.7 
Mechanization also increased and created more efficient forms of agriculture. ‘New’ prod-
ucts, like butter and cheese, became commodities on the international market and Eng-
land was the foremost importer of Baltic products.8 Therefore the dairy industry became 
one of the most important parts of modern agriculture. The managing of modern export 
farms demanded knowledge, and enlightenment through education and organization be-
came crucial. In Sweden the County Agricultural Societies (Hushållningssällskapen) were 
founded during the first years of the 1800s with the purpose of developing agriculture on a 
regional level. The same is also true for the creation of the Royal Swedish Academy of Agri-
culture (Lantbruksakademien). Its purpose was to lead and coordinate agricultural devel-
opment on the national level.9 In Galicia and Estonia, small agricultural clubs and reading 
circles developed with the purpose of spreading new knowledge and methods to farmers. 
Another purpose of the aforementioned clubs was to educate and ‘civilize’ smallholders 
and serfs. The civilization project was at the same time a project of Westernization. How-
ever, it was not an appreciation of Western market capitalism as the clubs often promoted 
cooperative organization as a means to counter the market.

The agrarian ideal – 
the visions of the agrarian press

The independent farmer has had an almost mythical status in Scandinavian and Baltic his-
tory writing. The farm, soil, and forest have been described as the very foundations of soci-
ety.10 In the Swedish case there was also a direct link to the political system, as farmers after 
the Representation Reform of 1866/67, benefited from the electoral system.11 The agrarian 
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press idealized agriculture by promoting a system based on rational and market adapted 
family farms. Through the owning of land and living in harmony with nature farmers were 
given a special responsibility for the foundations of the nation – local society.12 The hard-
working and firmly-rooted farmer was portrayed as the heart and soul of the nation, as 
opposed to decadent city dwellers, and the unsound, and rootless worker. The city was the 
market and therefore important for agriculture, but the cultural aspects of urbanization 
was seen as a threat to rural society. The very foundation of rational and modern agricul-
ture was described through the terms education and organization. The press argued that 
if the farmers organized production through cooperatives, agriculture could be rational-
ized and the benefits of large production units could be obtained. In Central Europe and 
in the Baltic Sea region agrarianism grew to become strong, and Estonian and Galician 
agrarian journals often described cooperation as an alternative social model.13 It was a vi-
sion that strongly conflicted with the liberal focus on the economy and the irresponsibility 
of Socialism. Through cooperation, farmers would be given modern, scientific knowledge 
and technology, which was otherwise difficult for the individual smallholder to obtain. 
Furthermore, organization also induced a standardization of regulations. This concerned 
everything from personal hygiene to bookkeeping and meeting techniques. Standards also 
concerned the responsibilities of the individual and the relations to the collective. The ide-
alization of agriculture in Sweden, Estonia and Galicia was inspired by the Danish exam-
ple, where organization had led to prosperous, modern and export-oriented agriculture. 
Denmark became the role model for agricultural development, also for the transition from 
grain production to animal husbandry and dairy production. All the journals included in 
this study also refer to German examples to underscore the advantages of a well-organized 
cooperative movement with direct connections to the political sphere. In Sweden this al-
ready existed, but in both Estonia, and Galicia it was portrayed as something to strive for.14 

Sources

The Swedish source material consists of the journals Landtmannen (The Farmer), Landt-
mannens månadsbilaga (The Farmers’ Monthly Appendix) and Tidskrift för Landtmän 
(Journal for Farmers). The last journal originated in Lund and was published between 1880 
and 1917 with a yearly volume of around 800 pages. The editors were H. L. O. Winberg, 
N. Engström and M. Weibull, all with direct relations to leading agrarian and scientific 
circles. In general Tidskrift för landtmän was technical in its appearance and used a scien-
tific language. The main audience for these journals were owners of large farms and estates. 
There were many other journals and newspapers but the ones studied here existed for lon-
ger periods of time. The other journals in general had the same concept of modernization 
but focused to a large extent on smallholders. Landtmannen was published in Linköping 
between 1890 and 1917, with more or less the same audience as Tidskrift för landtmän. The 
editor, Wilhelm Flach, also belonged to the scientific agricultural circles. He was charged 
with the explicit task of explaining scientific results, and giving advice concerning ratio-
nal agriculture. The monthly appendix, however, turned to an audience of smallholders, 
through its use of uncomplicated language, which consequently led to the propagation 
of a romantic view on agriculture and the countryside. In the Swedish agrarian press, 
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traditional elites were quite common (estate owners etc.) along with the new, scientific 
elites. In general, the journals were politically neutral, but in fact had strong relations to 
conservatism, both ideologically and individually.15 There were also many other Swedish 
agrarian journals promoting smallholder idealization.16

There had been a German agrarian press in existence in the Baltic provinces of the Rus-
sian Empire since the end of the eighteenth century. Its scientific ambitions were primarily 
directed towards the Baltic-German estates. Smallholders that were given the opportu-
nity to purchase land in the 1860s instead had to rely on advice in the Estonian-speaking 
week-press. Agricultural development was usually seen from a national perspective and 
saw the independent farmer as the foundation of the nation. Põllumees (The Farmer) was 
published between 1895 and 1912 while Põllutööleht (The Agriculture Journal) was pub-
lished between 1906 and 1918 as the first major Estonian agriculture journals. Both were 
influential, and businesses, organizations, as well as the Russian state, used them to inform 
those in rural provinces. One of the stipulations of Russian censorship laws included strict 
specialization in the journal’s agricultural issues, even though social and cultural issues 
were also given attention to. Initially Põllumees was issued monthly, but from 1903 it be-
came a weekly magazine. Põllutööleht was, from its inception, published weekly, and had 
monthly appendixes on handicraft, gardening, and cooperation. At its best the Estonian 
journals were circulated within 2000 copies, approximately a quarter of the editions com-
pared to the cultural journals of the time. The subscribers were often agricultural clubs or 
villages, meaning that many people read each copy. The editor and founder of Põllumees 
was Henrik Laas, agricultural instructor and autodidact. The larger Estonian agricultural 
clubs financially supported Põllumees. But, Põllumees also relied heavily on the voluntary 
work of students, agronomists, and farmers. Initially the aim was to give basic advice to 
the ‘new’ independent farmers, and to persuade them to pursue animal husbandry in-
stead of grain production. The growing strength of the cooperative movement, however, 
demanded a journal more focused on cooperatives. The answer was Põllutööleht published 
through the support of agronomists and agricultural clubs. The editor was Dr. Aleksandr 
Eisenschmidt, an economist. His work was crucial for the survival and influence of Põl-
lutööleht.17

Both Ekonomist and Samopomich were published by the Crownland Auditing Union 
(Kraievyi Soiuz Revizyinyi, an organization that gathered a multitude of Ruthenian coop-
eratives) with financial support of other central Ruthenian organizations. The Union was 
tasked with conducting revisions of cooperatives, which, in turn were obliged to join the 
Union. Its ethnic profile was thoroughly Ruthenian. Ekonomist was founded in 1904 with 
the explicit aim of theoretically discussing cooperative organization. Samopomich was the 
illustrated appendix to Ekonomist and was published from 1909. It was directed at broader 
peasant groups, and could be purchased separately from the journal. In general, patriotic 
messages were mixed with concrete advice. The primary task was described as such: to 
examine the Ruthenian economic organization in Galicia and to explain how the national 
economy worked. Finally, the task was also to see to it that the ‘national property’ be used 
in the best manner. During several years, Ekonomist was not financially independent, but 
was subsidized by the Crownland Auditing Union. At the beginning of 1908, it had 430 
subscribers, of whom 148 were cooperatives and organizations. It is safe to assume that 
many more actually read the journal, than the number of subscribers indicate. Frequently, 
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reading rooms with many members in the local community subscribed to journals that 
then could be read by several people, and read aloud to the illiterate. The journals influ-
enced the reading room agenda and the very concept was to spread knowledge to the entire 
community.18

Rationality, modernity and masculinity – 
the agrarian press and modernization 

The title summarizes the crux of the late nineteenth century agrarian discourses. Den-
mark was the example followed in the Baltic Sea region as well as in other parts of Europe. 
Danish agriculture was built on small modern export-oriented farms reaching the market 
through an extensive network of cooperatives. The Danish example was of main interest 
to the agrarian press. At the same time the general political discourse (between right and 
left) dominated the discussions on rationality and modernity. Changing the structure of 
agriculture could for example threaten the traditional self-image of many agrarians. Mod-
ern agriculture and popular culture could, for example, threaten traditional village life, but 
was at the same time unavoidable as economic survival hinged on economic prosperity. 

‘Strength through unity’ – 
the image of cooperation in the agrarian press

The organizations that grew in Sweden, Estonia and Galicia during the late nineteenth 
century were heterogeneous, founded on different principles, and functioning on different 
social levels. Cooperatives often developed from reading-circles, temperance movements, 
and educational organizations. These became increasingly complex, and influenced local 
society and the daily life of farmers. In many cases cooperation was described as a new way 
to cope with the international market. One example of this cooperative vision of the mar-
ket was developed by dairy consultant K. F. Lundin at the Separator Company in Tidskrift 
för landtmän. Cooperative dairies were generally described as technologically, scientifical-
ly and economically superior, and also as better organized than private companies.19 This 
was also a common portrayal in Estonian and Galician journals, where milk separators 
and modern dairies often were depicted.20

In the Swedish case, Lundin portrayed private dairies (quite common in Sweden at the 
time) as non-functional, because they bought milk. This, in turn, led to price speculation, 
and a lack of quality, as farmers sold milk by volume, and not quality. Contrary to this, 
the cooperative system was promoted, where farmers were individually responsible for the 
quality of the milk they produced. Much of the inspiration concerning dairies in the Bal-
tic Sea region came from Denmark. The organization models and statutes in most of the 
region were Danish. All journals in this study described travels to Denmark and examples 
from Danish agriculture, lauded as a realized utopia of hygienic and wealthy family farms. 
Denmark was also the producer of the rules, which concerned hygiene, animal fodder and 
inspections, which were enforced by Swedish and Estonian cooperatives. The focus on 
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cooperative dairies also yielded serious efforts to counter household production, primarily 
that of butter. ‘Farm butter’ was often produced by women, and was deemed to be a low-
quality product that actually threatened production at cooperative dairies.21

Also illustrated in the agrarian press were numerous descriptions of meetings and stat-
utes. These descriptions served several purposes, and put the individual farmer or orga-
nization into a broader perspective. The mentioning of names and the tacit belief that the 
reader was already well-acquainted with the discourse created an imaginary feeling of be-
longing. These descriptions served a pedagogic purpose through acknowledging well-kept 
organizations, and shaming unorganized groups. The purpose was to promote superior 
meeting culture in the bourgeois sense of the word. The interest shown by the journals for 
statutes came from a need to regulate the diverse organizations. It also reflected a zeitgeist 
where formal rules and laws were central in controlling society and its citizens. There was, 
however, a difference between the Swedish journals and the Estonian and Galician due to 
their character. The Swedish journal with their elite approach did not find the need to show 
how meetings were held.22

The period between 1890 and 1910 was characterized by an escalation in organization. 
This was portrayed as pure modernization, as farmers could improve their income and 
product quality through cooperatives. Purchase-organizations also became crucial in this 
process. In Sweden the national purchase-organization Landtmännen was created in 1905. 
Ideally, the cooperatives were created as grassroots organizations; however, most of the 
organizations in Sweden were top-down, oriented towards elites. The expressed purpose of 
Landtmännen was to combat trusts, but simultaneously function as an arena for ideologi-
cal discussions, where both conservative and cooperative ideology could be pitched against 
each other. For example, at the annual meeting of 1907, a lecture on the topic ‘The Swedish 
yeomen are arming against Socialism’ was held. These types of right-wing patriarchal mes-
sages, a form of conservative modernization, were quite common in the Swedish agrarian 
press. Both Landtmannen and Tidskrift för landtmän discussed their fear of trade unions 
among farmhands and the spreading of Socialism across the countryside. For example, in 
1905 strikes were described as ‘violent acts’ and ‘dissolving’. It was believed that the Social 
structure of agriculture needed to be maintained as a defence against Socialism, anar-
chism, and cosmopolitanism, enforcing order, enlightenment, and stability. Farmers were 
believed to have a patriarchal responsibility for the workers as well as for the work of the 
family. Therefore there was no need for trade unions.23

The Ruthenian and Estonian journals described cooperation as the road to the eco-
nomic emancipation of the underprivileged. The discourse was directed towards the old 
elites. The cooperative ideology was a first-rate weapon in the hands of the lower stratum 
of agrarian society, considered to be organic and ancient. The thought was that the pristine 
and equality-oriented cooperation, built on principles of common work and ownership for 
the common good had been replaced by regal and noble slave-corporations. Capitalism 
had later replaced the nobility as the foremost ruler of agrarian life. Therefore the journals 
put the development of cooperatives into an evolutionary perspective with the purpose of 
recreating a modern version of the primordial cooperatives.24
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‘The achievements of science must benefit the smallholders’

The question of science in agriculture was a common theme. There was always an impor-
tant relationship between science and practice in agriculture. The modern farmer could 
use scientific results in his daily work, incorporating and modifying science for his own 
needs. The agrarian press had secured the role as the transmitter of scientific and concrete 
advice; the farmer, on the other hand, had to understand and implement the results.25 The 
relationship between science and the agrarian press can be described as very intimate and 
reflected the discourses of scientific agriculture. One example of this was the interest in 
animal breeding shown by the press. Genetics was ‘the modern science’ of the late nine-
teenth and early twentieth centuries. New breeds of cattle and new crops would be able to 
liberate agriculture from poverty. The practice of breeding animals easily transformed into 
the idea of fostering peasants into modern farmers and citizens.26

The separation between large and small farms was very important in the Swedish agrar-
ian press. Sometimes the journals criticised the manors for investing too much in costly 
buildings that would stand for centuries. The concept was that the investments locked pro-
duction into old methods. Manorial dairies were at times described as ‘palace-like’. At the 
same time smallholders were deemed a bastion for harmful conservatism and old-fash-
ioned methods.27 The relationship between tradition and modernity in the agrarian press 
was problematic. Family farming had its virtues, namely that the ‘Father’ of the household 
had his own wife and daughters as workers. This meant that he could more easily control 
and supervise them, constituting a de facto reinforcement of the patriarchal dimension. 
The tension between upper and lower classes was not as strong in Estonia, as the manors 
were mostly discussed in the Baltic-German agrarian press. Tradition was not an issue for 
discourse in the Estonian press. Modernity was, instead, pitched to farmers as the only vi-
able path for those who wanted to survive. Modernity can be found in how farmers were 
addressed: the farmers were the foundation of modern society, and there could be no look-
ing back. The character of modernity was illustrated with repeated references to agrarian 
experiments, where results were promoted with exaggerated accuracy. Modernity, how-
ever, was almost always limited to the male sphere in agriculture, i.e. fieldwork with large 
animals. This was very clear in the Estonian journals in the division between a male (pro-
ductive and modern) and a female sphere (supportive and traditional), and also quite com-
mon in the Swedish press. In Galicia, the importance of the female sphere of production 
was upgraded considerably due to a grand shift in agricultural production promoted by the 
cooperative movement. However, this process also brought calls for close supervision of 
the customary female. The ideal was the modern and rational man who could supervise the 
scientific and efficient farm. This notion of modern agrarian masculinity was an effect of 
the modern project, but at the same time supported a legacy of patriarchal concepts. Many 
of the conservative agrarians believed that modernization should only concern production 
while the social hierarchies should be maintained. Liberal reformers often linked produc-
tion to social change.28

All the papers referenced in the study promote the idea that cooperative efforts should 
be scientific. For example, the modernization of Ruthenian agriculture focused on improv-
ing quality, but also aimed to influence and improve the habits and thoughts of farmers. It 
was necessary for Ruthenian farmers to abandon traditional thoughts in favour of efficient, 
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scientific methods, as conveyed by agricultural instructors. All the journals used fabled 
stories, poems etc. One example is the northern Swedish fertilizer poem from 1905, where 
the proper way to use fertilizers is described in poetic phrases. It was a way to teach small-
holders modern agriculture.29

The modern smallholder, mainly in Estonia, was open for new ideas, used modern tech-
niques on his farm, and bought supplies from the cooperative. He was promoted as a posi-
tive example to follow, and was contrasted with the conservative majority. In Ruthenian 
journals, one often wrote of ‘enlightened’ and ‘dark’ elements in agrarian society. Tradi-
tional concepts concerning envy (the evil eye) were ridiculed. Traditional village meetings, 
where the richest farmers acted as natural leaders were also thought to be old fashioned. In 
these cases cooperatives were upheld, by virtue of their liberating and democratic nature.30 
In Sweden, however, the converse was true, as the traditional aristocratic elites acted as 
central figures in agriculture. Sweden as opposed to Estonia and Galicia was an old nation 
meaning that there were old structures maintained in society. In Estonia and Galicia the 
national struggle meant the emancipation of the people, i.e. smallholders. 

Modern, scientific and rational agriculture hinged on quite a small group of special-
ists. The agronomists were often trained in prestigious institutions and/or had practiced 
in Denmark or Germany (the main examples of modern agriculture). These groups were 
considered to be the forbearers of modernity. Together with ample descriptions from meet-
ings and exhibitions, the specialists became the progenitors of rational agriculture. Agri-
culture exhibitions were important, as they allowed for farmers to come into contact with 
modern technology and science. Competitions were, above all, considered to be a vital tool 
for the promotion of quality. The language used to describe the exhibitions was almost 
always very positive. For example, the dairy exhibition at the agriculture meeting in Gävle 
1901 was written about lyrically: it was modern, pleasant, roomy, airy, tasteful, brilliant, 
imposing, and remarkable. Conversely, an historic exhibition of dairy production was de-
scribed as unhygienic, primitive, smelly, and old fashioned, at which upon sight, according 
to the writer, the visitors frowned.31 This very vivid description of modernity was naturally 
employed to promote modern dairy production. The exhibition was also resplendent with 
signs and remarks, such as: ‘Do not keep milk together with other foods.’ The press strived 
to control and discipline both nature and agriculture. In Estonia, the press stressed that 
animals at exhibitions should not smell, since this made it harder for visitors to realize the 
importance of exemplary animal husbandry. The same notions existed in Galicia where 
the exhibition in Stryi was painstakingly described, with the purpose of stimulating and 
consolidating modernity.32

Education, orderliness, and control

Education was the very foundation for the press, with its mission of spreading the gospel 
of modernity. Denmark was referred to as the forerunner and there was a need for new and 
different kinds of educational methods. Ideas concerning education incorporated visions 
of the future and a need to retain the workforce in the countryside. A common Swedish no-
tion was the need for a patriotic renaissance of both agriculture and the young. In Estonia 
the press often turned to these youth with concepts of education and responsibility. The 
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ideal for Estonian men, according to the press, was to attend agricultural schools and travel 
to see the world. The housewife, on the other hand, was to learn how to run a household 
and support the man in his labours. The question of education concerned both men and 
women, but there was a notable difference: men were to go abroad, or to certain universi-
ties, whereas women were to be educated close to home. Estonian journals argued vehe-
mently against allowing women to travel to cities for education. They argued that there, 
instead of becoming good housewives, they would learn silly things like baking cakes and 
folding paper flowers.33 In Sweden there was talk about light, feminine work as opposed to 
the healthy rural lifestyle.

In Sweden, patriarchal ideas concerning education were also to be found. The agrarian 
press believed that smallholders had to be incorporated into modern society. They were 
generally believed to be incapable of seeing anything outside their own egocentric sphere. 
Therefore they were not mature for political citizenship. Education was described as the 
‘natural’ way to enforce the patriotic duty of the smallholders. With respects to this issue, 
there exists a nominal difference between Sweden and Estonia/Galicia. The Swedish agrar-
ian press encompassed all kinds of farmers, whereas the Estonian/Galician press turned, 
more or less, only to smallholders. Therefore the Swedish press was more patriarchal, and 
attempts to ‘nationalise’ the smallholders were a frequent occurrence. In Sweden agricul-
ture was often celebrated as the future of the nation (at least by certain groups). Agriculture 
also became a conservative ideological marker, and a cultural symbol for tradition. This 
was the dichotomy between tradition and modernity. 

The project of rationality in agriculture also implied the need for the modernization 
of housework. This was often based in a traditional and hierarchical sphere. Tidskrift för 
landtmän reported in 1890 that the primary quality of the housewife was orderliness. The 
household needed to be clean and in symmetry; the daily work should be conducted ac-
cording to a written diary, meals should be served at the same time every day, towels and 
sheets changed at defined intervals. The housewife was to have firm control over her staff, 
but need not be a tyrant. The work should be led under her strict and firm hand, but she 
should not lack kindness and patience. The scientific approach also included concepts of 
nutrition. In the Swedish agrarian press, the human body was described as a machine in 
need of fuel. A well-fed body was resistant to illness. Meat was the essential part of the diet: 
ancient Greeks and Romans owed their resiliency as warriors to a predominantly meat-
based diet.34 Threats to the rational, effective and controlled home were perceived to be: 
ignorance, laziness, and comfort.35 There was a perceived need to control female labour, 
which also led to the control of the incomes of women. This was particularly valid for the 
important income from the sector with rising importance: dairy production.36 In Gali-
cia, the press wrote that women had to be drawn out from the darkness and led onto the 
road of modernity. Cooperatives and other ‘enlightened’ Ruthenian organizations would 
be working in vain if women and men who adhered to a customary world-view and ways 
of production would be left to their own doings.

The relationship between the sexes in the Swedish, Estonian, and Galician agrarian 
press followed traditional gender divisions, but modernization brought forth change, as 
the female tasks were the most modern and economically successful. In Estonia, dairy 
production was described as being reinvented and brought to the ignorant masses. The 
changing economic patterns resulted in an increased interest in dairy rationalization, and, 
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logically also led to masculinization.37 In Galicia, the press believed that the female tasks 
(dairy production and animal husbandry) were too important to be left to women alone. 
There was a need to re-orientate agricultural production from grain to dairy production 
and cattle breeding (including petty cattle and poultry, customarily a female domain). The 
changing hierarchies and gender patterns meant that women in dairy production were of-
ten described as old-fashioned, dirty, unhygienic, irrational, and traditional. Such women 
would also be depicted as ‘dark’ and ‘ignorant’, and the logic was that this would also affect 
the cooperatives. Folk beliefs and customs concerning witchcraft and taboos concerning 
milk existed in Galicia as well.38

The agrarian press was tasked with delineating the ideal dairy industry. The primary 
objective was hygiene, which had strong ties to gender patterns as women were often de-
scribed as unclean. Handling female labour thus became an important task for the mod-
ernizers, who decreed that barns should be clean, airy, ventilated, and filled with well-fed 
animals. Similarly, dairymaids should be clean, properly-dressed and milk at the desig-
nated time. In 1898, Landtmannen proposed a Danish example to come to terms with 
quality in milk production. Competent dairymaids were hard to find and manors often 
had to use ‘full-grown’ men to milk the cows. The solution proposed that owners hold a 
young and energetic man responsible for all dairy work. He should have his own house-
hold and live with the workers. This would, according to the article, bring interested and 
competent maids and farmhands. The solution apparently lay in enforcing a traditional 
form of social control and creating a patriarchal family. It was the young, efficient and 
rational man who could lead the farm work through patriarchy.39 This strictly gendered 
understanding was common, but the Swedish press also mirrored other concepts. One 
example comes from Malmöhus County in 1883. The article reflects on the need to educate 
competent dairymen and dairymaids. Men and women received an almost identical edu-
cation, both theoretically and practically. Women also received training on how to man-
age a steam engine, a contraption generally belonging to the male sphere. The only differ-
ence was that men did not receive training in reading/writing and counting, as this was 
only part of the female curriculum. Ideals and rules concerning the orderliness of both 
male and female students were omnipresent.40 The criteria for the male courses at Alnarp 
in 1880 were: he should be over eighteen years old, well reputed, have good knowledge 
of Scripture, and no contagious diseases. This required certificates from both the priest 
and a doctor. Furthermore, a potential student was required to have good knowledge of 
Swedish, arithmetic, physics, political geography, and a basic knowledge of history.41 The 
recognized need to foster the youth, in order that they remain in agriculture was a fre-
quent issue. Of further importance were the adult education colleges, where education 
in history, geography, political science, singing and physical education were held, with 
the purpose of producing full-grown patriotic citizens. In Galicia, education was equally 
important. There was a distinct difference between the education given by instructors and 
the education given at agriculture schools for the youth, as it was directed to different age 
groups. Instructors teaching active smallholders often focused strictly on practical advice. 
Agricultural schools for the young, for example, the school for girls in Mylovaniie, imple-
mented more theoretical instructions. 
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Agriculture, nation, and politics

The political aspects of agriculture were of importance in the Swedish case, and there were 
ample attempts to mobilize farmers against the left. There was, however, a broad spec-
trum of organizations – most of them were not political and only engaged in economic 
activities. At the same time, several political agrarian movements were founded, drawing 
their inspiration from Europe, particularly from Germany. The Swedish Agrarförbundet 
(Agrarian Union) was founded in 1895. It was often referred to in the agrarian press, but 
not always positively. Both Swedish journals meant that political agrarian organizations 
did not always benefit agriculture. Most importantly, the tariff question, threatened to di-
vide the farmers. Landtmannen proposed a broad union of farmers with an aim to unite 
them. Agrarförbundet on the other hand, aimed at forming a broad organization, but was 
completely controlled by traditional agrarian and conservative elites. The ideology was 
to preserve the position of agriculture in society and to counter all forms of franchise re-
forms.42 The link between conservatism and agriculture in Sweden was quite similar to the 
situation in Germany.43

The Ruthenian and Estonian cooperatives had a strong nationalist identity. The Ru-
thenian journals in principle held that Ruthenian peasants could not obtain basic civil 
liberties through the Polish cooperative movement (often active in same areas). There was 
always the perceived threat from the Poles to polonise the Ruthenian farmers. Polish was 
the administrative language and Polish culture was the unifying factor for the Polish ‘ag-
ricultural circles’ (Kółka Rolnicze). The Ruthenian journals were suspicious of the Polish 
authorities in the Crownland, believing that they only benefited Polish organizations and 
counteracted Ruthenian ones. Therefore the journals proposed that Ruthenians take mat-
ters into their own hands. Only through economic prosperity could Ruthenians in the 
Double Monarchy acquire the same political rights as other groups (for instance Czechs, 
Germans, and Poles). Ekonomist and Samopomich also questioned local organizations, es-
pecially the existence of ‘foreign’ and ‘hostile’ elements (Poles and Jews). While Poles were 
seen as the traditional overlords, the Jews were seen as the henchmen of the Poles or as 
scrupulous competitors. Both groups would sooner or later outfox the Ruthenians if within 
the framework of the same organization. The Russophiles (the minority that saw the Ru-
thenians in Galicia and in the Ukrainian lands under Tsarist rule as part of the Russian 
people) were also on their way out from the Ukrainophile cooperative structures. The over-
whelming majority of the elite of the cooperative movement was strictly Ukrainophile, and 
believed that Ruthenians in Austria and the Russian Empire constituted an ethnic group 
linguistically and culturally distinct from Russians and other Slavic peoples. As the coop-
eratives were seen as a road between Capitalism and Socialism, the numbers of potential 
members decreased even further, as neither capitalists nor revolutionaries were welcome. 
Priests were frequently active in the formation of Ruthenian cooperatives and agricultural 
development, lending it a conservative tone. In Estonia, the national question was not as 
complicated as in Galicia. The journals could not campaign on nationalist ground due to 
the Russian censorship rules. The basic argument, however, that economic development 
was a precondition for political emancipation, was frequently expressed.44 One thing that 
separates Sweden from the other cases is that the Swedish agrarian journals were slightly 
more conservative while Estonian and Galician journals were more agrarianist.45
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The scientist and the farmer – 
broadcasters and receivers

In general, the agrarian press contained three different broadcasters: the scientist, the es-
tate-owner, and the agitator. It is not always easy to differentiate between the three roles, 
and there was commonly a mix of roles. The scientist was characterized by a direct rela-
tionship to the scientific domain through universities or agrarian organizations. In Swe-
den there was also a link to traditional agrarian elites (officers and nobility). At the same 
time, the scientist was the core of an emerging elite with an academic habitus, as opposed 
to traditional hierarchies. The scientist mediated scientific theories to benefit the prac-
tices of the modern farmers. The articles of the scientist often illustrated the modernity 
and rationality of agricultural development. The editor of Landtmannen, Wilhelm Flach 
belonged to this category of scientific broadcasters. The enlightened farmer was the main 
audience and was most likely the owner of large- and middle-sized farms with potential 
for rational farming. They also had a basic education that allowed them to implement the 
modernity of the scientific articles. Another example was Ivan Petrushevych, a Ruthenian 
activist. He studied biology, history and political science at Heidelberg, Jena, and Prague. 
He had also worked several years at the prosperous British cooperative – Rochdale. He 
spread his vision of the Rochdale-model through Ekonomist and through his work in the 
organization Narodna Torhovlia (People’s Trade).46

The estate-owner was another common broadcaster in the Swedish agrarian press and 
often applied a patriarchal, top-down perspective in relation to the development of small 
farms. Distinguishing estate-owners from scientists is not easy, since they often belonged 
to the same network. One example of the more traditional broadcasters was Vilhelm 
Nauckhoff, the Secretary of Agrarförbundet. He was also a cavalry officer and estate-owner 
with an expressed interest in horse breeding. The primary purpose of estate-owner’s pro-
paganda was to counter Socialism and trade unions. The estate-owners often stood for a 
conservative approach in Swedish agrarian press. In the Estonian and Galician journals 
the position of the estate-owners was completely different. There was an ethnic division 
in Estonia as the nobility was Baltic-German and the farmers were Estonian. The Baltic-
German estates were often described as the direct opposite of modern Estonian family-
farms. There were however estate-owners, like Count Gerg, who proposed modernization 
in both the Baltic-German and Estonian press. His vision was to unite the agrarian groups 
against urbanization, and not to maintain the patriarchal order. In Sweden, there were also 
progressive estate-owners in the agrarian press. Count Hugo Hamilton held many central 
positions in agriculture during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. He was 
often referred to as the ‘red count’ due to his moderate-liberal approach. He was the chair-
man of the national purchase organization Landtmännen from its founding in 1905. The 
estate-owners in general spoke to the owners of large farms and other estate-owners. The 
language was often traditional, using phrases relating to social order and hierarchy. But 
estate-owners also often spoke to smallholders, using a patriarchal and romantic language. 

In the Estonian and Ruthenian Galician journals, the agitator was a very common fig-
ure. The similarities to the scientist are many, but the agitator had to employ a more peda-
gogical language in order to reach to the entire peasantry with visions of, and advice on, 
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economic development and successful cooperative organization. Excellent examples were 
the editor of Põllumees, Henrik Laas and the Swedish dairy consultant K. F. Lundin. Both 
declared the need to rationalize and modernize dairy production. Their habitus often went 
outside the agrarian sphere and united theoretical knowledge and practical skills with a 
pedagogic language. The agitator often appeared in papers like Landtmannens Månads-
blad with its decidedly romantic and patriotic approach. In both Estonian and Swedish 
journals there were several texts translated from the Finnish organization Pellervo. Articles 
and slogans like ‘one for all and all for one’ and ‘nothing is mine but everything is ours’ 
were strongly ideological. Cooperatives were described as a large family where nobody 
stood alone and friends could always be found in the cooperative. The principles of en-
lightenment held strong ground with Ruthenian editors. One example was Sydir Kuzyk, 
an agronomist from Kraków University. He was active in Prosvita and Silskyi Hospodar, 
organizations promoting cultural and agrarian enlightenment. He also initiated an ex-
perimental field under the protection of Prosvita. Another example was Andrei Zhuk from 
the Russian part of Ukraine, where he had served several years in prison for ‘revolutionary 
activities’. After his prison term, he moved to the eastern part of Habsburg Galicia and 
promoted cooperative organization as a method to reshape society.47

Conclusion
To conclude, there were many similarities between Swedish, Estonian, and Galician agrar-
ian journals. They all used similar kinds of arguments, same kind of language and debated 
cooperative organization much in the same way. The reason for this was that the agrarian 
press was part of an all-European agrarian context of modernization and rationalization. 
There was an extensive exchange of information, primarily through descriptions of travels. 
This meant that similar phenomenon occurred at the same time all over Europe and North 
America. An example of this was the great interest shown for Danish agricultural develop-
ment in the agrarian press, and the Swedish and Estonian press periodically looked to Fin-
land as a forerunner. The people behind the agrarian press also showed similarities. They 
had, more or less, the same education and background. In this case Sweden was somewhat 
different, because hierarchy held more weight in discourse. The variations between the 
journals can be attributed to different national contexts, something very obvious concern-
ing Galicia, where cooperatives became tools for a national revival. 
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