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Economics 303Y1: Economic History of Modern Europe to 1914

Topic No. 7 [13]: Impediments to Continental Industrialization:
The ‘Slow Industrialization’ of France, 1789 - 1914
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QUESTIONS:

1.

Did the French economy grow as quickly and completely as did the British and German economies
in the 19th century: what is the evidence for comparative economic growth rates?

Discuss and debate some of the current theses concerning the nature of French economic growth and
industrialization in the period 1789 - 1914:

a) Cameron's thesis about the relationships between and among: the French Revolutionary land
reforms, peasant farming after the Revolution, slow population growth, agricultural and
industrial stagnation. Is there any evidence for this thesis?

b) Landes' thesis that the family -- in agriculture, trade, and industry, both as an economic and
as a social unit -- acted as an impediment to entrepreneurship, industrialization, economic
growth.

c) The O'Brien-Keyder thesis comparing the structures of British and French agriculture
(especially in northern France).

d) Roehl's use of the famous Gerschenkron thesis on ‘backwardness’, but reversed to reinterpret
French industrialization much more favourably.

e) Crouzet's “revisionist’ theses on French economic growth in the 19th century.

f) Craft's ‘Review of the Evidence’, and Aldrich's “‘New Views’ in these debates.

Discuss the possible impediments to French economic growth and industrialization in the 19th
century in terms of some of the following:

a) the institutional heritage of the past: especially feudal

b) the social and economic structure of agriculture, north and south

c) the location of natural resources

d) demographic trends and population structures

e) government economic policies

f) commercial and financial institutions: the structure of banking

g) social structures and attitudes: towards business, saving, investment, entrepreneurship, labour.

Isitlegitimate to consider problems of economic growth and industrialization as though 19th century
France had been a fully integrated national economic entity, making national economic comparisons?
Or should the relevant comparisons be made in terms of the regional economies of western Europe?
For example, in terms of industrialization (based on iron, steel, and coal), should we instead compare
North-West France (the Lille and Pas de Calais region) with southern Belgium, the Rhineland and
the Saar (in Germany), and the English Midlands or South Wales?

Did any region or regions of France undergo either an agricultural or industrial revolution,
comparable to those of Britain and Germany, before 1914?



