
 e author’s research concerns the government’s modernisation policies, 
created and/or implemented between 1918–2004.  e adopted research 
goal is to analyse the concepts which were requested or implemented by 
the authorities in the period between gaining independence in 1918 and 
the Polish accession to the EU. It is a special form of reconstruction of 
the Polish paths of modernisation, carried out by analysing the plans and 
actions of Polish governments.  e analysis is accompanied by a hypothesis 
about the centrally stimulated intervention and mimetic nature of Polish 
modernisation.  e author focuses on the factors which the theory of 
neomodernisation describes as the modernisation impulse caused by the 
elites (a study of government projects and policies of modernisation is 
based in this thesis on the case study method).

 e book is divided into four broad sections and a brief summary. 
 e :rst chapter provides a comprehensive theoretical introduction to 
the work, while in the three consecutive chapters there is an analysis of 
the policies of modernisation in the periods: 1) the statist modernisation 
(the interwar period), 2) the Communist modernisation (1945–1989),  
3) the post-communist modernisation/“modernisation through integration” 
(1989–2004).

 e :rst chapter contains a detailed discussion of the paradigm of 
modernisation, which includes a range of modernisation theories, as 
well as theories supporting and criticising their assumptions and the 
explanations generated by them. As a result of a thorough analysis of these 
theories, the author decided to apply its latest incarnation – the theory of 
neomodernisation. It is a theoretical response to the collapse of communism 
and the attempts to conceptualise the processes taking place in countries of 
the former Eastern Bloc.

Chapters two, three and four contain an appropriate analysis of the 
designed and/or implemented plans of modernisation (with an emphasis 
on the implemented plans). For analytical reasons their structure is quite 
similar. Each is preceded by a preface presenting the speci:cs of a given 
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period (a kind of “opening balance” and links between the stages of change 
in Poland with the theories of modernisation). In subsequent parts the 
analysis is structured on a scheme taking into account the political, social 
and economic dimensions of modernisation.

It should be made clear what these dimensions of modernisation are. 
In the political dimension there is an analysis of the processes of creating 
polical frameworks of the regimes in power from 1918 to 2004. It is 
based on an analysis of legal acts, proclamations, manifestos and political 
agendas. In the social dimension the transformations of the social structure 
is discussed, with particular emphasis on the indicators of modernisation 
(ie, the shape and the transformation of the socio-professional structure, 
the social mobility, the mechanisms of social di;erentiation, the level of 
urbanisation and gross enrolment). =e most extensive sections concern 
the economic dimension of modernisation, as the analysed modernisation 
plans related mainly to this area. For this reason, most of the discussions 
about the modernisation projects are in the subsections devoted to the 
economic dimension.

=e summary (report) contains a synthesis based on the collected 
data (chapters 2–4). For each examined sub-period there is an analysis of: 
the causes of modernisation (determining the “modernisation impulse” 
and whether it was endogenous or exogenous), the factors (resources and 
values, either native, imported or imitated), actors (the elite, the masses) 
and the expected and actual results.

At Drst, modernisation implemented in the periods covered in the book 
was the “catching-up” modernisation. =at “catching-up” was e;ected by 
selectively accepting or imitating political, social and economic institutional 
arrangements used by modernised countries. =ese policies were formulated 
mainly by the elite and implemented by them (oEen against the will of the 
masses). =e implementation of such concepts took place mainly through 
various state agencies that were not only initiators of the modernisation 
processes but also their active participant. Almost all the projects recognised 
economy as the central sphere, entailing changes in other areas. Both in the 
1920s and in the period of real socialism industrialised economy was the 
point of reference. However, in the =ird Republic of Poland the adopted 
target model was a post-industrial economy open to global competition, 
followed by the construction of a “knowledge-based economy”.

“Catching-up” and imitation also manifested themselves in the sphere of 
social transformations. At the beginning of the Drst wave of modernisation, 
Polish society was undoubtedly a peasant society. Hence, in the Second 
Republic of Poland the concept of the transformation of peasant society into 
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an agro-industrial society, and then into an industrial-agro society (with 
a 1:1 ratio of rural to urban polpulation) was at the basis of modernisation 
strategies . 2at idea was never implemented, and the expected results were 
achieved only a5er more than thirty years – as part of the Soviet model. 
In the People’s Republic of Poland the move from the rural to the urban 
population stemmed from the actual needs of the economy, and from 
doctrinal assumptions. It was a transformation strategy aimed at creating 
a society of workers and peaseants, and in time one of workers, in which 
the class formally in power would reach a signi:cant number. In the 2ird 
Republic of Poland social transformations took place without any radical 
changes so far. 

2e transformations are accompanied rather by hopes of building up 
and growing an “indigenous capitalist” class and a large “Polish middle 
class”, which is widely regarded as an essential condition for the successful 
functioning of liberal democracy and a free-market system. As it was 
mentioned above, the state played an important role in the process of 
upgrading. 2e predominant convinction among Polish elites was that it 
was possible to achieve a modernisation “constructed” and accelerated by 
them, and this largely determined the nature of its implementation. Top-
down, hasty modernisation was o5en incompatible with the principles of 
democracy, which require at least some form of consultation, as well as 
ensuring public support for political, economic and social projects. Because 
of the top-down direction of the implementation of projects, they o5en 
assumed the shape of “islands of modernity” arbitrarily located by the 
authorities (Second Republic), or giant, costly and economically unjusti:ed 
industrial investments (People’s Republic of Poland). In the 2ird Republic 
of Poland the role of the state was signi:cantly reduced. It is true that 
during the transition period, politicians were tempted to create substitutes 
of “industrial policy” (eg.  e Strategy for Poland), but the attempts to 
manually steer economic development never went beyond the conceptual 
stage. However, in the development strategies formulated in the framework 
of the EU, the role of the state remains signi:cant, but the actual results 
achieved so far are yet to be evaluated.


