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chants, small-town burghers and professionals at this time, E\;.ww
torians now ascribe a bigger role to _uwn-Hmm‘m. clements HMA H..
shaping of the later bourgeoisie than SS.% once did. The num er g
state officials and professionals {excluding clergy and n_mﬁmﬁﬁ
teachers) is estimated to have risen in the >:ms.o-mmm,< lands .mo
some :.ﬂmcc to 36,775 between _\B.o M:a 1846 and from 5,00 | 0
4 in Hungary over a similar period. o
MA%WM _Hsmw:: mm%\ﬁo create the trained Ucamm:m_amn% for s.&wnr..ﬁ
Enlightenment had striven. From 1774 nacnwzo:mw Q:MMWMEMQM i
for various government grades were m.:nnamm:,nE establis e Euc
only after 1800 did they reflect practice amﬁrma than aspira W“Q
New service regulations emphasised ﬁmﬂ ;cmﬂu.r 8 mxroim”ﬂc:m ha
not} unquestioning obedience to superiors, .2_::., ncmm.x.p._ﬂ « H.ﬁ,m,
academic programmes Increasingly maw-.r:n& politically suspe
theoretical and historical %mnmm::nw. _..\M::O.H.Em were Eman. :ﬂ &
sal, even for the members of mﬁoﬁsﬁa diets. OoEmmMmDWn w
might be, however, the wssunm::. wranm:n_,mny\ :;E:m. :_m
principle of advancement by seniority of service, not social'r
Between 1840 and 1870 only 10% of Qn?:,:.mm:ﬂ; secretarys
were to be held by members of old oﬁ.wv:wrn& noble famil
Hence, perhaps, in part, the U:H,nmm:n;nﬁm._u.nq_uosaﬂ.,wa nEd_
ment to economic liberalism against traditional guild privileg
and Francis’s own preferences. Harly :m:ﬁnn_:.r..nm.:gg &:ﬁ
government was both continuator of the Josephinian projec |
$ rter. o
:mmﬂwummw. Emperor Francis was aware of these n.o:mgmuoﬁoz
unclear. He appears to have been sustained by a Sl_.nm_: the sp!
character of the Vienncse, exempting them from the ills O.Trn iy
Yet in the midst of these seeming certainties he could retain anir
cible paranoia. On Christmas m,,,w 1830 he ordered :.«Wowm t i
St Stephen’s cathedral in the nm_u.:m__ on Hmmozm.gmﬁ conspira
had timed an uprising for the midnight mass. .T:, his part ?m.mz.n
believed that hundreds of thousands of Ttalians belonged Lo see
societies. This lurching in leading figures md.E nOEHannnﬁ. :M
noia exposed the inner uncertainties of a regime which claime ‘
at the heart of Europe while sedulously keeping out mcgmo.m:_ 1
ences. For all that, Francis’s Austria was not :E.W:.mm_m of
Nicholas [. Tt is the very sense of its potential .:cﬁ.:m:?.u in _wE,_e
terms, which makes the caution and unimaginativeness of the
ciscan era seem a chance missed.

his impression is increased when the economic fortunes of the Mon-
chyin the early nineteenth century are considered. Metternich’s
clical view of history overlaoked the beginnings of irreversible eco-
mic change. The Austrian case lends support to Sidney Pollard’s
geston that European industrialisation should be seen as a single
beess; in which bursts of economic activity moved, not from one
ate o another, but from region to region across boundaries, as
aurably endowed areas were drawn into a network of reciprocal
ationships, at first dependent on foreranners’ expertise but later
dbleito open up fresh outlets of their awn. The marked regionalism
Austrian industrialisation, the heavy reliance on English techni-
185 and entreprenecurs, the role of proto-industrialisation in the
wth of textile manufacture, the development of the iron industry:
this can be related to a wider pattern, particularly now that the
stowian model of dramatic take-off to industrialisation is no
gerseen as the standard path (o this goal.

rowing interest in the Habshurg economy of the first half of the
tury reflects confidence that its scale in that period can now be at
Stapproximately quantified. Whether it is Rudolph’s estimate of
#orannual industrial growth between 1330 and 1843, hased on
ngitehnial production figures, Komlos's annual index of 2.5%
heover the same period, Gross’s deductions from accelerating
consumption from the 1820s or Good’s conclusion that industry
anced at 2.3% a year between the 18920s and the 1850s, a general
tern: scems to emerge. It is one of 4 widely diffused and subse-
ntly sustained upturn from post-war depression in the late 1820s.
ty:per cent of industrial production was in textiles, with the
hanisation of cotton spinning gathering pace in the 1820s and
sofiwool in the 18505, While the Emrpnn:ﬁr-na:ﬁ:@. staples,
Liand linen, made limited progress, cotton production grew at
iyear. Austria had 137 cotton mills in 1847 and more cotton
dies than the German Zollverein. She also by then made more
iron *per head than Germany, Bohemia having doubled
utput of iron and quadrupled that of coal since the 1820s.
wo'thousand industrial enterprises in 1841, those with modern
pment were already producing three times as much as those
out and craftshops combined. Though her tally of steamn engines
gectfar behind the French (530 to 4114 in the mid-1840s) her
tustrial outpurt per capita was on a par and her percentage of




