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outside the borders of present-day Slovenia, such as Trieste, Graz, Klagenfurt, 

Vienna, Szombathely, and Budapest. However, the perspective of a uni�ed state ter-

ritory, which retrospectively extends to the pre-1918 state formation, seems fully 

acceptable when referring to the main area of the Slovenian ethnic region, and even 

the nineteenth-century Slovenian national movement referred to the Slovenian eth-

nic territory as Slovenia (Slovenija).

At the beginning of the nineteenth century, approximately 80 percent of the 

Slovenian population made a living from agriculture. Due to industrialization, the 

emergence of market conditions in agriculture, and vulnerability to foreign com-

petition, agriculture fell into crisis. Janez Evangelista Krek, a leading intellectual 

of the late nineteenth-century Slovenian national movement, sought a way out of 

this situation. As a representative of Slovenian conservative politics, he envisaged 

a solution based on the Christian social principles emerging at the time, primarily 

addressing low living standards, unsustainably low prices for agricultural products 

that threaten the economic viability of agricultural farms, creditworthiness issues, 

and the unregulated credit market. �is is how the �rst credit cooperatives, inspired 

by the work of Friedrich Wilhelm Rai�eisen, whose works Krek translated into 

Slovenian, emerged in the Slovenian context in the �nal decades of the century.

But both the liberal Schulz-Delitsch model and the Christian social Rai�eisen 

model spread in Slovenian territories. �e former o�ered protection against stron-

ger competitors to the urban middle class, fruit growers, merchants, and small 

landowners. �e latter operated primarily as a centralized credit cooperative and 

had a stronger element of solidarity. �e Rochdale model, originating in England 

and subsequently referred to as the consumer cooperative model, had a smaller but 

noticeable impact on the history of the Slovenian cooperative movement, leading to 

the establishment of social democratic worker cooperatives.

As with any historical phenomenon, the question of primacy is important in 

the history of Slovenian cooperatives. �e authors distinguish between the ‘�rst �rst’ 

and the ‘second �rst’ cooperatives. �e truly �rst one was founded in 1856, the year 

that marks the beginning of the period covered by the book. �ey see the �rst dis-

tinct initial period as the so-called ‘national period’ associated with Mihael Vošnjak, 

and the second ‘social period’ as associated with Krek. �e Schulz-Delitsch coop-

erative model was more characteristic of the �rst, while the Rai�eisen model was 

more characteristic of the second. Although the cooperative law was only enacted 

in 1873, in 1856 the Ljubljana fruit growers established an association that the book 

calls a ‘proto-credit cooperative,’ which was registered as a cooperative in 1874, with 

a predominantly German membership. �e book describes its history in detail. �e 

association referred to as the ‘second �rst cooperative’ is the one that the academic 

literature has so far considered the �rst Slovenian cooperative. �e 1956 Cooperative 
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Encyclopaedia considered the Ljutomer cooperative to be the �rst. Its organisation 

started in 1868 by Slovenian patriots, the Vošnjak brothers, Josip and Mihael, pri-

marily based on Czech models. A�er a long struggle it was �nally registered in 1872. 

�e cooperative life of the last decades of the nineteenth century was deter-

mined by two fundamental features. One prioritized the national aspect, such as the 

Vošnjak brothers’ Celje cooperative, which was important in the Slovenian–German 

national struggle. �e Vošnjak brothers also founded the Slovenian Cooperative 

Union in Celje in 1905. �e other was the cooperative associated with Janez 

Evangelista Krek, which prioritized social aspects. Built according to the Rai�eisen 

model, 481 such cooperatives were created between 1892 and 1905, and in 1895 

the Provincial Credit Cooperative Union was founded in Ljubljana, followed by the 

Ljubljana Union of Slovenian Cooperatives in 1907. During World War I, social 

democratic consumer cooperatives with their headquarters in Vienna also appeared, 

the �rst being the Zagorje cooperative established in 1897. A�er 1918, these were 

incorporated into the Yugoslav Federation of Economic Cooperatives.

A year a�er the establishment of the Ljutomer cooperative, a law was passed 

which determined the conditions for the operation of cooperatives up to 1936. In 

the �rst decade of the twentieth century, the cooperative movement was a determin-

ing factor in economic life, publishing several newspapers (Zadruga, Narodni gos-

podar, Zadružni vestnik) and establishing a cooperative department at the Ljubljana 

Commercial School for the training of cooperative o�cials. Credit cooperatives 

provided approximately 40 percent of Slovenian banking capital, while alpine dairy 

cooperatives played a signi�cant role in modernizing livestock farming. �ey also 

contributed to the modernization and democratization of society.

Following the formation of the South Slavic state, the Slovenian cooperative 

centre in Celje gained dominance. �e �rst cooperative bank, the only one outside 

Ljubljana, was established there. In 1920, the Catholic conservative political wing 

associated with Krek also established a cooperative bank in Ljubljana. �e decade 

a�er the Great Depression of 1929–1933 brought rapid development to the coopera-

tive movement, and by 1937, there were already about 1700 cooperatives in operation.

�e volume presents the socialist period as a completely new phase in the his-

tory of the cooperative movement. �e period a�er World War II brought a rad-

ical change in rural life and a devaluation of the peasant lifestyle. It began with 

the agrarian reform of August 1945, which maximized the size of peasant farms 

and turned most of the land and forests into state-owned areas: 13.4 percent of the 

distributed land was transferred to peasant (o�en colonist) ownership, while 63.5 

percent became state-owned. �e classic form of cooperatives was abolished, and 

by 1949, a new type of cooperative, based on ‘socialist cooperation’ had been estab-

lished, with one in every village and a total of 1160. 




