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Fot. 2. Fragment dworu w Czepowie 
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Fot. 3. Fragment gorzelni w Czepowie

Narodowego Rolnictwa w Szreniawie

38

-
39

38 , t. 2, Warszawa 1883, 

s. 189, 233.
39 K. Niesiecki, , t. 10, Lipsk 1845.



104

Fot. 5. Dwór w Czepowie – stan obecny
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Fot. 8. Fragment ruin dworu w Orzeszkowie

Fot. 7. Fragment ruin dworu w Orzeszkowie, 1983
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Summary

Manorial farms were shaping for several centuries the economic and social relations as well 

-

perty of other social groups. They often were places of exploitation of the peasants, but also places 

of dissemination of innovations and improvement of agricultural practices. As the development 

of trade and transport routes was progressing, they played an important part in the development 

socio-economic changes and the growth of industry, which brought changes in the functioning of 

manorial farms (mechanization, introduction of new crops and fertilizers. This resulted in increased 

numbers of the poorest rural workers with no farmland, who subsequently became the source of 

-

nessed a slow decline of this type of farms. World War I brought more radical changes in forms of 

World War II, introduced by laws of 1944–1949.


