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Abstract

Population is the basis of global development and plays a key
role both in the economic sphere and in social development,
environmental impact and national policy. Therefore, study-
ing the progress of population change is of great significance
and research value for analyzing the history of certain peri-
ods and countries. The European Revolution of 1848 was an
important period in the modern history of Europe, a period in
which a series of events were based on demographic factors
and which, at the same time, caused demographic changes,
i. e. interacted with each other. Russia, as one of the main
participants in the European revolution, with its vast terri-
tory and large population, is the best object for studying the
demographic problems in this period. This paper will analyze
the territorial development and factors of politics, economy,
social environment and other areas in terms of demographic
changes in Russia.
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The population problem has always been a factor that
cannot be ignored in national development. Whether in po-
litical, economic, social or cultural aspects, changes in the
size, distribution and structure of the population will have
far-reaching effects on the development of the country, and
the European Revolution of 1848 coincided with the critical
period of Europe’s transition from feudal to capitalist society,
and many revolutions and reforms took place during this pe-
riod. Russia at that time was the guardian of the feudal for-
tress, its domestic serfdom was becoming increasingly cor-
rupt and conflicts were surging, foreign countries were busy
with all kinds of measures to suppress revolutions in other
countries, as well as the Crimean War for control of religion
and territories, the population problem was not decisive. In
this section, the impact of population on the development of
a country from the perspective of economic development,
social stability, ideology and education is examined in depth.
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AHHoTauus

HaceneHue siBnsieTc 0CHOBOM MUPOBOrO Pa3BUTMS U UrpaeT
KMUeBylo ponb KaK B 3KOHOMUYECKOW ctepe, TaK U B CO-
LManbHOM pasBUTHW, BO3MENCTBMM Ha OKpYXalowylo cpepy
U HauuoHanbHyw nonutuky. lNostoMy usyyeHue npouecca
U3MEHEHUS YUCNEHHOCTH HaceneHus uMeet Gonbloe 3Have-
HUE U UCCNepoBaTeNbCKyH LLEHHOCTb ANS aHanusa UcTopuu
onpepeneHHbIX NepuoAoe u cTpaH. EBponeiickas pesontouus
1848 r. - BaXHbIi Nnepuop, coBpeMeHHoM uctopuu EBponbl, ne-
pvop, B KOTOpOM psip, cobbiTuii 6asupoBancs Ha geMorpadgm-
yecKux thakTopax, Bbi3bIBalOLLUX B TO Xe BpeMs peMorpacdiu-
yecKue U3MeHeHUs, T. e. B3aMMOAEMCTBOBaNM Apyr C APYroM.
Poccus Kak ofMH M3 rMaBHbIX Y4aCTHUKOB eBPONeENcKoil pe-
BOJIOLLMM C ee 06WMpHOIl TeppuTOpUei U BoNbLIMM HaceneHu-
eM siBnsieTcs Ny4YwnM 06beKTOM Ana U3yyeHus geMorpacduve-
cKux npobnem B 3ToT Nepuop. B ctaTbe npoaHanusupoBaHo
TeppuTopUanbHoe pasBuTHe M (haKTOPbl NOAUTUKM, IKOHOMU-
KM, coluManbHoit cpepbl U Apyrux obnacteit ¢ ToUKkM 3peHus
AeMorpadimueckux usMeHeHuit B Poccuu.

KnioueBbie cnosa:

npobnemMbl HapopoHaceneHus, 3THUYECKoe pasHoobpasue,
Poccuitckas uMnepus, KpecTbsiHe, geMorpadgus

At the end of the 17th century, the total population of Rus-
sia (10 million) was only slightly higher than that of Spain (9.2
million) and much lower than that of France (25 million) and
the Austrian Empire (14 million). It was not until the middle
of the 18th century that Russia’s population began to grow
steadily, reaching 36 million by the end of the century. At that
time, Russia’'s population exceeded that of any other coun-
try in Europe, but population density remained low. [2] At the
same time, Russia’s ethnic diversity grew steadily. At the end
of the 16th century, Russians (i.e., Great Russians) made up
about 90 percent of the country’s population, but by the be-
ginning of the 19th century, the proportion of Russians had
dropped to less than 50 percent. [1, p.21]

This demographic characteristic had persisted since the
founding of the Russian Empire by Peter the Great. From 1721
until the European Revolution of 1848, Russia’s population
growth was accompanied by the expansion of its territory,
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with victories over the Swedish Empire, the access to the
Baltic Sea, three partitions of Poland, and several Rus-
so-Turkish wars which, among other things, led to access to
the Black Sea. This series of territorial expansions also made
Russia a more ethnically diverse and a multinatonal empire.

Thus, the diversity and multifaceted nature of the Rus-
sian population was an important factor in the development
of state policy. In the mid-19th century, Russia was a vast
and ethnically diverse country. Its borders stretched across
Eurasia and encompassed many different ethnic groups,
languages, and religions. This diversity required Russia to
take into account the specific needs and demands of each
ethnic group when developing state policy. Inspired by the
1848 Revolution, some ethnic groups and local forces began
to demand more autonomy and political participation, which
put some pressure on centralized rule in Russia.

These demographic changes prior to 1848 in some ways
provided the Russian Empire with a large workforce and a
large number of soldiers during the 1848 revolutions in Eu-
rope. At the time, Russia had the largest army of any Eu-
ropean country, and the state maintained a relatively large
and expensive military apparatus through heavy taxation and
compulsory military service. Although this gave Russia many
soldiers to suppress the Hungarian Revolution in 1848 and
other wars, the growth in population had two complex sides.
On the one hand, it increased military power, but on the other
hand, heavy compulsory military service could be counter-
productive, leading to increased dissatisfaction among the
people and reduced social stability.

These pre-revolutionary population figures for 1848 re-
flect the fact that the serfdom system used to stabilize the
political and social situation in Russia, was no longer appli-
cable to Russia at that time. Instead, serfdom limited long-
term population growth and resulted in a highly uneven dis-
tribution of the population between urban and rural areas,
as well as an imbalance in population ratios and educational
levels. [3,p.54]

Another significant imbalance is the fact that, according
to the 1796 census, 34.7 million residents (96.4 percent of the
total population) live in rural areas and only 1.3 million (3.6
percent of the total population) in urban areas.

The rural population is 34.7 million, or 96.4 percent of
the total population, while the urban population is only 1.3
million, or 3.6 percent of the total population. Most of the ru-
ral population are farmers. Moreover, many urban dwellers
maintain close ties with their hometowns, both legally and
from their own perspective. Like their ancestors, they remain
peasants. [4, p.119]

From the geographical point of view, revolutions obvious-
ly started in the capitals - the centers of political activity, but
also in urban centers experiencing rapid economic changes
and population growth.... Only later did it affect other towns
and rural areas.

During the revolutions in Europe in 1848, especially in
France, the distribution of urban and rural population was
more balanced, with large urban populations, and although a
certain amount of the population still lived in the countryside,

the proportion of urban population was much higher than in
Russia. This extreme imbalance between the urban and ru-
ral population in Russia was also an important demographic
reason for the country’s ability to survive the revolutions that
broke out in many European countries.

In the 54 years from 1742 to 1796, i.e. from the second to
the fifth Russian census, the number of serfs grew by 62 per-
cent overall, with an average annual growth rate of less than
8.8 percent. According to the estimates of the Central Statis-
tical Committee, between 1800 and 1880 the average annual
population growth rate in Russia was less than 14.8 percent.
Between 1830 and 1860, the average annual growth rate was
as low as 9.2 per cent. Between 1850 and 1860, the average
annual growth rate was even lower, at 6.5 percent. [5, p.55]

Two things are obvious from these data: the continuing
failure to resolve the problem of serfdom during the Euro-
pean revolutions, and the numerous foreign wars combined
with many domestic uprisings, both large and small, which
have led to a significant decline in the population growth rate
during this period.

At the same time, the over-representation of the peas-
ants not only increases the pressure on the state to take pol-
icy action, but also creates many drawbacks for the Russian
economy, which lags far behind the European powers. The
European peasantry was the “black box” of the 1848 revo-
lution. We have already seen that there was a moral panic
around the subject of urban poverty. Plagiarized from Eugéne
Sue, the ‘suspense’ books purported to explore the hidden
world of inner-city alleys and suburban slums. But the real
mystery lies in rural society. The countryside is where most
people live. And the main contributor to this imbalance in
proportions is the corrupt system of serfdom. [6, p.112]

It tied a large part of the population to the land, prevented
the movement of free labor, and hindered the growth of towns
and the development of industry and modern commerce.
Class proportions in a country should be within reasona-
ble limits, and in Russia the middle, aristocratic and upper
classes accounted for far, far less of the country’s population
than the peasants. In 1840, the ratio of townspeople to vil-
lagers was about 1:2 in England, 1:5 in France, and more than
11in Russia, and the proportion of the population that could
be classified as factory workers was comparatively small,
and the industries were usually of a cottage workshop type.
The railway line between St.Petersburg and Moscow was not
built until 1842. Such slow economic development may again
be related to the lack of a cohesive middle class or bourgeoi-
sie. [7, p.206]

Even by the late 19th century, the elements that made up
the middle class in the West - the merchants and the bour-
geoisie - had not yet been formed. The elements of the mid-
dle class - traders, bureaucrats, professionals, and intellec-
tuals - tended to go their separate ways in Russia, pursuing
different interests. This social gap had far-reaching conse-
quences for political and economic development. It explains
the relative weakness of moderate, liberal political opinion in
19th-century Russia. It may also explain the lack of sympa-
thy for entrepreneurial activity among thinkers at both ends
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of the political spectrum. The lack of practicality in many of
their ideas - favoring the ideal over the concrete - and their
disdain, even contempt, for prosperity. [7, p.407]

Secondly, population growth and its structural changes
had a significant impact on Russia’'s economic development.
In the 19th century, Russia’s population grew rapidly, which
meant that the demand for land and agricultural output also
increased. Since peasants constituted a large part of Russian
society, the need for change in agriculture became more ur-
gent, and while the 1848 Revolution had spurred agricultural
reforms in other parts of Europe, Russia was beginning to
realize the backwardness of its own system of agricultural
management. Therefore, although the 1848 Revolution did
not directly affect the agrarian reform in Russia, it certainly
contributed to the importance of reform in Russia and accel-
erated the process of serfdom reform in the following years.

Meanwhile, in 1848, disease spread throughout the coun-
try. Due to cholera, more people died in the Russian Empire
in 1848 than were injured by bombing. This disease caused a
massive decline in the population, and, along with the people
killed in the war, made Russia even more socially unstable
at this time, and an over-representation of peasants helped
to incite rebellions. Such were the many and varied effects
of population growth upon Russia, and at the end of 1848,
economists in London looking back on the year of revolution,
attributed the absence of disorder in the Russian Empire to
the fact that its people were not yet sufficiently civilized to
feel the European aspiration for freedom and self-govern-
ment. [8, p.140]

Once again, the population mobility and its ideological
impact cannot be ignored. During the Revolution of 1848, in-
tellectual currents from the European continent, such as lib-
eralism, nationalism and socialism, began to spread among
the intelligentsia and gradually spread in Russia through
population movements. These ideas challenged the tradi-
tional concepts of Russian society and had a subtle influence
on future political changes. At the time, despite strict control
over the dissemination of knowledge by Russian propaganda
and security agencies, the infiltration of these ideas could
not be completely prevented. Subsequently, the impact of
such ideas triggered a wider discussion among Russian re-
formers and intellectuals, preparing the theoretical basis for
future changes. [9, p.7]

It would be wrong to say that in the 19th-century Russia
the peasantry was not represented in government, adminis-
tration, politics, social life, education or culture in a manner
commensurate with their numbers.

Such a statement is so euphemistic as to border on
nonsense. On the contrary, it will be recognized that Rus-
sia, known as the empire, consisted of two separate worlds:
the world of the educated and the world of the illiterate; the

world of government and ‘society’ and the world of the mass-
es. The world of cities and towns and the countryside, the
world of rich and poor, the world of exploiters and exploited,
the world of the active and the passive. The division between
elite and mass in Russia is not unlike similar divisions in
other countries. The Russian division is not quite the same
as divisions in other countries, or at least it represents one
of the more extreme divisions of its kind. In this, as in many
other cases, Russia’s evolution appears to be a clearer and
cruder version of what is happening to the West. [9, p.7]

Thus, although Russia was not directly involved in the
wave of European revolutions of 1848, demographic factors,
through their complexity, diversity, economic growth pres-
sure, and flow of ideas, had a profound and complex impact
on Russia's national development. These factors not only
forced the Russian hierarchy to pay attention to and reflect
on the existing socio-economic structure, but also laid some
of the foundations for subsequent reforms and political
awakening. Against the backdrop of the 19th century social
change, the Russian experience provides us with an impor-
tant perspective for understanding how the state adapted in
the face of demographic pressures.

ABTOp 3asBnsaet 06 OTCYTCTBUU KOH(NKUKTA WHTEPECOB.
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