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Abstract: Development features of peasant household of some 

Russian provinces during World War I are described in the paper.  
World War I had a great impact on Russian agriculture. 

Military recruitment, requisition of horses and cattle, lack of 
agricultural tools, machines and fertilizers, transport difficulties 
had a negative impact on agriculture. 

About 7.5 million people were taken from agriculture in the 
first year of war. About 6 million of people were called on military 
service in the second and third year. As a result, a large number of 
households were without male work power. 

Women, old men and teenagers had a major role in agriculture 
due to a lack of male work power.  

Agriculture lost a great number of horses. They were taken into 
the army. 3167 thousand of horses were in the army according to 
records for September 1, 1917. This is 10% of all livestock of 
horses in the country. 

A large number of cattle were confiscated during the war.  This 
had a great impact on agriculture of the southern and western 
provinces. A great requisition was in middle-class households and 
in poor households. 

However, despite a number of negative economic factors 
connected with the war, country economy had necessary human 
resources, material and technical resources, showing steady 
increase in work productivity and crop yield. 

Political events of critical period in the history of Russia in the 
beginning of the 20th century showed that the country was 
dependent on the peasantry. It was because the peasantry was the 
majority of population. Rural and army support played a great 
role in a victory of the Left in revolutionary events of 1917 and the 
subsequent Civil war. 

Agrarian revolution showed that Russian peasantry resolved 
complex problems of agrarian development by confiscatory and 
distributive actions. It was called «Black Repartition» in Russia. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Study of the processes happening in Russian villages at the 
beginning of the XX century is one of the priority directions 
of Russian history. At that time social situation in villages was 
very unstable. «Land hunger» was generated by rapid growth 
of country population at community preservation. Numerous 
financial duties, low level of productive forces development 
in villages was a result of impoverishment of a considerable 
part of rural population.  

In these conditions there was unambiguously negative 
attitude of peasants to those who own the land and did not 
work on it. Peasant fight for landowners' estates turned into 
the most important component of the revolutionary process. 

One of the main research tasks of Russian history is to 
identify the reasons which caused rather easy power gaining 
by the Bolsheviks in October 1917. 

Destruction of private land ownership in 1917-1918 was 
the last step of an alternative option of Russian village 
development connected with P.A. Stolypin. He assumed not 
redistribution of households but creation of peasants’ owners 

who tried to increase welfare on the basis of more cultural and 
rational managing [13-20]. Researchers of different 
generations and schools think differently and ambiguously 
about the results of Stolypin's modernization of an agrarian 
system in Russia. This reform has not had an adequate point 
of view in history. Stolypin's agrarian reform is in demand in 
today's situation. It is necessary to solve many problems. First 
of all, it is necessary to reveal the reform potential and reasons 
why it was not implemented. In its turn it is important to study 
living conditions of Russian in the period of agrarian project 
implementation of the last large reformer of imperial Russia. 
It is also necessary to pay special attention to the period of 
World War I because events of 1914-1917 showed that 
changes which happened in villages during pre-war period 
were not so irreversible. Stolypin's reform was brought down. 
After three years of reform testing multimillion mass of 
peasantry implemented other version of an agrarian question 
solution [21-26]. 
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II. METHODOLOGY  

Principles of objectivity and historicism are methods of this 
research study.  

These methods have impartial approach to the analysis of 
the studied problems. It has critical attitude to sources and 
facts after the analysis. It also shows events and development 
from historical point of view [27-30].  

General scientific methods were used: logical, 
classificational, method of factor analysis and also such 
special methods as comparative, statistical and typological 
methods. 

III. DISCUSSION  

According to the analysis of scientific information about 
agrarian history of Russia during World War I (1914 – 
October, 1917) it is possible to have the following 
conclusions. Firstly, there is a local point of view of 
researches. On one hand this promotes profound 
understanding of difficulty in agrarian development process 
in wartime. On the other hand, it is impossible to study this 
problem widely on the basis of modern methodological 
approaches. It is difficult to study this problem on a 
nationwide scale. But the study from this point of view is 
up-to-date.  

Secondly, it is necessary to review some basic provisions in 
scientific studies of Soviet historiography. For example: 
destructive impact of world war on peasant household 
economy, a role of the state in stimulation of agricultural 
production and etc. [31]. Thirdly, the latest studies of agrarian 
history in World War I containing various materials on this 
subject are very complex [1-10; 31-39]. 

IV. RESULTS  

Changes which happened during World War I in country 
economy were important for revolutionary events of 1917 [2, 
page 136-148]. Men' war mobilization had the first and the 
strongest impact on peasant economy. The number of men 
mobilized in army increased. According to All-Russian 
agricultural census about 12861,4 thousand people from 75 
provinces were mobilized, including 10932.2 thousand 
people from 47 provinces of the European part of Russia. This 
census was made in 1917. The number of all mobilized man 
was 22.6% and 47.4% of working-age male population [1, 
page 188-195].  

Presence of work power in peasant households can be the 
following: 21, 3 (67.2%) million of people from 33 provinces 
took part in agricultural work in 1917. 6.0 million was male 
population and 15.3 million was women population (71.9%). 
Women population was nearly three quarters of all 
agricultural working power. At the same time 58.8% of hired 
women were in landowner's households in 1917. It was less 
than in peasant households. Women became the main power 
in agricultural production during World War I [7, page 
229-235]. 

 There was a difficult situation with work power because of 
mobilization. A great number of people took part in military 
action or made military deliveries. This made the situation 
worse [8, page 146-149]. 

Despite the fact that war prisoners and refugees were 27% 
of total number of workers. They work very little in peasant 
households. Small households had an opportunity to use 
prisoners work but could receive them from zemstvoes very 
seldom. In general peasants had more workers than 
landowners. However, peasants had more female work power 
but women could not work as men because they were not 
physically strong as men. Peasants' work was mainly forced 
labor as they could not work much on their lands. 
Considerable share of labor was in landowners’ households as 
monthly and daily workers [40-42]. Besides, distribution of 
labor increased uneven in the most households during the war. 
All this adversely affected households of the poorest class. If 
to speak about peasant households in general, it has 
considerable agrarian overpopulation. And outflow of labor 
from villages did not cause reduction in production in peasant 
households. Data on acreage proves this fact [9, page 
127-133].  

Difficulties connected with livestock loss due to requisition 
of horses and oxen for army needs increased. So, about 2.6 
million of horses were confiscated and bought up for army 
needs. This information is according to records in spring 1917 
[1, page 196-204]. 

Peasants had to work not only in their households but also 
had to do other work using cattle which were in bad condition. 
Implementation of obligatory natural duties which strongly 
increased in war years distracted a large number of draft 
powers from work in households. 

Reduction of cultivated areas was the first mass result of 
these changes. Rent prices decreased due to the reduction in 
land demand in war years [6, page 181-187]. Rent reduction 
and fall in prices reduced income of landowners. Therefore, 
decrease in land rent in terms of economic and social progress 
was a positive phenomenon. It was incentive to production 
expansion [3; 43-47]. 

Strong reduction of crops was in nonblack soil regions. 
Data showed that sowings of rye and oat reduced more 
because of small profitability of their production. However, 
reduction of sowings in war years was connected not with 
unprofitability but it was due to increasing profitability of 
their cultivation. Flax cultivation was profitable. But its 
sowing reduced. Considerable reduction of acreage was 
compensated by the increased wheat harvest in 1915. 
Productivity in 1915 and 1916 was higher than pre-war and 
noticeable decrease of harvest was in 1917 due to 
revolutionary events [5, page 247-252]. 

Peasant households had constant income from agricultural 
products trade, from crafts and etc. World War I made huge 
changes in peasants’ activity. There was an income decrease 
from local and seasonal work out of peasant household [10, 
page 27-35]. 

6.2 million of peasant households lost their income from 
crafts in war years.  But before war their income was about 
800 million rubles. It reflected nonblack soil regions greatly. 
Before war 4 million households (76.4%) from 5.2 million 
households were making "crafts". 
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 Before war they received 568 million rubles from "crafts" 
but by 1917 it was 350 million rubles less [1, page 244]. 

Participation of various peasant households in "trade" 
activity changed in war years. Trade, flour-grinding and other 
enterprises of wealthy peasants had great income in war years.  

But income of poor people decreased because there was a 
reduction in hired labor. Moreover, wealthy peasants wanted 
to work as hired workers at enterprises which worked for war.  

They did this because it was a possibility of exemption 
from army conscription [1, page 241-243]. 

Data show that unearned income from "crafts" was big.  
Nevertheless, a great part of income was a result of hired 

labor and small handicrafts.  This part of income reduced in 
war years [4, page 208-211]. 

There was a sharp increase in peasants' budget expenditure 
in war years. There was an increase in prices for bread and 
other products. Increase in prices for bread affected poor 
people greatly [48-59]. 

High prices of goods affected peasants every year of war. 
State taxes increased in two times in war years. Territorial 
taxes also increased [11; 12]. Collecting shortages on debts in 
food shops and collecting on replenishment of grain stocks 
increased. This fact made life of poor people worse because 
half of population was debtors. Duties of peasants increased 
in war years.  

V. CONCLUSION  

World War I caused a considerable loss for peasant 
households, first of all by men mobilization. The majority of 
working-age population was women (71.9%) and only 28.1% 
was men by 1917. A large number of working populations 
was doing forced work. About 2.6 million horses were bought 
for military needs in the period from the beginning of war to 
the February revolution in 1917. This fact affected one-horse 
and low-horse households. Acreage for bean crops and 
potatoes were reduced from 80.0 million tithes in 1914 to 71.5 
million tithes (10.6%) in 1916. Mobilization of men deprived 
income of peasant households considerably. At the same time 
6.2 million households lost income by working out of their 
households. It was 850 million rubles a year [10, page 27-35]. 

At the same time, despite negative economic facts 
connected with World War I peasant households had 
necessary human, material and technical resources. There was 
a steady increase in labor productivity and yield in peasant 
households. It was due to the fact that the peasantry was an 
independent producer of agricultural products and the seller 
of work power. Therefore, it had benefits from prices increase 
for agricultural products and from work power selling. So, 
famous economist N.A. Danilov said that "the impact of 
prices increase for country products was not only salutary for 
the peasantry of rich provinces but rich peasants became 
richer and they could not take into account prices' increase for 
factory products "[1, page 280]. 
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