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By the beginning of 1905, a crisis was impending in all spheres of Russian society. Agrarian
problems caused by objective and subjective factors prompted the peasantry to declare their
principled positions on solving agrarian problems. The period of 1905-1907 is a vivid example of
the struggle of the driving independent force of the revolution, the peasantry, for carrying out an
agrarian revolution.

Goal: To study the social and political activity of the Russian peasantry in 1905-1907.

During 1905-1907, Russia was unsettled by a tide of the social and political activity of the
peasantry. The protests, which began in Poltava and Kharkiv Provinces, spread throughout the
state and in a short time became uncontrollable by the authorities. Scholars give different figures
for the total number of peasant unrests, but despite these differences, it is not difficult to deter-
mine that during 1905-1907 peasant unrests covered up to 50% of all European Russia in differ-
ent periods of peasants’ revolutionary activity.

Manifestations of the social and political activity of the peasantry can be observed in early 1905
in the spontaneous seizure of landowners’ estates, later the peasants started to pillage, plunder,
damage agricultural implements, go on strikes, and cut down forests without permission.

The manifestations of early 1905 did not become a novelty for Russian society, but 1905 -
1907 were a test for the power structures of the state. After all, the peasantry, although they still
‘believed in the tsar’, reacted to the unsystematic actions of the power in solving agrarian prob-
lems by radical actions and the large-scale protests.

Keywords: agrarian policy, revolution of 1905-1907, agrarian issue, social and political ac-
tivity of the peasantry

The urgency of the topic is related to the need to rethink the causes, algorithms, and
mechanisms of socio-political activity of the peasantry in 1905-1907. Preconditions,
causes, and sources of socio-political activity of the peasantry in 1917 in many respects
were due to the unresolved agrarian question in 1905-1907. The events of 1905-1907
are an important milestone in history, their rethinking helps to understand the essence of
the peasant revolution in the early twentieth century.

* The article is written in accordance with the state budget theme «Ukrainian Revolution (1917-1921):
The peasant factor» (state registration number 0118U003864).
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The events of the revolution of 1905-1907 became the subject of study in the works of
0.Bezarov! (characterized the role of political parties in the revolutionary processes of
1905-1907), L. Verkhovtseva? (studied the features of peasant self-government during
1902-1907), K. Morozov3 (describes the importance of the Socialist-Revolutionary Party
in the formation of the «subculture of the Russian Revolutionary»* during and after the
events of 1905-1907) and others. Peculiarities of social and political activity of the peas-
antry through the prism of regional peculiarities are observed in the works of
M. Sydorenko3, O. Gerasimenko and S. Kornovenko¢, O. Plakhotnichenko?, and others.

The authors of the article aim to study the socio-political activity of the Russian peas-
antry in 1905-1907.

The beginning of the twentieth century was marked by significant changes in all
spheres of public life in the Russian Empire. The world crisis of 1900-1903, which also
affected the Russian economy, exacerbated the existing socio-economic and political con-
tradictions. The situation of the peasantry in such conditions significantly deteriorated.
According to V. Broslavsky, the tsar’s policy towards the peasantry was to «flirt with the
peasants,»8 implying that the government did not grant the peasants any rights. It is clear
that the peasantry began to show dissatisfaction with their situation, expressing it in
demonstrations and riots.

The beginning of a large-scale socio-political struggle of the peasantry for the solution
of the agrarian question is considered to be the actions of the peasantry in 1902. In the
spring of 1902, an uprising broke out in Poltava and Kharkiv provinces. It was caused by
the refusal of 300 peasants of the estate of Karlovka in Poltava province, who made an
unsuccessful attempt to move to Ufa province, in endowing them with the land. The
peasants seized 2,000 thousand dessiatin of land and took grain from the landlords. The
uprising spread to the Kharkiv region and covered a total of 165 villages and 150 thou-
sand people. More than 80 landowners’ farms were destroyed?®. Directed punitive troops
suppressed the uprising, but isolated demonstrations of the peasantry took place in 12
provinces in Ukraine during 1902-1903.

The situation worsened during the revolutionary events of 1905-1907, which were

1 Be3apos A. K Bonpocy o MecTe u poJsu ByHaa B nporeccax [lepBoii pycckoii peBosonuu // BecTHUK
CIIBI'Y. Uctopus. 2018. T. 63. Beim. 4. C. 1082-1099.

2 Bepxosuesa I. [ToniTu3anis camoBpsifyBaHHs cesisiH y Pociiicekiit imnepii y 1902-1907 pokax sik nova-
TKoBUH eTan CesissHCcbKOI peBosttonii // YkpaiHncbkuii censsHuH. 2016. Bumn. 16. C. 58-69.

3 Mopo3os K. [lapTusi coliHancTOB-peBOJIIOI[MOHEPOB BO BpeMs U nocJie peBostonuu 1905-1907 rr. //
Cahiers du monde russe. 2007/2-3. Vol. 48. P. 301-330.

41Ibid. P. 301.

5 Cupopenko H. 1905 roz: mpob6yxaeHue HanuoHanu3Ma Ha Ypase // Tpareaus BeJIMKOH JepiKaBbl:
HaLlMOHA/JbHBIN Borpoc B pacnaje Coerckoro Coro3a. MockBa: M3-Bo «ConuasibHO-NOJATHYECKAsS
MbICab», 2005. C. 43-56.

6 l'epacumeHnko O., KopHoBeHko C. CenssHuH-6yHTap. CessiHcbKa peBoJonis B Ykpaini 1902-1917 pp.
Yepkacu: Yabanenko 10.A,, 2017. 204 c.

7 [InaxothiveHko O. [Moaii peosrowii 1905-1907 pp. Ta AisnbHicTh napTii conjasicTiB-peBosonioHepiB
Ha YepHiriBuuHi // Kyaptypa HapozoB [IpuduepHoMopest. 2008. Ne 125. C. 74-79.

8 BpocsiaBcbkuii B. ArpapHa mostiThka pocificekoro napaty Ha [IpaBo6epexxHiit Ykpaini y 1793-1861:
3MiHHU y 3eMJIeBOJIO/[iHHI | 3eMJIEKOPUCTYBaHHI: AuC.... KaHZ, icT. HayK: 07.00.01. TepHomnias, 2007. 223 c.
9 ®enopoB B.A., Penoposa H.A. Uctopusa Poccun 1861-1917 rr. (c KapTaMH): y4eOHUK JJIs1 CpeJiHero
npodeccroHaJbHOT0 o6pa3oBaHUsl. MockBa: Uz paTenbcTBO [OpaiiT, 2018. URL:
ttps://studme.org/1350082616201/istoriya/osvoboditelnoe_dvizhenie_rossii_rubezhe_xix-
xx_vekov_revolyutsiya_1905-1907_godov
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characterized by the mass activity of the peasantry in it. M. Koluzanov!?® noted that in
early January 1905 the peasantry had not yet carried out aggressive protests. The socio-
political activity of the peasantry was manifested in peaceful demonstrations, during
which the peasants appealed to the landlords to reduce the rent for the land!l. The
strengthening of socio-political activity of the peasantry occurs in February 1905. The
object of peasant attacks were grain stocks in landlord economies!2. The uprisings began
in the Kursk, Orel, and Chernihiv provinces!3.

With the beginning of spring fieldwork, in March-April 1905, the number of peasant
seizures of landlord’s land, agricultural equipment, taxes, etc. increased rapidly. Bread,
land, livestock, and agricultural machinery were distributed among the peasants. The
causes of peasant dissatisfaction were the traditional problems of agriculture: peasant
scarcity of land, low yields, malnutrition of peasants!4. Peasant demonstrations were
characterized by the seizure of landed estates and the destruction of estates: buildings
were burned, the household property was destroyed. According to various estimates, be-
tween 1905 and 1907, 3,000 to 4,000 noble estates were destroyed in the provinces of
European Russia alone, which accounted for 7 to 10% of their total number. Most of them
were destroyed in Saratov, Samara, Tambov, Kursk, and Chernihiv provinces?5.

In the autumn of 1905, more than half of the provinces of European Russia, almost all
regions in which landownership dominated were covered by a semi-land of peasant sur-
faces. Peasant agrarian uprisings covered 291 counties of European Russialé. The most
acute was the struggle of the peasantry in the Ukrainian provinces: Chernihiv, Ekateri-
noslav, Kharkiv, Kherson, and Tavrial?. According to V. Danilov, in 1905 there were 3228
peasant anti-government demonstrations. S. Dubrovsky concretizes them, noting that
only in September 1905 there were 71 peasant demonstrations, 219 in October 190518,
According to S.Sidelnikov, in November 1905 the number of peasant demonstrations
increased 3.6 times compared with October 190519, The mass of peasant demonstrations
is evidenced by the number of participants. According to M. Leshchenko, 131 million vil-
lagers were affected by the riots in 1905-190720. V. Bezgin2! estimates the total number
of peasant uprisings, 21513 during 1905-1907, which covered European Russia. Minister

10 Kosty3anoB H. KpecTbsinckue BoccTanust B CapaToBckoi ry6epHUU BecHOH U JjieToM 1905 roza. URL:
https://leninism.su/revolution-and-civil-war/4301-pervyj-shturm-samoderzhaviya-1905-1907-
gody.html?start=9

11 Ibidem.

12 babawkuH B. Pycckas peBosonivsi B KOHTEKCTe KpecTbsiHOBeAeHUs // O6liecTBeHHble HAyKU U CO-
BpeMeHHOCTb. 2014. Ne 4. C. 105.

13 lanusios B. KpecTtbsHckas peBoJIIOL A B Poccupy, 1902-1922 rr. URL:
http://www.patriotica.ru/history/danilov_rev.html
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10.10. Konaydop u ap. Kues: Hayk. nrymka, 1983. C. 129.

17 Ibid. C. 130.

18 Jly6poBckuit C. KpecTbsiHcKOe fBikeHHe B peBostonuu 1905-1907 rr. MockBa: U3a-Bo Akajemuu
Hayk CCCP, 1955. 280 c.

19 CupesbHUKOB C. ArpapHas NoJIMTHKA CaMOJZep:KaBUs B NepuoJ, UMNepuaiusMma Mocksa: U3paTennb-
ctBo MockoBckoro yHuBepcuTeTa, 1980. C. 59.

20 JTemweHko M. YkpaiHcbke ceso B peBosttonii 1905-1907 pp. Kuis: HaykoBa aymka, 1977. C. 297.

21 BesruH B. [lorpomHoe gBmxkenune 1905-1907 rr. Y nmoBctandecTtBo 1920-1922 rr. TaM60BCKOr0 Kpe-
CTbSIHCTBA: 061Iee U oTinyre // Uctopus: pakThl v cumBodibl. 2017. Ne 3 (12). C. 23.
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of Agriculture O.Yermolov, informing the emperor about the scope of peasant anti-
government protests and the content of peasant slogans in the spring of 1905, wrote that
a peasant war in Russia broke out against the landlords for the transfer of all land to
those who cultivated it. «The slogan of the insurgents... was the idea that all the land be-
longed to the peasants,» Minister reported to Nikolai II122. According to the official, the
existing land use is the main cause of peasant poverty, low agriculture, economic ineffi-
ciency of peasant farms, and, accordingly, «modern land turmoil». He saw the improve-
ment of the socio-economic situation of the peasants, the restoration of political stability
in the empire in the transition of peasants to farming, resettlement. The Minister was
convinced that farming was more cost-effective than communal farming. Firstly, it does
not require additional allotment of land to peasants, and secondly, it stimulates the use of
the latest agricultural technologies, equipment, etc. by peasants.

Already during 1905, the socio-political activity of the peasantry reached considerable
proportions. This is confirmed by the appeal of Nikolai II to the peasantry for peace. The
peasantry, in turn, showed more signs of faith to the tsar. However, numerous appeals
and petitions of the peasantry to the tsarist authorities requesting the publication of the
Manifesto on the free transfer of land were ignored by the authorities23. As early as the
beginning of 1905, the peasantry in their speeches uttered slogans that the land belonged
to the peasantry. The peasantry greeted the first punitive troops in the spring of 1905
with slogans: «Take everyone...», «Hit us, shoot us, we won't leave...», «The land is our,
anyway!»24, as the peasantry was convinced that the land should belong to those who
worked on it. The socio-political activity has undergone transformations since the au-
tumn of 1905: pogroms have been added to the spontaneous seizures of landed estates.
According to V. Danilov’s calculations, during 1905-1907 the peasants destroyed from 3
to 4 thousand landed estates, which accounted for almost 10% of their total number.
Landlords’ estates in Saratov, Tambov, Samara, Kursk, Chernihiv, and Kyiv provinces suf-
fered the most2.

The highest point of socio-political activity of the peasantry reached in November -
December 1905, the winter and the summer periods of 1906 were quiet enough, but the
royal decree of November 9, 1906, did not completely solve the peasant problems. He
could not satisfy the broad peasant masses, who expected not such «land» and not such
«freedomy. Peasants also had a negative attitude to the activities of the Peasant Bank dur-
ing the Stolypin agrarian reform. This was due to the fact that the bank was a large land-
owner. The peasants were convinced that the bank’s policy was predatory against them
and beneficial only to landlords and wealthy peasants. Under such circumstances, peas-
ants often refused to buy land from the bank or with its assistance, to pay cash contribu-
tions to the bank, and, traditionally, grazed cattle, made meals, and even seized land be-
longing to the bankze.

In the summer of 1906, the socio-political activity of the peasantry intensified. Accord-
ing to V. Danilov’s calculations, 2,660 peasant demonstrations took place in 1906, and
1,337 in 190727, Forms of socio-political activity have also diversified. For example,

22 Tanunos B. KpecTbsaHckas peBostonus B Poccum...

23 [InaxotniveHko O. [Tozii peBostonii 1905-1907 pp.... C. 74-79.

24 Tanunos B. KpecTbsaHckas pesostonus B Poccum...

25 Ibidem.

26 BpocsaBcbkui B. ArpapHa noJiTvka pociiicbkoro napaty Ha [IpaBo6epexxHilt YkpaiHi...
27 lanuiios B. KpecTbsaHcKkasa pesosironusa B Poccum...
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V. Bezgin classifies the socio-political activity of the peasantry of the Tambov province in
1905-1907 as follows: 33.8% - looting and pogroms of landed estates; 21.1% - strikes;
10-15% - unauthorized felling of privately owned forestszs.

After the Provisional Government came to power in 1917, the agrarian problem re-
mained acute?®. The peasants saw the revolution as the end of the old land order and
were confident that the Provisional Government would soon begin to resolve the agrar-
ian question. L. Milov noted that the land was the main socio-moral value of the peasant
world and the attitude to the agrarian question determined the entire political ideology of
the peasantry3°. «In the first months after the victory of the February Revolution, the Si-
berian peasantry, feeling the joy and satisfaction of the overthrow of the tsar, associated
the changes that took place (as well as the opportunity to improve their living conditions
and economy) primarily with a new body of government - the Provisional Government. A
statement of confidence to the government, a willingness to support it, expressing grati-
tude and wishing success in «radical life changes», «strengthening a new order» - this is
the most common and general mood for the peasants of Siberia»3l. Such sentiments pre-
vailed among the peasants of the whole country after the revolution. However, the first
bills of the Provisional Government were not aimed at solving the political problems of
the state. The peasants were convinced that the revolution had given them «rights» to
seize landed estates, making them masters of the landed property acquired by peasant
labor and that the Provisional Government recognized these «rights» and assisted them
in the struggle against the landlords. But «the prospects for evolutionary development no
longer existed»32. Among the objective reasons for the socio-political activity of the peas-
antry in 1917 is the failure to solve agrarian problems in 1905-1907. Agrarian problems
that forced the peasantry to wake up in 1905-1907 only intensified and in 1917 exploded
with a new force. Forms of socio-political activity have been replenished, the scale has
expanded, and the number of peasant outbursts has increased significantly.

The socio-political activity of the peasantry during 1905-1907 underwent transforma-
tions both in the means of achieving the desire to resolve the agrarian question and in
their ideological content. The socio-political activity of the peasantry in 1905-1907 gen-
erally differs from the socio-political activity of the peasantry in 1917. However, its com-
monality lies in the desire of the peasantry to restore historical tradition - to stabilize the
agrarian situation in the state.

The socio-political activity of the peasantry during 1905-1907 did not become a new
form of struggle of the peasantry for their rights, but the peculiarity of the revolutionary
peasantry was the solidarity of the peasantry. Each region of Russia had certain features
of socio-political activity depending on geographical location, natural conditions, number
of peasants, etc., but slogans, requirements, nature of distribution, forms of socio-political
activity - those components that united the peasantry in a common desire to solve agri-
cultural problems and had consequences in 1917.

28 BesruH B. [lorpomuoe gBmxenue 1905-1907 rr.... C. 23.

29 [leHTpa/IbHUM JeprKapxiB BHUINMX OpraHiB BJaZu Ta ynpasiiHHA Ykpainu. @.2241. Om. 1. Cmp. 21.
Apk. 5.

30 KaylanrHukoB B. O611iecTBeHHO-NIOJIUTHYECKOe co3/jaHue Poccuiickoro KpecTbssHCTBA Havasa XX B. B
HoBeHwel ncropuorpadpun // VII [lnexanoBckue ureHus. «Poccust B Havyase XX Beka: Berymienue B
3MO0Xy UCTOpUYeCcKUX peobpazoBanuii». (C.-Iletepoypr. 30 mas - 1 utona 2005 r.): MaTepuasibl K KOH-
¢depennuu. CankT-Iletep6ypr, 2005. URL: http://nlr.ru/tus/300505/kalash.pdf

31 KonoBaJioB B. ArpapHbliit Boripoc B Poccuu B Havaste XX cT. MockBa, 1996. C. 88.

32 ByamakoB B. Y ucTokoB coBeTckoll uctopuu: myTh K OkTabpio // Bonpocel ucropun. 1989. Ne 10.
C. 65.
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CycnizibHO-NOJIiTUYHA aKTUBHICTB cesitHCTBay 1905-1907 pp.

Jo nouaTky 1905 p. y Bcix chepax pociiicbkoro cycnisibcTBa Ha3pisia kpusa. ArpapHi npo-
6/1eMH, CIIpUYMHEHI 06’€EKTHUBHUMH Ta Cy0'€KTHUBHHMH YMHHUKAMH, CTAJHM MOLITOBXOM JJIsI
CeJITHCTBA [JIJIs1 3asiBJIEHHS IX MPUHLHMIOBUX MO3UIIM 11010 BUPILIEHHS arpapHUX Mpo6JieM.
[lepiox 1905-1907 pp. — sAcKpaBui NpUKJIAJ 60pOThOH PYyIIiHOI He3a/eXHOI CUJIK PEeBOJIIO-
1Iii - ceJITHCTBA 3a MparHeHHs 3/[iiCHEeHHs arpapHoi peBOJIIOLT.

MeTa cTaTTi: BUBUMTH CyCIiJIbHO-NOJITUYHY aKTUBHICTb cesisiHcTBa Pocii y 1905-1907 pp.

[Ipotsirom 1905-1907 pp. Pocilicbky iMnepito ckonvxHyJ1a XBUJS CYCIIJIbHO-MOJTITHYHOI
aKTUBHOCTI ceJITHCTBA. Buctyny, mo noyasnucs 3 [loaraBepkoi Ta XapkiBcbkoi ry6epHii mo-
LIMPUJIKMCS Ha BCIO TEPUTOPIIO ep:KaBU Ta 3a KOPOTKHUU Yac CTaJd HEKepoBaHi Bjaajoto. Bue-
Hi 06paxoBYIOTh Pi3Hi U PH 3aranbHOI KiITBKOCTI CEITHCHKUX BUCTYIIB, OZJHAK HE3BAXKAIOYH
HaBiTb Ha IIi P0O36I>KHOCTI, HEBAYKKO BU3HAYUTH, 1[0 MPOTAroM 1905-1907 pp. ceNsTHCbKUMU
BUCTynaMu 6yJi0 oxonsieHo 1o 50% Bciel EBponeiicbkoi Pocii y pi3ni nepioau nposBy censH-
CbKOI peBOJIIOLi HHOCTI.

BusiBM cycniJIbHO-NOJITUYHOI aKTUBHOCTI CeJITHCTBA MOXKHA CIOCTepiraTh Ha NO4YaTOK
1905 p. y caMOYHMHHHUX 3aXOIJIEHHSX CeJIsTHAMM MOMILIUIbKUX MAETKIB, 3r0Z0M /10 HUX J10/a-
I0TbC TPabyHKH, MOTPOMH, 3HHILEHHS TOCHOJApPChbKOro iHBEHTAaplo, TAKOX CEeJITHCTBO
CTpaMKyBaJIo Ta CAMOYHMHHO BUPYOyBaJsIo JIicH.

[IposiBM cycnisibHO-TIOJIITUYHOI aKTUBHOCTI CeJIsTHCTBA Ha nmodaTky 1905 p. He cTaiu HO-
BU3HOIO /I POCIMCBKOro CycHisibCTBa, ogHak 1905-1907 pp. cTasu BUNPOOYBAaHHSMH AJIs1
BJIaJHUX CTPYKTYP AepkKaBU. AJKe CeJIAHCTBO, X04a 1lie ¥ «BipHJIO B IIaps», BiJjpearyBaJio Ha
6e3cuCcTeMHI [iil BIaAy y BUPIiLlleHH] arpapHUX Npo6JieM paJuKaabHICTIO il Ta MacuITabaMu
BUCTYIIIB.

Kiio4oBi csioBa: arpapHa noJiitTvka, peBoJitoniss 1905-1907 pp., arpapHe nuTaHHS, CycIi-
JIbHO-TI0JIiITUYHA aKTHUBHICTb CEeJIAHCTBA
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