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Abstract. Based on the analysis of stati nd office
documentation, the processes of mechanical movement of t ulation
of the Penza region in the 1930s-2020s f the
study is to determine the factors, regi specifics and the results of

migration activity. The methodological
cyclicality of demographic processes. G

of descriptive statistics and statlstlcal infer e incentives for
migration movement have beg the key ones are
reforms of administrative-terr: ion; implementation of programs
ces; coercion as a way to

counteract labor absen s of urbanization, industrialization.
rejuvenatlon” of, 0 the context of the agricultural and

of living standards. The regional
> region’s economy and asa result

. The chronological and structural limits of
igration are determined.

e twentieth century, the Penza province was an region of agricultural
long time having developed as a sociocultural enclave on the periphery
mpire. The remoteness from traditional routes of communication, the
of resources for the reproduction of the traditional economic model, and the low
evel of 1ndustrial development contributed to the formation of this territory as one of the
enters of the “community revolution” in Russia. The development of railroads and
eased seasonal migration in the 1890s did not stop the growing crisis. New adaptation
frames have not had time to form. Under those conditions, accelerated industrialization
became a cultural shock, a tectonic break in the usual patterns of consciousness and
behavior. One of the aspects of adaptation/resistance of traditional society was the
organized and spontaneous migration movement in the 1930s-1950s. The end of the
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agrarian and demographic transitions added labor shortages to internal migration and
overurbanization.

New challenges determine the social demand for studying the mechanisms and
resources of society’s adaptation to the pace and intensity of mechanical movement of the
population, integration of cultural experience, overcoming of cultural fragmentation and
loss of value guidelines. Thus, the relevance of the analysis of regional migration and
urbanization in the 20"-21st centuries is determined by the necessary introductig

2 Literature review

Soviet “historical urbanism” assessed industrialization and
agriculture in the USSR as the main factors of leading tr

the changes that took place [2]. Speaking about the
increased in controllability and stability of the d
A.G. Vishnevsky about sustainable changes in
the USSR/Russia that occurred in the second hal

the so-called “Northern Ring”), whg
reproduction of the population impos 964). Since 1992, natural growth has
given way to population decline [3].
Modern urban studies exp field, complementing the demographic and

3 of the systemic restructuring of the social

structure and way of life < pn of anew socio cultural environment [4]

in the USSR. So,
identifies three

aklng an example drawn based on materials from the Urals
phic decline of the countryside: the late 1950s—1960s, the

tudied in depth by L.N. Mazur. Changes in the doctrine of population
e USSR concerned issues of ongoing industrialization and strengthening of
ultural stability. In this regard, the author identifies two stages of transformation
of the settlement network in the USSR: the 1930s-early 1950s, and the late 1950s-
070s.The development of the new doctrine was significantly affected by mass housing
construction and construction of cultural facilities in the late 1950s-early 1960s. According
to the author, political activity in the field of resettlement processes did not resolve the
existing contradictions, on the contrary, it provoked a new wave of migration to cities,
thereby undermining the social and moral foundations of the rural way of life [6].

The regional aspects of the problem have not been sufficiently studied, except the
topical issue of external migration as a factor in replenishing labor resources in the Penza
region [7, 8, 9].
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3 Materials and Methods

The Source Corpus is formed by materials collected at the State archive of the Penza region
and the Russian state archive of economics, as well as published regional statistics that
reveal various urbanization features and migration activity in the region. Data on the
number and places of movement of the population of the Penza province are presented in
the collection of statistical information for 1920-1926 as well as in the official data g
Territorial Body of state statistics for the Penza region for the 1990s—2020s.

The theory of cyclicality of demographic processes and populati
methodological basis of the study. The authors use relevant statistical
descriptive statistics, interference methods and multivariate analysis.
factors of population migration, methods of formal analysis of statistic
of migration flows are used.

4 Results

The mobilization economic policy and the implementation of s superprogram for
accelerated industrial development outlined the ge i
the population in the USSR. Under those conditifis, the fate of agrictiftural regions was
predetermined. The administrative-territorial divi
province as an independent entity, and its territo the Middle Volga region.
A year later, in the course of total collectivizatio d new labor management
practices, eliminating kulak farms in ¢is collectivization. The first
cases of forced displacement of kulak fagilice e recorded in 1929, the peak of evictions
occurred in 1931, however, evictions stilk
peasants who fled to large citiggmarimari enza). Similar sad events also happened in
> for Middle Volga peasants mainly
an, and, to a lesser extent, the Far Eastern

s from the regions of the Penza sector (Wthh later became
01934 amounted to 39,809 people. Taking into account

ivity of the population in the next decades made it obvious that
ould be the determining factor in population migration. During the

chools. A separate direction of population migration was evacuation from
dangerous areas at the beginning of the war. Thus, by the end of 1941, 124 thousand
acuees arrived in the Penza region, including 54 thousand children [State Archive of the
za region (GAPO), fond p-148, series 1, file 531, p. 42; f. r-2038, s. 1, f. 496, p. 67].

In 1926-1938, the natural increase in the rural population in the USSR amounted to
34.1 million people, while due to the transformation of rural settlements into cities and the
migration of rural residents to cities, the rural population was reduced by 24.5 million
people [12].

The post-war period witnessed the course of agrarian policy was aimed at implementing
of mobilization programs of greater or less intensity (enlargement of collective farms in the
1950s-early 1960s; the fight against violations of the Charter of the agricultural artel;
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implementation of the Decree of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR of June
2, 1948 “On the eviction of persons who maliciously evade work in agriculture and lead an
antisocial parasitic lifestyle” to remote areas, etc.).

It should be noted that the level of labor absenteeism in Penza villages was one of the
highest in the country. Thus, in 1946, 43.6% of collective farmers did not fulfill the
minimum required workdays, in 1947 the figure was 32.2%. Administrative measures did
not promote any changes. In 1948, this figure dropped to 31%, but more than 2% o

(RGAE), f. 9476, 5. 2, . 18, p. 9; s. 1, £. 1667, p. 142, 143; f. 7486, s. 7, f. 7230 D.
1949, the average number of workdays for female collective farmers did X
workdays, while the national average was 197 workdays [RGAE, f. 947

transformation of collective farms into state farms, b
agrarian policy. As a result, the number of collecti
52.4% [13]. The largest mergers and takeovers
from 69.1 in 1958 to 36.9 thousand in 1965.
number of agricultural artels decreased by 60%,
In the Penza region, the number of collectiv
1,074 in 1950, and was 847 in 1953. The
occurred in the 1950s (by 1960 the nunihcir“aie i s in the region was 161). [15].
arms, including experimental farms

ers by 40% [14].
d from 1,904 in 1940 to

lagged significantly be hbors in terms of urbanization. Thus, in 1939 the
share of city resid — 33.1%, and only by the 1970s this figure
exceeded 50% [

The cons farms was objectively influenced by a change in life

strategies i ving to settlements with developed industrial production and better
workin itions. case, the low index of urbanization and industrial development

oyment in industrial enterprises and construction. The outflow of population
a by the departure of students who graduated from educational institutions and
“recruitment” employment programs created for the Moscow, Kuibyshev, Sverdlovsk
egions and Khabarovsk Territory [GAPO. f. 1-921. s. 7. f. 9. p. 4]. The mechanical increase
he urban population in 1952 amounted to 7993 people and occurred mainly due to the
rural population, of which 76.1-80% were the population of the region; in 1953 — 14726
people, in 1954 — 8925, in 1970 — 9135 people, in 1976 — 5694 [GAPO, f. r-921,s. 7, f. 9,
p. 33; f. 21, p. 2; £. 100, p. 1; f. 134, p. 1].

The gradual development of industry in Penza and the implementation of housing
programs reduced the outflow of population outside the region. Thus, during the period
from 1960 to 1969, the migration loss of population (from rural areas) decreased from
3,000 to 1,500 people. At the same time, the mechanical growth of urban population




BIO Web of Conferences 116, 08010 (2024) https://doi.org/10.1051/bioconf/202411608010
EBWFF 2024

indicated positive dynamics (within 10-11 thousand people annually) [GAPO. f. r-921, s. 7,
f. 921 b. p. 26]. In most cases, the population of working age migrated. The migration of
rural population to cities resulted in a reduction in its number from 550 thousand (51.6%) in
1950 to 397.7 (46.8%) in 1969 [GAPO. f. r-921, s. 7, f. 921 b. p. 26]. Intensive population
growth was recorded in the regional center. So, if in 1939, (it was the time of the formation
of the region), the population of Penza was 159.8 thousand people, then in 1959 it was
255.500, and in 1967 the figure was 333.4 thousand people [15].

By the end of the 1960s, the shortage of labor resources in rural areas became

Bekovsky districts of the Penza region. In particular, it was found that 2,
Serdobsky district in 1967, and 2,610 people in 1968 [GAPO, f. r-203
85].

Council of Ministers of the Russian Federation with
locating new industrial enterprises in towns and se

f. r-2038, s. 1, f. 5124, p.
over-urbanization, which
lems in the towns of the

on an increase in population by 50-52 thousand
4.]. The given situation reflected the social ¢
included the aggravation of production, housin,
region.

At the same time, there was slow p i ation growth compared to the
neighboring regions. Thus, in 1979, an 4
the Volga region, while in Pe

ral workers during the harvest period. The number of
reased steadily since the 1950s. Thus, in 1950, about 200,000
number of rural workers were employed in the country’s
ate farms for the summer; in 1971 there were 700,000 or 2.6%, respectively
decision of the regional executive committee of July 29, 1959, the
city executive committees, as well as the Mokshansky, Nikolo-

loyees of state enterprises to the countryside for harvesting for a period of
APO, f.r-1913,s. 1, f. 3907, p. 83].

In the mid-1980s, Penza enterprises lost up to 8% of their working time on work not
lated to their professional duties, mainly helping rural workers in the fields. Thus, in
5, employees of “Electromechanics” spent 99,874 man-days harvesting grain crops,
sugar beets, onions, cabbage, potatoes, apples, etc. [GAPO, f. p-148, s. 1, f. 7003, p. 33,
35-36].

A significant direction of agricultural policy in the 1950s-1980s was rural urbanization,
which since 1960 had been focused mainly on the optimization (reduction) of rural
settlements. The perspective to completely remove the boundaries between the socio-
cultural environment of the city and the countryside and optimize the types of settlements
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according to production principles (agricultural, agro-industrial and non-agricultural) was
to be completed before 2000 [6].

A new strategy for territorial organization of rural areas was presented at the scientific
and technical meeting “Prospects for the development of Soviet urban planning” in 1970
[RGAE, f. 5, s. 1, f. 1109, p. 161-162, 164.]. The calculations were based on data
concerning rapid and destructive (in the context of the reproduction of rural identity)
dynamics that engulfed rural settlement. In 1970, the structure of rural areas in

camps, “ordinary” and peripheral settlements of farms, specialized (apiaries, n
farms, pastures) and various non-agricultural settlements. Moreover, the de

coming decades [RGAE, f. 5,s. 1, f. 1109, p. 165].
According to calculations made in July 1968, grouping settleme

3]. At the same time, the total number of rural settleme
which 494 had a population of over 500 people. By 1

343 [19].

The expected result of the adopted resett:
(compared to the city) decline in natural growt
region, the milestone date in this regar
per 1000 people), while for urban are
[19].

The migration processes 0o
which the collapse of the
role. In 1991, due to inte

was a rapid and faster
opulation. For the Penza

wth of interethnic tension played a decisive
,260 people arrived in the Penza region. In
igration activity occurred in 1994 (12,858
: number of refugees and internally displaced persons
m figure (17,352 people) was recorded in 1997 [19].

ease in the correlation coefficient in 1992 and 1998, which emphasizes the
pendence. The author explains the given situation by the emergence of atypical
(extreme) incentives for migration activity (forced relocations due to growing interethnic
ensions in neighboring countries in the first case and an acute economic crisis in the
ond) [20].

It is also necessary to point out the cyclical nature of the mechanical movement of the
population. Let us consider this issue using the example of external (outregional) migration.
Thus, in 1990, the migration increases in urban settlements of the Penza region amounted to
8,390, including 3,604 due to intraregional migration and 2,901 to inter-republican
migration; in rural areas, migration increase due to those arriving from neighboring
republics amounted to 3,568 people [GAPO, f. r-921,s. 7, f. 783, p. 2, 218-219].
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Migration growth was recorded in the region throughout the 1990s (in 1992 it was over
10 thousand people) and the 2000s. (2000, 2003, 2004, 2007, 2008, 2009 and in 2014) [7,
19, 21]. The next decade showed a steady trend towards migration decline in the region's
population. The maximum value of this indicator was 5,818 people in 2018, then due to the
pandemic there was a decrease to 634 people in 2021. The migration loss in 2022 amounted
to 3,320 people, including 3,101 people in Penza [Migration, https
http://58.rosstat.gov.ru/demography].

An online survey conducted in the Penza region in 2022 showed that when g

Russian Science Foundation grant No. 22-18-20015]. These positio
incentives for external and internal migration, and in the context of

5 Conclusion

Thus, the mechanical movement of the population o
the twentieth century is characterized, first of al
urban population, especially in the early 1950
component is the mechanical movement of w
mainly due to intraregional migration. Maximu
1953, 1960 and 1968. Subsequently, <
urbanization is recorded. The main i
mobilization and redistribution of labof
absenteeism; industrializatio g
city residents in the popu,
32%, which reflects the g

The direction of gni
region increased
USSR, internati

nd late 1960s. The core
from villages to cities,
ration growth occurred in
a decrease in the rate of

e evolutlon of living standards. The share of
the 2010s-early 2020s stabilized within 33—

y external (1ter -republican, and after the collapse of the
khe migration growth of the population, who were forced
idence, was especially noticeable in the first half of the

cience Foundation, abbreviated name — RSF. Link the project:
ttps://rscf.ru/en/project/22-18-20015/.
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