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Cmammsa npucesuena auanizy 3pOCMAHHA 1 3MEHUWIEHHA YUCEAbHOCMI  HACENeHHs.
nposinyiunux micm Xapxiecvkoi eyoepuii 6 1861-1917 pp., ocobausocmsam ix coyianbHoe2o,
8IK0B020, HAYIOHANLHO20 CKAAOY BI0ON0BIOHO NPUHANEHCHOCMI 00 PIZHUX MUNIE 3d YUCETbHICIIO
HacenenHs i aominicmpamusnoz2o cmamycy. Iliokpecnioembcs, wo dcumms Mamux i cepeoHix
VKpAiHcbKux micm 6 nepioo nizuvoi Pociticeroi imnepii pioko nompanise 6 noie 30py npogeciunux
icmopuKie, KHueu, sIKi nepioOUdHO 3 A6IAIMbCA 8 THMENEKMYAIbHOMY NPOCmopi cyyacHoi Yxpainu,
HAnucaui MicyesuMu Kpae3Hasysmu, SKI CXUIbHI ideanizyeamu micyesux OiAuie i 6ci noodii 6
munynomy. Cmamms 3acHoeana Ha O0okymenmax 3 Jlepoicaenoco apxigy Xapxiscvkoi obnacmi,
oiyitinux nyoaikayisx, mamepianax cmamucmuxu i nepioouunoi npecu. Cmeeporcyemscs, wo 3
1861 no 1914 pix siobysanocs inmeHcughe 3p0OCMAHHA HACENeHHs NPOGIHYIUHUX Micm 2yOepHii: 6
1,35 pasu 6 dpyeiii nonosuni XIX cmonimms i 6 1,5 pazu na novamxy XX cmonimms, mano micye
cymmege CKOPOUeHHs 4acmKU YUCETbHOCMI HACENeHHs NOGIMOoBUX i 6e3n08imosux micm 2yoepHii,
Haoweuoke 3pocmanus Hacenenns Xapxosa 6 1861-1897 pp. i cmabinizayis cnie8ioHOUEHHS MIidC
HaceneHHAM yeHmpy 2yoephii i nposinyitinumu micmamu. Iliokpecnroemocs, wo axuo 6 1861 p. 6
pecioni 6yno minoku mani i Haumenwi micma, mo Ha noyamky 20-eo cmoaimms 3’a8unucs micma
cepeoHi 3a KiNbKICMI0 HACEeNeHHs | 3aMUWUIUCS MITbKU MpU HAUMeHWi Micma;, CmpyKmypa
HaceneHHs NPOSIHYIUHUX Micm Oyna Oaudcue 00 CMPYKMypU CilbCbKO20 HACENeHHs, d 8i0COMOK
inmenicenyii, 20poOsAH, 3AUHAMUX 8 MOp2iéni, (HiHaHCosill abo npomuciosii cgepax, arooell
HatOibW npaye30amHo20 8iKy 0y8 3HAYHO MeHWUM, Hidc 8 XapKosi, 0OMIHY8AHHS 4O0N06IKI8 He
0Y10 3HAUHUM 8 NPOBIHYIHUX MICMAX, ale eMHIYHUL CKIA0 NPOBIHYIUHUX MICI 3HAYHO BIOPI3ZHABCS
8i0 ckn1aody npoeinyitinoco yeumpy. Ilepwa ceimosa 6itina 8NIUHYIA HA CKOPOYEHHS HACENeHHs
nposinyiunux micm na 18%, 3minuna cmpykmypy 3auHAMOCMI MICOKUX JCUMENI8 | SUKIUKANA
3HAYHe OCAAONeHHs MiCbKOT enimu.

Knrwowuosi cnosa: micmo, Xapxiscvka 2ybOepHis, NOGIMoGUll YeHmp, MICbKe HACeNeHHs,
HayioHAanbHUL CKIA0, COYianbHa CmpyKkmypa.

Cmambs nocéawena ananusy OUHAMUKYU YUCTIEHHOCMU HACEeNeHUs NPOBUHYUATbHBIX 20PO008
Xapovroeckoti  eybepuuu 6 1861-1917 22, ocobeHHOCmMAM UX COYUANBLHO20, BO3PACMHOZO,
HAYUOHAIbHO20 COCMABA 8 3A8UCUMOCU OM NPUHAONEHCHOCMU K PA3HBLIM MUNAM HO YUCTEHHOCMU
HaceneHus U aomMuHucmpamusHomy cmamycy. Iloouepkusaemcs, umo HcusHb MAIbIX U CPEOHUX
VKPAUHCKUX ~ 20p0008 6  no3oHen  Poccuiickou — umnepuu  peoko — paccmampueéaemcs
npogeccuoHanvbHblMU  UCMOPUKAMY,  KHU2U,  KOMoOpble  Nepuoouyecku  NOAGIAIOMC 8
UHMENIeKMY AlIbHOM NPOCMPAHCIBE COBPEMEHHOU YKpauHvl, HANUCAHbL MECMHbIMU KPAeseoamu,
KOmopble CKIOHHbL UOeanu3upoeams MecmHuulx oesameneti u 6ce cobvimus 6 npownom. Cmamos
ocnosana Ha Ookymenmax Iocydapcmeennoco apxuea Xapbkoeckou obracmu, oQuyUarIbHbIX
nYOIUKAYUSX, MAMEPUALAX CMAMUCTUKU U Nepuoouyeckou neuamu. Ymeepocoaemces, umo ¢ 1861
no 1914 200 npoucxooun uHmMeHCUBHbII POCH HACENEHUS. NPOSUHYUATILHBIX 20pP0008 2YOepHUlL: &
1,35 pasza 6o emopou nonosune XIX eexa u 6 1,5 paza 6 nmauare XX eexa; umeno mecmo
cywecmeennoe cokpaujenue npoyeHma HAceneHuss Ye30HbIX U 0e3ye30HbIX 20po008 GHYMpU
2ybepruu, ceepxovicmpulii pocm Hacenenus Xapvkosa 6 1861-1897 ece. u cmabunuzayus
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COOMHOWIEHUSL MeXHCOY HACeleHueM YeHmpa 2yOepHuu U NpOSUHYUATbHLIMU — 20POOAMU.
Iloouepxusaemcs, umo ecau 6 1861 2. 6 pecuone ObLIU MOTLKO MANbLE U CBEPXMATBLE 20PO0A, MO 8
Hauane 20-20 6exa noAsUNUCL 20pOO0a CPeOHUe N0 YUCIeHHOCMU HACEeNeHUs, U OCMANUCh MOIbKO
MpU CBEPXMANBIX 20p00ad;, CMPYKMYpa HAcCeNleHUus NPOSUHYUATILHLIX 20p0008 Ovlia Onudice K
CMpYyKmype celbCKo20 HACENeHUsl, d NPOYeHm UHMENIULEHYUU, 20POACAH, 3AHAMBIX 8 MOop206Je,
Gunancosol unu npomviuiieHHou cgepax, arodeld Haubonee mMpyooCnocoOHo2o0 803pacma Obil
3HAYUMENbHO MeHbude, YeM 8 Xapbkoge, OOMUHUPOBAHUE MYICUUH He Obll0 3HAYUMETbHLIM 8
NPOBUHYUATbHBIX 20p00aX, HO DMHUYECKUU COCMA8 NPOSUHYUATILHLIX 20pP0008 3HAYUMETbHO
OMAUYAICs Om Ccocmaea NpoGUHYUANbHO20 yeumpa. llepeas mupoeas 6oiuna noeiusAnad Ha
COKpaujeHue HaceleHus NPoBUHYUANbHBIX 20p0008 Ha 18%, uzmenuna cmpykmypy 3aHamocmu
20pOOCKUX dHcumerieli U 8bl36a1d 3HAUUMeNbHOe 0CAabIeHUe 20pOOCKOU INUMDBL.

Knrueswvle cnoea: 2opoo, Xapvroeckas 2ybeprus, ye30Hbulll YeHmp, 20p0O0CKoe HaceleHue,
HAYUOHATbHBIL COCMAB, COYUATbHASL CMPYKMYPA.

The article deals with the growth and reduction of population in the Kharkiv Governorate
provincial cities in 1861-1917, the features of its social, age, national structures according to
different types to population size and administrative status. It is stressed that life of small and
medium sized Ukrainian cities at late Russian empire is rarely kept under review by professional
historians, the books which periodically appear in the intellectual area of modern Ukraine are
written by local historians, who are inclined to idealize their local officials and all events in the
past. The article is based on the documents from the State Archive of Kharkiv Region, official
publications, statistics and the materials from periodical press. It is argues that from 1861 to 1914
occured an intensive growth of the population of provincial towns of Governorate: 1,35 times at the
second part of 19 century and 1,5 at the beginning of 20 century, sufficient percent reduction in the
district and non-district city population within the Governorate, the Kharkiv population ultrafast
growth at 1861-1897 and stabilization of the ratio between the population of the Governorate
center and provincial cities. It is emphasizes that if at 1861 there was only small and smallest
towns in region, then were appeared five average population cities and only three of the smallest
cities remained at the beginning of the 20th century, the provincial cities population structure was
closer to the rural population structure and the percentage of intellectuals, city-dwellers employed
in trade, financial or industrial spheres, people of the most working age was significant less than in
Kharkiv; the male domination wasn’t significant in provincial towns, but the ethnic composition of
the provincial cities differed significantly from that of the Governorate center. The First World War
influenced the reduction by 18% the provincial cities population, varied the employment structure
of the urban dwellers and caused a significant weakening of the urban elite.

Key words: city, Kharkiv Governorate, district center, city-dwellers, national composition,
social structure.

The history of Ukrainian cities was completely «erased» from the historical memory of entire
generations. It applies especially strongly to the period from the middle of the 19" century till the
beginning of the 20" century in the Ukrainian part of the Russian Empire. After 1991, the situation
has changed. The problems of historical memory reconstruction and search for the «historical rootsy
became particularly relevant. All issues related to urban life became more and more important after
Ukraine had proclaimed its course towards European integration and a range of legislation
addressing the decentralization and municipal self-government progress had been adopted.

«The History of Cities and Villages of the Ukrainian SSR» fundamental edition which was
published in 1960-1980 gives an insight into the scale and techniques of «erasing» historical
memory in the Soviet period. The articles which were devoted to the specific city mentioned the
urban development of the period from the middle of the 19™ century till the beginning of the 20™
century very rarely and only in one or two sentences. For example, the statistical data on provincial
cities population were presented not in their dynamics, but, generally for one year. Coverage of the
workers’ plight under capitalism and the rise of labour movement received primary emphasis in any
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publications on urban issues. Any positive changes were disregarded [8, c.651-653; 9, c. 596-598;
11, c. 394-395, 454, 481-483, 627-631; 14, c. 97-102, 130-131, 358-359, 431; 15, c. 244-246, 513-
514, 530-532, 624-626, 669-672]. All this was done to over-emphasize the Soviet period
achievements.

In the summarizing studies devoted to the history of the Russian Empire and Ukraine, the
weak development of cities, their poor economic condition, the lack of access to the achievements
of modern civilization in city life and the accumulation of unsolvable problems are primarily
connected with the shortcomings of the Municipal Statutes (“Gorodovoe Polozhenie”) of 1870 or
1892 and with the incompetent or palliative measures taken by the Empire government [22, 23, 29].
The version about «the breakdown of urban modernization» in Russia (according to M.F. Hamm
[39, p. 183]) which led to the Revolution of 1917 became widespread in historiography [38, 41, 42,
43].

After 1991, all ideological taboos were removed in Ukraine. However, the dominant discourse
of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1920 in the young Ukrainian state influences the historians’
options. That's why all events which preceded the national revolution, are studied from only one
point of view — search of its prerequisites. The cities of Ukrainian lands are treated exclusively as
bastions of anti-Ukrainian trends. Hence, this is a typological repeating of the preceding Soviet
period situation.

In the Ukrainian historiography the transition towards profound examination of all aspects of
the urban life in the Ukrainian regions of the Russian Empire has been merely outlined. This was
facilitated by publishing the book by modern Russian historian B. N. Mironov devoted to the
modernization processes in Eastern Europe as well as a discussion about it. Contrary to the
dominant point of view, B. N. Mironov stressed that the Russian Empire and its cities had been
consecutively developing till 1917 and offered not to over-emphasize the difficulties which took
place [12, 20]. However, as in all previous years only Kyiv, Kharkiv, Odesa, the largest cities of the
Ukrainian provinces, are in the focus of interest to the historians [4, 16, 40].

Life of small and medium sized cities is rarely kept under review by professional historians
[32, 33]. The books which periodically appear in the intellectual area are written by local historians,
who are inclined to idealize their local officials and all events in the past [5, ¢.49-50; 21, c. 21-70;
30]. The main portion of modern document publications which are devoted to specific cities doesn't
exceed the bounds of the 19" century. The striking example of such a situation is a series of
documentary collections about the Slobodskaya Ukraine small towns, where only two percent of
documents refer to the events of the beginning of the 20" century [1-3, 6-7, 13, 17-19, 34].

On the basis of the above mentioned, the aim of the article is to analyse the growth and
reduction of population in the Kharkiv governorate provincial cities in 1861-1917, the features of its
social, age, national structures according to different types to population size and administrative
status. The research is based on the documents from the State Archive of Kharkiv Region, official
publications [24-26, 31], statistics [27-28] and the materials from periodical press [35, 36].

At that time the network of Kharkiv province cities included the Governorate center, 10
district cities and six non-district settlements. The six cities — Slovyansk, Izium, Lebedyn, Sumy,
Bilopillia, Okhtyrka — with the population from 10,2 to 17,4 thousand people were small sized at
1861. The ten cities — Zmiyiv, Zolochiv, Krasnokutsk, Valky, Vovchansk, Chuhuiv, Kupiansk,
Nedryhailiv, Starobilsk, Bohodukhiv — were considered smallest with the population from 4,1 to 9,5
thousand people. As we can see from Table 1 there was an intensive growth of the Governorate city
population in 1861-1897 and in 1897-1914. From 1861 to 1897 the population of provincial towns
1,35 times increased from 142,905 to 193,354 people. It was characterized by sufficient percent
reduction in the district and non-district city population within the Governorate (from 73,96% to
52,6%) and the Kharkiv population ultrafast growth. At the beginning of the 20" century the urban
population growth continued. From 1897 to 1914 the number of townsman and townswoman 1,5
increased. But the difference between populations of provincial cities and the center remained
stable. At that time the five cities were average ones with the population from 20,6 to 49,9 thousand
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people. The eight cities with population from 11,6 to 17,9 thousand were considered small. The
three cities were the smallest, their population numbered from 6,3 to 8,3 thousand inhabitants.

The success in industrial development promoted the growth of provincial cities. The sugar
plant of the Haritonenko's firm was the most dominant one in Sumy, providing about 80 % of the
city industrial turnover. The plant owner was the main sponsor of all local cultural events.
Slovyansk became the center of salt production, and its owners were at the heart of the local elite.
Okhtyrka, Bohodukhiv, Valky, Vovchansk, Izium, Kupiansk, Lebedin were the centers for
processing agricultural products, mainly flour [3, 56-58; 10, c. 97-99; 33, 98-104; 13, c. 55-56; 18,
c. 33-34; 19, ¢.68-72; 35, 1890, 17 suB.; 1904, 9 HOs0p.; 36, 1912, 12 nmek.; 1913, 20 mapTa; 1914,
29 suB.]. The Military School located in Chuhuiv had a great impact on the city development [35,
1910, 30 cenr.]. Other cities were mainly the centers of local trade. The recreational component
gained increasing importance in Slovyansk: the city was gradually becoming an important resort
center.

Table 1. Urban population growth in the Kharkiv Governorate, 1861-1917

1861 1882 1897 1914 1917

Kharkiv 50,301 | 133,139 | 173,989 | 249,698 | 288,024
Zolochiv* 5,379 5,777 6,573 12,214 | ?
Okhtyrka 17,415 | 23,223 | 23,399 | 31,928 | 28,832
Bohodukhiv 9,461 10,268 | 11,752 | 15,538 | 13,251

Krasnokutsk* 6,427 5,771 6,860 8,303 6,249

Valky 5,942 7,185 7,938 13,659 | 6,906
Vovchansk 7,901 15,200 | 11,020 | 16,965 | 16,075
Zmiyiv 4,105 4,382 4,673 6,628 5,750
Chuhuiv* 8,176 9,782 12,592 | 17,028 | 15,983
Izium 11,179 | 17,989 | 13,108 | 17,880 | 14,797
Sloviansk* 10,225 | 15,374 | 15,792 | 28,925 | 26,246
Kupiansk 5,594 3,097 6,893 11,629 | 13,345
Lebedyn 13,747 | 17,993 | 14,301 |20,619 | 17,453
Nedryhailiv* 6,167 6,761 5,873 6,348 ?
Starobilsk 8,164 7,916 9,801 12,323 | 6,818
Sumy 11,277 | 14,630 | 27,564 | 49,945 | 35,770
Bilopillie* 11,746 | 12,565 | 15,215 | 21,897 | 16,519

Province cities 142,905 | 177,913 | 193,354 | 291,829 | 223,994
Total 193,206 | 311,052 | 367,343 | 541,527 | 512,018
[Source: 24, BeqomocTh «O umnciie sXuTesaeH 1mo cocnoBusimy»; 26, c. 33 — 62; 27, ¢. 4-5; 28, c.
14-15; 31, c. 136-142]
* Non-district cities.

The provincial cities population structure differed significantly from that of the center. By
many indicators, it was closer to the rural population structure. By the Census of 1897, 34,5 % of
the provincial cities population (self-dependent individuals and the members of their families) were
involved in agricultural production, while only 1,7 % of such people lived in Kharkiv. The
percentage of intellectuals, servants, day labourers, inhabitants employed in trade, financial or
industrial spheres was significantly less (the Census counted them without dividing into
businessmen, craftsmen or factory workers). In the provincial cities, children under 10 years of age
made more than 26 % of the population (17,4% in Kharkiv), while people of the most working age
(aged 20 to 39) made 28,4 % (40,5% in Kharkiv).
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The male domination wasn't significant, men exceeded women by 2,7 thousand (by 10,4
thousand in Kharkiv). The ethnic composition of the provincial cities differed significantly from
that of the Governorate center. 79,5% of the Ukrainians, 18,4% of the Russians, 1% of the Jews,
0,4% of the Poles, 0,2% of the Germans lived there. In comparison, there were 25,8% of the
Ukrainians, 63,2% of the Russians, 5,7% of the Jews, 2,3% of the Poles, 1,3% of the Germans in
Kharkiv [27, c. 4-5, 67, 270-273].

The First World War which began in August 1914 significantly influenced all the aspects of
urban life in the region. At the beginning of 1915, there was a slight reduction (by 9655 people) in
the size of the Governorate urban population. Moreover, 61,3% of out-migrants were from the
provincial cities. In January 1915, their population was 285906 [25, Bemomocts «O uucne
xuTtenei mo cocnopusim»]. By the end of 1917, the provincial cities population continued to reduce
and was estimated at 223 994, whereas the Kharkiv population increased to 288 024 (growth by
20,5%) [28, c. 14-15]. Because the Zolochiv and Nedryhailiv population data are missing, the scale
of reducing by 1917 can be correctly compared with the data of 1914 apart from these cities. So, the
number of citizens in the provincial cities was reduced by 49 273 (by 18%). It means as if two
provincial cities, Okhtyrka and Izium, disappeared from the Governorate map!

The cities that suffered the greatest population loss were the district centers, where
agricultural production dominated: in Valky — by 49,4%, in Starobilsk — by 44,7%. Depopulation in
Krasnokutsk, Sumy, Bilopillie was by 25-28%, in Lebedyn, Bohodukhiv, Zmiyiv, Izium — by 13-
17%, in Okhtyrka, Vovchansk, Sloviansk, Chuhuiv — by 4-9%. The only city with the increased
population was Kupiansk — at the end of 1917 there were 13 345 citizens, that was by 1,7 thousand
people or by 14,7% more than it had been on the eve of the First World War. In Chuhuiv, where
the Military School was located and where the military units were trained before being sent to the
front, the population practically stabilized in 1915-1917 [25, Benomocts «O uucie >kuTeyen mo
cocioBusiMy; 28, c. 14-15]. As a result, at the end of 1917 the provincial cities population
percentage reduced by 43,7% (see Table 1). The main causes for population decline were the
mobilization of citizens (for example, 3445 people or 15,7% of population went to the front from
Bilopillia, 1167 of them died in military battle (5,3% of citizens) [14, c.131], the departure of the
military units located in the cities for the front and the workers, who had not long ago been farmers,
for the country due to the labour shortage there and  the increasing demand for food.

The war influenced the employment structure of the provincial cities population. By the
beginning of 1915, the total number of craftsmen had reduced by 3,2 thousand in the provincial
cities, whilst Kharkiv lost only 221 craftsmen. The reduction applied to almost all trades, but the
most notable decrease occurred in construction: carpenters, masons, stove-setters, house-painters,
roofers, glaziers — by 495, tailors, shoemakers — by 985, butchers and sausage makers — by 275,
cabmen — by 262. Evidently, a part of them were drafted into the military or went out of business in
the context of the consumer market demand restructuring. Some of them had to retrain for a new
profession. Thus, by the end of 1915 the number of people occupied in baking bread had been
increased, while the number of bakers, who were making more delicious kalach (kind of white
wheatmeal loaf) and buns had been reduced [24, Benomocts «O uncie peMecIeHHUKOB B TOpPOIax
XapbKOBCKOH rybepHHn»; 25, Bemomocth «O 4Ymciae peMEcIeHHHMKOB B Topojax XapbKOBCKOM
ryoepHUm»].

The War resulted in a significant weakening of the provincial cities elite. Thus, the number of
the Okhtyrka executive board (uprava) members was reduced by half: the mayor N. Y. Baliasniy, a
former professional military man and a retired colonel, was drafted into the acting army; one of the
members of the executive board V. 1. Pup was engaged in military service in Kharkiv [36, 1916, 29
auB]. The district nobility head N. V. Kleynmihel departed to the front from Bohodukhiv [35, 1915,
8 mapra]. Similar events took place in other cities. The local elite staff losses proved to be very
heavy. For this reason, when at the beginning of 1916 the Empire authorities started selecting
candidates for administrative positions in Galychyna which they were once again going to take
under their control after its occupation at the end of 1914 and the beginning of 1915, only five
candidatures were nominated from the Kharkiv Governorate: three — from Kupiansk district and
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two — from Kharkiv district [37, ®. 3, on. 287, crip. 5719, apk. 4-11]. A sharp drop in the number of
reports concerning the events in the provincial cities and districts in the Kharkiv newspapers
became one of the indirect evidences for intellectual losses in the provincial cities [36, 1914-1916].
Evidently, those educated and socially active city dwellers, who were local newspaper
correspondents, were drafted into the army as well. The depopulation was only partially offset by
those who had arrived after evacuation from the Empire western regions. This was the cause for the
insignificance of small towns and the lack of facilities the people evacuated from the Empire
Western Governorates were accustomed to.

The cities of the Kharkiv Governorate are of interest because they composed quite an
integrated system from the point of view of its origin, the features of social, age, national structures
of the population. They belonged to different types according to population size, administrative
status, economic activities. From 1861 to 1914 we can see an intensive growth of the the population
of provincial towns of Governorate: 1,35 times at the second part of XIX century and 1,5 at the
beginning of XX century. At the same time we can constant sufficient percent reduction in the
district and non-district city population within the Governorate, the Kharkiv population ultrafast
growth at 1861-1897 and stabilization of the ratio between the population of the governorate center
and provincial cities. If at 1861 there was only small and smallest towns in region, then the average
population cities appeared and only three of the smallest cities remained at the beginning of the 20th
century. We believe that this growth was facilitated by socio-economic changes and the
implementation of the principles of the Municipal Statutes. But at 1914-1917 the provincial cities
population reduced by 18%. The provincial cities population structure was closer to the rural
population structure. The percentage of intellectuals, city-dwellers employed in trade, financial or
industrial spheres, people of the most working age was significantl less than in Kharkiv. The male
domination wasn't significant in provincial towns. But the ethnic composition of the provincial
cities differed significantly from that of the Governorate center. The First World War influenced the
employment structure of the provincial cities population and caused a significant weakening of the
urban elite. Nevertheless in our view the main development vector — towards modernization of their
socio structure — was clearly seen.
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