¢ What does the view in Source A
suggest about Alexander II's
approach to reform in Russia?

Part 1 Autocracy, Reform and Revolution: Russia, 1855-1917

» Apainting of Alexander Il
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Nevertheless he drove the reform process lorward and appointed more
enhghtened olficials o carry

it the reforms. In this he was supported by his
liberal-minded brother, Grand Duke Constantine, who played an importam
role in assembling talented and able younger officials to work on the reforms
Also important was his aunt, the Grand Duchess Elena Pavlovna, who
provided a forum for

thinkers who met at the salon in her palace
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The emancipation of the serfs, 1861
What were the causes and consequences of the emancipation of the serfs? i

) NOTE-MAKING
On 30 March 1856 Alexander Il made a speech 1o the Marshalls of the Nobility Use s épider
o S€ 3 spige
in which he signalled the start of the process that led to the abolition of serfdom f
3 N note down t
in 1861. As far as Alexander and his advisers were concerned modern statchood emancipat
and serfdom were ible £

Source B Alexander II's speech to the Marshalls of the Nobility, 30 March 1856.

My intention is to abolish serfdom ... you yourself understand that the present i

order of owning souls [serfs) cannot remain unchanged. It is better to abolish What do y
serfdom from above, than to wait for that time when it starts to abolish itself meant by this [Sourc
from below. | ask you to think about the best way to carry this out why do you think he added t
ast sentence?
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Reasons for abolishing serfdom

A number of reasons have been put forward 10 explain why the Tsar
decided 10 emancipate the serfs but historians differ as to which were the
most important
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The moral case
Members of the royal family dating from Catherine the Great (1762-96)
had considered that serfdom was morally and ethically wrong. Nicholas 1
himsell had admitted that serfdom was ‘an evil, palpable and obvious to
ned nobles and hiberal state officials had come 1o accept the view that it
was wrong to own someone like a possession or an object and that it demeaned
the serf owner as well as the serf. They had been affected by writers such as
Turgenev who had drawn atiention 1o the plight of the serf and the need 10
improve the condition of peasants. A radical intelligentsia was growing who
were opposed 1o serfdom
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The Crimean War pr
The Crimean War had drawn atention to the state of the army which

was mainly comprised of peasants, many of whom were Jeq__u A__w: .:..:L 4
sulsorily enlisted for periods of up to 25 years (recluced _.s ..:.,,:_/ o
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given their freedom. Military reformers (see page 22) thought tha :/.,.,_
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Economic reasons

Many enlightened government officials and intellectuals in Russia at the v
were convinced that it was necessary to abolish serfdom if the Russian v
wais 10 advance This was expressed clearly by Nicholas Milyutin, an ofhicial i
the Ministry of Interior Affairs, in a memorandum he wrote in 1847

Serfdom serves as the main - even the only = hindrance to the development in
Russta at the present time ... Only with the emancipation of the serfs will
betterment of our rural economy become possible

(Quoted in The Abolitton of Serfdom in Russia by David Mo
(Longman), 2001, p.!

Some of these officials and intellectuals accepted the arguments of
economists like Adam Smith that free labour was more productive tha
forced labour; further that forced labour impoverished the population
stopped the growth of domestic demand which was essential for econc
growth. They believed that you needed a free labour market where peas.an
could move around to where they could be most productive whether in
agriculture or industry
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‘0 Also, they point to the fact that immediately
alter emanc nhere was a move on the part of the government 1o restrict

the movement of peasants by intrxl i internal passports. This suggests that
frecing labour 10 allow capitalist growth was not the government’s priority

Summing up
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Alexander and his cor cmporaries did not think in such terms. She maintains
that it was done ‘rather to improve the conc
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© seems httle doubt that there was a strong moral
imperative 1o end the evil of the ownership of other human beings. Moon,
however, believes that it was the military factor that prompted Alexander

1o start the process. What we can say 1s that, although the need 10 relorm

the military was a powerful motive, humanitarian considerations, cconomic
factors and concerns about social stability did influence intellectuals, nobles,
state officials the sell i reaching a decision about serfdom

The process of emancipation

It took thousands of offictals and numerous committees to draft plans for
the abolition of serfdom. Provincial committees submitted plans for the
emancipation in their arcas. The t

v discussions revolved around

® whether the serfs should be [reed with or without land

® how much land should be given 10 each household

® how it would be p.

@ how much compensation would be given to landowners

@ whether the nobility should ret
former serls

1 {or

1 judicial and economic control over the

An Editing Commisston was created in 1859 10 turn their recommendations
into legistation. This resulted i the Emancipation Statutes (22 of them) of 19
February 1801, Alexander declared in his procl
emancipation was to satisly seels and |
cmanc —_F:—_v: can -:. J:_——::J— up

ation that the basic aim of
lowners alike. The main terms of the
lows

@ Serfdom was abolished and serls were now legally free. They could marry
whom they liked, travel, vote in local elections and trade freely .

@ Peasants would have Land 1o go with thewr freedom. They would be allowed
10 keep thetr houses the Land mmediately around it but would have to
buy the other Land Gtrips) they worked an the time of the emancipation

@ They would have 1o make annual payments for the land they were buying
The government purchased the land and the peasants had 1o make
redemption payments over 4 period of 49 years
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be compensated lor the loss of their land in government
bonds but not for the loss of their nights over their serfs

In 1866, state peasants were given the right to buy land in the same way as the
-C:_—...— serls or to remam tenants

J03e13q1] JES] 343 || JIPURXIY |



