Jewish

Agricultural Colonies

of Ekaterinoslavskaya Guberniya

in 1890

L. Uleynikov
Translated from Russian by Joseph A. Komissarouk

2010 


Opinion that Jews avoid hard physical labor, and prefer easier work of a middleman in the process of exchange of manufactured goods to productive labor is quite common. Nobody will dispute that; true, Jewish population is more involved in brokerage than in manufacturing. It cannot be any other way as long as Jews remain small town dwellers. What other part of population in small non-industrial towns is involved in manufacturing? One can blame Jews for living mostly in towns only if one forgets facts of History and current laws about Jews. Jews always busied themselves with craft work as much as it was possible in the areas where they lived. The Legislator took this fact under consideration as early as 1865 when under law of July 28 Jewish craftsmen were allowed to settle down in internal guberniyas
. This step was intended to alleviate competition among craftsmen and make it easier for them to earn livelihood within the Pale of Settlement where craftsmen were too numerous.


Areas of Jewish settlement proved to be over-saturated with craftsmen to such extent that many of them moved to internal towns of Empire and, despite that, remaining craftsmen still cannot find a job and buyers for their products.


These are the facts. Can we on the ground of these facts draw conclusion about incapability of Jews to productive labor? This alleged inability is often being argued, and only evidence to support this argument is Jewish agricultural colonies. There is no other argument because there is no other ground where productive Jewish labor could be applied.


This circumstance induces us to study with special diligence results achieved by efforts of government to accustom a part of Jewish population to agricultural work. Data from official sources – Ministry of State Properties – quoted by Mr. Nikitin in his book «The Jewish Farmers» (St. Petersburg, 1887) show obstacles in the pass of plans of the Government – obstacles created not by Jews, but by special way of execution of executive orders. Current situation in agricultural colonies can be studied only by inspection on the spot, and not cursory inspection at that, not by appearances, but by detailed familiarization with every particular household. With this goal in mind we undertook census by household in 17 colonies of Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya. Collected data presented in the name-by-name spread-sheets. Statistical summary follows.


17 spread-sheets contained in this book represent, so to speak, a snap-shot how colonies looked like in the fall of 1890. Collected data are exact, consequently conclusions drawn on their basis are positive.

I. 



The question whether Jews are capable of agricultural work has been of much interest for the Government. Considerable effort and money was spent to stage up the experiment, one only capable to answer this question. Apriori reasoning is not reliable, and even less so when applied to a large mass, to an aggregated body.


Let them show us that great psychologist, that ultimate connoisseur of human nature, who, on the basis even the most thorough study of a single individual, can say not only what this individual has done or was capable of doing, in other words, not only the past, but what he is going to accomplish in the future, and not just probable but definite future at that. And let them show us that magician who can prophecy what the whole nation is going to accomplish and prove of being capable of, to what conditions this nation will or will not adapt. Obviously an experiment was necessary. Years and decades later, it is time to analyze the results of this experiment, i.e. to take a look at what happened to those who has been subjected to that experiment, a look without prejudgment, and present the results.  To evaluate results it is necessary to compare the situation before the experiment with the present situation. We have to do that using logic to exclude random factors and accidental causes.


First of all we need accurate data about the past and the present.  The experiment of settling Jews in Khersonskaya and Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniyas  was not an attempt to resolve Jewish question. Jewish question could not have been resolved by settling about ten thousand of Jews randomly chosen from the narrow overly populated space of the Pale of Settlement - and not even chosen but expelled by misery and defeat in struggle for survival - because this question relates to several millions of the Jews.


The Government since 1807 has not been considering this experiment as an attempt to resolve  Jewish question. Its purpose is more limited.  Out there was a large uncultivated land and surplus of work force. The idea to apply this force to this land naturally comes to mind. This idea is tempting on two accounts: land will be cultivated and hands will be busy with productive work. On the other hand, this enterprise had been deemed, and justly so, an experiment, because before that was known that Jews are capable of trade and craft but was not known if they are capable of agricultural work. Only in that sense the governments measures since 1807 have been an experiment.


Where doubts about abilities of the Jews to be farmers come from? This question, simple in itself, requires clarification. Should all those who discuss capabilities of the Jews to occupy themselves with this or that kind of work, clarify this question for themselves, having only our Jewish agricultural colonies for observation, their premises and conclusions would have been different. 


This doubt was well-grounded. Only those purposefully closing their eyes on History can blame the Jews for that, and only biased ones can deny reasonableness of this doubt. Right to own land in the whole Europe from the beginning of times was thought of as not right of a private person/subject, but rather right public in nature. The right to own land was connected to the whole body of state rights. Feudal system in the West, and serfdom in Russia excluded any possibility to own a piece of land by the Jews, who always and everywhere were put in disadvantaged civic position. The Jews could not own the land same way as they could not be knights, military leaders or state officials. Having no connection to the land, the Jews had no connection to rural areas. The Jews were mostly, if not exclusively, urban dwellers. Do we need to point out that even now those peasants who had been living for some time in towns and cities and acquired urban habits, adapted themselves to urban life - which cultivates rather mental than physical strength as more necessary in more sophisticated urban straggle for survival against people, not Nature - are thought to be bad peasants? For the children of such peasants it is even more difficult to adopt to agricultural work, and even more so for the third generation, and so on. On the other hand, who can say that a human being, whosoever he is, cannot adapt himself to this or that situation, to this or that work and occupation? Who can say that about the whole race?


Adaptation is difficult, very difficult, but possible. This simple and indisputable assumption had been set up as the basis of Governments measures aimed to settle the Jews and provide them with land in Khersonskaya and Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniyas. Obviously, the Government undertook not an easy task. The special measures were necessary, and doubts existed and still continue to exist among those who seriously discuss ability of the Jews to do farming work because in the living conditions of the Jews throughout their history existed causes to evoke these doubts and make farming work alien to the Jews, something that needs adaptation to.


Obviously, this difficulty has to be taken under consideration when discussing the topic of how successful is outcome of the Governments experiment. This difficulty has to be kept in mind when comparing the mode of life of the Jews with one of the Greek or German colonists, who had no problem to adapt to farming work, but only to the new habitat, the new conditions of life. Compare the progress of someone who studies a new, completely alien to him, language with the  progress, made at the same time, by someone who studies a dialect of his native language or a dialect of a language, already familiar to him; then make conclusion about linguistic abilities of those two individuals. Is this difference being taken under consideration when the Jewish colonists are compared with German colonists or with peasants? In the most cases no. This is why the conclusions made out of such a comparison are totally arbitrary. To blame the Jews for being not so good farmers as Germans or Russian peasants is like to blame someone who learned how to write only yesterday for being not such a good calligrapher as a guy who has been literate for decades and whose problem is not just to write but to write neatly.


The following circumstance also should not be ignored. Looking over all legislative acts relating to the mode of life of the Jewish colonists, one cannot but be amazed by sheer number of such acts, replacing each other. You'll find there all kinds of offices: Office of Guardianship, Chambers, and offices of general nature, Offices of Management... Some people say, “Look, the Government already has tried all kinds of things and applied a lot of effort to achieve this seemingly easy task – accustom a few thousands of the Jews to farming!” On the face of it looks like all measures met with stiff, unbreakable resistance. On the other hand, isn't this rapid change of legislative acts and managerial institutions the proof that each new law acknowledged unsoundness of the old one, and incapable to achieve its goal, that unsoundness of each subsequent law had been recognized quite soon, what means that all previous measures turned out to be ineffectual, and their failure cannot be explained by complexity of the problem only, but by fallacy of those measures, by bad execution of them, etc. It does make sense to recall the experiment with resettlement, currently in progress; difficulties and novelty of this business results in some wandering in search of the feasible solution. To stay with our example, it is like teaching someone, using wrong system and bad teachers, and blaming the student for failure!


Colonies of Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya have been in existence for not so long time. Here is the list of them, showing year of founding for each one. 

	Name 
	Founded in the year
	Guberniyas from which the settlers came from

	Viesiolaya
	1845
	Vitebskaya, Mogilevskaya

	Krasnoselka
	1845
	“

	Miezhirech
	1845
	“

	Grafskaya
	1848

	“

	Nechayevka
	1848
	Kovenskaya

	Novo-Zlatopol
	1848
	Vitebskaya

	Priyutnaya
	1848

	“

	Gorkaya
	1850
	Vitebskaya, Mogilevskaya

	Zelionoye Pole
	1853
	“

	Sladkovodnaya
	1853
	“

	Bogodarevka
	1855
	Vitebskaya

	Zatishye
	1855
	Vitebskaya, Mogilevskaya

	Nadiozhnaya
	1855
	Vilenskaya

	Ravnopol
	1855
	Kovenskaya, Vilenskaya, Ekaterinoslavskaya

	Roskoshnaya
	1855
	Vitebskaya

	Trudolubovka
	1855
	“

	Khlebodarevka
	1855

	“


     17 colonies in all.

	How many colonies
	Established in the year
	Have been in existence for how many years

	7
	1855
	35

	2
	1853
	37

	1
	1850
	40

	4
	1848
	42

	3
	1845
	45



   Time length of existence of the colonies has to be taken into account because the judgment about abilities of the Jews to be farmers will be one, if we assume that colonists were settled 80 years ago - as for unknown reasons assume some researchers - and other if that happened only half of that time ago.


In the April 1890 issue of “Russian Courier” magazine, in the article “The Jewish Colonies”, the reputable author, who surveyed the colonies in person, cites numerical data that can be found  in the table (pg. 206).  


Summary of this page: the whole area of agricultural land in the colonies equals 17,620 diesiatinas, of which 14,873 d. is cultivated by the colonists, 2,747 d. is rented; the number of working heads of a household is 4,313; the number of the hired workers is: Jewish – 25, non-Jewish – 106; the number of farm animals is: draft animals – 2,376, non-working – 4,084 (?); the number of implements is: of simple tools – 3,505; of mechanisms – 101 belongs to a single household, and 58 ½ shared between several households, so in total 159 ½ mechanisms; the number of good  households is 200, 198 households are fair, 142 households are failing. The total is 540 (?). 


Beside inaccuracy of the most of this data, it cannot be missed that these data does not give any idea about economical situation of the colonies. It is impossible to say anything about how many households are productive, how many households belabor land, how many of them belabor their allotment only, how many rent additional land, and, most important, how many of them lend their allotments to tenants, how many of them have farming tools – this is the most important proof of the fact that colonist is doing farming – and how many of them have none; how farm animals are distributed, what kind of buildings are there. Nevertheless, this article contains numerous baseless negative statements about all this.


It should be noted that these numbers, even in the general form, in which they are offered, do not support pessimistic conclusions made by the author. There are 2,376 draft animals for 4,313 heads of household, what means 0.6 per household, and 4,084 non-working animals (number almost 3 times less than real), what means almost 1 animal per a working head of a household. For the same number of working heads of a household – 4,313 – there are 3,505 simple farming tools, in other words 0.8 of a tool per person; 14,873+2,747=17,620 d. per a worker; i.e. for every  worker (4,303+24+106=4,444) there are almost 4 d. of farming land belabored by his work. These numbers do not look bad. It is obvious that a lot of work is needed to belabor 4 d. but the state of affairs is not so bad if there are so many cattle and tools. 


We said before that to analyze results of an experiment it is necessary to compare the state of affairs that existed before the experiment with what followed it. It is easy to say what was  there before: there was nothing. Similarly to the mode of action that the Government followed while  settling the Jews in Khersonskaya guberniya, new colonies in Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya were founded in non-populated areas of Mariupolsky and Alexandrovsky uyezds. The colonies occupy the area 70 verstas in length. The colonies, 17 in number, are situated close to each other. Climate, earth and economy are the same for each of them. Colonies of Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya had certain advantage in comparison to those of Khersonskaya, namely, they were founded much later and in the area where small settlements and isolated farms populated by the Germans, the Greeks, and, partially, by the natives of Malorossiya
.


It has to be noted that the population of the colonies, in the process of their creation, had been formed of the Jews of Vitebskaya, Mogilevskaya (mostly), Vilenskaya, Kovenskaya, Grodnenskaya, and, partially, Chernigovskaya, and Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniyas. It goes without saying that they had no idea about work for which those volunteers left their fire places, well-lived-in, though not so warm, homes. Ability to adapt to the new conditions of life made all difference.  For those who had been living until recently in the towns and miestechkos
 of Vitebskaya, Mogilevskaya, Vilenskaya, Grodnenskaya, Kovenskaya guberniyas in the new habitat everything was new – sky above the head and earth under the feet, wind, vistas before their eyes. They were put in much more difficult conditions in comparison to the natives of nearby guberniyas, who, however, were not numerous, as we said before. All of them brought nothing but their poverty, and they found nothing in the new place. It took several years for the new settlers to arrange some kind of living accommodations. Before that they had been living in the nearby settlements of the Germans, the Greeks, and the Malorossians, who, of course, did not let them into the best quarters, so they had to be satisfied with a corner in a threshing barn or something of that kind. 


Colonists built homes for themselves under the guidance of the officials in charge of establishing the colony. Financing was provided from the tax on kosher meat, in amount of 70 rubles per household; it is difficult to say how much was really spent.


Even now in many colonies large number of colonists live in so called “state houses”, all built in the same model of the same material, so called “syrets” - sun-baked bricks made of earth-and-straw mix (something similar to Malorossian “kizek”
). 


“A state house” is a two-families house consisting of two separate parts, each of which has one or two living rooms and a stable under the same roof. The maximum height of those rooms not exceeds 3 arshins
, some houses are lower. 


Another kind of dwelling invented by re-settlers is “dugout”. It is not a living place under the ground but small homes built of above mentioned “syrets”, under earthen roof, and without ceiling. One can see such buildings in towns and suburbs; when, for example, one enters Mariupol by train, he can count about a half of a hundred such homes. This type of building is cheap so colonists build them for various household needs, and sometimes for married children if they have not started separate household.


The earth in the area colonies occupy is good black earth. The climate of steppe, as is well-known, is not favorable for farming. Frequent droughts, simple absence of a rain, takes away what the earth gives. On average one good crop happens once in five years. Major disadvantage is the  absolute absence of wood, that important part of farming; even bigger disadvantage is the absence of good water in the majority of the colonies, and the absence of any kind of water in many of them.


There is good water in following colonies: Sladkovodnaya
 (est. 1853), Ravnopol (est. 1855); there is fair water in the wells is in Zatishye (est. 1855), in Khlebodarevka (est. 1855), in Zelionoye Pole (est. 1853); very bad water is in Viesiolaya (est. 1845); there is no water at all in Trudolubovka (est. 1848) – they carry water from the nearby village of Gaychur, in Priyutnaya (est. 1848) – they carry water from the communal well over the distance of 0.5 v., Novo-Zlatopol (est. 1848) – carry water from the village of Turgenevka over the distance of 7 v., in Grafskaya (est., 1848) – they carry water from Zelionoye Pole over 4 v. distance, and from Sladkovodnaya over  8 v.; Nechayevka (est. 1848) – carry from Sladkovodnaya over 8 v., and from Gaychur over 7 v. There is own water in all remaining colonies - Nadiozhnaya (est. 1855), Miezhirech (est. 1845), Krasnoselka (est. 1845), Gorkaya (est. 1850), and in Bogodarevka (est. 1855).


It is remarkable that oldest colonies were founded in the locations where this thing of the first necessity – water – is absent. All colonies established in 1848 have no water and carry it over the distance 7-8 vv.


It is very important to keep in mind this fact of life while making view of the fact that many of the first settlers soon left their new places, abandoned the idea of the new life, and moved to towns. In such unfavorable conditions in which the first colonists of Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya were put, with no roof above head, no shelter, no water, this fact is quite natural. The majority of the colonists who has been expelled from colonies for vagrancy or sloth consist of the colonists of the first generation.


No need to list all obstacles the management agencies and the colonists had to overcome. Abundance of relevant information, taken from non-disputable official sources, can be found in the book “The Jews - Farmers”  by Mr. Nikitin. We only need to point out the situation that had been existing when the settlement of the colonies of Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya started. From what we said before it is clear that there was nothing but obstacles and difficulties. It could not be any other way, but the fact is, and this fact had to be foreseen, that the first generation of the settlers was unlikely to show good examples of the farming work and virtue. Some better results could have been expected from the second generation who would not spend energy to just accustom to the new conditions of life.


Now let us describe how the things are in the colonies in August 1890.

II.


As a result of examination of the colonies, mismatch was discovered between factual data and data shown in the official documents. This is a common thing, a result of our organization of the business of statistics. The official data about the population usually are calculated from the data of 10th popular census by adding the number of the newborn and subtracting the number of those who died. But the official data always lag behind reality.


Accordingly to the official data
 there were 574 families in all 17 colonies of Ekaterinoslavskaya guberniya. In 1886 there was 3,403 males, 3,911 females; 7,314 in total. This number was calculated from the number of persons - 3,772, as shown in 10th census, by adding the number of newly born in 1886 - 4,578, and subtracting the number of the dead - 1,036. Actually in August 1890 there were 749 households, 2,744 males, 2,398 females; 5,142 persons in total. When we say ‘a household’ we mean a separate family running a farm together. The number of such households is not equal to either the number of families composed of a father, a mother, and children, because there are many, namely 295, complex families of related descendants of a common patriarch, having more than 6 members, nor with the number of patriarchs, because very often married children get a part of their father allotment and start their own household.



The number of households in each colony:

	№№

	Colony
	The number of households
	Including complex households

	1
	Bogodarevka
	51
	21

	2
	Viesiolaya
	43
	15

	3
	Grafskaya
	37
	15

	4
	Gorkaya
	40
	16

	5
	Zatishye
	41
	25

	6
	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	31

	7
	Krasnoselka
	50
	22

	8
	Miezhirech
	47
	19

	9
	Nadiozhnaya
	51
	23

	10
	Nechayevka
	33
	11

	11
	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	25

	12
	Priyutnaya
	32
	11

	13
	Ravnopol
	46
	19

	14
	Roskoshnaya
	29
	9

	15
	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	12

	16
	Trudolubovka
	52
	16

	17
	Khlebodarevka
	17
	5

	Total
	
	749
	295



39.4% of all families have 6 or more male members.

Table I.

	№№
	The colony
	The number of households
	Total population


	Working population
	In military

	
	
	
	Total
	Male
	Female
	Total
	Male
	Female
	

	1
	Bogodarevka
	51
	374
	202

55%
	172

45%
	213

58%
	174
	95
	4

	2
	Viesiolaya
	43
	254
	141

56%
	113

44%
	153

61%
	80
	65
	6

	3
	Grafskaya
	37
	248
	117

47%
	131

53%
	156

61%
	80
	74
	2

	4
	Gorkaya
	40
	330
	181

55%
	149

45%
	187

57%
	101
	80
	2

	5
	Zatishye
	41
	255
	147

58%
	108

42%
	188

75%
	117
	68
	2

	6
	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	471
	232

49%
	239

51%
	281

60%
	147
	128
	6

	7
	Krasnoselka
	50
	396
	207

52%
	189

48%
	230

57.5%
	134
	91
	3

	8
	Miezhirech
	47
	372
	195

53%
	177

47%
	241

65%
	133
	102
	6

	9
	Nadiozhnaya
	51
	379
	192

51%
	187

49%
	240

63%
	126
	106
	5

	10
	Nechayevka
	33
	203
	106

53%
	97

47%
	117

58%
	66
	46
	4

	11
	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	498
	282

56%
	216

44%
	318

65%
	184
	135
	4

	12
	Priyutnaya
	32
	192
	108

57%
	84

43%
	149

72%
	88
	58
	1

	13
	Ravnopol
	46
	307
	163

53%
	144

47%
	182

60%
	98
	81
	3

	14
	Roskoshnaya
	29
	219
	126

57%
	93

43%
	148

67%
	75
	70
	3

	15
	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	243
	131

55%
	112

45%
	166

69%
	92
	66
	7

	16
	Trudolubovka
	52
	291
	152

52.5%
	139

47.5%
	219

75%
	113
	105
	1

	17
	Khlebodarevka
	17
	110
	62

57%
	48

43%
	72

66%
	42
	25
	2

	Total
	
	749
	5,142
	2,744

53.9%
	2,398

46.1%
	3,270

6.4%
	1,790
	1,395
	61


Table I shows absolute number and percentage of the male and female inhabitants and how many of them work in each of the colonies. The percentage rate of males is equal to 53.9% of the whole number, the same of females – 46.1%. For every 100 individuals there are 64 workers, meaning: individuals of work age and in fact working. Those 61 person who currently serve in military are included in the number of workers. 

Percentage rates:

	Male
	53.9%

	Female
	46.1%

	Both genders
	64%

	Not working
	36%

	Serve in military
	2.2%



Oscillation of percentage rates in particular colonies is not drastic what is an evidence of the normal distribution of individuals - the same for all 17 colonies - by gender and ability to work. Only in two colonies there are more females than males: In Grafskaya – 53%, in Zelionoye Pole – 51%. With exception of these two colonies, rate of males to females regularly oscillates between maximum – 58% males in Zatishye, and minimum – 51% in Nadiozhnaya. Rate of able to work is also quite normal, though fluctuates more: Between maximum - 75% in Zatishye, and Trudolubovka, and minimum – 57% in Gorkaya. This distribution has to be recognized as normal and advantageous. It is known that to the Jewish families wrong rate of working members to non-working often is ascribed , i.e. they are overly burdened with little kids. The numbers shown above prove that it is not the case in the Jewish colonies. The high rate of complex families - 39.4%, is also a good symptom of the normal development of rural life. We have to keep this in mind when discussing accusations that the Jews from the colonies tend to move to nearby towns and turn to craftsmanship. Should this have been the case it would be impossible to explain the high number of the complex families. In urban life of craftsmen or traders complex families are quite rare. The same would have been the case in the colonies should farming was not the main occupation of the Jews-colonists. Only farming requires collective effort, assembles working hands into one whole body, a household.


Before we wrap up crunching numbers, let us note what on the surface looks like sharp disparity between the number of people present in the colonies and the number shown in official data. This disparity in fact is not relevant if we discuss the situation in the colonies and adaptation of the colonists to farming. Compare of the factual and official figures shows 749 actually existing households, 572 in official papers. It means number of households increases, not decreases. On the other hand the surplus of officially shown number of workers, when it cannot be ascribed to lagging behind and errors of statistics, being a result of attrition of some number of the colonists, proves only that the colonies expel mal-adapted, superfluous elements for the reason either the colony cannot sustain them or they cannot adapt. (Remember what we said about infrequency of good crops.) It is obvious that the process of adaptation of newcomers went right, the best forces remained, worse excreted; the presence of the bad does not diminish significance of the good, of which is composed not just the majority but the main body, almost the whole thing.

III.


From the population let us make the next natural step to the size of the land. At the beginning of settlement of the colonies the size of allotment for one family was specified to be 30 d. Only some colonies had larger allotments: Ravnopol – 35 d., Zatishye – 40 d. One parcel was assigned for the family of 6. On many occasions a parcel was given to a so called ‘combined family’, composed of two, not even blood related, families, combined only to achieve unit of 6. Allotted land had to be divided in the parts: 15 d. as arable, 13 d. as pasture, 2 d. for the home, other buildings, and roads. We should not miss the fact that composition of families and households has changed. Instead of officially recognized 572 families now exist 749; and we have to keep in mind that the land assigned to those families and individuals that left colonies or were excluded from the state of colonists was not re-distributed among the remaining families but now belongs to the Government and is being leased to tenants. Originally there was 27,825 d. assigned to the colonies, but with passing of time 10,091 d. got taken away, so that now 749 households have, according to official data, 17,724 d., and the real size is even less by 490 d., what amounts to 17,230 d. On average there is 23 d. per a household, or 3.35 per a person, but we cannot ignore the fact that there are many combined large families, often having 10-15 members; on the other hand their parcels are often fragmented as a result of division of households and starting new households.   


Table II.

	№№
	The colony
	Households/

population
	Area size as shown in official data
	Actual area
	Per  house

hold
	Per person
	Rented
	Per

Hshld

	
	
	
	originally allotted
	taken away later
	Now
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	Bogodarevka
	51/374
	1800
	750
	1050
	1110
	21.7
	2.96
	571
	112

	2
	Viesiolaya
	43/254
	1260
	450
	810
	810
	18.9
	3.23
	507
	12

	3
	Grafskaya
	37/248
	1585
	661
	931
	910
	24.6
	3.67
	219
	6

	4
	Gorkaya
	40/330
	1080
	300
	780
	780
	19,5
	2,37
	1441
	36

	5
	Zatishye
	55/412
	2840
	1240
	1600
	1640
	40.0
	6.43
	104
	2.5

	6
	Zelionoye Pole
	65/471
	1320
	120
	1200
	1170
	18.0
	2.48
	610
	9

	7
	Krasnoselka
	50/396
	1500
	240
	1260
	1200
	25.2
	3.18
	367
	7

	8
	Miezhirech
	47/372
	1500
	390
	1110
	1140
	24.2
	3.06
	4564
	-

	9
	Nadiozhnaya
	51/379
	1770
	540
	1230
	1200
	23.5
	3.17
	1249
	25

	10
	Nechayevka
	33/203
	960
	330
	630
	630
	19.1
	3.10
	745
	22

	11
	Novo-Zlatopol
	86/498
	3000
	1140
	1860
	1860
	21.6
	3.73
	819
	9

	12
	Priyutnaya
	32/192
	1500
	630
	870
	400
	12.5
	2.06
	404
	12

	13
	Ravnopol
	46/307
	1980
	720
	1260
	1200
	26.1
	3.91
	140
	3

	14
	Roskoshnaya
	29/219
	1500
	720
	780
	780
	26.8
	3.56
	118
	4

	15
	Sladkovodnaya
	29/243
	1320
	480
	840
	840
	28.9
	3.44
	789
	26

	16
	Trudolubovka
	52/291
	1320
	360
	960
	960
	18.6
	3.29
	283.5
	5.5

	17
	Khlebodarevka
	17/110
	1590
	1020
	570
	540
	31.7
	4.91
	570
	33.5

	Totals
	27825
	10091
	17724
	17230
	23.0
	3.4
	
	


Table II. shows area size of each colony. Columns 6 and 7 show average size per household and per person. Only in Zatishye and Khlebodarevka there are more than 30 d. per household, correspondingly 40 d. and 31.7 d. Nowhere else there is more than 30 d. per household.

Six colonies have less than 20 d. per household:

	Priyutnaya

(poorest)
	12.5

	Zelionoye Pole
	18.0

	Trudolubovka
	18.6

	Viesiolaya
	18.9

	Nechayevka
	19.1

	Gorkaya
	19.5



Five colonies have 20 – 25 d. per household:

	Novo-Zlatopol
	21.6

	Bogodarevka
	21.7

	Nadiozhnaya
	23.5

	Miezhirech
	24.2

	Grafskaya
	24.6



Four colonies have 25 – 30 d. per household:

	Krasnoselka
	25.2

	Ravnopol
	26.1

	Roskoshnaya
	26.8

	Sladkovodnaya
	28.9



Zatishye and Khlebodarevka distinguish themselves also in respect of average area per person – 6.43 and 4.91 respectively. The number of colonies in which average area per person is larger than for all colonies – 3.4 d – is much lower than the number of colonies in which this average area is less than 3.4 d. The first category includes following colonies:

	Ravnopol
	3.91

	Novo-Zlatopol
	3.73

	Grafskaya
	3.67

	Roskoshnaya
	3.56

	Sladkovodnaya
	3.44



The second category includes:

	Priyutnaya
	2.06

	Gorkaya
	2.37

	Zelionoye Pole
	2.48

	Bogodarevka
	2.96

	Miezhirech
	3.06

	Nadiozhnaya
	3.17

	Nechayevka
	3.1

	Krasnoselka
	3.18

	Viesiolaya
	3.23

	Trudolubovka
	3.29


Note
: It is worthwhile to compare average per person allotment in the Jewish colonies and the same of neighboring  villages. The author of the mentioned above article “The Jewish Colonies” points out that  the Jewish allotment is several times bigger than usual peasant allotment and this was, among others, a cause of pogroms some colonies suffered in 1881. To support his statement he compares the colonies with the village Mayorskoe, but not with any of 14 village nearby, distanced not more than 10 v. from the colonies. Such comparison is not a good idea because the village Mayorskoe is not under management of the Ministry of State Properties but used to be a part of the estate of the landlord Niemcovich who settled there some of his serfs and gave them land, but not enough of it. Should the author compare the colonies with the abovementioned 14 villages he would come to diametrically different conclusions, namely that allotment per person in the colonies is much smaller than such in the Christian villages. Here is area per person in those villages:

	Village
	Per person shown in census
	Per resident person

	Turkenevka
	9.5
	5.4

	Sanzharovka
	8.2
	4.5

	Sviatodukhovka
	8.0
	4.2

	Fedorovka
	9.2
	5.2

	Guliay-Pole
	8.5
	4.0

	Gaychury
	8.0
	5.0

	Novopetrikovka
	6.5
	3.4

	Bogoslovka
	7.2
	4.1

	Zlatoustovka
	8.0
	4.8

	Krestovka
	9.7
	5.0

	Arkhangelskoye
	8.25
	4.25

	Ivanovka
	8.0
	4.5

	Petrovskoye
	10.3
	6.0

	Bogorodichnoye
	9.3
	5.0


On average 4.66

The average allotment in the Jewish colonies is 3.40 d., by 1.26 d less!


Particularly large difference exists between allotments in the Jewish colonies and those of German colonies which is 60.0 d., or Greek which is sometimes 20.0 d. In the Jewish colonies, as is shown in the spread-sheets, the households, with 2-3 persons in them, belaboring the whole family allotment, are rarities. We mentioned above fragmentation of the Jewish parcels.


Belaboring of the allotted parcels is not all what the colonists do. They would not have been able to sustain themselves by this work only. Because of fragmentation some households have 1/3 of a regular parcel, i.e. 5 d. of arable and 5 d. of pasture. It is necessary either to sow a half of this land and have small crop, or sow the whole thing and deplete earth, so that result will be the same. The best proof that not all work of the colonists goes to allotted land is the fact that the colonists rent from state land and from so called ‘reserved parcels’ area almost equal to their own, namely 13,487.5 d. what they do not for speculation but to apply their work. Even in the table cited in the article in “Russian Courier” the number of hired workers used by the colonists is shown as 25 Jewish and 106 non-Jewish, 131 in total. It is perfectly clear that this small number is negligible when we talk about 3,270 strong working population working on the area 17,230 d. own, and 13,487.5 d. rented, 30,717.5 d. in total, of land; even more so if we note that this number of hired hands is spread mostly between the households that stand out of average and rent large parcels. It is obvious that belaboring of rented land in this considerable amount, the fact that colonists themselves work not only on their allotments but on large other swaths of land, proves that farming not only became the main occupation of the colonists but looks for expanded area of applications in rented land.


We have to point out here that rent of agricultural land is largely obstructed by ‘Provisionary Rules’ of May 3 1882
, even though Ministry of Interior clarified them in the sense that the Jews are not prohibited from renting parcels of land adjacent to a particular colony and are parts of it. The problem is that before 1882 the Jewish colonists had the same right as local peasants and the German colonists, when renting state land, to make a contract with no collateral, but presenting a communal voucher instead. Since 1882 Jews are deprived of this privilege, and to rent a piece of state land cash collateral is necessary, which is seldom available. In addition to that rent contracts are auctioned, and local peasants and German colonists, free from necessity to provide cash collateral, can bid for the same parcels regardless of what colony they belong to. They use this opportunity to rent a parcel from the State for high price the Jews cannot afford for lack of cash collateral, then lease it for even higher price to the same Jews.

Rented land by particular colony
:

	The colony
	Area size of rented land
	Per household

	Bogodarevka
	571
	11.2

	Viesiolaya
	507
	12

	Grafskaya
	219
	6

	Gorkaya
	1441
	36

	Zatishye
	104
	2.5

	Zelionoye Pole
	610
	9

	Krasnoselka
	367
	7

	Miezhirech
	4564
	-

	Nadiozhnaya
	1249
	25

	Nechayevka
	745
	22

	Novo-Zlatopol
	812
	9

	Priyutnaya
	404
	12

	Ravnopol
	140
	3

	Roskoshnaya
	118
	4

	Sladkovodnaya
	783
	26

	Trudolubovka
	283.5
	5.5

	Khlebodarevka
	570
	33.5


In total 13,487.5 d.


It is interesting to compare approximate average size of rented land and the size of allotted land for the same household. With exception of the colonies that rent large swaths of land – Miezhirech – 4,564 d., Gorkaya – 1,441 d., Nadiozhnaya – 1,249 d., and where most successful households can be found – the sum of those sizes is about 30 d. in the most of the colonies, and more so where the allotments considerably less than 30 d.

Here are the numbers:

	The colony
	Area size of rented and allotted land
	Total

	Bogodarevka
	21.7 + 11.2
	32.9

	Viesiolaya
	18.9 + 12
	30.9

	Grafskaya
	24.6 + 6
	30.6

	Zelionoye Pole
	18 + 9
	27

	Krasnoselka
	25 + 7
	32.2

	Nechayevka
	19.1 + 22
	41

	Novo-Zlatopol
	21.6 + 6
	30.6

	Priyutnaya
	12.5 + 12
	24.5

	Ravnopol
	26.1 + 3
	29.1

	Roskoshnaya
	26.8 + 4
	30.8

	Sladkovodnaya
	28.9 + 26
	54.9

	Trudolubovka
	18.6 + 5.5
	24.1

	Khlebodarevka
	31.7 + 33.5
	65.2



So with exception of the 3 richest colonies – Nechayevka, Sladkovodnaya, Khlebodarevka – fluctuation of average size of the land belabored by one household is insignificant, and, in any case no more significant than fluctuation of the umber of working people in those colonies. This number oscillates around 30 d. This gives us the reason to say that the size of rented and the whole size of belabored land in the majority of colonies – 11 out of 17 - is not arbitrary but based on colonies needs and corresponds to the number of working population. On the other hand we can say this tendency to the norm shows that development of the colonies goes to the right direction, and agricultural productivity of the colonists has overgrown limits of allotments and tends to reach its natural intensity by application of work to rented land.


Table III.

	№№
	The colony
	The number of

households
	The number of households renting state and reserve parcels 

	
	
	
	less than 

5 d.
	5-10 d.
	10-20 d.
	20-30 d.
	30-50 d.
	more than 50 d.

	1
	Bogodarevka
	51
	13
	8
	2
	2
	1
	2

	2
	Viesiolaya
	43
	10
	2
	9
	1
	1
	3

	3
	Gorkaya
	40
	5
	5
	8
	4
	1
	3

	4
	Grafskaya
	37
	2
	5
	7
	2
	-
	-

	5
	Zatishye
	41
	2
	3
	3
	1
	-
	-

	6
	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	6
	17
	9
	1
	3
	2

	7
	Krasnoselka
	50
	1
	6
	5
	-
	2
	1

	8
	Miezhirech
	47
	10
	3
	2
	2
	3
	3

	9
	Nadiozhnaya
	51
	5
	3
	6
	1
	6
	10

	10
	Nechayevka
	33
	1
	6
	7
	2
	-
	4

	11
	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	6
	3
	9
	4
	2
	5

	12
	Priyutnaya
	32
	1
	-
	-
	-
	-
	2

	13
	Ravnopol
	46
	2
	5
	2
	3
	-
	-

	14
	Roskoshnaya
	29
	6
	3
	6
	-
	-
	-

	15
	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	1
	2
	5
	-
	5
	2

	16
	Trudolubovka
	52
	10
	9
	4
	1
	1
	1

	17
	Khlebodarevka
	17
	-
	1
	3
	3
	7
	-

	Totals
	749
	81
	81
	87
	27
	32
	38


Table III. shows the number of households in each colony that belabor rented parcels from state and colony reserved land in addition to their allotments. Some households do not rent from state and reserved land but work on insignificant parts of allotments of other members of the same colony. We’ll talk about it later. This is the summary of households that use rented land in the colonies:

	Bogodarevka
	28/56%

	Viesiolaya
	26/60%

	Gorkaya
	26/65%

	Grafskaya
	16/43%

	Zatishye
	9/22%

	Zelionoye Pole
	38/59%

	Krasnoselka
	15/30%

	Miezhirech
	23/52%

	Nadiozhnaya
	31/60%

	Nechayevka
	20/60%

	Novo-Zlatopol
	29/34%

	Priyutnaya
	3/9%

	Ravnopol
	12/26%

	Roskoshnaya
	15/52%

	Sladkovodnaya
	15/52%

	Trudolubovka
	26/50%

	Khlebodarevka
	14/83%


Total 346 households, 46%.


These figures, we believe, are quite eloquent and disprove that in every colony allegedly exist a few individuals who run farming on large scale and hold in their grip all land and all holdings.


This allegation, not supported by any data, can be disproved by two figures, supported by the attached name-by-name lists, by figures, derived above, about households renting additional land and percentage rate of such households to the total number of households. About half of all households rent additional land. We accept the assumption that there are in every colony a few individuals working on other people holdings – we’ll talk about this matter in more details later – but significance of this cannot overweight the fact that the half of the colonists work on additional land.


Here are some more figures relating rented land:

	range of rented area
	number of households

	less than 5 d.
	81

	5 – 10 d.
	81

	10 – 20 d.
	87

	20 – 30 d.
	27

	30 – 50 d.
	32

	more than 50 d.
	38


Total: 346 d.

Only 70 households rent more than 30 d. and run farming on larger scale, 276 of them rent less than 30 d. per h., 162 of them rent not more than 10 d./h., i.e. merely supplements their holdings. Let us not forget that we are talking about rent of state and reserved land, not about other people holdings.


We’ll show name-by-name households renting large swaths of land and what land they rent.


In Bogodarevka there are two such households: Khanovich Khaim Grigorevich; the head of the household, his wife, and 5 members of the family work, rent 150 d. of reserve land, and 22 d. of communal land in the nearby colony Roskoshnaya; Elnin Mordukh Yudovich; the head of the household, his wife, and 5 members of the family work, rent 150 d. of reserve land.


In Gorkaya three households run farming on larger scale. Meyerov Duvid Donovich, the head of the household, his wife, and 3 members of the family work; rents from the state land of Roskoshnaya 500 d. and from reserve land of Gorkaya 45 d. Lemkov Khanin Berkovich, the head of the household, his wife, and 6 members of the family work; rents 350 d. of state and reserve land in Priyutnaya, Roskoshnaya, and Gorkaya. Eliosof Moshe Tankhumovich, only one female worker in the family; rents 20 d. of state land in Roskoshnaya, 150 d. of reserve land, and 20 d. of state land in Priyutnaya – 190 d. in all.


There are three such households in Miezhirech. Poliakov brothers: Aron and Yitskhok, 7 workers aside owners and their wives. The first of them belabors only his own holding, other rents 1500 d. of state land. Aron works as a turner in winter. Chopik brothers: Leyb and Veniamin. They rent 2300 d. of state and reserve land. Shulkin Israel Leybovich has 4 working sons. He rents from the tenant of state parcel, German colonist Oborovski, 500 d.


There is only one such family in Nadiozhnaya, Konovalov Arye-Leyb Kofmanovich. This family is combined of several families of Kolmanovich’ sons. He has 3 sons, all married. He rents 74 d. from reserve and state land, another 80 d. from reserve and state land in Sladkovodnaya; 204 d. in all; all this land they belabor with no hired help.


In Priyutnaya – two families: of Nevler Abram Israilevich, and the family of his son Israel. There are 7 workers beside the heads of families. They rent 200 d. of state land and do not use hired help. The family of Khait Genokh Rafulovich rents 200 d. of state land and from the fellow colonists 20 d.


In Sladkovodnaya Sorokin brothers, Lazar and Fishel Markovich – 4 workers beside heads of households – rent 450 d. from reserve, and do not use hired workers.


There are no other households of a considerable size in the colonies. Of all abovementioned households, only Khait in Priyutnaya, the poorest colony, rents from the colonists 20 d. No one of the other 11 households works on other peoples holdings.


Table IV.

	The colony
	Households
	belabor additional

land
	belabor only their own land
	lend some of their land
	Do not work on land

	
	
	number
	%
	number
	%
	number
	%
	number
	%

	Bogodarevka
	51
	29
	57
	11
	21
	10
	20
	1
	2

	Viesiolaya
	43
	27
	63
	3
	7
	5
	12
	8
	18

	Gorkaya
	40
	25
	62.5
	7
	17.5
	4
	10
	4
	10

	Grafskaya
	37
	22
	61
	8
	21
	4
	11
	3
	7

	Zatishye
	41
	22
	54
	11
	27
	6
	17
	2
	5

	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	38
	59
	23
	35
	2
	3
	2
	3

	Krasnoselka
	50
	33
	66
	10
	20
	5
	10
	2
	4

	Miezhirech
	47
	28
	59
	14
	30
	2
	4
	3
	7

	Nadiozhnaya
	51
	31
	61
	14
	27
	5
	10
	1
	2

	Nechayevka
	33
	22
	67
	9
	27
	-
	-
	2
	6

	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	39
	46
	18
	21
	15
	18
	13
	15

	Priyutnaya
	32
	8
	25
	14
	43
	7
	22
	3
	10

	Ravnopol
	46
	19
	42
	14
	30
	5
	11
	8
	17

	Roskoshnaya
	29
	15
	51
	9
	31
	4
	15
	1
	3

	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	15
	51
	14
	49
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Trudolubovka
	52
	28
	55
	15
	29
	8
	18
	1
	2

	Khlebodarevka
	17
	15
	88
	1
	6
	-
	-
	1
	6

	 Totals
	749
	416
	55
	195
	26
	83
	10.7
	55
	7.3


Overview of Table IV leads us, again, to favorable conclusions about how the colonists work the land, the same way as data about area size of owned and rented land. This table contains, for each colony, the number of households working, besides own holding, on other parcels, no matter whether outside or inside of the colony; the number of households working their holdings only; the number of those who cannot handle their holdings and lend part of it to fellow colonists; the number of those who do not work their holdings at all. Of all 749 households 416, or 55%, rent additional land, 195 – 26% work only own holding, 83 – 10.7% lend part of their land; 55 – 7.3 do not work the land.

From attached spread-sheets can be seen that majority of those who do not work on land consists of households of widows, orphans, ill, and households with no work-able members.

The maximum percentage of those who do not belabor their holdings has been found in Viesiolaya – 18%      
 

	In how many colonies this percentage of households 

that do not belabor their land has been found
	Percentage

	1
	0

	7
	up to 5%

	6
	5 – 10%

	1
	15%

	2
	15 – 18%



The number of the households that cannot handle their holdings because of dearth of workmen – and we cannot think about any other reason if the head of the household does farming – is not large, 10.7%, though it is significant for the poorest colony Priyutnaya 21% 
	percentage

of the households that do not work on their holdings
	In how many colonies

this percentage found

	up to 10%
	5

	10 – 15%
	5

	15 – 20%
	2

	above 20%
	1

	0%
	3


Table V.

	Colony
	The number of households

not working on

land


	Absent
	Illness
	Widow
	Orphan
	Newcomer
	dearth of workmen
	Fire
	Other

	Bogodarevka
	1
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Viesiolaya
	8
	3
	 
	2
	 
	 
	2
	 
	1

	Gorkaya
	4
	 
	3
	 
	1
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Grafskaya
	3
	1
	 
	1
	 
	 
	1
	 
	 

	Zatishye
	2
	
	
	1
	
	1
	
	
	

	Zelionoye Pole
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	1

	Krasnoselka
	2
	1
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Miezhirech
	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3

	Nadiozhnaya
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1

	Nechayevka
	2
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	1

	Novo-Zlatopol
	13
	
	
	3
	2
	1
	1
	
	6

	Priyutnaya
	3
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	1

	Ravnopol
	8
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	1
	4

	Roskoshnaya
	1
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	

	Sladkovodnaya
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Trudolubovka
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	

	Khlebodarevka
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	

	Total
	55
	6
	6
	8
	3
	3
	10
	1
	18



The figures of Table V are of some interest. It shows by colony households not working on their land because of various reasons indicated in the attached spread-sheets: being absent from the colony; illness of the head of the household while there is no one else to work; death of the head of the household in which there are no other members of working age; a household had been passed down to young orphans; fire; others, not clear, reasons. Of 55 households not working on the land

	The number of households
	Reason why they do not work on the land

	6
	The head of the household is absent

	6
	The head of the household is ill

	8
	Widow

	3
	Orphans

	3
	Newly founded households or heads just got back from military service

	10
	No members of working age

	1
	Suffered from fire

	18
	No apparent reason

	55
	



In other words, 21 households has valid excuse for not working their land, 10 have less valid excuses, like dearth of able to work members, and only 24 have no excuse or just absent. Obviously, the number of sloppy bosses is negligible. Bosses like that can be found in any village, and their presence is not specific for the Jewish colonies. 

IV.


Now let us turn to data about households in which land is belabored by the boss and his family.

Table VI.

	Colony


	The number of households
	Boss works
	Boss works and hires help
	Hired help only
	Doesn’t work

	
	
	number
	%
	number
	%
	number
	%
	number
	%

	Bogodarevka
	51
	36
	71
	4
	8
	9
	19
	1
	2

	Viesiolaya
	43
	28
	65
	4
	9
	5
	8
	8
	18

	Gorkaya
	40
	31
	78
	4
	10
	1
	2
	4
	10

	Grafskaya
	37
	26
	70
	5
	14
	3
	8
	3
	8

	Zatishye
	41
	28
	69
	9
	23
	2
	4
	2
	4

	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	54
	83
	4
	7
	5
	7
	2
	3

	Krasnoselka
	50
	37
	74
	6
	12
	5
	10
	2
	4

	Miezhirech
	47
	37
	78
	5
	11
	2
	4
	3
	7

	Nadiozhnaya
	57
	37
	72
	7
	14
	6
	12
	1
	2

	Nechayevka
	33
	16
	48
	13
	40
	2
	6
	2
	6

	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	49
	55
	7
	8
	16
	22
	13
	15

	Priyutnaya
	32
	22
	68
	5
	15
	2
	8
	3
	8

	Ravnopol
	46
	31
	64
	2
	15
	2
	4
	8
	17

	Roskoshnaya
	29
	25
	85
	1
	3.5
	2
	7
	1
	3.5

	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	23
	78
	2
	7
	4
	15
	-
	-

	Trudolubovka
	52
	34
	66
	9
	15
	8
	16
	1
	2

	Khlebodarevka
	17
	9
	52
	5
	30
	2
	12
	1
	6

	Total
	749
	524
	70
	93
	12.8
	77
	10.3
	55
	7.3



Table VI. shows these data. There are three modes of work on a holding, colonists work by themselves, with no hired help; they use some hired help; they use hired labor only. For the completeness sake we added the last column showing households that do not tend their holdings (see Table V.). It turns out that out of 749 households 524, or 70%, do not use hired labor; 93, or 12.4% of all households work themselves and hire some additional labor; do not work personally and run farm exclusively by hired labor 77 households, or 10.3%. Table VI shows relatively large percentage of hired labor, more than 15%, in 4 colonies: Bogodarevka – 19%, Novo-Zlatopol – 22%, Sladkovodnaya – 15%, and Trudolubovka – 16%.

	10 – 15%
	2 colonies

	5 – 10%
	7

	less than 5%
	4



Less than 50% of all households use exclusively labor of the members of a household in only one colony – Nechayevka, namely 45%. The next in the line is Khlebodarevka – 52%, High percentage has been reached in Roskoshnaya – 85%, Zelionoye Pole – 83%, Grafskaya, Miezhirech, Sladkovodnaya – in all 3 – 78%. Colonies without hired labor:

	less than 50% without hired labor
	1

	50 – 60%
	2

	70 – 80%
	6

	more than 80%
	2

	Total
	17



So in about a half of all colonies – 8 of 17 – households, members of which handle their land without hiring labor, make more than 70% of the total number, and only in 3 colonies this number is less than 60%. If we recall that on average 46% of all households rent additional land, we’ll see that the great majority adapted to farming so well that works on their own holding – on average 23 d./household (13487 d./749 households) – and on 18 d. of rented land. Is this not a proof of adaptation to farming?


It cannot be missed that the land of colonies is not rented to non-Jewish outsiders. As a result those negligent or absent households that do not farm their land are balanced by industry of other part, making great majority of Jewish population. Inadaptability of some negligible part of population to farming cannot disprove conclusion about adaptation of majority but proves it even stronger.   


It can be seen from the name-by-name spreadsheets that those who do not work on their allotments lend them to sharecroppers, i.e. not for a cash payment but for a share of the crop, leaving the rest to those who belabored that land. There are, of course, some craftsmen among them. It is understandable that some part of the colonies population, let it be small, has to work as craftsmen. Population 5,000 strong, remote from towns, needs many things beside grain; things that are products of crafts. Some part of population has to do trade, because such things as salt or candles one cannot get by farming, and a town is far away. If, while discussing 17% (10% hiring help + 7% do not tend their land) of not full-time farmers, we keep in mind all those reasons and the reasons that are valid for every rural commune – illness, old age frailty – we’ll agree that the presence of those 17% cannot be ascribed to inability of that part of population to farming. Among peasantry one can find a part not doing farming; some go to cities and towns, some are lazy, some keep drinking joints. In a Jewish village-colony one can find lazy people, people who went for work some place, craftsmen, but there is no drinking joints keepers.


We’ll talk more about craftsmen later.

V.


Now, when we are through talking about work on land in the colonies, let us turn to the results of that work, i.e. to economical situation of the colonists. Whatever this situation is, it is the result of farming work. As we said before, the Jewish settlers did not bring with them farm tools, or money, or live stock. If on reaches some degree of prosperity by craft or trade, he does not turn to farming, but tries to increase his prosperity from the same source. Consequently, prosperity of the colonists, if it exists, exists solely because of their farming work. Economical situation of the colonists is not so bad as some researchers depict it, and we’ll prove it using the best evidence – numbers.


As in any other business, in farming level of prosperity is being measured by the value of assets, what in farming is represented by machines, buildings, live stock, and tools. We’ll show data for each of these categories as of 1890 extracted from the name-by-name spreadsheets.


Table VII.

	Colony


	The number of households
	Has buildings
	No buildings
	Has more than 2 living rooms
	Good

buildings
	Fair

buildings
	Bad

	
	
	num
	%
	num
	%
	num
	%
	
	
	

	Bogodarevka
	51
	27
	54
	24
	46
	18
	36
	50
	45
	3

	Viesiolaya
	43
	19
	44
	24
	56
	14
	33
	28
	35
	7

	Gorkaya
	40
	18
	45
	22
	55
	7
	18
	17
	39
	12

	Grafskaya
	37
	12
	35
	24
	67
	7
	17
	17
	18
	14

	Zatishye
	41
	23
	57
	18
	43
	14
	34
	34
	28
	1

	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	34
	52
	31
	48
	9
	14
	49
	46
	11

	Krasnoselka
	50
	26
	52
	24
	48
	22
	44
	31
	45
	2

	Miezhirech
	47
	16
	35
	31
	65
	30
	70
	29
	40
	4

	Nadiozhnaya
	57
	26
	52
	25
	48
	18
	35
	61
	32
	6

	Nechayevka
	33
	14
	42
	19
	58
	11
	33
	28
	22
	4

	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	26
	30
	60
	70
	16
	17
	40
	68
	16

	Priyutnaya
	32
	10
	30
	22
	70
	6
	19
	12
	55
	6

	Ravnopol
	46
	14
	33
	32
	67
	3
	7
	9
	40
	14

	Roskoshnaya
	29
	12
	40
	17
	60
	6
	20
	15
	23
	3

	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	11
	37
	18
	63
	7
	23
	20
	16
	8

	Trudolubovka
	52
	20
	39
	32
	61
	22
	42
	17
	14
	8

	Khlebodarevka
	17
	9
	53
	8
	47
	5
	30
	10
	45
	10

	Total
	749
	317
	42.3
	-
	57.7
	215
	29
	487
	577
	124


Table VII. shows households having outbuildings and those who have no such buildings. We count here buildings separate from living accommodations and not under the same roof. There are almost no buildings not including, beside one or two living rooms and a kitchen, a stable under the same roof. Those stables we did not count as a building, and counted only barns, tool sheds, and such, standing separately from the living house. All those buildings were built by the colonists without any help from the state. The number of households that have such buildings is 317 out of total 749, or 42.3%. There are no such buildings in 432
, 57.7%, of households. Obviously, need of outbuildings grows in parallel with the need of more land for farming. Many households have more than one outbuilding, what can be seen on name-by-name spreadsheets. The total number of outbuildings in all colonies is 502. It means 185 households have on average more than one outbuilding. Some combined households of multiple families have more than one living house. The number of all living houses in all colonies is 800.


The highest percentage of households with outbuildings is in Zatishye (57%), Bogodarevka (54%), Zelionoye Pole (52%), Nadiozhnaya (52%), and Krasnoselka (52%). The lowest percentages are in Priyutnaya (30%), Novo-Zlatopol (30%), Grafskaya (35%), Ravnopol (33%), Trudolubovka (39%), and Sladkovodnaya (37%).

	less than 40%
	in 5 colonies

	40 – 50%
	4

	50% or more
	6

	Total
	18


It means in 10 colonies the number of households with outbuildings is greater than 40%, and only in 7 colonies it is less than 40%, while the minimum is 30%.

The number of households with outbuildings does not correlate with the number of households renting additional land. Sometimes it is bigger, sometimes it is smaller. This is understandable: composition of the family, crops, and farming skills – all this affects prosperity regardless the size of the cultivated land.


In the separate column of Table VII is shown the number of households with more than 2 rooms in their living houses. We found these data interesting and pulled them out from name-by-name spreadsheets to show how much colonists acquired habits of urban dwellers to use more rooms for a family. There are living houses with more than 2 living rooms in 215 households, about 30% of all. If we take under consideration the number of combined families (295), we can say that the colonists live in rather urban than rural style.


The last three columns of Table VII show the number of buildings segregated by conditions in which they were found. There are notes about it in the name-by-name spreadsheets; summary of those notes is represented in those columns. It turns out that 487 buildings were found in a good state, 577 – in a fair, 124 – in a bad state, which is about 1/9 of all number.


The next item of farming – farming tools. From the data about farmed land and households doing farming work follows that there are enough of farming tools, without which farming work is impossible.


Table VIII.

	Colony


	The number of households
	Have mechanisms
	No mechanisms
	Have tools
	No tools

	
	
	at all
	more than one
	
	
	

	Bogodarevka
	51
	22  44%
	13   26%
	29   56%
	38   76%
	13   24%

	Viesiolaya
	43
	46   19%
	29   9%
	54   21
	65   32%
	35   8%

	Gorkaya
	40
	19   48%
	9   23%
	21   52%
	32   80%
	8   20%

	Grafskaya
	37
	20   54%
	8   23%
	17   46%
	31   79%
	6   21%

	Zatishye
	41
	21   51%
	10   24%
	20   49%
	30   75%
	11   25%

	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	37  57%
	29   45%
	28   43%
	58   89%
	7   11%

	Krasnoselka
	50
	27   54%
	10   20%
	23   46%
	45   90%
	5   10%

	Miezhirech
	47
	27   58%
	10   22%
	20   42%
	38   81%
	9   19%

	Nadiozhnaya
	57
	32   63%
	25   50%
	19   37%
	46   90%
	5   10%

	Nechayevka
	33
	21   63%
	15   45%
	12   37%
	27   81%
	6   19%

	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	33   36%
	17  19%
	53   64%
	53   64%
	33   36%

	Priyutnaya
	32
	8   25%
	3   9%
	24   75%
	23   73%
	9   27%

	Ravnopol
	46
	23   50%
	10   22%
	23   50%
	30   64%
	16   36%

	Roskoshnaya
	29
	16   51%
	7   27%
	13   49%
	23   80%
	6   20%

	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	22   73%
	7  27%
	7   27%
	26   90%
	3   10%

	Trudolubovka
	52
	28   54%
	14   27%
	24   46%
	44   84%
	14   14%

	Khlebodarevka
	17
	13   76%
	8   48%
	4  24%
	16   94%
	1   6%

	Total
	749   100%
	389   53.3%
	207   28%
	360   

46.7%
	588 79.8%
	161 20.2%



Table VIII supports this conclusion. Out of total number of households – 749 – 389 (53.3%) have machines (we count as such complex mechanisms, such as winnows, mowers, chaff-cutters). 207 (28%) have more than one machine. The total number of winnows in all colonies is 269, mowers – 172, chaff-cutters – 110; the total number of machines – 551. It should be kept in mind that some households, particularly those newly emerged from expanded families, do not have machines in full ownership but share them with parent household. Sometimes, having no enough money to by a machine, colonists put together funds and buy it. This is why the total number of machines – 551 – is less then number of households that have one even with addition of the number of households that have more than one machine (319+207 = 526). The number of households having machines approximately equals the number of households that rent additional land. It is understandable: those who farm larger grounds need more machines. We are not likely to err if we say that in overwhelming majority of peasant households there is no even talk about machines; in a peasant household one cannot find a decent plough too often.


In the same Table VIII is shown the number of households owning simple farming tools. We did not count such tools as braids, pitch forks, or wooden plows, but only good ploughs with one or two shares. 588 households (79.8%) own such tools, 161 (20.2%) do not. The number of those who do not have is slightly bigger than the number of not working on land (17%). This is because the newly emerging households often do not have own tools and use tools of parental household. Sometime occur the cases of work on own land but with rented tools. We marked such households in the name-by-name spreadsheets. Less than 70% of owning tools households is in Viesiolaya, Novo-Zlatopol, and Ravnopol. More than 90% in Khlebodarevka. Minimum is 64%.

	less than 70%
	3

	70 – 80%
	6

	80 – 90%
	7

	more than 90%
	1



So in the half of all colonies (8 out of 17) the number of such households is larger than 80% of all households.


The number of households owning machines is less than 40% only in two colonies: Priyutnaya (25%) and Novo-Zlatopol (36%) 

	less than 40%
	2

	40 – 50%
	4

	50 – 60%
	7

	60 – 70%
	2

	more than 70%
	2

	Total
	17



So 11 colonies, almost 2/3 of the total number, include more than 50% of all households that own machines. To wrap this thing up, let us list different tools. There are 749 ploughs, about 1 per household; 906 rollers (1.2 per household); 811 chaises. It has to be noted that chaises are of a great value and importance. All of them have iron axles, spring suspensions, removable body that can be replaced by another so the chaise can be used for transportation of grain and hay. Such a chaise may cost 80 – 120 rubles.


Now we turn to the last category of inventory, may be to the most important, to the farm animals, described in Table IX. 

Table IX.

	Colony


	The number of households
	Have so many heads of farm animals
	No draft

animals
	cattle

	
	
	less than 2
	2-4
	4-6
	6-8
	more than 8
	
	have
	do not have

	Bogodarevka
	51
	16 32%
	13 25%
	8 16%
	
	2 4%
	12 23%
	43 85%
	8 15%

	Viesiolaya
	43
	12 28%
	11 26%
	5 12%
	2 4%
	2 4%
	11 26%
	32 74.5%
	11 24.5%

	Gorkaya
	40
	9 22.5%
	15 37.5%
	5 12.5%
	1 2.5%
	3 7.5%
	7 16.5%
	38 97.5%
	2 2.5%

	Grafskaya
	37
	9 24%
	12 31%
	7 21%
	
	
	9 24%
	24 78.5%
	8 21.5%

	Zatishye
	41
	10 24%
	20 51%
	6 14%
	
	
	5 11%
	34 53%
	7 17%

	Zelionoye Pole
	65
	26 40%
	21 32.5%
	8 12.5%
	
	1 2%
	9 13%
	57 88%
	8 12%

	Krasnoselka
	50
	19 38%
	16 32%
	9 18%
	2 4%
	
	4 8%
	44 88%
	6 12%

	Miezhirech
	47
	10 21%
	15 32%
	5 11%
	3 6.5%
	4 9.5%
	9 20%
	36 78%
	11 22%

	Nadiozhnaya
	57
	8 17.5%
	18 36%
	11 20%
	5 9%
	3 6%
	6 11.5%
	45 89%
	6 11%

	Nechayevka
	33
	9 28%
	11 33%
	5 15%
	
	4 12%
	4 12%
	3 91%
	3 9%

	Novo-Zlatopol
	86
	19 23%
	21 24%
	8 9%
	3 3%
	
	35 41%
	60 66%
	26 34%

	Priyutnaya
	32
	13 40%
	7 22%
	1 3%
	1 3%
	2 7%
	8 25%
	26 7.9%
	6 21%

	Ravnopol
	46
	15 32%
	13 28%
	4 10%
	
	
	14 30%
	32 70%
	14 30%

	Roskoshnaya
	29
	6 21%
	11 36%
	5 18%
	1 4%
	
	6 21%
	24 82%
	5 18%

	Sladkovodnaya
	29
	7 24%
	9 31%
	6 21%
	2 7%
	1 4%
	4 13% 27 93%
	2 7%
	

	Trudolubovka
	52
	21 40
	14 27%
	6 12%
	3 6%
	
	8 15%
	43 82%
	9 18%

	Khlebodarevka
	17
	3 17%
	8 48%
	3 17%
	2 12%
	
	1 6%
	17 100%
	

	Total
	749
	212 29%
	235 33%
	102 13%
	25 3.5%
	22 3%
	125 18.5%
	617 84%
	132 16%



Working animals are almost exclusively horses. Theirs number varies from a household to household. There are households with two or even one only horse, but in some households there are 10 or more horses. 152 (18.5%) of all households do not have draft animals at all. This is about the same number as the number of households that do not work on their land – 17%. Remaining 597 (81.5%) have draft animals.


212 of all households have less than two animals. In detail:

	less than 2
	212  29%

	2 – 4
	235 33%

	4 – 6
	102 13%

	6 – 8
	25 35%



So more tan a half of all households, 52.2%, own more than 2 draft animals. 

The whole number of draft animals is 2375. It is more than 0.5 per person, about 3.2 per household. This number of draft animals cannot be ascribed to the carting business or trade needs. Carting business is unthinkable in places so remote from towns and cities; also it would be wrong to say that trade of all neighboring guberniyas is concentrated in hands of the Jewish colonists who use their homes in the colonies as summer-homes, do business outside of the colonies, let their parcels idle, and so on, and only this can explain so large number of horses.

617 of all households (84%) have livestock (cows, calves, sheep, foals), and only 132 (16%) do not have them. One can assume that breeding of livestock proves house-pride of the colonists, denied by some. The total number of non-draft animals in the colonies is 12,365, 16 heads per household. One cannot ask for a better proof of good farming, and one cannot find such even in the most successful Christian villages. To finish our description of economical situation in the colonies, let us mention that every home in the colonies has a kitchen-garden, where in most cases grow potatoes. There are wells in the most of households. Water in those wells is bitter-salty and not fit for animals. Every household has under-ground store room, place for chicken, geese, turkeys… Breeding of burn-door fowl is not only profitable, but also supplements diet when beef is hard to get.       

VI.


The mode of use of the land is not good. One cannot call it rational. Three-field system is not being used, because there is no enough land, so colonists use rotation of the crop, sowing in the same field one year - wheat, the next year - rye, then barley, and do not allow earth to rest. This mode of cultivation depletes earth so, with absence of forest that preserves moisture in the earth, and frequent draught, causes frequent poor crops. They do not use fertilizers, because almost all manure goes for fuel. Those bosses who rent additional land use three-field mode of cultivation and breed sheep and cattle. 


The peasants of nearby villages use different mode of cultivation; they divide communal land in two parts, of which one is being used as communal pasture for three years, on another they rotate crop during the same period. After three years roles change; fertilized pasture goes for sowing, field goes for pasture. This, very rational, way of farming cannot be used in the colonies because of land fragmentation. The German and Greek colonists who own large parcels can use this method.


At the end we have to say some things about the Jewish craftsmen living in the colonies. Some colonists left the colonies and moved to towns, probably occupying themselves with crafts. In the colonies craftsmen do farming. There are no more than 36 of such craftsmen-colonists.

	Bogodarevka
	4

	Viesiolaya
	3

	Gorkaya
	5

	Grafskaya
	3

	Zatishye
	1

	Zelionoye Pole
	6

	Miezhirech
	1

	Novo-Zlatopol
	3

	Priyutnaya
	1

	Ravnopol
	5

	Roskoshnaya
	2

	Sladkovodnaya
	2


     It goes without saying that craftsmanship in the spare from farming time is not reprehensible and is very beneficial for the colonists. Some of these colonists-craftsmen deserve a special mentioning: Khonovich in Bogodarevka (№ 37 in the spreadsheet
), and Konovalov; in Viesiolaya – Balanov (№ 1 in the spreadsheet
). More about them can be found in the spreadsheets.


These are data about present conditions of the colonies. If one draws conclusion about the outcome of the experiment of adaptation of the Jews to farming in Ekaterinoslavskaya gubeniya, and on the basis of this conclusion answers the question whether or not Jews are able to be farmers, so the outcome has to be adjudged as more than satisfactory. The first generation of the colonists, those who came here straight from poverty of the Pale of Settlement, is gradually retiring; works the second generation. Nevertheless, we see the full picture of rural life, great volume of work, and considerable prosperity created by that work. Remarkable that among the Jewish population, more than 5,000 strong, any other elements of population are absent. The number of Christian workers is negligibly small and amount of their work is dwarfed in comparison wit the volume of Jewish work. There cannot be better disproof of wide-spread opinion about Jews avoiding physical labor.


How many hundred thousands of the Jews, suffocating in small towns of guberniyas where the Jews are allowed to reside, watch with envy lucky colonists who are in position to earn their living by labor of their hands!


Those who cannot be convinced by the figures of this report, the figures extracted from carefully collected data of the household-by-household survey, cannot be convinced at all.    

�	i.e. outside of the Pale of Settlement (JK).


�	Many families settled in 50th and 60th .


�	The majority of the families settled in 1853.


�	Many families settled in 60th.


�	Ukraine (JK)


�	From Polish miasteczko - small Jewish town (JK).


�	Actually “kizek” is not building material but fuel. It is pancakes of sun-dried cow manure (JK).


�	1 arshin = 0.7112m (JK)


�	The name means: “Sweet Water” (JK)


�	Compare appendix to “The Jews – Farmers” by Nikitin, the table on the page 688.


� In the original text this note was a footnote, but I found it inconvenient to have a footnote this large. (JK)


� Extremely reactionary and oppressive amendment to the laws of Russian Empire concerning Jews (JK).


� Here are some remarkable facts illustrating what was told above about groundless rent price gouging. In Zatishye peasants, after they inflated price, later abandoned the land they won at auction. Peasants of the village Bogoslovka of the Khristovskaya volost of the Mariupolsky uyezd won at auction parcels of the size 500 d. and 300 d. for the price 6 rubles and 40 kopeks per diesiatina for 6 years but after the first year they had to cancel contract, being unable to pay even for this year. A year later a German colonist Radig rented a part of the size 50 d. of this land, now for 3 r. 20 k. Jews pay even now 6 r. 40 k. per diesiatina rented for 6 years from reserved land; and they pay promptly regardless of how bountiful was crop in a particular year. Poverty and need for money force a few, as we can see from attached tables, to seek solution in renting through a straw man.    





� These data have been shown already in Table II. (JK)


� There is an obvious typo in original text in this place: 732 instead of 432. I took liberty to correct it. (JK)


� From the spread-sheet: Khonovich Meyer Gershovich. Buildings, of which all are in good condition: the house has three rooms and a stable under straw roof; another house has two rooms and a kitchen, one room serves as a carpentry shop; a barn with wooden sections under earthen roof; shack. (JK)


� From the spread-sheet: Balanov Meyer Leyzerovich. Buildings, of which all are in good or fair condition: house has four rooms and a kitchen under straw roof; earthen-brick smithy; earthen-brick carpentry shop; a barn with sections, a shack; a stable for horses and cows. (JK)





