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Background and purpose of the research

The purpose of the research is to clear and trace the structure and evolution of Russian peasant and urban family on local (Tambov) scale to compare it with similar processes in other Russian regions through the 19th c., to put the family evolution in the context of integral history. 

Data and methods which were used

The census, the parish registers and lists of confession for the different types of selected settlements were used. These materials allow to calculate the number of family members and the types of families according to an estate, a settlement or an owner.

The methods are the forming of E-data base and quantitative methods.

Main results

Villages in early 19th c. preserved extended families, while meschane tended to have families of smaller size which were structured differently - like a family embraced only parents with their children. 

The main source shortage of the census registers was of that a separate household was listed as a family so it formally could have been an extended family but in fact it was divided into several independent ones. In pre-reform Russia the authorities and the landlords hampered family partition, but we still guess whether those bans were really kept to. The census registers often note children or even one child as independent household members. In fact those were usually orphans, being the formal remnants of the families disintegrated between the two censuses, so they could hardly exist independently. Someone must have taken care of them. The lists of confession demonstrate the large groups of relatives which are also known from the church writings. The families at confession (8,3 members av.) came out larger than the census ones (7,0 members av.) and they were more patriarchal having had their heads 16 years older (58 v 42).

Conclusions
The peasant families structure in M.Pupki and Rasskazovo displayed the predominance of extended 3- and 4-generation families. A great share of “other types” (with distant relatives) in M.Pupki suggests the presence of serfs listed as relatives in the state peasant families. The comparison of census registers and confessional lists for Rasskazovo displayed an absence of single children at confession supporting an idea that there were no such categories in real life.

   It is also obvious that consanguinites at confession were not necessarily a common household.   Half of one and the same families displayed a more extended structure at confession on brother- and sisterhood.  The census families were not larger than real ones, moreover, those who confessed were the traditional families of consanguinites (conscious about) realising their kinship, but having had a half of them leading their independent households.

