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Thé $inale of tha 20th centurq seens raaiﬁ ail aver the world., The

~gutent of the 1967~19&5 political events in Estonia is comparable uith the

developsental chanqns ai'a»couple of “norsal® dacades. Severaii‘nther
aspects of sorial life are aiso rapid!q changing. ‘égaiﬁsf the background
full of dgnaaacq the znertness of the demugraphic developaent catcha& the
eg?q It is not that here a week, a month or a year serves for a tise ~ un1§
ﬁutta reaarkablg'ionger«tine~interval= namely tbe generation.

| As for the nunber' and acuteaess of the déangraphic -probiems the

'present situatian in Estoaia ig consxdered rather calourfui‘ The peroesbion
of severaI probleas as well as the attitudes and probably the application
:}of the possible wauys of regulatiun depend on the moment’s balance of social

| forces to a great extent. But in view of the causal interpretation of the

deaagraphzc situation the palitlcal and zdeoloqica} Procesﬁas shaulﬁ be

’Ieit aside and the reqularxtzes of the desogrephzc developnent 5hauld bave

. the 4ocus.

The present short review of the Estcniaﬁ_ﬁenaqraphic history should

'3

“elucidate that the Estonian population =ay de characterized by all the

general demographic tendencies having been occurred among the other nations

as. well. In most cases the aeodern demcgraphic situation cannot be

understood through the post-war processes only. The events  having taken
rlace back to 3-4-5- generations, partly even earlier, will have great
importance now and even in future. Observing the present situation as the

concrete moment of continuous demographic developaent some of the "strange®

. i
phenomena may sees normal. Or vice versa: soae of the ordinary phenonensz

~ turn out to be strange. After all, to open up the demographic situatidn in

the very moment one should need casting a glance from the past, Considering

the future perspectives the knowledge adbout the laonger historical poriod

‘become Bven BOre necessary.
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[BHAL TYPE OF REPRODUCTION AND
R&PHIC TRANSITION OF EBTONIA
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The +first relizble desographic data are confined to  the nusber of

ropulption. The earlisst of thee datas back to the beginning of the ancient

@231?%?% sotentizl of the Estonians by Henry of Latvia’s chrunicla. ~fLiber

; Sawﬁw%kéﬁania&“ has been also sreserved telling about the existaﬁ:a 6% the
@ufi w&{aﬁ 801l of the sire of 1 thousand plough-land. Such an é;aéxa iand~;_‘
¢$m&$£ﬁ te feed 100-200 000 @ecpie dependan on the sode of deteru:nirg the
wielding capacity and the annual average fcod portion 'éeé; capita.ffikgﬁ

. ycharsen /19254, M.Moora /15617, EiTarvel /19707, H.Palli 71973/ and some '~

E fge  dresros,  about to the year 1200. We are inforsed -abput the

sther historiasng have had a sosewhat dif%érent approach towards ﬁéé;ding ‘:

upon the nusber of population, As fishing, hunting and picking served as.
the  afditional sources of food for the people of that period the ‘number
r&acﬁiﬁg the paximua-point may be considered as more probable. The facts.

kncwd ‘aScut the fight for freedom also speak for the bigger nusher of the
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invay &é *we Horth of rg*anza, At the gage time the ﬁuedas attacked Estoﬁia‘

*3

tramgtne ﬁ&st. Besides the later eatiwatxans ¥ the nusber Qf the Estcnian7a”b~

?Q?u at on bying on the agdi t:enal information are higher than the garlier

wgrw%ggans, 340~500 GO0 Tanes, 120~170 000 Lithuanians and ;ppraz;matelg:,‘ ﬂf

i
i

t»ia% ‘ewer Finns than Estonians. Presusably the relatively great nusher ofi
the Esterians and the high population dencity had been rélatec té the

crossing of the East-West trading routes in Estonia. That iSftﬁE‘féfg fact

(3]

ts”zaﬁ sopulation. After defeating the Livonians and the‘LatVigng the -
gF Sword could not Win the Estenians. After the ten-years {iéht they . -

urwwﬁ tp Densark asking for help. The trocps led by King Vbideﬁar’ 11

nuzter of eopulation of 200 thousand for the period should be
&8s rather great. Alomost at theﬂﬁaae‘pericd the number mf‘ the

%xgmi%tinn is :unsidgrﬁd to have beeﬁ 400 000, There wéwg 200 OGO

S




‘ tgat later became fatal for the Estcnians.
After ?eter the Great had bragen the window into Europe through the
- Estonian territorQ {he nuaber uf the Estonians had been figdred as big as
B 150 ﬁhousanﬁ (1712). ﬁuriﬁg the Sdokgears the population nuaber rather
» , ;educad than gres, ‘partitularig, ‘1§ at least the two ésnsidérable foreiqn‘_
jqigrétion iﬁflaus and ﬁhei? graduéi assiﬁilatﬁan a}e taken intoc account for
{"that period.
_"Undaubtedlg,_‘tba nusber of the Estonian population did not remain
| :Qfébla during these 500 years. Tupic&llg to the traﬁitionai reproduction
the years of 9npulatian‘gr0nth were alternated With the periods of crises
;whén the number of deaths exeedad'the%nunbar of births., The main reasanﬁ;‘
'{pr the papuldtion crises were famine, epidemics and wars, In Estnnié the
‘inffﬁeﬁﬁe of wars amust be,espegiallg underlined. The ancient fight +for
| fr§ed§§ is regarded as the first important period of ébpulation‘:risis. The
llsgcond known crisis was the period after the Juriss uprising when Harjumaa
{prnbablg a major part of the Northern Estonia) had been desalated»aﬁ being
- told in B.Héénekg's chraniale. The‘histdrian; have not iaund‘mnough gnurcéa ,
for giving nuserical estimations. The next and one of the. ﬁ&v&féﬁka
population crises accompanied the Livonian War. 39 the year 1556, before
:ﬁhe nir; §here ware 2840-280 thausahd people living in Estonia. OUnly 79»1§§'
’.ghnusand péppié were left in 1620~1623.,,T§e,nuabar 'ofvlihu populaticn
’if#stqreﬂ‘quicklg and reached the number of abou§'350~400 thousand éabpie by
‘fﬁé‘ end of the 17th ceﬁturg;i’The Ereat F;éine, the Northern ﬁ?f’and the .
? Laé# .over-Estnnianb plaque §gain’r2d§ced the number of popula£icn to 150
‘thousand in 1712, | S
| That period af’time thé pulsating population dynamics of the Qind had
béen ‘éharacteristic' of all the countries. Bgt in Europe the nusber of
’pépuiatiohk as & whole grew i,S?Z‘tia&s during the period. This refers to
the fact that by the fréquencu o{,the vears of crises the Estonian

“territory had been in worse cnnditian £haﬁaavarAQa& Starting from the 13th

3




cpatury the gecgraphical igcation betwesn Fast and West had bee
$nr tha zero population increase, while the slow growth nc;ﬂ
sossible elswhere. Some neighbouring nations uhere even in unrse ondifinnth

$he nusber of the Livonians, Prussians, erobably Votians and V'psxans had“fl

’re&arksblg reduced.
The population rep'aﬁuztién in Estonian within the fraaewcrk‘cf the}i
traditignal pattern has besn most thoropughly studied by H. Palix.i He is the‘f
suthpor of the survey sonoeraph on the whole of Estonia lﬂanaw‘lqeol anﬁj
2wni‘aansgrapnic ctudies on the parishes - RBuge and Dtepdd IP&iIx,X 1?73; ,f

i

i?&é!; Like the gther corresponding studies the nentioned:ﬁngg.{g;ve npi"

dag&t that the sopulatiocn reproduction in Estonia was analagugu:

coun tr*as“ Tre fertilitu was rather n:gh* to 4-5 chzldren bq ‘Eoéplateaii

fertility rete. In norsal years ca 2,5-3 of the children reacﬁed the full”

4

age., This nusmber had been considerabdly smaller during the gear

The asean length of life 2t hirth Eluttuated between of 25 to 354,gears. *f
ferause of the - rather §'equent years cf 1ucal crises xhen :prisarxlu
5ﬂrtaiatg % thildren and elderly had been intluenced, the u5ua1 hth share'

g those in 'eprmﬁuctzve age became even BOre proaznent. Therefcra the o

gengrations alternated 1ntensxvekg gnd the pcpulation re:avered ¥ron thel
*eﬂsec o4 the years of crises rather quicklg,

. % .
aireacy at the beginning of the iath century the

referring to the start of the disappearance of the tragiti

e&argeé in Esztonia. The spread pé the Eurgpean

comsidered to be ong of thewe. 3 H&jﬁ&} defined it &s 413 zatu : a?ﬁiaqaland 
iék resaining unsgrried for the whnle }1€atiae ot & great thara 6f woa&
!%&3%&1, 1945/, The European type of marriage ia beinq quantativaiu
;;hata:terized by the aQerage zge at marriage be;ng gver 23 gears in case nf i

gaaea wnaarried and the share ot the aarrxed woOmEen nakzng Iess than 551

§m#ar 15 years of age) in the fesale sopulation.




In this above neqtibned article J.Hajnal delimetsed the spread 0%1 ﬁhe
European type of narriag; westward from the Leninqrad*Triest-iiné. Xhé'data
presented by H.Palli enable to fix the tiaming of this ﬁrocess%in ’Estgnig.
f’fln Otepdy parish the fenmale afbrage age atiéi?ét«marriage were as follows:
.A1725~1?§9= 21,5 years, 1?50-1774:>22,8 years, 1775f1799zk24g2 years fPalii,
Y>1988; p.877/. fn 1765 the share of the aarriéd,wnnen was 35,8% in tﬁe}§uli o
age population of thg_Otepaa- parish /Palli, 1988, p.112/. Hence the
‘European type of marriage was going ta take shape by the end of the 18th

century, Estonia lied on the eastern border o$ the area of distribution of

 that nen‘phﬁﬂouenon.

Tha European tqpc of uarriigc was ona‘of the herald; of daclnarina the
- beginning of the decay c§ the tr;ditinnai population repraéuction that had
:,been Xasted for thcusanﬁs of gears. The spread of the Eurcpeau tgpe 12
"nkrriage made thg clear distipetion,in demographic deveinpaent“lhétueen
Eitania and its closest Easteré heiéﬁbcur as ‘well 2s. the najdritg‘Aéf{‘tha
"“1£ast~Eurupean countries. Having lbaﬁn pdliticailgfturned to a Eastern

~ outpost in the West (Estonia was conquersd by Peter the Breat in 1710) it

‘becase the Hesterhv cutpost in the East in sense of the desographic

'3.devaiopnant.' Being reflected already ca 200 years ago the demographic

.’deVglnpuent-‘hisvnnf,hitn_sgnchronsus‘u&th Russia, it resaired a {actor of

'”‘~fqr:at importance un the formation of the demographic situation in'Atha

S éresent day Estonia. This non-synchronity is ;1:& the key to uﬁd@rntandi%y
. tﬁé future divqlppncnt.‘ B o

| ~ The changes in‘tha East~8és£ irading'rbutas and annexing kEstoni&' to

; kthn Russian Eapire unre the fééicrt that avoided éiregt warfare on  the

‘Evtonian territory for the period of 200 years, Hence, the msfn factor

kaQ:hwinq caused the Paﬁulatiua crises dissppeared. tzk«uisa the atnwr factors

-~ gpidemics anﬂ iaaxne-qraauallg Iost their iuportance as in unst ot the
u,advanced Eurupean countrxes, Hortalxtg remained on the “normal® Ievel

1,tqpical to the traditional reproﬁuctxnn for the prelonged per:ad Caused by




the  gpr as nf the Eurpean tuype of marriage fertility decreased but ‘tatﬁer

m

slpwly at the beginning. Thus the pre-transitional papuiat:an grewth hecame
sossible. In Estomia the nuaber of population ca 150 €00 after the Narthgrn7

#ar  increased ue to 730 0&@ by the year 18850 J/Kavyc, 1982, c.IOSf; 1The'

almoet ﬁw{ﬁ%@@ growth of the paauiation {with the hﬂlp af iamagratioa ta be!f
more - {mxeztd ia less than 150 years had nut been samaller than ;’n:fnther

‘ﬁﬁuﬂifkﬁé during the sase pericd., Cospared to ﬁaxgbho&rs the grmuth

sven Bigger, Nevertheless, coepared to the neighbours of the Baltic bamxni
the Estonians resmained the little nation for the "pre-start® small h&aber

c¢  population. In the middle of the 19th century there were 1 55? féOO
(18511 people living in Finland, 3 500 000 (1850} in Sweden, 1 263 000
(£8633  in Latvia and I 508 000 (1860) in Densark /Haceaewue, ‘198&,> ;;I?;

lewcrpagmeecas ..., 1985 c.107, 506, 528/. ‘

In the

)
g

iddle of the last century the changes known as deaégréphit

\tranﬁitimné bezin to take place in the Estaﬁién ﬁemographic devalcpﬁent‘

it nmn% thic process has been understudied, especially the 5tartzng

pericd. I.tried ¢p generalize the available inforspation in ay dissertation

o !k&?yyi ? f end came to the conclusion that the critical turn in' the
i ;

denogranhi & ‘Les& topment took the beginning between the years 1850-1870,

:i%ﬂvﬁﬁtléﬁ&aiv in 1850. The crude rates of fertility and mortality fbr tha£.

'“t;!

grigd s%mangtrate continuous decline {with only the shnri#pé?ia&

atia
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T
o
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3 as seen on Figure 1. The final phase of the deuugtdphi;

e «s-u_w

transitia“{ és'aireaﬁg ﬁﬁi}fPFGVided with the daté. Let the other ‘geheral
fertility data be accompanied by :he Cméle’s indices, the ‘bpééifiﬁ
~in¢icatcrs; tzaﬁsrateﬁ by the Princeton tgam, 4or fixing the fertilifg #t.
the end of the ¢emographic transition (Table 1). By the 30 of the pfeseﬁt}.
c&n{urg %e%ti?itg had been declined under the'feplacement Ievel priﬁci?ailé'
as & rasuit uf regulating the marzta! fertility. The mortality crxteria for

aparking t&ei¥1nxsh o¢ the demugravhzc transition are sort vaf 1ndistinct.
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:gcccfding‘ to the 3932~;934 lifg table the avérage Iifaspgn in Estoni#\ had
been 56,4 uears, 53,1 for een and 39,6 for wosen. The highest indicators
for that :period in Eu?upé were in Holland (62,7 years) and Norway (42,4
. years). Estonia had,beenvlaiﬁ dowﬁ by these countries as by some othaers for
B thayhigh infant mortality: this}indicatbr showed 85,1% 'still in 1§55~2?39,
Among ﬁthe'causeé ot aortaiiﬁg*the epdﬁéeneous aﬁes take the +4irm leading ~

ponition’/Rihvéstikuprobleene, 1937, p.148/.

Table 1
FERTILiT¥_INn§XES QF ESTONIAN POPULATION,
‘ " CENSUS YEARS ;
1922723 « ' 1933734
Total fertility rate.  2.48 o t.88
- Births per 1000
- women in age 13-49: ; « :

' whole ; - ‘ 9.4 . . _61.0
married : . 1278 o 110.2
unmarried V : 8.8 . 12.0°

Cbale‘indexes: o ,
overall fertility (If) 0.192 ' 0,153 .
marital fertility {(Iw) 0.404 ~ ~ 0,289
illigitimate fertility (Ih) 0.02% - - 0.030

~ marital behaviour {(Im) 0.440 ' 0.475%

The demographic transition is considered to have ce&sed before Wi II,‘
~5Eiving this shift of demographic develbpneni the tenpcfal dimensions we asy
_ fegard the gears-$850~194d.~ At this very spot I should emsphasize the need

for a ;thbrdugh study of the demographic transition ‘in Estonia, H.Palli

 ‘.?/ﬂaﬂau} 1988/ takes the same standpoint. Although, realizing the Princton

F‘~ .pro9raaue is in our mind. No dnubt; the the present situation would be

" better understood  if this work have been done  31réadg. The desographic

irénsitinn brings about the new and‘histofitallg unique factor raflectéd in

" the dynamics of the population nusber. For the average lifespan has grown

twice, all the born ones live ioﬁser, the rapid alternation of generation

whicth has been characteristic of the traﬁitidnal reproduction is being

“7:;1[suhstituted;'b9 the coexistance of generations. In case the fertility

7




é
: ”v,

‘ va~i ne ia;i ggane behind ot the aertaixtg decline- durxng the danographic
.transiticﬁtg éhe growth nf papulatzan ot the perzud is gozng ‘te :be.
'9$¢eéial¥9 ;aéiﬁ, This phenogenon is calied the demcgraphic explos:on.

The d%stinctxcn is emade between three tgpes of the deaugraphlc'.
traﬁsitinﬁ. We are interested in twp Europeasn types. The Frenchftgpef.i;
character zed hg the alacst s?mui taneous decline of fertil:tg and tnrtalxtg.
an the zodest ﬂe&egr&?hi: explosion. A< for the English tgpe ferti1§t9
resaing st tae previcus high level during the. 10-20 years gr even Iéngéf
after the beginning of the declining gortality. In that case the populatxon
‘gréuth is  reasarkably greater. Accerding to Z.Pav;ik and H.Hanpe;’,tbg

skpulation has grown 4,9 times in England, 4,3 times in Denmark, 5,7 “in

Hellan gy 2.8 in Gersmany, 3J,0 in Swedén, 2,8,in France stc. ‘ﬁéfiﬁs ﬁgﬁg
desvgraphic transition f?avlik, Hampel, 1973/. | |

Describing the desographic transition in Eétania from the ViJ“
‘c&ntea;e?arg prohless we should prisarily touch upon . the two Q;h
The tr#ngiticév followed the French type. Mortality and .feriz it
practically siau!taﬂﬁausvlﬂe cline. ?he%tfara the populaticn':gngj
Estoniz incress wes only about 1,6 tinez then lxayy;, 19821.VI¥_5
ot ihé .Z,Pavlik‘ﬁ tprritory~centred zethod uhich’takas intb i?
growth $or a certain territory uithcut'kcansideringk aut~niqréi
growth of the nusber of ?cpui&tian would be only 40%., (It ndsti&e
vnut t?at I.Paviik had prasaaa&ﬁg'deteraineé the starting~pe?i;dy.
demozraphic iransxtznn in a sort of dszerent naqs.) Paradoxical ia 3 s?ns& ?if

but the cause for the todauw’s small nuaber of the Estonians should {irst of

551 b@ rauma frps its most rapid growth Qerxﬁd - the denagraphic explusinn.

?h&n tﬁa growth c§ the Estonian pupulation had been many txmes,swalier thani"
r, :

a* t%e aust cther natzans.

¢

5{2} The beginning of the demosraphic transition in Estonia was ohe of

the ~ earliest if not the very earliest in the Eastern Euré}é; fLigginq




slightly behind Sweden /The Biography , 1?741 Estonia together with the

iﬂarthern Latvxa {Latvia without Latgalxa} Was ahead af thexr naxghbcurs, In
v;eu‘ of estimating the nodern situation the difference with Russia is more
relevant. ﬁ.Uisnevski and A.Volkov see the first signs af the beginning of
a ixthe trangition in the’Tsarist‘Rhssia and regard as the real‘beqinnihg only
the period that succeéded ﬁhe 1917 social revgluﬁion. Togather with the tgw
authors they come to the cénciusion‘that the Russ;an deamographic transition
ceased ag the ‘beginning of ’the 60 in‘ its nmost inpsrtaht aspects

/BocnponeBoACTBO.,., 1983/. 8o, the changes that appeared in the Estaonian

’"~.f‘deaagraphic development already in the 18th century evoke the beginning of

33'{he‘ demographig‘transitinn‘about a half pf the century earlier compared to
w,‘Rgésia. The difference‘éi 20 g;ars‘had.been ;reserved in the end ufJ th;t
‘paricd. I return to thé aeaning;uf thaf non—sgnchronic developtent'}atsr;‘
Bne of the first scientists to define the hgpathes:s of the thears i
mobility transitxon nas{ﬁ.lelxnskz /1971/. According to that thearg the

"*kdemcgraphit transition proceedes simultanedusly with the ‘grakth of the

:‘.\;#opulation mobility, especially at the phase of the remarkable ‘§értilitg

,déclihe when the dependency éetueeﬁ generations was weakening. On iheiathgf
’:haﬁd the mobility is being supported by the rasid growth of the population:
"a'nqt\ all the people are abic to get a foh in the rural areas - ca 80=90% of
3i%thd‘ﬁ0FuXation lives there before the start of tSa'arnugranhié ‘tranéitiaﬁ.

~There exist princiﬁaiig two directions of the migration flows: the urban

"' ‘sett1euents:ai the very territory and seigration into other countries.

B  Through‘~the ﬁiddiu Ages up to the f&riiﬁq sodern settlement &w#teaf
:JLthere were 12 towns in Estania. The sharv of the urban pnpuiatzca as 5 éz
:;astxll in the fxrst hai% of the 19th :enturq !Uaxﬁu,; 1977, c‘zzﬁf, aaklwg a
‘!iirzse ‘up to 19, 22 in 1897 and 32 8% in I9a9l Bg the two or  three lést‘V
;decades of the previous century and at the begxnnxng af the présant centurui‘
'vfhe. network af urban settlenents has been furmed up in Estonia uhxch ‘havee

;Lbeen Prgserved this way (excl,ﬂ Ida-Vzrunaa}Aup to now. The growth n{"thef




mzﬁ towng gngd essrgence of the new ones had been can%irged bg‘the niQrgixqﬁ
fiem %rné the rural areazs. It still seens that the Estanian touwn lacked t§é
lg%f%itient davelupmental potential for to receive»ythe whole pntenﬁigll
ai@ratiwm.{rém:éga hint&&iand. Obviously the foreign {german-russian) 1i§é~,
fgﬁgla is wsi% éﬁ‘tﬁe general sconomic underadvancesent had certain roles in
‘;&s ai%éﬁa#méné of citiés. |

Eé &ng: &aﬁe z great shars of the Estonien aigratian'fioﬁ had‘ b€gn,;
Sirected cutsids the ethnic boundaries. The flow had ;Qo directions. Bﬁéiof:f
. thes  &§§ girected to the cverseas'AS it was a rule in Eurnpé{f I%atv:'

gsigretion froe Estonia did not obtain the organized form and included

considersd that the nusher of the Estonian esigrants to the overseas befpre .

~‘%E I zhould have peen around & cousle ©of thousands /Taagepera,
1k.80/. Tnig iz understandingly rather an approxinmate and abviauslu}r§§§§§55‘
éstigatﬂsnﬂ The major part of the Estonian sigrants ﬁirecte& to the Ru§%ian
irland, In several regions the cenditic&s for getfing the Ianﬁfﬁfere
| gractically siailar tc those in the New World but the access with ‘the
housheld belongings was sispler coapared to the voyage. The ccionizﬁtipg of

ﬁussia hag the oryganized form in Estonia. At the end of the previoﬁs‘

century the Estonian settlements sprang up in the Far-East ovaRﬁésia,,

i3
P

ibveria, #Abhasia, the Crigez, the lower reathgs of the Volga Bivei ﬁ'Thé
- sratest cclonization in  nusbers took place in  the neighbaurinéf';;eas:q;
Pekodés,  Vitebsk and particularly thg prdvince and the citg;fo%& étf,
Pergrshoroush FHigol, 19183 Pullat, 2981; éuﬁneu,., 1?75/; | B

The enigration of the Estonianyg auﬁiﬁ& the ethnic baundarﬁm,’kmi‘ b:aen
gesographically under studied. The number of w&igrantt is not knawﬁ;?»iﬁ??
ccensus  data permits to  get evidence on the  sosent’s lotation §% '§ha
Ectonizns. Then 891 400 Estonizns of t%e i 202‘738 Estonians of the R#ssian

"Epmire lived within their ethnic boundries. That sakes 110 000 'Estcniins'

10




‘1Iivibg outside. Yhe year 1920 was another guxdzng~aark uhen the Soviet

Russzan census had been carried aut,' Relqzng on the :&nsus data V.Maamdgil

estinatea' the number of the Estonians te have been 280~185 000 pecple in
‘the 1920 Russia. /Maamsru, !?76, c.47/,
| Taking inta tonsideration the military personnel who had aireadg
rwturnad to Estonia and the beginning of opting a:corﬁx#g to the Pwaca ‘
Treatg of Tartu (Fabruarg, 19201 the number cf the Estonians uutside'tha
ethnit‘ bﬁrders but within the Russian Eapire is estxnated ‘to have been
appraxinatelg 200 000, If Qe take into account also those who have
“‘emigrated to the athar parts of the narld then it is supposed that abnut
20% of the Estonxans livaﬁ outside their bamaland before WW 1. Undoubtedly,
V;thzs dzd not refer only to the aﬁt~nzgrgtzon, sznce the ‘nu@ber of the
Estonians in emigrance also 1acreased naturallu. On thg other hand we have -
to cons:der the possible ass:nziatzan bg that perzud.
Studging the annish‘out*aigration R.Kero conmes to the conclusion that
330 000" pecple enzgrated from Finland up to HH I. He notes that Fxnzand had'
'; one of the qreatest nut-mxgratxon among the Eurnpean states fKera, 1?82,,
' p 47/. But havzng the annish example as a backgraund the out-uigrationb
fron Estonza seems even ‘bigger (the Fxnnxah populatxon wWas 3 aillxcn before
Wi ‘If aﬁd only- about 1,2 million in Estonia) clazaxng to take the §;rst
place in Eurcpe. I Relatively large in numbers 'Russzan Estonlans” had an .
important influence on the Estunxan demcgraphzc s:tuatxan during the pe(icéf

that follnued W I!.‘

‘ HAR AND THE SOCIAL RE&RR&H%EHENTS
’Qw 1 and Hw 11 and the social shifts thzt accacnaniad thea ia?iuewcad
the Estonian demagraph:c deva!npaent not that mu*% as factors ﬁcﬂxfgan tha'~‘
‘developmantal regularities but as ?actcrs tnangzng‘tbe nugsér of population
and qeopogzticql situation. | | | | |

‘The ﬁetrease .8f the number of population during WH I and War of
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Llﬁdﬁﬁezégnca ‘ﬁs‘ natvexacﬁié knéun becau§5 of data gaps before war. ~Th§f
ﬁiééﬁrtéticn bg'VQKaufaaﬁn is dedicated to the érablea. #ccording to «th§
‘auihar‘sx estigaﬁes there were 1 157,8 thousand geople living in’ thé 9
Eﬁéanigﬁ ﬁist%izfs in 1915 {boundaries of 1881 census) or abdﬁt 1 282 2»
thousand in b;;aééries of Republic of Estenia fKaufsanb,‘ y 2?/ The nunbar

0¥, tﬁe Eﬂtaa;aé pcéaiatian Was 2059 thousand on January 1,' '1920,'
f&étw&sti&,.‘y;,ggﬁﬁ, 2,43/, Evidently there was a decreése‘ of 223,ff N
'~ﬁ&cu§anﬁ pewpie. Ua%urtunatelg, this numberJEbainses‘both thé ;peréoﬁ;

i

Willed as uaxv %5 the esicrants uho Ieft for dx?%erent rEAasoNG.
: 5

Upan iﬁ@ v.&auiaann ¢ data I tr:ed to figure out the numbér 'éf

&
e
&
¥
o
pee 2
i
4
¥y

\ : ’ ‘ S ’ , -y '
'%E&*l&ﬁﬁ. furing the iB?? census there were 1 002 738 Estonians.
tiving in tha;%yss‘an Espire. The cosmparative figure can be calculated for

the end 3y,’?¢2. For the reason of opting fatcsrding to the statisticsv‘éffw

A Regt o

@é Estonia 37 578 people were opting in 1920-1923ies) fhe
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o
L
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o
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Estonians in Soviet Union had been decreasing 1o 153-158 QOO

o+

nusber ‘of th

by that There were 949 974 Estonians in Estoniaz itself. So the total

[ad
. e
CoEs :
m 3
L TR . I

nunber of %hg Estonians sakes 1 125 000 undsr the rule of the fbrner .

TN

Russizh Eﬁpirg, It makes the increasé of 120 000 pecple in 1897- 1922.'
‘Accerding .t$ V.Ksufsann the natural increase Was 147 400 pecple in the 9

Estonian distrzcts in 1897-191% including 134 000 Estonxans.. ‘Bg' theﬁJ

fo

i

E

[ ]
b |

ing of K¥ I the npusher s‘ the Estonians is 5Lppcsed to have been '1'

=
o

o

G008 i¥ the Estonians living eslsewhere in the Russian Eapire haﬂV #hé”i

ok

S

fe

#¢ natural increase. The  yesrs 19146-1919 zre character:zed hg the*;
nagative increase of 37 300 peoyle and there was the PGSitIVE 1ncrease ofﬁf
7000 people in 1920~ -1922. Summing up these {1gures woulﬁ give us the nusberg, 

u¥ ahma 4-5 thousand Estonians killed in the war cr’leaving abraad.; Ihzs;-

cannot  be trus. Obviously the pre-war nuaber af the Estonlans
Prasussbly  the total nusber of the Estonian population need;
correction, ‘

énen the changing of the population nusber duriné‘wﬂ I and Wa
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- .Iﬁdeéehdgnce vprincibalig needs correction, éhen the influence 5n‘ iha :
' !dghographic~develoéneﬁt seens cléare}. Tﬁéfdeclining trend of mortality is
‘%ontinuing ~immediately afterb the war. The éame trend is observed on R
: f;riiiith‘ The nini»babg-pooa of fhe i921-19235 is almsost unnoticable and‘_
‘fi¥§ftilitq is declining under the replacement level by the end of the 1920s.
;E{Qr,‘ otherwise, the process of demongraphic frénsition was not printipéllg‘
t:z;nfiuénced by fhe'uar; It géuld still be.hg?othesiied that to a certain.
‘.‘éxéent lfertilitg decline had been accelerated bgysnne ‘éf théi gxtremé‘
- events. | | -
~ Compared to MWW I, éw I1 and tﬁa accéapaﬁging qeapalitxcal“c%énges;‘
;f;caused ereater shifts in the Estonian deaorqaphxc developaent., It happaﬁed 
~fj:alreadg‘in 1939 when the Bernans,l the second nationai ainaritgiig Estc#ih‘f'
S 1began tn 1eava= from October 17, 1939 up to Bag 11, 1940 13 339 people left;
!?Estonza. /Paﬁa, 1978/ By January 1, 1940 the Estanxan populatxnn nuabur Wag
‘ ‘;1 122 939 and 1 117 310 bv Septeaber 1, 1940 /Eestz NSV ver o 1940y p.§2{.f’

J ;Accordinq to the Third Estonian Census, Decenber ig 1941, the population

* knuaber was 1 017 811, Consequently, if compered to the beginning of the

liqear 1940 the decrease nakés 104 120,people.'nuting aﬂgaar and the 'S months
5Q1510“9 ‘Suviet .period the decrease 5ad been 9§ 300 people.  This number
,[comprises alsp the 10 137 deported people !Laasigi?83!. The reasons why tﬁé}
‘gialinst 10% of the Estonian;papulaticn were carried away from ‘their 4homé

Cwere investigaled in the following 3 years and the data were published. The

?Jg'verg recent review belongs to R.Taagepera /19897, According to ay

‘., estimations there. could have been 32 500 potential returnes among thes bg

'~”,§athe end of the War.

‘ ' ‘Upan the uar-tiue statistics U cuan suggests the 6uaber,:aé the
‘5f,Esfohian pcpu!ation to have been 994 300 by July 1, 1943 (before military
’ﬁkactivities in' the Estonia territarq) ‘and 910 200 by the end ci“fhosa

activities (January 1, 1945.) Cospered to Septesber 1, 1940 the sopulation

13




number  had been decreased for 207 100 people or 1£,5% and 107 800 pecele

Cimpared te the 1941 census.data. /Kaufmann, 1967, 1k.111-1137. But hers we |
L : ’ i 4 o k B

éag ot déai{gitﬁ the direct war losses. The last nuamberis snailer‘bgf

P

éh%va ﬁ%ntionaﬁ 32 500 potential returners. In different ways about'?§

e

stoniang  found  themselves zbroasd. Althoush not perished they were yﬁsfﬂf~‘
*prpulation ‘perished™ for Estonia. On the other hand a remarkable sha?efcf? :

‘the Estonidns were brought back to Estonia froa the regions of Leninzrad

‘znd  Psyoéf during the wer and they were included into the nuaber reférred

4lthough the war had ceased on the Estonian territory the sccial {;%afi
was far froe the normal state. The nusber of the pecple killed later in We
i1 {echilizaticm into - the Red Arsyd, liquidation of *bushwhackers®,

convicts etcz. is ratnher vague for the present /Paraing, 19725 Taagepéra

1989, J Ancther deportation took place. On March 25, 20 702 peopigl
carried away /Lzasi, 1989/,
it ﬁ&uid be cosplicated toc treat the human losses caused by Wi

the arcorpanying sccial changes briefly  One of the possibilities
‘ ' f

e

¥

his - wnui? be ﬁhe cc&var;zam of the-auwﬁev of the Estonians be{nfe th% géki
and in %959 when the precise date Lécaae’firﬁt available after the iwar;f
Jéccnrﬁ%nqjt& the census data 8?2 &53’Es£on£ans tived in Estonia and’?ﬁi ?§3 ‘
‘wf;elﬁegﬁereéiq the Soviet Union, making the gctalvnamber of §88 61&5;'E$ring;
tﬁe 1939 ée§su$ 143 %89 Estonians were counted in the ssyiet‘Uﬂion./Ksﬁﬂsﬁ,:
5?82, ﬁ*ﬁgﬁi.n There were 999 130 Estbniaﬂs;iivinq in Estonia thah,'.thét
szkes 1 142 719 pecple as a whole., This means the difference of ,15§ 1@3
g, The natursl increase according to V.Kaufmann /1967, p.i&Q?Iéf/ Qés
$0 000 in Estonia of the 1945-1959s. About 50 000 of thes -igntfﬁ;yé beéﬁ

the Estoniens. At least by this nusber the pap&lation had been Jini%eased -

iros the post-war period up to the census (No data is available. on the
natural increase of the Estoniaps elsewhere in the USSR). Hencejihé;ﬁﬂéaﬁ

losses of the war and turning events make 200 000 people, ie. 17g$ﬁééuf;gf
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~ the pre-war number of the Estonians.
| | The Estonians can never quatxtatzvelg recover from the loss Gf ﬁhat‘r
A\ gxteﬁt; ‘D§¥§erentig from the nther Soviet and East -European natzans :the B
’~1fEstnnians' {also the Latvians} were suf?eran‘from the catastrophe at -the
L f}pal phase of the demographic transition. Fertility had ?alleﬁ under the
'.;eplacement 'Ievel and .the' populatién grew only due to the ppsitive

’Vpatentxal of the age'structure. Under the cirtuastantes of ‘the modern s}bw

~,,alternatxnn ot generatxons such & popuiation gecrease zs incurable.

But the war also caused changes in the Estonxsn pcpulatzoﬁ cfi 2
'?totalig' different nature. For a short pericd of tise Estanxa turned to an
almost pure nationxf prublic. 'Accordinq to thu 1934 census there wwrak
37,71 pf the Estuﬁians and thréé national uinaritiea: 8,21 of th&«ﬂussiaﬁa,'

‘1;72 of the Befmans; 0~71 of the Snedeé. Canforuahlg to the SBoviet-Geraman

:‘] agreenent the Germans left (durinq the tirst Snvxet Year ?ractzcailg all of

“thea). ﬁccordxng to the tonventian betueen Eernang and Suaden the departure

of the Swedes was mainly crganlzed in 1944, The majority of the Russians

'f - Was 5ettleﬂ on the terr:torg of mixed 1nhab1tatzan of the Eastern frantxer.

'These :erritories were united  with the Russian SSFR in 1945, £fs a

fE consequence, the Estonian .territory was reduced by 1854 ka2 and 56 200

‘~1i'péopla (accardiné to V.Kaufuanh estimation by the autumn 1945). 81% of

thea‘uere not Estonians /Kau#uann, 'i9b7,‘ 9;114 273f; ‘Taking into’accauht
the described changes I figured out that b9 tha end of the war the 5hare ot

éthe Estonians was 97.31 an their nau tarritcrg fXavyc; 1937, c.IS/. Estani&

" had lost all of its native uxnoritu nations.

Becoaznq a Soviet reyub!xc Estonia was again united with the

'territnrxes which :taod ‘t ﬁxﬁw&r&at lﬁva}a of desugraphitc development, Bul

~ " the roles have been chanqea in ttraés of niqratiaa potential. In the secané

'half of the iast’centurg and at the beginning of the sresent the Russian

. Empire abted‘kas’ the receiver of the Estonian colonizers, now the high
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ntial o©f azgrat:cw was characteristic of the Soviet Union. Auon§f th9
sthers Estonia also becaae the region for realizing that high Fatent

Zieroush Estonia recelv 94 z relatively small share of Soviet out*ngra*zM

i

v owad ﬁ&t&ﬁtrmﬁﬁiu&%lu o ﬁunﬂ $or the little Estonia. In this aspect the

aiédprance by twn ordars in nu&ber& a? sopulations becane daterninant.

THE PGST NAR DEMOBRAFPHIC DEVELOPMENY AND THE
PROBLERS OF TODAY

the desagraphic situation in Estonia becama the centre of interesi

srizari

ly a5 8 resuit of the changes in the propartxans between the nange
',gmﬁ @iéramt ?Q?ﬁwa.lﬁﬂ. The old problems becaans more acute and tﬁe new
:eﬁtraﬁiztign% gperged both in the ﬁeéﬁgrapﬁic as‘weii as in the 'socizl
ﬁévelséﬁgati f&era is nothing to be suprised about when we gtudg the.éxéant
yggﬁ 25 aia%’giéh@ speed of the proportional changes. Table Z deﬁnﬁét#&téﬁA
‘he ﬁgiciggg‘gﬁ lation dynamics acaarazﬁg to the census yaars, ﬁtthin the .
%T FEh ; *“é share of the Cotenians has decreased from 97,3% to &0, 62, ﬁuc&z -
S &n incréaae cf the weigzrant population is knaun tg non of thnr_étéigsr‘
;;@r:&ivﬁaa a;gtzgvih& p%shleaa caused by the isaigrant-flows.
Table 2
NATIDNAL COMPREITION ﬁF THE ESTONIAN PBPULA?IUR

i Total Posulation £stonians Non-Estonians  Share of th»f
: : Estonians 1

g&S (#) . 538 000 831 o000 23 009 97,3
1e5% ;1 198 791 : 892 883 304 138 : 74,8
1970 ,{ 1 35 G779 ’ 928 187 430 922 68,2«.
19Ty ¢ 444 874 o 9e7 812 TEYE 564 © 64,7
BEE (%} L o1 870 800 851 800 . £18 BOD ; 60,6
() &
i the aigrant population has - not alkégs‘

been 5€.tha szm‘iar nature inspite of the same objective basis durxng 311*

;

Etae par&oﬁg nu@eig high migration patentxai in the slavic republzcn. That

jp*w’ué %md heeﬂ passed in Estenia and af;&r Wi 11 xt staad for a regann of‘
, & ' ; -
ﬁaﬁtinatia@~ for the in-migration. VXR terzs of the potential imeigration

1&




~from the slavic republics into Estonia had‘been detarmined‘bg the non-
-synchronous deaographic 'trahsition. The' change ofv the geepéiitiaax
situatioﬁ released that pctentiai. At the beginning it also comprised the
adninistrativu- ‘migration as the social rearranéeaeh&s  resuirsd
administrators and iéenloggme&. The economic nanaqaaent became burgakratic
“and an urgent need fnf the personel up ic the ssallest sub-divisions
emérgea; fhe ‘staffing of the~personné1 gf all these kinds was organized.
: ,Estbnia received also the’ailitarg personnel, aray officers fraquently case
ﬁ‘ with families. Having reached the status of an econpaically ﬂfelativelxk
develpped country during the pre-war period and possessing the aore
effective infrafStructurevEstonia turned to be econpmically advantageous
region for  making ‘centralized capi;al investsents.  The aava of
1nauutra1iz&£ian (NarthQEastarn Estonia, Tallinn stc.) prepared ground for
the aigrant population to settle in Egtania'uhicb bacawe wanier due  the
depotation of the Estonians at the same tiew. The rapid decreave of the
share of th§ Estonians 6urin€ the ffrst f&#& sfter-war years was caused not
only by the solid in-migration but the sisultaneously Qrganized %aécaﬁ out*‘
migration of the native population. |

As by the end of thg S0s the iamportance of the adsinistrative
sigration reduced and the survivors of the deportétion returned aiératicn‘
between Estonia and the ciher regions of fhe USSR gradually acquired the
nature ihat‘could be regardsed néturél between two regions with di&féren£
migration potential. By and by in the 60s the iigratiun‘pcteﬁtialibegan tc-
fall also in the European regions af the Russian SSFR . -

Thé decrease in theVniqratian'pgtentiai would have atagied thz slow
~ but continous d&creas; of the immigration flow ints ﬁﬁi@mi%. vdfartunatelg
_the natural deveiopnenf‘haﬁ been.wiolited for th&vﬁttbhﬁ;tiﬂQe, 4&@»93@ the

 ;kE5tonian iabaur rasaufcgs'had,baan axhausted bs‘kthé gxtensive wconamic

‘developsent. At the same time the ra#fd growth of labour rescurces and the
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enxtensive economic davelopment were continously characteristic of the other
Soviet regions for the sore 15-20 years (for that very same non-synchromous -

niz deveiopaent). #s the unitary centralized econimic =management

sised.

Ea s
st
o
3
s

Suzh & policy of iavsariﬁg aigratién was powerful %cé it's
pature. It was carried sut by individugi enterprises for thé etagd
repasong hut nst %§ the anitarg‘bureaucr;tic administrétioﬁ‘ R.&oarkaivt
his. collaborators has been studying the influence of such migratiun‘é

prqéaunéié /Roork8iv, 1988/,
T;ble 3

AVERABE ANKUAL MIGRATION FLOWS BETHEEN
ESTONIA AND THE PEXOFF DISTRICT

Yagr “im-¥igration  Relative Change Het-Migration Relative ﬁhgngg

% ; % 2.
195559 . 2028 100 +725 100 :
1980-84 1 2030 « 100 #1128 . ' 155 .
156549 §1530 75 +669 92 =
18T0-T4 4289 , £2 448 ; 52
1975-79 ¢ o987 49 384 50
1530-84 o709 3% +212 29
1983-87 - 583 23 +128 17

Naturalliy, the aigration insentive wolicy was incapable of bringihgfupﬁf"

|

4]

Gihe  decre Siég‘migéatian pniential of the Estonia’s neighbouring reéi %5.
Q?he in-pigration low was kept relatively hisﬁ due to the consi&éféﬁié ‘
grnlargesent of the Estonia’s aigratién hinterland, Figure 2 shuuégithé;h
cenlargepent in 70s. | -
At the ﬁaée time the smigration fiéus with the isméaiate neigﬁbau?ing

- aress were rather guickly declining. tet the traditional wmigration f

S hwinterland - the Pskndé$ district serve as an exasple {Table 3. The -more.,

detailed infcreation on the totas! Estonizn migration could be found.

appeEndiv.,
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The eniarganent of‘tha Estonia‘s migration hinié?iand-hraught ‘abuut p
the cqnsiderablg snallér'ﬁecline,6§ in~nigr;tiaﬂrand net-aigration than it
fﬁﬁuldbhave been withaut<thg iigrétibn insentive pgli:gt Anyway the quantity
.f isv not all of the irunble. Fréu fhe heginning of the 70s tﬁs qualitative
Lthanges d%(miqratién become more adute. At that we have to touch uped‘the
} two shenomena. (1) The axplosive«eﬁlaraan&nt af nig?afioa hiﬁtenZand
”~ brou9ht Ainta ti: . .4 the increasingly diifé?entiating sigrant population.
~ The growing share of the newcomers has no sarlier cantatts with Eﬁtaﬁiafaﬂd
- the present 1i§aw§t93e seems strange and hostile to thes, But the newcomers
~have also 1little in common with the earlier arrived =sigrants fros . the
 ¢ Es£oni§'5 neighbouring areas. Thus the migrant population gathering into
fEstonia foras ué 2 very heterogeneous society with gven ‘graater ingarnai
differnces conmpared to the na;ives‘and betwaeﬁ some of tée graﬁps n£ the
migrant éapulatian‘ The decag“o§ the general social, including  the
“} 6enoqrabhic unity  of the Eétonian. population has made the social
development ncré,cenpligafed in.algost every aspect. |
| (2) The migration insentive policy was based upon th&.ﬁdpﬁlgygith the
material wealth. This was primarily responded to by the part of the
’popuiatinh with the reduced sense of home which seans that fhégr éélt at
home everywhere where better cnnsumingvcantiﬁiens were available. Such a
*W'highlg~adaptive‘ population aspired for the social unification. _Estania
o dcdéred to be the region~con:entrating'the_kin& of the populatiunhfrea the
 f;ﬁh61e of its hinterland /Katyc, 1989/, This is the part of the population
#, caﬁsinqk the present chauvinist movesent (for the unificatiqn of the Savieﬁ‘
:,Union)  in all the Baltic st;tés like elsewhere in the. regions 5{ high
.. concentration of such people. |
The mﬁeven distrihuticn‘cf the migrant p@pulatiéﬁ in Estonia sakes
:'ancthér‘ quéstiob; Migration statistics does not registrate thé( place of
,'bi}th. But the,inpa?taﬁca ot the ;hare af the migrant pupul&iion gagid he

. indirectly estisated by the natiocnal origin {Figure 3/, They are mainly
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concentrated into cities (North-Eastern Estonig, Tallinn} ahd'aiée ﬁa thé{V

litary ﬁases {Paldiskid. It could be ﬁtateé that the enlargemmrt af theii '

Estonia‘s smigration hinterland had very uneven intra- reg:onal Bsfect, ‘Inj 
sppe citiss the two-waved urbanization was called fcrth.k ?he:Taiizan ‘ﬁasg{i
s¥ tne process has been studied by K.Katus and L.Sakkeus /Yatyc, '
2?8&?, T.kiemel had deganstratéd the destabilization of ~§§§flﬁéinnianf
gttlzoent system and the fastening ot the se;tieﬁent hieré%ééﬁ 5& the‘
celonial nature /Kommel, 198&/. The situztion is especiailé cggéjic;ted iﬁ
the Nprih-fast of Estonia. |

The encrmous in-migration into Estonia differsntiate tﬁé kd&mmgr&ﬁhiﬂ
tehevigur of populetion. The two behaviour types formed up: tﬁeiab@ tgﬁicai.w
to ﬁ&e Estonians Vand the ather to the nan~£staﬁians‘. Céréhinlg, the
¢iffgrentiation was not that such caused by the national orzgxn than by the
51?5&!&&:&& in the time of proceeding the ﬁewcgraphic transiticﬁ‘kith ,the;ﬁ
cerresponting  general cultural backround. It must be underiinéé fﬁat the .
gecond  generation of the aigrént population managed taffpgésérve' th?.:

oeh
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viocur sodel typical to their hose-region which had not bgen{sghthroncus
with the one in Estonia azs referred earlier. The zaexiaten¢a §f the two .
behaviour types is the basis for the formation of the demngréphgﬁvsituation;
in Estwnié af todag and tomorrow. | |

The two demcgraphic behaviour tupes get the esPecigii; distinct
refiection in fertility process. The Estonian’s fertilit§  3ynaéics is -

unisue in  Europe to a certain sxtent which motivates the  more detailed

 treatsent it thiz dempgraphic process.

i ?ha~ uniquensss of the Estonian’s fertility is reflected by its high.

&2v%%§ ‘Above WE considered the decline of fertility  under the

%ﬁgiséeﬁsnt}evei at thz end of tha 205& it kept that levelwﬁufingkéﬁ years

A

‘iuﬁtaatzﬁg between 1.85-2. 00 by tha total feriilitg rate. But at the end

of ?nﬁ &g ¥@r;z‘xtg rises in 3-& years ca &02, measured hg TF&. froa 1.%0

o e
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7inin 19&6167 to 2.29 in 1970!71 fogure 4). Fertxlxtg has resained high untzlﬁ
igﬁoa although with soae f!u:tuatzons. In general, the Estnnxansf,§ertilitg‘
ihas been abuut 15% hzgher in 19568-1988 compared to 1928-1968. The changes
af ‘t ~Ievels ueasured bg perzod fertility rates are alse reflected in
:ohort;indicés. Figure 5 presants the conpleted ¥ert111tu rate in 1985
7(the last cohorts on the Figure have not passed the reproductive agel.
~The non-Estonians did not $ollowed the same pattern of fertiiitg rise..
fSeg continued the declining trend of their home. regions up to the end of
1the 708, In the 80s the nun~Eathnian5' fertility rises like in the slavig
'rgydﬁlicﬁt réﬁindinqAa§ the Estonians’ fertility rise of the 40s. At the
'Qaae tiaak tha Estonians fertility also made a slight rise which resained
behind the non-Estonians (Figure 43, | |
- The Estoniaqs“fertiiitg ig high not only gn dynamic cosparison hué
: primariié ‘in comparison with the demoqraphicallg advanced countrizs.
,tahuugh Estonia‘s fertilitu trend fallowed the path ot the Europear stateﬁ
kuith some pos;txve or negative tzme lag up to the gnd 5¥ the demographic
transltznn,the turther aevelapaent dxffarentiataﬁ. in aI} the states witb
pre-war low fertility a remarkable rise took place after WW II, called as
baby-boom. The feriilitg\level,kept high for a prolonged period. Only by
uéhe ~end of the 605 and the beginning of the 70s the decline is being
obsagved bécnminq that signi?ic;ntlbq the 80s that J. van de Kaa /19874
ccufd uriia abdut‘the second demographic transitibn. The Estonians ha;en‘t
héd . the post-war babg-bonn and fertilitg remained below the Areplaceaent
' 19vei.; It is unrth aent;onxng that the 1930-1934- born generation cccurxng'
in thezr most active reproductive age in the 50s is the Estonian generation
with 'the Ioweét‘cawp!eted fertizitg rate {Fiqure St Later when fertility
, abeﬁinsiyw decline in Europé, the Estan;ans exparxenc@ & rap %vrisa. Figufe“
- prESEntﬂ the TRF coapar:snn of tha Estonians and some aiher Eurapeani7
'bgnations 1n 1960«1?&4 and at present, 1t is hxghlg probable that the present

' ,high fertxiitu af :he Estonians is connected yith the 19& level of the
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Fioure 6 COMPARISON OF TOTAL FERTILITY
RATES OF ESTONIANS WITH SOME EUROPEAN

1960-64 AND 1986
19881
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Cchildren during the first 7 months of their marriage. Hence, thu 73, 92 o

tha first children were fect ﬁda*eﬁ gut of wedlo:k. The,corjéspondinq'?dat

Clepgitipate births coaspared to the urban areasi. Eaanc: etzon

Ccorresponding reflections are not less cosmon in Estonia

Cthe lack of assdern contracepitives in the USSR. The total
- TFR.

the mean EEﬁgthnf 1ife at birth rose up to the age of 7

#ﬁsﬁ%@ar sericd. In this connection it is amazing now verg‘uhderstudiéd the

EE

xe:“awz«w gf the baby-boonm and its nnexpe:teﬂ duration 1n Eurape zs.

E The migh fertility level of the Estonians is aspecxailg ranarkable fnr ;gj

itakes place under the priacipallg similar social changas‘asyin the r#st'} f

;,x

t
H
kS
l
t
¢ : .
§ sreps. The women's individualization is in process in. Estonia a%

Y‘@eergn&ern else. Women's employment here is one of the vhighest'.in _the

‘br*&~ sccording to the 1979 census data 2 nonaﬁ was eﬁploéed_ for 37,5’;, 

‘ gearw {brutto-working ;urxrd) put of her 74, 2 years lee-spanlﬂyyp, 1987/, ;,‘
_?ﬁé intensity of first marriages is slowing down and the cohabxtatxun is

y&lﬂiﬂ? importance which is characteristic oi the Estanians 1n pérticular;,3ﬁ

The legitizacy of the first bzrths would heip us to- have an tnklan of thelgf'

sprea of this phensaenon not yet studied. The Estonzans had 35 9% of thairg .

irst children illepgisately in 1987. 38, 0% out of the raat had their fir:

Euraope with the ex:epiian‘ef fertility level. But Qné;éif
furopeen countries should still ﬁE‘ mentioned: .ferfif
regulated by the traditional asethods and abortions in‘ésA hecaﬁse> nf*
crtzan rate iasi

3.22 in Estoniz (in 1985) /hzaees, 1988, n. 231 consxde ablg exceed;ng the 

Mortality bears the tupical seal of East—Euro&&.B&? :a endvof thu 603
eers (70 4 in.

19697701 rginly at the expence of the decrease of Lnfant nnrtalltq..vLatgr

the rise ceased and a certain decrease has been observed, Th@ lenght .of

PR
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1ife in 1?86/8? was practicaiiq tt tha Gane Ieval 13 20 qaarﬁ agn. thhnugh

b'the utn ‘s nortzlitg has been slightiu decretsinq the sax~di¥farences af thn

. _ 1enqth of 11¥e are ccntinausiq high* 66,4 gears at men 3nd 75 1 gaars at’

‘ u¢nen (198&/87), The Estantan pupulaticﬁ is characterzzed by the cause- ;
. specif:c .ncrtalztg structure af the developed cnuntr:as. But the aaﬁe‘
-freasans, especially the heart ﬁxscases cause death earlier iXunzas, 1?38!.
ATha anlg publxshed nat1an~speb1¥ic life tablas (Estanians, non—Estcnians}
date back to the 1979 census data on the Tailinn pcpulatzon, The Zenéth of
life o% the Estonians {71 35) s!ightlg gxcerded the same indicator of the
non-Estnnxans (?0,26}.‘ But the mortality curve was rather similar /Katus,
f'19$3, 9.33*37}‘ 0519 the lower mortality among the people over the age of
70  made a3 notiﬁable gifference. »ft is as#uaeﬁ,that(e§en a little néra
detailedi research than the studu of the gengral data would~ reflect the
dif?erentes‘ Vbetneen the native and migrant population of Estunia;
‘Unfortunatelg, this probles has not been dealt with.

In the tormation of the present denugraphic sltnat:cn and tha next 20

k gears the anst proninant fa:tor amonq the differnces in the demographic

behaviour aiﬁ ‘be the difference batuaan the aqe*spat&fﬁc structures of the

native and szgrant pcpulation. Figure 7 proviﬁas a cnmprxson of age -pation-
specific. structures nn the basis of the 1979 c;ngus data. ‘Leaving aside the‘
gaps caused bg war in older cchcrts the cnrrespendlng structure of the
Estoniané‘is;né;rlg stable. The 1ess~nuaercu& 1eneration at the age ué 10~
34 years is also ubservéble compared tc ‘the older ones: thzs is the 3apact
of thn forser low +ertxlit9‘ In their (.00 two o# {irﬁt S-year age-grouprs
are more nunernus giving evidence of hxgher fertxlitg with the duratiun af
- only ardecade bg 1979. Tha age- stru:tara of the non~E5tani&n$ is rat&w*,,.
unstab!n reflectan priaarilq the course af n;qration.

Startinq frua the age of 53 the qraﬁuallv eruwinq raiativn dominance
cpnparaq.,gb thu;non-Estanxana,i; alsonab;ervah}q. ~Yhekcoapariscn of trose

i working age reveals the contrary situatinnm‘~Tha’ thi1dran‘s, relative

23
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shzres sre close. For the Estonians’ old age-structure the pcpulatxcn s

increese becass negative in 1978 despite the then alfeadg high - éertzixf’
{The crezuse why the Estonians’ increass resained positive fgf :
?%rigﬁ, up  to 2?76, is considered the intensive re~ami rA i
»“?{sgaim Estonians” to fartﬁeriand‘ k’fheir nunber dacreas{a}i}
533tz 72 039 in 1979),  The non-Estonians with the éer
Creproductive ievel gain the solid natural increase due to th% e
strycture. Basing on the census data {13791 the demoqraahzc poueftial
~t%e‘ Eetonians ﬁaé been 0,975 and 1,276 at the ncﬁ~Est0nian§, rnflecting“@
ghe,,zgSﬁ decresse of the Cztpnians population and 27,6% iﬂc%eas& ot ?Eheq§ 
@nn»Eﬁﬁaniahs dus to tﬁeir age~strﬂ:turé. ‘

H

¥

INSTEAD OF CONCLUSION

The %eacgraphxc prognesis cof the Estcnxan axgratzun hlntarlaﬂd shonsa;

a3
o
i

cezsing of the azgratzsr potential. nf its populatxon and the start {é{

‘(

spulation decrease at the end of the first decade of the Zlat c¢1tur9.5114551

w3

the sigratien hinterland would nol grow 5urther, the Estonia'gnat m:qartinn;

heromes negative in B-12 gearsL

’aEstenian internzl desograzphic development woulﬁ*,bé f £cn£inou$1§jf?
detersined by 2 ‘tupes of dezcgraphic behaviour and‘ ; a> igtrﬁﬂtéralg
differentation of the native and migrant pnpulatxsn. The flrta enlarged
suhoris of the Estonians {dug to the fe rtaixts increase at the end of the
s0s) have reached the fertile age. The number of bzrths wzll grow even in
contitions of decressing fertility. ?he negative ageftstrgctural, growth
potential of the Estoniane has been overcome already. Thén nbn-EstDniénSf
‘gapaiatian will be ch#racﬁ&rized by rapid agingy the ra%%j%k»ﬁﬁich uill‘be;'"
greatly depending the fertility trend. Nevertheiess’du?iﬁégihe $irst tubi"
decad na growth of the non-Estonians in numbers uxIl be remarkable. 7But £

this nunher starts decreasing, first in re}ative then in absolute terms, at?[




‘the end of the first decade of the 21st century.
V .The?? is no scientific basis for naiipg‘m§rtality'pgqgnnsis. Bui the
pros#b;eixdecrease of wsmortality 1is gaihé ktu ‘tndi§g the denagraphié
developnent, 1ntens:ty af aging in varticular.-;-‘ ‘
. fhé effect of the nnn~s9nchronic development betuaen Estonia and its
ne;ghbcurxng regians havzng started already more than 250 geara agé is

gbxng tc ?nrmate the pcpulatxan sztuat:an 1n Estanza even next canturu.t
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DATA ON ESTONIAN POPULATION

Table 1  POPULATION
*****&M*&M%%&&***&

YEAR k S ' NUMBER OF POPLUALATION . .

© 1200 : : 150 000 — 200 000 -
1500 . 240 000 - 280 000
14620 : S 70 000 - 100 000
1695 o A 350 000 — 400 000
1712 " S 150 000
1850 . S 730 000
1881 (29.12) 231 455
1897 (28.01) - 945 068 :
1922 (28.12) . 999 473 (1 107 OSFr®
1934 { 1.03) : 1 018 402 (1 126 413)%
1940 ~ 1 011 900 (1 121 935y %
1941 ( 1.12> (1 017 BOOY®
195% . 1157 300 o
1959 (15.01) 1 196 791
1965 o 1 284 800
1970 (15.01) 1 386 079
1975 1 426 033
1979 (17.01) 1 864 476
1988 1 528 196
1986 1 540 696
1987 1554 696
i

1988 569 296

1831-1941 Territory of 1831 census

- 19551988 Territory of Estonian SER .

B : Territory of Estonian Republic
(date of census)

- BOURCES: S : ‘ L ; -

/Eesti = NSV...,19403 1967-19873  Hoora, 1961, 1k.82
(N&ukagude;..,i??&, 1k.403 Tarvel, 1970, 1k.763 vahtre, 1973
1k.236; KaTtyc, 1982, c,&2*65,103~104; Shrng 1974, c.19-21; MNannm
1977, £.2163 1980, Tel,c.1337 = , T o




oGS e e

SRR B B 40,7 L 20.3(2) B
1772 B £2.5(3) L 27.943)
17821783 ‘ ORT.E 30.1 '
1786—1750 O 38.3 . 35.1
1791-1795 ‘ 81.6 - 2B.&
L 17946-1800 - 41.7 .S P 4
- 1801-1805 39.7
' 18086—1810 37.0
- 1811-1815 : 37.8
 18146-1820 36.8
| 1821-18Z5 S 22,3
182&6—-1830 37.8
18311835 36.5
1 1836-1840 3.9
18411845 32.8
1846—-1850 32.3
1851—-1855 4.7
1855—1860 0 3s5.2
186£1-1865 z9. 1
18646-1870 z1.8
1871-1875 EZ.7
1876-1880 ) Ti.6
1881-1885 0.3
1886—-1890 ; 29,4
1891-1895 28.1
1895619060 ‘ 29.2
1901-1905 ‘ 28.5
1906—1910 , 26.2
[ 1910-1914 o 25,0
- 1915-1919 - 19.3
¢ 1920-1924 19.6
1905-1929 | - 17.8
1930-1934 S 16.8
1935-1939 - © 1601
1980-1943 17.3
19501954 : S 18.3
1955—-195%9 . 16.9
19560~19864 C16.0
1946519469 ; 14.7
19701974 15.5
L 1975-1979 S 15,0
1980-1984 . 15.5

198s-1987 . 15.7

{1} 28 Parishes

Table 2 CRUDE BIRTH AND DEATH RATES AND NATURAL INCREASE @
MM“WWMWWH*WH*WW%*%%%%%%** o

YEAR | CrUDE BIRTH  CRUDE DEATH  NATURAL
RATE . RATE  INCREASE

Last d@r;&dés s ‘
XV1t cent. o 9.0 R %23




 (2) .3& Parishes
{3 '10 Parxshas in Tartumaa

1782~18&0, Rakvere County in North Estonia
1861—-1910  North Estonia ;

 sources: R S
/Eesti NEV...y 19&7*1987; Laas, 1978, 1k.84-8&3 Rahvastiku-
probleeme...y 1937, 1k.109,135; Vahtre, 1973, 1k.211-2462; Nanma,

' 1980, 1.:.101. Te2y c.21~29; Paumr, 193&. c.154,188/




Table 3  ABE STRUCTURE
B g e R I o R S R

vear  AGE BROUPS.

0-9 10-19 20-29 3I0-3F 40-49 50-59 eo#eqlf?b-7§ 80+
1782 . %
WHOLE  27.0 21.2  18.2 12.4
MEN 24.8 21.8 1.6 12.4
WOMEN  29.3 20.& 15.8  12.4
1795 ~
WHOLE  26.8 19.9  18.2  14.2
. ; WOMEN  27.4 20.2 17.6 13.9
1216
WHOLE  27.0 25.9 14.7 11.8
MEN 30.1 26,7 13.2 9.8
WOMEN  24.2 2S.1  1&.1 13.6
1834 _ , .
WHDLE  28.5 21.9  16.8 = 14.9
MEN 0.1 22.5 17.1 14.1
WOMEN 27.1 2.3 16.6  15.6
1850 ~ , '
WHOLE — 22.5 22.7 19.8 13.8
MEN 3.4 23.6 19.0 14,2
WOMEN 21.7 21.9  20.5 13.8
1858 ,
WHOLE  22.7 19.5  20.4  15.3
MEN 23.7 20.2 19.8  14.3
WOMEN 21.8 18.9 21.0 16.4
1881 |
WHOLE  23.&6 19.8  16.6  12.2
: MEN. 24,5 20.3  16.4  12.0
i WOMEN = 22.8 19.3  16.8 12.4
i ~
2 1897 | R
WHOLE  22.0 1%.1  1i&.4  14.1
P © MEN 22.9 19.7 1&6.4  14.0
L WOMER  21.2 18.6  16.4 - 14.2
1922 ’ ,
CWHOLE  15.1  19.5 16.7  14.1

" ﬁEN 1&»2 2008 1(3:&
WOPMEN 15.1  18.4 16.9 14.4




1934 | . .
 WHOLE . 15.2 14.1 18.0 16.4 12.7  10.8

8.1 4.6 1.2
MEN  16.3 15.2 19.3 15.3 12,0 10.1 7.2 3.7 0.8
WOMEN  14.2  13.1 16.8 15.6  13.3  11.3 8.9 5.4 1.4
1959 - ' : :
WHOLE  15.8 14.0 16.9 14.5 11.7  11.9 8.5 S.0 1.6
MEN . 18.4 14.2  18.9 13.7 11.0 10.7 6.7 3.5 1.0
WOMEN  13.8 12.4 15.3  15.2  12.3  12.8 10,0, 6.2 2.1
1970 - ) o
WHOLE 14.7 15.0 14.4 15.8 «© 13.6 97 9.4 5.4 1.9
COMEN | 16.4 16.9 16.3 0 16.9  12.5. 8.5 7.5 3.5 1.0
WOMEN  13.2 13.3  12.8 14.9 14.3 10.7 11,0 7.0 2.7
1979 o | L
. WHOLE  14.9 13.9 15.9 13.5 14.2  11.3 8.2 6.0 2.1
- MEN 16.4 15.5° 17.6 14.4 14.7 9.9 6.4 4.1 1.1
WOMEN = 13.6 12.5 14.3  12.8 13.9  1Z2.5. 9.6 7.8 3.0
1987 ,
WHOLE  14.7 13.8 14.8 = 15.5 12.3 12.5 8.8 S.4 2.4
MEN 16.1 1S.1 146.0 16.7 12.6 12,0 5.8 3.4 1.2
6 14.3 12.1 12.8 10.5 7.1 3.4

WOMEN  13.5 12.6 13.

1782-1858  Rakvere county

SOURCES: ' | o | o |
/Rahva. .= 51924, 1k.19-203 rahvastikuprobleef@. .., 1937, 1k.15;
Vahtra, 1973,.1k.152; Karyc, 1982, c.195~19&/;V o




Table 4 AGE-SPECIFIC FERTILITY RATES
R e s e R e s S e

. veeR | FERTILITY BY AGE GROUPS . o
L ~19  20-24  25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45-49  TFR

1om2so3 9.6 0 £9.9  138.4 121.2  89.2 41.9 5.9  2.48

1930 13.6 83.8 103.9 97.0 635.9 . 30.7. 3.4 1.99
1935 15.5 78.3%  105.0 - 89.9 62.1  26.0 2.8 = 1.90
1958/59 20.1 0 122.3 119.1  72.9 41.9 12.0 L9 1.95
1965/866  2I.5 129.9 114.6  68.8 30.7 . 9.4 .7 0 1.89
1970/71 31.7  1&1.8  131.6  73.1  31.0 7.1 .5 2.18
1975/78 BLLb 1&65.4 122.1 - &0.9 2&.1 6.2 .3 . 2.08

- 1980/81  43.8  167.3 111.8 55.4 22.0 4.9 .3 2.03
1985/8&6 42,0  169.5 117.1 S59.7 25.0 . k.8

.A‘g;f 2_10

- Table S MEAN EXPECTATICN OF LIFE AT BIRTH
30 3 A 90 9 S 9 R I B R R R

YEAR WHOLE MEN . o WOMEN
1783I~1794 = 29 » 25 - 3a
18571858 == -39 cas c -
189L-1897 4i.6 - - O eaa
19321934 Sh. 4 S3.1 0 5%.6
19581955 &8 , &4 7z
1FLSE—-1958 70 BV ’ 74
ITLD-1970 _ TO.4 65.5 S AL
1975-1980 9.4 &4.2 0 74,2

 1985-1986 70. 4 65.5 . - 74.9

¥ Heruse parish
#%  Rakvere parish

SMIRCES: ; S e
fEeati NEV. oy 1967-1987 RahvastiKes»y 1930, 1k.&8~873
Rahvastikuproblesnt. .y 1937, 1k.141; Vahtre, 1973, 'lk.224;
Kooaos, 19569, «.98; Nanmiy 1980, T.2,c.637 L , R -




Table & MIGRATION FLOWS
BRI R RN E TR NIOR R

YEAR . MIGRATION QUTFLOW © MIGRATION INFLOW

Total Internal External Total = Internal External
1953 85670 sen ven B 108719 “ew ‘ aww
1954 91441 vus wew 102604 “ew . emw
1958 87414 ewe e = 94292 “en  sea
1956 . 89852 50&64 39188 © 106553 B6047 50504
19357 86419 350676 35743 Q4279 551432 39136
1958 =~ 85476 50879 34597 - 92261 56742 35519
1959 = 75439 /7579 27860 84283 53834 30449
1960 81469 52032 29437 85219 55262 29957
1961 72627 51802 20823 T B124%9 85072 26177
1962 - 74416 51806 22610 - 84306 $S6005 28251
1963 73057 51893 21164 ~ 85990 574672 28318
1964 74517 51889 . 22628 . 85873 56271 29604
1965 - 73125 51926 23201 : 83419 54116 - 29303
- 1966 - 80152 S4136 260156 C. 86268 0 356229 30039
- 1967 - 81124 55012 26112 87407 57456 29931
1968 -+ 36008 5&583 29428 F£087 58740 37349
1969 20133 59227 30858 103310 &£1184 842126
1970 88204 58110 30094 . 100844 | T9300 41364
1971 893700 60049 298351 - 100820 61146 ITF6T74
1972, 87533 59183 28350 S 95599 60293 35304
1973 87518 58554 29073 : F4T774 858756 36018
1974, = 88071 5639: 0 31480 Q2756 ¢ TT7E27 35229
1975 87756 546789 30967 Q2099 57829 34270
1976 82236 53726 283510 . 87078 853770 33308
1977 80315 53928 26387 87876 53355 34521
1978 80272 53389 28883 . 85489 53273 32196
1979 79286  S53093 26193 83378 52287 31091

1980 75307 50427 24880 ' 2433 50938 21499
1981 75397 49727 25670 818354  D0O000 318356
1982 74167 48631 25536 79870 48954 30916
1983 - 72350 47300 25050 : 77547 47468 30079
1984 - 71376 47882 @ 23694 77694 48225 29469
1985 72318 48062 24256 80483 483523 31962
1986 71902 43389 23513 79903 49155 30750
1287 71001 47747 & 23254 . 78830 49106 - 29744

SOURCE:

/Karyc,Nyyp, 1989/




