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In the recent years, an interest to the research of the Crimean history has significantly increased. This 

is primarily due to the events around Russia's annexation of the peninsula in March 2014. The circle 

of problems, which, in our opinion, deserve priority, includes clarifying the features of formation and 

development of socio-economic and ethno-political processes in Crimea during the first decades after its 

annexation by the Russian Empire in 1783. This analysis should logically be considered as a necessary part 

of information base on the current geopolitical Crimea forecasting. 

The aim of the article is to reveal features of the formation and further development of socio-

economic and ethno-political processes in Crimea for five decades after its annexation by the Russian 

Empire in 1783. 

Issues related to the achieving the goal of this paper are considered in a number of quite fundamental 

scientific studies. However, there are still many reserves to deepen the study of these issues. 

Starting the analysis of the Crimean peninsula development after joining the Russian Empire in 1783, 

it is appropriate to consider one of the important events that occurred on the peninsula several years earlier. 

This refers to forced evictions of all Christians living in Crimea from its territory, which was initiated by 

Russian authorities in 1778
1
. As a result of this action 18391 Greek (including – 87 members of the clergy) 

and 12,598 Armenians were deported from Crimea
2
. The event was aimed not only to settle deserted lands 

of the southern Ukraine with farmers and herders, but also to force Ukrainian Cossacks, stayed there after 

the destruction of the Sich, out of these lands. 

This action was also a part of the expansionist policies of the Russian empire as to the further 

annexation of the Crimean peninsula, despite the official reason of relocation – the liberation of Orthodox 

Christians from the Mohammedan oppression, it was aimed at the disruption of the economy 

of the peninsula, because the Christian population was engaged in agricultural production
3
. However, very 

soon Russia had to «reap the fruits» of the deportation in Crimea. As the witness of those events 

Sumarokov said, «... five years later (after the relocation of Christians) that land... was absolutely 

devastated for Russia». 
«It shuddered, finding out that the villages turned into ruins, gardens into neglected forests, crafts and 

industry into idleness and made sure that led its new children to the orphancy even before their adoption»
4
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A few years later, in 1786, a prominent French politician J. Romm, travelling around Crimea attached 

by Russia, described his impressions of what he saw there: «There is nothing sadder that the journey around 
the terrain devastated by war. <...> 

Cities, once inhabited and decorated, are named after their founder and then that name goes to 
a devastator, who boasts this new name, which only shows his great ability to make death and horror 

everywhere, as a result of famous battles to lead to the destruction of industry and agriculture and destroy 
happiness of thousands of families who fall a victim of an ambitionist. That happened in 1771 when Prince 

Dolgoruky ruined Perekop and that bloody success brought him the title of the Crimean»
1
. 

After the annexation of Crimea by Russian empire a political situation on the peninsula became 

considerably complicated, the main reason of which was bringing in a significant contingent of Russian 
imperial troops, placement of military posts throughout the peninsula to observe public safety and the mood 

among the Tatars. Those actions lead to lawlessness and constant harassment against Tatar population that, 
in practice, was powerless. 

Another reason of complication of the political situation in Crimea in the 1780's and 1790's was 
associated with Arvanites, who after 1783 took a prominent place in the socio-political structure 

of Crimea – they were present (including those in high positions) in the most staffs of Tauride region 

authorities. In addition to security functions of Arvanite teams, their representatives actually assumed 
the administrative functions on the south coast of the peninsula and turned into independent uncontrolled 

militias, resulting in powerless and defenseless of Tatar population in those areas
2
. 

We can get an idea of the other consequences of the presence of Russian troops in Crimea from 

the research of Sichynskii where he describes the impressions of Cambridge University professor E. Clark 
of his journey around Crimea in 1812. According to E. Clark, in Bakhchisarai «Russians satisfied their 

barbaric pleasure of destruction and completely destroyed that capital,» in Kerch «500 buildings were razed 
to the ground «and «about thirty poor barracks» were built instead. In addition, they systematically 

destroyed Chersonesos ruins
3
. 

After the annexation of Crimea by Russian Empire the so-called «first wave» of Tatars emigration 

began during which at least 80-85
4
 thousand people emigrated

5
. It is necessary to mention that after 

the annexation the religious freedoms of Crimean Tatars were restricted, the gradual decline of the religious 

life of Muslims began, which was the result of deliberate Russian policy of deislamization in Crimea. 
The purpose was to weaken the Muslim clergy (which Russian administration considered as a pro-Turkish 

factor) and to neutralize their impact on the Crimean Tatar population of the peninsula, because Russian 
authorities were well aware of a fundamental role of this factor in preserving national cultural traditions 

of the Crimean Tatars
6
. 

The imperial policy of Russification that was realized in Crimea after its accession led to the fact that 
«... in the middle of the XIX century. or in the 1860s it was quite easily to meet an educated �rimean, 

especially from noble families, who finished a Russian school or was on Russian government service 
(civilian or military) for a long time, became more a Russian intellectual than a Tatar»

7
. 

An important step in the economic life of contemporary Crimea was colonization of its lands 
by foreigners. The relevance of foreign colonization of Crimea for Russian Empire at the turn of XVIII-
XIX centuries shows the decree of Alexander I on July 23, 1803 about the settlement of German colonists 
in Crimea. The text of this document refers to a commission of the Russian emperor to Kherson military 
governor: «... to promote durable and easy settlement of immigrants by all dependent on you ways.» 
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Special attention was paid to grape growers: they had to be provided with suitable growing land 
on the peninsula, and if it was impossible – local Russian administration was supposed to buy land for these 
purposes from individuals. At the same time the governor was instructed to «... take special care 
of the colonists who settled in the Crimea, and deliver to them every means to restore the declined 
vineyards there»

1
. 

Later in the report of the Minister of the Interior of February 22, 1804, approved by the emperor, 
wine and fruit growing in the southern colonies were defined as «... the most important goal in settlement 
of immigrants in these areas»

2
. However it is unfair to assert that the intensive development of horticulture 

and viticulture (both qualitative and quantitative parameters of it) in Crimea in the XIX century was 
provided exclusively by foreign colonists. At least it indicates an opinion expressed by a respected scientist 
and agronomist Semyrenko: «Bakhchsarai Karaites are considered prominent gardeners»

3
. 

After 1783 the process of colonization of Crimea by settlers among Ukrainian peasants began. They 
were serfs, brought to Crimea by Russian landowners, and fugitives from serfdom, who managed to break 
into the territory of Crimea and settle in abandoned lands left by the Tatars

4
. Boiko gives results of the 

study conducted by Brook and Kabuzan according to which during the years 1782-1858 168 thousand 
people moved to Taurida province from northern Ukrainian, Russian and Belarusian provinces

5
. 

The interest of the Russian government in the active colonization of the peninsula by Ukrainian 
population (including the Right Bank), part of which, as Korolenko indicates, was the highest in ethnic 
structure of colonization resources, because of the fact that «... Ukrainian element was most incorporated to 
the empire social and political structure, so loyal and predictable»

6
. The result of intensive colonization 

of the Crimea from the XVIII century by peasants from Ukraine was that during the XIX century 
«... a steppe part of Crimea was predominantly in the hands of Ukrainian peasants», and before the First 
World War there were many Ukrainian villages near Simferopol

7
. 

We want to point out, in our opinion, one very important aspect of contemporary Ukrainian-Tatar 
relations, which Dashkevych draws attention to. This refers to the fact that since the liquidation 
of the Crimean Khanate and until 1917 a part of Taurian area (later – Province), the actual Crimean peninsula, 
also included three large counties of steppe Ukraine (with almost exclusively Ukrainian population) that 
«... played a role of an agricultural rear « And with the creation of Novorossiysk governor-generalship, which, 
in addition to Tauris, also included Kherson and Katerinoslavsk provinces, economic and political integration 
of the Crimea with the southern regions significantly strengthened,» ... Crimea, in general, was in the 
«Ukrainian environment»

8
. The proof of that can be just a cursory glance at the territories that belonged to 

Tauride province, which can be seen on the General map of Tauride province in 1822 (Fig. 1). 
In one of the first Soviet-era historical research dedicated to the Crimea, we could find a reference to 

the fact that after 1783 the Crimean peninsula «... was used by the autocratic government for different 
purposes,» including the fact that the lands of the peninsula were given to the great and courtiers

9
. There 

were numerous cases of forced eviction of Crimean Tatar families and even entire villages, confiscation of 
their lands

10
. Numerous trials between landlords and Tatars also took place; for their consideration a special 

commission was even established. However for 10 years of the existence it could not finally solve those 
cases

11
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Fig. 1. General Map of Tauride province in 1822
1
 

 

The Crimea, weakened by mass emigration of Tatars to Turkey, at the end of the eighteenth century 

experienced the war of 1806-1814, the decline of trade, increasing of taxes and duties, various natural 

disasters. In the postwar years the colonization of Crimea intensified, and mainly due to the influx 

of foreigners, industry and trade increased. However, the Russian bureaucracy began to turn into 

a significant negative factor. The common facts were «... injustice, litigation, bribery, theft and illegal land 

sale and attempts to satisfy personal gains and interests, not the public and state»
2
. 

A special committee, established in Tauri� province to investigate possible abuse, in particular, 

reported that the abuse related to the sale of local land reached a peak
3
. This led to the displacement 
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of Crimean Tatars in the mountains, which drastically cut their land, but later they were pushed out even 

further – in the most unsuitable rocky mountain areas. 

The total disregard of legal and historical rights of the Tatar population of the former Crimean 

Khanate led to the fact that the biggest part of it had to emigrate to Turkey, Bulgaria and Romania
1
. 

However during the Patriotic War of 1812 Crimean Tatars made significant donations and formed four 

cavalry regiments that took part in the military hostilities of the Russian Empire
2
. Formed in 1827, 

the Guards squadron tested Crimean Russian-Turkish war of 1828-1829 (and later was active under 

the banner of the Russian Army in the Crimean War of 1853-1856, he was awarded numerous awards and 

honors)
3
. 

So, the first fifty years of Russian domination in the Crimea can be characterized as an undisguised 

colonialism. Nevertheless, the Crimean Tatar population did not actually commit the resistance 

to the Russians. Moreover, they even demonstrated an attempt to adapt to the new geopolitical realities. 

�#9#6#3:#$8�

1. Yakovenko, N. (2012). Ocherk ystoryy Ukrayny v Srednye veka y rannee Novoe vremya [The Essay 

of the History of Ukraine in the Middle Ages in early New Ages]. Moscow: Novoe lyteratur. obozrenye. [in Russian]. 

2. Dzhuvaha, V. Odna z pershyx deportacij imperiyi. Yak krymskymy hrekamy zaselyly Dyke Pole. 

<http://www.istpravda.com.ua/articles/2011/02/17/25350/>. [in Ukrainian]. 

3. Sumarokov, P.Y. (1803). Dosuhy krymskoho sudy yly vtoroe puteshestvye v Tavrydu Pavla Sumarokova 

[The leisure-time of Crimean court or the second travel of Pavlo Sumarokov to Tavrida]. Saint-Petersburgh: Ymperat. 

typ., part 1. [in Russian]. 

4. Romm, Zh. (1941). Puteshestvye v Krym v 1786 h. / Zh. Romm [The travel to Crimea in 1786]. Leningrad: Yzd. 

Lenynhr. hos. un-ta. <http://chatyrdag.info/ru/elektronnaya-

biblioteka/kraevedenie/item/download/9_ab47f07cef77ccc8c199956ce50484c0> [in Russian]. 

5. Korolenko, B.A. (2005). Inkorporaciya Krymu Rosijs"koyu imperiyeyu u 1783–1796 rr.: politychnyj ta 

etnosocialnyj aspekty: avtoref. dys. na zdobuttya nauk. stupenya kand. ist. nauk: spec. 07.00.01 «Istoriya Ukrayiny» 

[The Crimean annexation by Russian Empire in 1783-1796: political and ethnic and social aspects: thesis for PhD 

degree in History:07.00.01 «History of Ukraine» ]. Kyiv. <http://www.lawdiss.org.ua/2011-01-15-11-45-

49.html?page=shop.product_details&flypage=flypage.tpl&product_id=1060475&category_id=9070001>. 

[in Ukrainian]. 

6. Sichynkyj, V. (1954). Krym: istorychnyj narys [Crimea: historical essay]. New-York. [in Ukrainian]. 

7. Markevych, A.Y. (2003). Pereselenyya krymskyx tatar v Turcyyu v svyazy s dvyzhenyem naselenyya v Krymu 

[The migration of Crimean tatars to Turkey because of population movement in Crimea]. Sx. svit [The Eastern world], 

no. 1, 165–183. [in Russian]. 

8. Lyashenko, V.Y. (1997). K voprosu o pereselenyy krymskyx musul"man v Turcyyu v konce XIII – pervoj 

polovyne XIX vekov [To the question of the migration of Crimean muslims to Turkey at the end of XIII the first half 

of XIX centuries].  Kultura narodov Prychernomorya [The culture of the people of the Black Sea Coast], no. 2. 

<http://http://dspace.nbuv.gov.ua/handle/123456789/93880>. [in Russian]. 

9. Krymskyj, A.E. (1930). Literatura krymskyx tatar [The literature of Crimean tatars ]. Studiyi z Krymu. I–IX 

[Studios from Crimea. I-IX]. Kyiv, 165–198. <http://history.org.ua/LiberUA/StudIstKr_1930/StudIstKr_1930.pdf>. 

[in Ukrainian]. 

10. Ukaz Aleksandra I o poselenyy nemeckyx kolonystov v Krymu ot 23.07.1803 [The Decree of Alexander I 

on the settlement of German colonists in Crimea from 23.07.1803]. PSZRY, Sobr. 1, t. XXVIII [FCLRE, Collection 1, 

vol. XXVIII], 786. <http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-doc/65284>. [in Russian]. 

11. Doklad mynysterstva vnutrennyx del o mestax dlya poselenyya ynostrancev na yuhe Rossyy, utverzhdennyj 

Aleksandrom I 22.02.1804 [The report of the Ministry of Internal Affairs on the places for settlement of foreigners 

on the South of Russia validated by Alexander I 22.02.1804]. PSZRY, Sobr. 1, t. XXVIII [FCLRE, Collection 1, vol. 

XXVIII], 154–155. <http://www.alexanderyakovlev.org/fond/issues-doc/65287>. [in Russian]. 

12. Shapshal, S.M. (2005). Karaymy SSSR v otnoshenyy etnycheskom [Karaites of USSR in ethnic relation]. 

Krymskye karaymy: proysxozhdenye, etnokutura, ystoryya [The Crimean karaites: the origin, ethnic culture, history]. 

Simferopol: DOLYa, 126–152. [in Russian]. 

                                                      
1
 )��� :�-�, 1920–1925 (1926). [V-�# �����������# �6���# 
�����]: %!������� �!�����. ������

��: 
=��. :�-�%=:�, XIX, 572. 
2
 "��	����, (. (1930). 2 	�������
� �����$��� :���� XIX �. : (	
�
�	� ������). 
#�"- � 0���#, 9–97. :���, 

107–158. 
3
 "���&�, ".). (2003). 0������" ���� # �!�����$ ����$ ���"- (�"���� XVIII – 	����� XX �.): ���
���. ���. 
�� ��
����� ���	. ������ 	���. ���. ���	: ���. 07.00.01 «*��
��� 1	�����». ���	��. 



������������������������������������������������� !"#����$$!#����%�&�

 37 

13. Dashkevych, Ya. (2011). «…Uchy nelozhnymy ustamy skazaty pravdu»: istor. eseyistyka [«…Teach by unfalse 

lips to say the truth»: historical essayism]. Kyiv: Tempora. [in Ukrainian]. 

14. Bojko, Ya.V. (2007). Zaselenye Yuzhnoj Ukrayny. Formyrovanye etnycheskoho sostava naselenyya kraya: 

russkye y ukrayncy (konec XVIII – nachalo XXI v.): etnostat. ocherk [The settling of the South Ukraine. The 

formation of ethnic composition of the population of region: Russians and Ukrainians (the end of XVIII the beginning 

of XXI centuries: ethnic-statistical essay]. edition. 1. Cherkassy: Vertykal. [in Russian]. 

15. Pyadyshev, V.P. (1820–1827). Heohrafycheskyj atlas Rossyjskoj Ymperyy [The geographical atlas of Russian 

Empire]. Sankt-Peterburh: Akademyya Nauk. [in Russian]. 

16. Ves Krym, 1920–1925: [V-mu Vsekrymskomu syezdu Sovetov]: yubylejnyj sbornyk (1926) [The whole Crimea, 

1920-1925: [to the All-Crimean meeting of Councils]: the jubilee collection ( 1926)]. Simferopol: Yzd. KrymCYKa. 

<http://elib.shpl.ru/ru/nodes/10844-ves-krym-1920-1925-v-mu-vsekrymskomu-s-ezdu-sovetov-yubileynyy-sbornik-

simferopol-1926#page/97/mode/inspect/zoom/6>. [in Russian]. 

17. Bykova, T.B. (2011). Stvorennya Kryms"koyi ASRR (1917–1921 rr.) [The formation of Crimean ASRR  

(1917-1921)]. Kyiv: In-t istoriyi Ukrayiny NAN Ukrayiny. [in Ukrainian]. 

18. Markevych, A. (1930). Z kulturnoyi mynuvshyny Krymu XIX v.: (korotki narysy) [From the cultural past 

of Crimea of XIX century: (short essays)]. Studiyi z Krymu. I–IX [Studios from Crimea. I-IX]. Kyiv, 107–158. 

<http://history.org.ua/LiberUA/StudIstKr_1930/StudIstKr_1930.pdf>. [in Ukrainian]. 

19. Masayev, M.V. (2003). Krymski tatary u zbrojnyx sylax Rosiyi (kinec XVIII – pochatok XX st.): avtoref. dys. 

na zdobuttya nauk. stupenya kand. ist. nauk : spec. 07.00.01 «Istoriya Ukrayiny» [The Crimean tatars in military 

forces of Russia ( the end of XVIII – the beginning of XX centuries): thesis for PhD degree in History: 07.00.01 

«History of Ukraine» ]. Kharkiv. <http://irbis-nbuv.gov.ua/cgi-bin/irbis64r_81/cgiirbis_64.exe>. [in Ukrainian]. 


