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Abstract 

 

The article discusses the historical aspects of climate change in Russia in the context of modern 

urbanization, where the degree to which this factor is taken into account in the strategic plans for the 

development of cities will largely depend on their sustainable development, and in addition, the security of most 

of humanity in the current and future centuries. In many megacities of the world, there is already a significant 

vulnerability of their territories, economy and population to dangerous hydrometeorological phenomena, the 

frequency of which increases with global warming. The adaptation of modern Russia to ongoing and predicted 

climate change, including in terms of reducing greenhouse gas emissions, largely depends on what measures 

will be taken in urban areas. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 

In the 1970s-1990s, such an agrarian system functioned in the USSR, a fundamentally important feature 

of which was the active participation of the state, party-state structures in the regulation of the agrarian economy 

and all spheres of rural life. This experience is instructive in many ways. On the one hand, he clearly 

demonstrated the perniciousness of total control, petty regulation, and nationalization in the field of agriculture. 

On the other hand, the use of the mechanisms of state regulation of the agrarian sector reflected (albeit in a 

peculiar form) one of the leading trends in the development of the agrarian economy of the modern world, 

namely: the strengthening of the role of the state in the development of the agro-industrial complex. 

Convincing evidence of the great attention of the party and the Soviet state to agriculture, the entire agro-

industrial complex is the USSR Food Program for the period up to 1990, approved by the May (1982) Plenum of 

the Central Committee of the CPSU and marking the beginning of a new stage in the modern agrarian policy of 

the party, characterized by a deeper turn all branches of the national economy to solve the problems of further 

development of agriculture. The implementation of the Food Program is a paramount economic and socio-

political task, an essential component of the Party's economic strategy for the next decade. “It is especially 

necessary to establish an uninterrupted supply of high-quality food products to the population,” stressed the 

General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU Andropov Y.V. 
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II. DISCUSSION AND RESULTS 

 

At the same time, within the framework of this concept, it is possible to single out two areas of 

historiography: a purely apologetic one, whose supporters did not analyze, but propagated the agrarian policy of 

the CPSU as the only possible and absolutely correct one, and a moderately critical one, whose supporters, 

standing on the same theoretical and methodological positions, propagandizing the next party decisions in the 

field of agriculture, they analyzed the contradictions, problems, and difficulties of agrarian development. A 

considerable number of authors of past years (V.R. Boev, I.N. Buzdalov, V.G. Venzher, I.M. Volkov, M.A. 

Vyltsan, Y.P. Denisov, A.M. Emelyanov, I.E. Zelenin , A. A. Nikonov, V. B. Ostrovsky, V. A. Tikhonov, A. P. 

Tyurina, G. I. Shmelev and others) not only raised a wide factual material, but also tried as much as possible to 

show the real life of the village with its problems, difficulties and contradictions. These authors apparently said 

everything that could be said in those years and under those conditions on the problems of agrarian policy in the 

1970s and 1990s. 

The agrarian policy of the 1970s - 1990s is a complex, multifaceted phenomenon that does not fit into the 

bed of one-dimensional, especially politically biased assessments. The analysis of the problems of agrarian 

policy in the 1970s and 1990s gives grounds for the conclusion that during this period a special model of 

agrarian development was implemented in the USSR, which was characterized by a number of features. 

The agrarian model was historically conditioned. First, its emergence in the mid-1970s. did not mean a 

sharp break with the previous agrarian model, implemented in the 1930s and 1950s and partially transformed at 

the turn of the 1970s and 1980s, since the new features of agrarian policy were combined with the preservation 

of its fundamental theoretical and practical political foundations. At the same time, the agrarian policy was an 

alternative to the Stalinist policy of depeasantizing the countryside and the ill-conceived experimentation of the 

late 1960s and early 1980s. Secondly, the emergence of the agrarian model reflected the search for ways to 

adapt the Soviet economic system to the conditions and requirements of the scientific and technological 

revolution. In this regard, the agrarian course of 1970. was an attempt at a conservative reform of the Soviet 

agrarian sector, designed not only to increase the pace of development of agricultural production, but also to 

develop a competitive socialist alternative to the bourgeois-farmer path of agrarian evolution. 

 

Structure of grain production in the USSR, China, USA (million tons). 
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The agrarian model was objectively aimed at modernizing the agrarian sector in order to create an agro-

industrial sector adequate to the industrial stage of development of society. It took into account some trends in 

the development of modern productive forces (strengthening the process of concentration of production and 

capital, the increasing role of state regulation, planning and forecasting in the development of the agricultural 

sector, intensification of production, integration of industries within the agro-industrial complex, etc.), but some 

features were underestimated or completely ignored. the current stage of scientific and technological revolution 

(in particular, a sharp increase in the importance of social and environmental factors in the development of 

agriculture, the accelerated formation of the industrial infrastructure of the agro-industrial complex, the 

widespread use of computer technology, biotechnology, etc.), the specifics of agrarian relations and the 

principles of economic activity widely recognized in the world in agricultural sector (development of market 

mechanisms, functioning of the agrarian economy as a set of enterprises of various levels of concentration and 

forms of ownership, broad development of free cooperation). 

At the subjective level, however, modernization as an achievement of a certain civilizational level was not 

recognized. The problems of agricultural development were considered within the framework of the socialist 

paradigm from the point of view of strengthening the material and technical base of developed socialism, the 

implementation in practice of a number of ideological postulates. Among them, the most significant postulates 

are: on the leading role of the CPSU in the development and implementation of agrarian policy; about the total 

nature of the nationalization of land; about the superiority of state property over collective-farm cooperative 

property, the convergence and merging of the two forms of property, and the steady increase in the level of 

socialization of production; about the absolute advantages of large-scale forms of production in the form of 

collective farms and state farms; on the temporary admission of personal subsidiary farming and its gradual 

elimination; about state farms as the highest form of management; about collective farms as the only possible 

form of cooperation; about the movement of society towards social homogeneity, the erasure of class 

differences within the framework of "mature socialism", the leading role of the working class in society and in 

alliance with the peasantry; about the peasantry as a "new type" class that has almost lost its specific features; 

on directive planning as the main element of the system of state management of agriculture; on the need to limit 

commodity-money relations; about the priority of production over the social sphere, the city over the 

countryside, industry over agriculture. 

 

In the photo is a "Winnowing machine", a machine for cleaning the "pile" obtained by threshing. The 

heap consists, in addition to grain, of fragments of straw of different sizes, empty ears. 
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The agrarian model evolved from attempts to introduce elements of commodity-money relations into the 

planned system in the second half of the 1970s. through the strengthening of administration, centralism and 

directiveness to a complete disregard for the market regulators of the agrarian economy. The evolution of the 

economic mechanism of the agrarian model up to the second half of the 80s. was anti-market in nature, 

although the first steps in accordance with the decisions of 1970 gave some reason to hope for the possibility of 

mastering elements of market mechanisms in the planned system, ensuring a combination of the plan and the 

market with the priority of the former. Because of this, the reform potential contained in the agrarian model was 

realized to a very small extent. 

All this did not allow for such a transformation of the agrarian model, which would take into account 

modern trends in the development of productive forces to the maximum extent, contributed to the establishment 

of the conservative nature of the evolution of the agrarian model, which affected its dynamics and results: the 

slow growth of the main macroeconomic indicators and the solution of individual private problems did not lead to 

to the creation of an effective agricultural sector, were accompanied by a non-linear increase in crisis 

phenomena. 

From the point of view of a number of social consequences (a decrease in the number of the rural 

population, a change in its socio-professional structure, the spread of urban culture with the loss of a number of 

elements of traditional rural culture, etc.), the period of implementation of the agrarian model can be considered 

as distinctive, completing the process of depeasantization of the Soviet countryside (but not completed 

depeasantization at all). Peasantization tendencies developed both under the influence of objective processes 

(industrialization and intensification of agricultural production, growth in labor productivity, urbanization of 

society), and under the influence of specific steps and specific features of agrarian policy (underestimation of 

the importance of the social sphere of the village, limitation of the economic initiative of peasants, transformation 

of collective farms into state farms , nationalization of collective farms, insufficient consideration of the specific 

interests of the peasantry, the policy of resettlement of unpromising villages). During the agrarian modernization 

of the 70s - 90s. failed to avoid mistakes, dramatic collisions, deformations. It is precisely for this that the 

leadership of the CPSU bears the responsibility. However, all the variety of steps in the agrarian area in the 70s 

- 90s. cannot be reduced to de-peasantry. The real agrarian course had a pronounced paternalistic character. 

Agricultural policy 1965 - 1990 characterized by the absence of direct violence against the peasants, the 

gradual intensification of social construction in the countryside, the strengthening of material incentives, the 

encouragement of personal subsidiary plots, etc. measures of agrarian protectionism. That is why there is 

reason to assert that the period of implementation of the agrarian model, from the point of view of the historical 

retrospective of depeasantization, is the least painful for the peasantry. 

The process of transferring agriculture to a material and technical base adequate to developed socialism 

required considerable time and effort. The food program of the USSR for the period up to 1990 provided for 

increasing the energy capacity of collective farms and state farms by 1.6 times and completing, in the main, the 

comprehensive mechanization of agriculture and animal husbandry. But even after that, the task of 

comprehensive mechanization of all processes of agricultural production has not yet been fully resolved.  

According to economists' estimates, for this it is necessary to increase the power-to-weight ratio of a 

worker engaged in agricultural production by more than 2 times and bring it to about 65-70 hours. A serious 

reserve for a more complete satisfaction of the needs of collective farms and state farms in technology was its 

better use and careful attitude towards it. In the 1970s, agriculture received 3,473,000 tractors, while their 

number increased by only 585,000 during this time. Over the same years, 2444 thousand trucks were delivered, 

and the increase in the fleet amounted to only 460 thousand vehicles. Most of the new equipment received (up 

to 80%) went to replace decommissioned equipment that was put out of action, often as a result of 

mismanagement, unskilled operation, untimely repairs, etc. Surveys show that equipment served longer on 

collective farms than on state farms; here, apparently, there was great concern for its safety. 
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In the 1990s there were significant changes in the nature of personal subsidiary plots. It became more 

and more closely connected with the public. The practice of establishing contractual relations between collective 

farmers, workers of state farms and collective farms, state farms for the maintenance of social livestock, poultry, 

became widespread, which reduced the isolation of personal farming and included it more fully in social 

production. The social composition of the holders of personal subsidiary plots has changed. At the present 

stage, it cannot be associated only with the collective farms and the collective farm peasantry. In Art. 13 of the 

Constitution of the USSR it is written: "Plots of land may be used by citizens ... for farming." At the end of the 

Tenth Five-Year Plan, 39.5 million families had personal subsidiary plots, including 13.7 million families of 

collective farmers, 10.8 million of state farm workers, and 15 million of persons not employed in agriculture. 

Personal subsidiary farming is an integral part of socialist agriculture, used not only by collective farmers, but 

also by all other sections of the rural population, a production form of socialist personal property of the working 

people. Despite the big changes, it still remained a subsidiary farm: its share in the income of the collective farm 

family during the tenth five-year plan remained at about 25%, and the products, as a rule, were consumed by 

this family, and only 20 - 25% of it went on sale.  

 

SK-3. Soviet grain harvester for cotton harvesting. 

The implementation of a scientifically based agrarian policy under mature socialism ensured the 

development of agricultural production on collective farms, state farms, and personal subsidiary plots. But along 

with the increase in production, there was also an increase in production. However, the possibilities for the 

development of personal subsidiary farming and obtaining products from it have decreased due to a decrease in 

the rural population. There was a systematic increase in the monetary incomes of the population. All this caused 

a significant increase in demand for food, especially for the most high-calorie, meat and dairy products. 

 

III. CONCLUSION 

 

For agricultural development in the 70s - 90s. characteristic, on the one hand, is the delay in carrying out 

long overdue reforms, on the other hand, forced leaps and the desire to introduce this or that "innovation" 

everywhere and quickly. The result of such a policy was the growth of crisis phenomena in agriculture and the 

discrediting of even quite fruitful ideas.  
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The experience of agrarian development in the 1970s and 1990s thus showed that transformations in the 

agrarian sector must be evolutionary in nature, corrected as necessary, carried out consistently and by non-

violent methods. 
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Аннотация 

 

В статье рассматриваются исторические аспекты изменения климата в России в контексте 

современной урбанизации, где степень учета этого фактора в стратегических планах развития городов 

во многом будет зависеть от их устойчивого развития, а кроме того, безопасности большей части 

человечества в нынешнем и будущем столетиях. Во многих мегаполисах мира уже наблюдается 

значительная уязвимость их территорий, экономики и населения к опасным гидрометеорологическим 

явлениям, повторяемость которых увеличивается с глобальным потеплением. Адаптация современной 

России к происходящим и прогнозируемым изменениям климата, в том числе в части снижения 

выбросов парниковых газов, во многом зависит от того, какие меры будут приняты в городских районах. 

Ключевые слова: государство, сельское хозяйство, община, крестьянин, реформа. 
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