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Introduction

Rapid industrialization and urbanization characterized late nine-
teenth century Russia. Ekaterinburg was one of the cities that received 
migrants from both the countryside and the western provinces of the 
Russian Empire. Especially in the first quarter of the twentieth cen-
tury the city became more ethnically and religiously diverse, even if 
the majority, over 90 per cent, were ethnic Russians and members of 
the Russian Orthodox Church. While there are many studies conduct-
ed on European urban nuptiality, less has been done on the Russian 
sources. However, the Princeton Fertility Project analyzed differential 
marriage ages in the Russian gubernias (provinces) based on the 1897 
census aggregates in their study of fertility in Russia (Coale et al.). 
Their study included Perm’ province (even including Ekaterinburg in 
the Asian part) with a population of about 3 million, but did not con-
sider internal regional or religious differences. The same applies to a 
comprehensive study of Russia’s social history that has a section on 
demography (Mironov, 2014). Urban nuptiality in the parts of Russia 
to the east of the Urals got even less attention and most studies were 
based on aggregate data.  The exceptions are research focusing on 
Ekaterinburg’s Catholic and Jewish communities by the authors of 
this paper (Glavatskaya, Borovik, 2016; Glavatskaya, Borovik, Bobit-
sky; Glavatskaya, Zabolotnykh) and one on the Siberian city Barnaul 
(Vladimirov, Sarafanov 2013). The latter, however, studied only the 
Russian Orthodox population and provided only information on the 
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intervals of marriage age among different social groups, and not the 
mean age at first marriage.  

The ‘European marriage pattern’ concept, introduced by John 
Hajnal in 1965, refers to two basic characteristics: high age at first 
marriage: 27–29 for men and 24–26 for women, and a large pro-
portion of people remaining unmarried: 10–15 percent (Hajnal). 
The concept formed a turning point in marriage studies both 
in Europe and beyond. Lynch found that the ‘European mar-
riage’ characteristics were especially manifest in cities (Lynch). 
Hajnal’s geographic demarcation between the East and the West – 
the Trieste – Saint-Petersburg line was modified by researchers who 
took social status, cultural values, the place of residence and migration 
status into consideration (see for example Moreels & Matthijs, Holom 
et al). Our goal is to analyze differential marriage patterns, including 
age at first marriage and proportion of final celibacy in a city situat-
ed near the border between Europe and Asia. Ekaterinburg had been 
Europe-oriented with its industries and western Christian communities 
since the eighteenth century. It was a major Russian city throughout 
the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, and its situation can be a key to 
understanding demographic dynamics in the core of Russia. 

Even if limited by source availability, we analyzed several mar-
riage characteristics:

1. Singulate mean age at marriage (SMAM) as well as number and 
percent of never married in Ekaterinburg compared with  European 
Russian data and its development between 1897 and 1926. 

2. Age at first marriage by denomination, parish, social and migra-
tion status. This calculation we made using the nominative data tran-
scribed from the parish registers of Ekaterinburg.

Sources and methods 

There are two censuses, with aggregates allowing us to compute 
singulate mean age at marriage, as well as the number and percent of 
the never married: the first All-Russian Census conducted in 1897 and 
the first All-Soviet Union census conducted almost three decades lat-
er. Both were carefully prepared, run and processed according to in-
ternational standards of census taking (Thorvaldsen 2018). However, 
the microdata were destroyed after the information was processed and 
aggregated into tables in accordance with the Russian practice. Af-
ter a successful start in population registration during the all-Russian 
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census in 1897 there was a break due to the first Russian revolution in 
1905, followed by yearlong insurgences that made the next census im-
possible. The economic hardships and food crises after Russia entered 
World War I, required urgent information about population and sup-
plies, and desperate attempts were made by several Russian munici-
palities in 1916 and 1917 to register its population in order to arrange 
efficient food supply. These and the next Bolshevik attempt to take a 
census in 1920 failed, due to lack of resources and turbulent time of 
foreign interventions and civil war (Thorvaldsen, Glavatskaya, 2017). 
However, we have aggregate census data on 1920 Ekaterinburg. Since 
1913 and 1920 aggregates did not have data on ages we decided to 
use 1897 and 1926 censuses to compute singulate mean age at mar-
riage (SMAM) to see overall developments. Our microdata research 
is based on vital events registered on the individual level in the parish 
registers (metricheskie knigi, hereafter referred to as parish registers 
or church books) from Ekaterinburg’s religious communities. Tsar Pe-
ter the Great ordered the registering of vital events in church books 
from 1722. During the next two centuries, the forms evolved and the 
religious denominations’ parish registers became more standardized. 
They all had three common parts – about baptisms/births, about wed-
dings and about burials/deaths, Muslim and Jewish books in addition 
had a section on divorces, which these religions justified. This regis-
tration of vital events took place until the October Revolution in 1917 
all over the Russian Empire. After that, a civil office established by 
the Bolsheviks took over the registration in each municipality. Rus-
sian legislation regulated the parish registers’ accuracy. The religious 
community board had to check and verify the books frequently and 
religious leaders and communities were to be fined was there any dis-
order found in the records. 

We found parish registers in the State Archive of Sverdlovsk 
oblast’ (GASO) with births, weddings and funerals. The information 
from the parish registers was transcribed parish after parish into sepa-
rate databases and then exported into the database Ural Population 
Project (hereafter referred to as UraPP).  The registration of marriages 
in the church books provides names (first, family and patronymics), 
marital status, social status and/or occupation of grooms and brides, 
their place of origin or registration, age, religion (when appropriate) 
and date of the wedding; person who performed the ritual service; 
and there is also information on the parents and witnesses. We have 
transcribed marriage data for four Russian Orthodox Church parishes 
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with altogether almost 10000 weddings from 1880 until 1923, among 
them almost 6000 for the period from 1900 until 1919. In addition, 
we have transcribed data from the Old Believers10’ parishes; St. Anna 
Catholic Church books, the St. Paul Lutheran Church books, as well 
as similar sources from the city’s Synagogue and Muslim community 
and analyzed them. Altogether, we analyzed about 7000 marriages 
registered in the 10 city parishes (See table 1). 

Table 1

Number of marriages by year and denomination in Ekaterinburg

 
Russian 

Orthodox 
Church 

Old Be-
lievers Catholics Lutherans Jews Muslim Sum

1900 308  4    312

1901 314  8 3   325

1902 277  5 5   287

1903 284  4 1   289

1904 136  4 4   144

1905 279  6 3   288

1906 385  7 6 10  408

1907 399 13 7 11 9  439

1908 314 19 9 10 11  363

1909 329 21 6 11 7  374

1910 301 19 8 25 7  360

1911 283 17 7 23 12  342

1912 350 7 3 38 8  406

1913 377 6 4 23 5  415

1914 370 9 6 12 8 18 423

1915 239 10 6 21 14 9 299

1916 187 6 25 63 12 11 304

1917 267 12 32 70 33 15 429

10 Ethnic Russians whose ancestors dissented from the Russian Orthodox Church 
over religious reforms in the 17th century. For more details on Ekaterinburg Old Be-
lievers see (Borovik, 2018).
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Russian 

Orthodox 
Church 

Old Be-
lievers Catholics Lutherans Jews Muslim Sum

1918 180 24 75 26  23 328

1919 239 9 41 24   313

Sum 5818 172 267 379 136 76 6848

Source: UraPP

These microdata allowed the computing of mean age at first mar-
riage, share of remarriages by denomination, and how it was influenced 
by WWI, Revolution and Civil War

Ekaterinburg: ethno-religious and demographic portrait 

Pre-Revolutionary Ekaterinburg was an industrial city in the Mid-
dle Urals with growing ethnic and religious diversity, especially in the 
first quarter of the twentieth century (Glavatskaya 2018). The vast ma-
jority belonged to the Russian Orthodox Church which we shall refer to 
here as the State Church, and there were additional communities of Old 
Believers, Muslims, Catholics, Lutherans and Jews (see table 2).

Table 2

Religious denominations in Ekaterinburg 1897 (N, %)

Denomination Men Women Sum %

State Church 18534 21211 39745 91.9

Old Believers 766 1024 1790 4.1

Muslims 386 292 678 1.6

Lutherans 167 176 343 0.8

Catholics 167 156 323 0.7

Jews 150 153 303 0.7

Other 23 34 57 0.1

Total 20193 23046 43239 100

Source: 1897 Census aggregates (Troinitskii 1904: 92–93).
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The more than 91 percent of the State church members in the city 
according to the 1897 census were overwhelmingly ethnic Russians, 
which was also the case for the additional four percent Old Believ-
ers. After them, the city’s Muslim community was the second biggest 
religious minority, composed of Tatars and Bashkirs – in-migrants to 
the city. The overwhelming majority of the Lutherans were Germans 
and most Catholics were of Polish origin. The same proportion of Jews 
came from diverse places, mostly in Western Russia. 

The survey conducted in Ekaterinburg in 1913 by the city’s address 
office showed increasing religious diversity. All the non-Orthodox de-
nominations expanded their share in the religious composition of the 
city, mainly due to in–migration, but also natural population growth 
(see table 3).

Table 3

Religious denominations in Ekaterinburg in 1913 (N, %)

Denomination Men Women Sum % Constructed, N1 Constructed %

Russian Orthodox2 35024 34177 69201 90.6 81833.3 90.5

Jews 679 456 1135 1.5 1453.4 1.6

Catholics 587 364 951 1.2 1104.1 1.2

Lutherans 512 377 889 1.2 1031.6 1.1

Muslims 2854 1139 3993 5.2 5112.0 5.7

Other 136 43 179 0.2 201.0 0.2

Sum 39792 36556 76348 100 90422.6 100

Source: 1913 Address office data (GASO. F. 62. Op. 1. D. 524. List 126).

Even if the municipal office in 1913 likely used instructions dis-
tinct from the 1897 census, we think it mirrors the general dynamics 
of the religious groups’ sizes. The 1920 census reflected the general 

1 Children under 14 were not registered in 1913. We solved this problem by con-
structing cohorts of children using data on their share in each denomination according 
to the 1897 census. However, children aged 10–14 are still missing even in this calcula-
tion due to the age grouping in the census aggregates. Therefore, the constructed rela-
tive numbers for 1913 are closer to reality than the absolute. 

2 Including Old Believers.
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population decline and the changes in the ethnic composition of the 
city caused by the WWI, Revolution and Civil War. There was no 
question about religion in the 1920 census forms, but we used eth-
nic markers to distinguish religious identity, for they were closely 
related. We distinguish Poles as ‘ethnic Catholics’, Germans as ‘eth-
nic Lutherans’, Tartars and Bashkirs as ‘ethnic Muslims’, Russians, 
Ukranians, Belarussians as ‘ethnic Orthodox’. The Old Believers 
most of whom were ethnic Russians we naturally had to include in 
this group as well. According to the 1920 census aggregates, the Jew-
ish population increased significantly, the Catholics’ did not change, 
while all other ethnic groups and denominations suffered drastic de-
creases, Muslims in particular (See table 4).  

Table 4

Ethnic/religious denominations in Ekaterinburg. 1920 (N, %)

Denomination Men Women Sum %

Ethnic Orthodox 37121 43142 80263 90.8

Jews 1682 1923 3605 4.1

Ethnic Catholics 575 507 1082 1.2

Ethnic Lutherans 199 161 360 0.4

Ethnic Muslims 774 648 1422 1.6

Other 1050 618 1668 1.9

Sum 41401 46999 88400 100

Source: 1920 Census data (Ekaterinburg Gubernia Statistics 1922: 22–23).

Marriage patterns in Ekaterinburg and Ekaterinburg uezd11

The singulate mean age at marriage
Since the 1897 census microdata are not available we extracted in-

formation from the aggregates and computed the singulate mean age at 
marriage (SMAM) for men and women both in the city with a popula-

11 Rural administrative area
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tion of 43239 and the uezd – the surrounding, administrative rural area 
with a population of 369057. As expected urban SMAM was higher 
than rural:  3.6 years difference among men and 4 years among women 
(See table 5) 

Table 5

SMAM in Ekaterinburg city and Ekaterinburg’ uezd in 1897 

Ekaterinburg Ekaterinburg’ uezd

Men Woman Men Woman

27.1 24.6 23.5 20.6

Source: 1897 Census aggregates (Troinitskii 1904: 36–37).

Ekaterinburg’s SMAM corresponds well with the mean age at mar-
riage among the Russian urban population in 1910: 27.7 years for men 
and 24.8 for women in big cities12  and 26.8 and 22.8 respectively in 
smaller ones (Mironov, 2003, 169); with women’s age at first marriage 
pattern closer to the big cities. To see the dynamics we also computed 
SMAM  using  1926 census data for both Sverdlovsk (Ekaterinburg)13, 
and its’ subordinated rural area – Sverdlovskii okrug’, with a population 
of 272179. To make it comparable with the 1897 data we constructed 
the same age groups as in 1897 and calculated SMAM based on the 
same cohorts (See table 6).

Table 6

SMAM in Sverdlovsk and Sverdlovskii okrug in 1926

Sverdlovsk Sverdlovskii okrug/rural

Men Woman Men Woman

24.9 21.8 22.0 20.0

Source: 1926 census  aggregates (1926 Census’ tables,  1930:82–83).

12 Those with population over 100 000 – Saint-Petersburg, Moscow, Warsaw, 
Lodz’, Odessa, Riga, altogether 20 cities in the 1897 Russian Empire.

13 Ekaterinburg was renamed Sverdlovsk in 1924 after the regional revolutionary 
leader Iakov Sverdlov. After 1992, it again became Ekaterinburg. 
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As expected urban SMAM was higher than rural for both men and 
women, however it had dropped several points since 1897. The differ-
ences between urban and rural areas were lower as well, especially in 
the case of women: 1.8 years compared to the 4 years in 1897. From the 
SMAMs computed for 1897 and 1926, we might assume that the mean 
ages at first marriage in the early 20th century were not higher than 26 
for men and 23.2 for women.

The never married 
Since there is no alternative data available, we computed the mar-

riage distributions in Ekaterinburg according to the 1897 and 1926 cen-
sus data and the share of the never married for the cohorts 40–49 and 
50–59 (see Table 7 a,b).

Table 7a

Numbers and % of never married in Ekaterinburg by gender and age group

Men Woman

Age N % never-
married N % never-

married
15–16 954 100.00 1186 98.65
17–19 1478 96.68 1650 79.64
20–29 3776 56.99 4054 40.21
30–39 3266 17.30 3424 19.16
40–49 2346 9.80 2541 15.58
50–59 1277 6.97 1773 11.45
Average for 40–49 
and 50–59 8.39 13.52

Source: 1897 census aggregates (Troinitskii 1904: 36). 

Table 7b

Numbers and % of never married in Sverdlovsk by gender and age group 1926

Men Woman

Age N % never-
married N % never-

married

15–16 2382 99.62 3201 98.81
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Men Woman

Age N % never-
married N % never-

married

17–19 4087 96,13 5511 78,41

20–29 16888 44,54 17690 22,89

30–39 10988 7,74 10560 6,81

40–49 6657 4,18 6269 6,05

50–59 3346 3,26 4312 6,24

Average for 40–49 
and 50–59 3,72 6,14

Source: 1926 census aggregates (1926 Census’ tables,  1930:36–37).

As seen from the tables above the tradition of compulsory marriage 
in Ekaterinburg was still strong after WWI, Revolution, Civil War and 
nine years of secular history. What is more, it became even stronger, for 
the proportion of never married dropped from 8.39 % to 3.72 % for men 
and from 13.52 % to 6.14 % for women. 

Age at first marriage group wise: microdata analyses 
The approximate mean age at first marriage we computed above 

for early 20th century Ekaterinburg – not higher than 26 years in case of 
men and 23.2 in case of women, was almost the same as in most Rus-
sia’s cities – 26.8 and 22.8 correspondingly (Mironov, 2003:169). How-
ever, the UraPP data analyses based on nominative data for the whole 
city while giving the same result for the mean age at first marriage for 
men: 26.2 years, showed lower age at first marriage for women – 21.4 
(see table 8).

Table 8

Mean age at first marriage in the early 20th century Ekaterinburg

Parish Period
Grooms Brides Age dif-

ference cases age cases age
St. Epiphany Cathedral 1901-1919 397 26 413 21 5

Ascension Church 1901-1919 1277 25.4 1326 21.5 3.9
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St. Catherine Cathedral 1901-1919 999 25.3 1045 21.4 3.9

Church of the Holy Spirit  1901-1915 849 24.9 905 20.8 4.1

State Church total/average 1901-1919 3522 25.4 3689 21.2 4.2

Old Believers 1906-1925 138 24.9 144 21.2 3.7

Catholics 1909-1919 237 28.5 248 22.3 6.2

Lutherans 1901-1919 310 27.7 269 23.1 4.6

Jews 1906-1917 123 25.3 121 21.9 3.4

Non-Orthodox average 1901-1919 670 27.2 638 22.4 4.8

Muslims 1914-1918 40 28 50 19.3 8.7

Total/average 1901-1919 4370 26.2 4521 21.4 4.8

Source: UraPP 

According to the Russian legislation at the time, the conventional 
earliest marriage age was 16 for the brides and 18 for the grooms. The 
Archbishop could allow a wedding even if the bride or groom were 
more than half a year younger than they had to be, however [Grigor-
ovskii]. According to the UraPP, there were few weddings of underage 
newlyweds in early 20th century Ekaterinburg: 89 brides aged 15 years 
old (2%) and 39 grooms aged 17 years old (0.9%). Such early marriages 
were not a widespread phenomenon in late Imperial Russia, only 2.5 
percent of the brides married before reaching 17 years (Tol’ts, 141). 
Most Orthodox Church brides in Ekaterinburg married between 20 and 
22 years old just like their peers in Barnaul (Vladimirov, Sarafanov, p. 
99–101). As to the grooms, most married between 19 and 27. Some en-
tered the marriage market before they reached 20, the age of conscrip-
tion in Russia. Depending on the regiment, young men served three 
to four years in the army (five in the navy). The returned conscripts 
entered the marriage market at the age of 25–26. 

Table 8 shows that the Orthodox Church grooms’ age at first mar-
riage differed by one year depending on the parish they belonged to or 
registered their wedding in. On average they married at the age of 25.4 
and the average age of their brides was 21.1. Ekaterinburg’s Jews mar-
ried almost at the same ages. Catholic and Lutheran grooms on average 
married at the age of 28.5 and 27.7 respectively. Muslim men usually 
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married once they reached the age of 28. However, we consciously 
put their data separately because we have their records transcribed for 
the very short period 1914–1918, which were turbulent years. There 
were fewer differences in the Orthodox Church brides’ mean age at first 
marriage in different parishes, just half a year. Lutheran and Catholic 
brides married on average a few years older than the Russian Orthodox 
Church brides did, while the Muslim brides contrary to the Russians 
married even younger.  

The microdata allowed us to compute mean age at first marriage 
according to social status. On average Ekaterinburg Russian Orthodox 
Church petty  bourgeoisie  (meschane) and peasant grooms married at 
the age of 24.7 and 24.8; bourgeoisie group involved in trade (kuptsy) – 
27.4 and nobility (dvoriane) at the age of 28.2. However, there were 
noted differences between parishes. For example, among St. Epiphany 
Church grooms the petty bourgeoisie on average married one year later 
than peasants belonging to the same parish.

It is interesting that their co-ethnics, the Old Believers, displayed 
the opposite pattern with respect to social status: peasant grooms mar-
ried one year later than their coreligionist petty bourgeoisie did. For 
the Old Believers we also computed age at first marriage according to 
migration status, while other variables are still in the process of cod-
ing. More than 55 percent of the Old Believers who registered their 
weddings in Ekaterinburg were peasants who in-migrated to the city. 
Finding themselves in the new social and cultural environment, they 
could have experienced problems starting a family and therefore had 
to postpone marriage. That corresponds well to the findings based on 
Historical Population Database of Transylvania.  Those who migrated 
to more developed regions married on average one year later than their 
non-migrating counterparts (Holom et al.). Brides’ mean age at first 
marriage correlated directly with their social status as well: higher so-
cial status meant higher mean age at first marriage. In addition, girls 
from the Orthodox St. Epiphany parish on average married a bit older 
than their peers from other parishes.  

Age differences between the spouses
On average, the Ekaterinburg grooms were 4.8 years older than 

their brides, while in case of the Muslims it was 8.7 years (see ta-
ble 8). Among couples with a noted age difference of 12–15 years, 
we note the wedding between Old Believer Anisya Narbutovskaya, a 
19-years-old peasant girl, who married Ivan Kulik, a 31-years-old Pol-
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ish peasant from Galicia then part of Austria-Hungary on 23 October 
1917. Ivan probably was one of the war prisoners, exiled to the Urals 
in thousands after their capture in 1914–1915. We do not know what 
was his denomination in Galicia, but two days before the wedding, 
Ivan was baptized by the Old Believer minister Porfirii Mokrushin 
in the Virgin’s Assumption Chapel and so became an Old Believer 
himself. As the parish record said, it was his first marriage (GASO.  
F. 6. Op. 13. D. 334. L. 12 vv.–13; D. 336. L. 2 vv.–4). However, tak-
ing into consideration the circumstances, the general Christian  belief 
that the baptism rite ‘cleans’ a person from all the former sins,  and 
the fact that the Old Believers did not recognize other religions’ sacra-
ments, we can be certain that Porfirii – the Old Believer minister who 
performed both rites, would not  consider Ivan’s previous marriage as 
valid.   There are examples of POWs marrying Russian girls while in 
captivity, even being already married back at home before captivity 
(Glavatskaya, Borovik, 2016). 

WWI and age at first marriage
The UraPP microdata allowed not only computing how the WWI, 

Revolution and Civil War affected age at first marriage in Ekaterinburg, 
but also looking beyond the averages (see Table 9). 

Table 9

Mean age at marriage by denomination in Ekaterinburg,  
1901–1914 and 1915–1919

Denominations
Grooms, MAM Brides, MAM

cases Before 
1914

1915–
1919

diffe-
rence Cases Before 

1914
1915–
1919

diffe-
rence

St. Epiphany 
Cathedral 301/96 25.7 27.0 +2.7 316/97 21.4 23.0 +1.6

Ascension 
Church 1051/226 25.0 26.9 +1.9 1082/244 21.3 22.4 +1.1

St. Catherine 
Cathedral 827/172 25.1 26.6 +1.5 869/176 21.2 22.3 +1.1

Church of the 
Holy Spirit  809/40 24.8 27.4 +2.6 857/48 20.7 22.2 +1.5

State Church 
total/average 2988/534 25.2 27.0 +1.8 3124/565 21.2 22.5 +1.3
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Denominations
Grooms, MAM Brides, MAM

cases Before 
1914

1915–
1919

diffe-
rence Cases Before 

1914
1915–
1919

diffe-
rence

Catholics 50/155 31.4 27.6 -3.8 49/146 26.1 22.1 -3.9
Lutherans 142/158 26.0 28.3 +2.3 137/156 22.4 24.4 +2
Jews 70/53 27.4 23.7 -3.7 66/55 21.1 22.9 +1.8
Non-
Orthodox 
total/average

262/366 28.3 26.6 -1.7 254/357 23.2 23.1 -0.1

Source: UraPP

As expected, age at first marriage increased among both grooms 
and brides in all Russian Orthodox Church parishes by 1.8 and 1.3 years 
respectively, even if there was some differences between parishes.  
However, age at first marriage increased even more among the Luther-
ans: by 2.3 and 2 years respectively. This group suffered population 
decrease between 1913 and 1920. On the contrary, in-migrated Catholic 
and Jewish men started to marry much younger than their co-religion-
ists did in Ekaterinburg before the WWI, as did the Catholic women. 

Conclusion

Our analyses of marriage behavior in the church records allow us 
to get insights into different religious groups’ life in early 20th century 
Ekaterinburg. In addition, we computed the singulate mean age at mar-
riage (SMAM) on the basis of age group tables by marital status from 
the 1897 and 1926 census aggregates. That allowed us to put our data 
into some perspective.  

Our calculation of SMAM for Ekaterinburg city separately from 
the same census are somewhat higher, 24.6 years for brides vs 22.5–24 
calculated by the PFP (Princeton). This can be due to the whole Perm’ 
province urban population data being affected by the lower SMAM 
rates in other cities with a higher proportion of peasants in their popu-
lation.  Ekaterinburg’s industrial character attracted urban population 
elements from the West, especially Catholics, Lutherans and Jews. In 
addition, in-migrants usually postponed their marriage one year.

The 1897 aggregates do not subdivide the age group/marital status 
tables further, but our analysis of the parish  registers on the individual 
level provided clues to understand the religious affiliation’s influence 
on age at first marriage. The Catholic, Lutheran and Muslim men mar-
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ried a few years older than the Russian Orthodox and Jewish men did. 
The difference in age at first marriage among their brides was less sig-
nificant: 1–2 years higher among Catholic and Lutheran women com-
pared to the Russian Orthodox and one year less among the Muslim 
brides. We also found out that belonging to a certain parish within the 
same confession might influence mean age at first marriage in case of 
both brides and grooms. 

 Our research confirmed the general opinion that social status mat-
ters.  In addition, as our data showed, the in-migrants postponed their 
marriage one year compared to their peer co-ethnics and co-religionists 
if not pressed by crises in times of war or political instability. For exam-
ple, the male peasant Old Believers from the countryside who moved 
into the city, married almost one year later than their co-religionist 
townsmen. Both findings correspond well to similar results fromTran-
sylvanian data (Holom et al.). The likely reason is that the city created 
opportunities unavailable in the countryside and thus more freedom to 
start or postpone family life. It also required some time to settle before 
joining the marriage market.

While invisible as part of Perm’ province in the Princeton Pro-
ject, prerevolutionary Ekaterinburg seems to be closer to the ‘Euro-
pean’ marriage pattern, at least in terms of both SMAM and men’s 
age at first marriage. Individual level data show that mean age at 
first marriage was slowly increasing in the State Church parishes un-
til WWI, when the age at first marriage increased by 1.8 years for 
grooms and 1.3 for brides. The Lutherans, mostly ethnic Germans, 
postponed their weddings even more: 2.3 and 2 years respectively: 
likely due to the shortage of eligible partners on the marriage mar-
ket, since the Lutheran-German population decreased dramatically 
between 1913 and 1920. In addition, their life in a country being 
on war with Germany was rather difficult. Unfortunately, we do not 
have individual data after 1919 to explain the fact that ten years after 
the Revolution for one reason or another Ekaterinburg/Sverdlovsk 
moved away from the European tradition to marry later.  According 
to the 1926 Census data analyses, both SMAM and the percentage 
of never married became lower. We may assume as one cause that 
after the Revolution, the new regime shut down in-migration from 
the West.  Also, in-migration increased from the rural suburbs, and 
most important, changed the very basics of the marriage institution 
in the country. The in-migrants from rural areas paradoxically at the 
time brought with them the Orthodox Church or Muslim marital eth-
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ics, which required obligatory marriage.  Being under stress during 
the Civil War these in-migrants tried to marry earlier to get social 
support in turbulent times, like prisoners of war and refugees did 
during the WWI. In addition, the Bolsheviks’ legislation separated 
the church from the state, deprived it the right to register weddings, 
and introduced freedom of divorce already in 1917. Both marriages 
and divorces were to be registered by a civil officer in a state office at 
once, with no sacraments required. To prove that hypothesis we need 
to get individual level data for the period between 1919 and 1926, 
which is our next project. 
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