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Part One: Russian Society
Section A: Geography
1. Characterize the expansion of the 
Russian Empire priori to and during the 
19th Century.

2. Read the section below on Ethnic Diversity and the census data to the left.  
How might this affect the ruling of a large empire?
The Russia of Nicholas II on the eve of World War I was a land of striking ethnic diver-
sity. Comprising all of the republics of what later was to become the Soviet Union, as 
well as present-day Finland and much of Poland, Russia was home to more than 150 
million people--of which only about half were ethnic Russians. The Russian Empire 
Census of 1897 was the first and the only census carried out in the Russian Empire 
( Finland was excluded ). It recorded demographic data as of 28 January [O.S. 15 
January] 1897.

The Russian Revolution

Name: ______________________________      Period:  1   2   5   6   8

Peace, Bread, Land, Almost

VI

Unit 6, Class 3 & 4Purpose:  Could the October Revolution have 
succeeded without the pragmatism of Lenin and 
ideology of Trotsky?

Slavic tongues:
Russian language: 83,933,567
Great Russian (i.e., Russian): 55,667,469
Little Russian (i.e., Ukrainian):22,380,551
White Russian (i.e., Belarusian): 5,885,547
Polish: 7,931,307
Other Slavic tongues: 224,859
Lithuanio-Latvian tongues: 3,094,469
Lithuanian: 1,210,510
Zhmud (Samogitian): 448,022
Latvian: 1,435,937
Romance tongues: 1,143,000
Moldavian and Romanian: 1,121,669
Germanic tongues: 1,813,717
German: 1,790,489
Yiddish: 5,063,156
South Caucasian tongues: 1,352,535
Caucasian mountain tongues: 1,091,782
Other Indo-European languages: 2,190,597
Tajik and Persian: 382,120
Finnish tongues: 3,502,147
Estonian: 1,002,738
Turkic-Tatar tongues: 13,373,867
Uzbek and Sart languages: 1,695,189
Other languages: 925,018
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Section B: Social Structure
3. Examine these cartoons showing the hierarchy of Russian society.  Are there similarities? Differences?  Ac-
count for the similarities or differences you see.

4. Read this except on the Russian Emancipation Proclamation.  What impact might this have on the social 
structure?  Reference two pictures above if needed.  (Answer on next page.)

Picture A Picture B

Edict of Emancipation 1861, the mechanism by which Czar Alexander II freed all 
Russian serfs (one third of the total population). All personal serfdom was abolished, 
and the peasants were to receive land from the landlords and pay them for it. The 
state advanced the money to the landlords and recovered it from the peasants in 49 
annual sums known as redemption payments. Until redemption began, the law pro-

vided for a period of “temporary obligation,” during which the peasants held the land but paid for it in money or 
in labor. That initial stage dragged on for nearly 20 years in some regions. In many areas the peasants had to pay 
more than the land was worth, while in other areas they were given small plots, and many chose to accept “beggarly allotments” 
—i.e., one fourth of the prescribed amount of land without any monetary obligations. The peasants’ landholdings were controlled 
by the mir, or village commune. The mir was responsible for redemption payments and periodically redistributed the land to meet 
the changing needs of the various households. The provisions concerning land redistribution produced the peasant discontent that 
eventually helped the Russian Revolution to succeed, despite the later reforms of P. A. Stolypin.
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Emancipation  
Proclamation  
No, not that one!
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Part Two: Nicholas, Kerensky and V.I. Lenin
Section A: Rule of Romanovs
5. Read the excerpt below.  How did events help change the perception of the Romanovs?
 By the turn of the twentieth century, Russian society had 
never been more divided, nor had a Russian tsar ever been so far 
estranged from his people. Tsar Nicholas II, who had come to 
power in 1894, had never shown leadership skills or a particular 
desire to rule. In person, Nicholas II was mild-mannered, even 
meek; lacking the personality of a leader, his rule was clumsy, and 
he appeared weak before the people. When it came to public op-
position or resistance, he avoided direct involvement and simply 
ordered his security forces to get rid of any problem as they saw 
fit. This tactic inevitably resulted in heavy-handed measures by 
the police, which in turn caused greater resentment among the 
public.
 The year 1905 brought the most extreme examples of 
Nicholas II’s perceived indifference, brutality, and weakness. On 
Sunday, January 9, a crowd of over 100,000 marched peacefully 
through the center of St. Petersburg. Eventually they assembled 
in Palace Square in front of the tsar’s Winter Palace and, unaware 
that the tsar was not in town that day, called for the tsar to appear 
so that they could present him with a petition.

 The police, who had just fin-
ished putting down a series of strikes 
by industrial workers, followed their 
standing orders to get rid of any prob-
lems. Their solution was to open fire on 
the crowd, which included women and 
children as well as church leaders. As the 
crowd scattered, police pursued them on 
horseback, continuing to fire on them. 
Many in the crowd were trampled to 
death in the ensuing panic. Estimates of the total death toll range 
from a few hundred to several thousand.
 News of the massacre spread quickly, and many saw it as 
a sign that the tsar no longer cared about his people. The incident 
earned Nicholas the title “Nicholas the Bloody” even though he 
did not in fact know about the violence until it was already over. 
An unorganized series of demonstrations, riots, strikes, and as-
sorted episodes of violence erupted across Russia in the follow-
ing months.
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Section B: Provisional Government
6. Describe the strength of the government following the fall of the Tzar.  Who are the power brokers?
 With Russia faring poorly in World War I and facing se-
vere food shortages, strikes and public protests happened in the 
country with increasing frequency during 1916 and early 1917. 
Violent encounters between protesters and authorities also in-
creased.
 On February 23, 1917, a large gathering of work-
ing-class women convened in the center of Petrograd to mark 
International Women’s Day. The gathering took the form of a 
protest demonstration calling for “bread and peace.” While the 
demonstration began peacefully, the next morning it turned vio-
lent as the women were joined by hundreds of thousands of male 
workers who went on strike and flooded the streets, openly call-
ing for an end to the war and even to the monarchy. Feeding on 
their outrage with each passing day, the demonstrations became 
larger and rowdier, and the outnumbered police were unable to 
control the crowds.
 During this period, two political groups in Russia quick-
ly recognized the significance of what was developing and began 
to discuss actively how it should be handled. The Duma (the state 
legislature) was already in active session but was under orders 
from the tsar to disband. However, the Duma continued to meet 
in secret and soon came to the conclusion that the unrest in Rus-
sia was unlikely to be brought under control as long as Nicholas II 
remained in power.

 During the same period, the Petrograd Soviet, an or-
ganization of revolutionary-minded workers and soldiers domi-
nated by the Menshevik Party, convened on February 27. They 
immediately began to call for full-scale revolution and an end to 
the monarchy altogether.
 Although the provisional government was quickly recog-
nized by countries around the world as the legitimate governing 
body of Russia, the Petrograd Soviet held at least as much power 
and had significantly greater connections with regional author-
ities in other parts of the country. The Petrograd Soviet was in 
essence a metropolitan labor union made up of soldiers and fac-
tory workers. By the time of Nicholas II’s abdication, it had some 
3,000 members and had formed an executive committee to lead 
it. Dominated by Mensheviks, the group was chaotic in structure 
and favored far more radical changes than did the provisional gov-
ernment.
 Though often at odds, the provisional government and 
the Petrograd Soviet found themselves cooperating out of neces-
sity. With every major decision, the two groups coordinated with 
each other. One man, an ambitious lawyer named Alexander Ker-
ensky, ended up a member of both groups and acted as a liaison 
between them. In time he would become the Russian minister of 
justice, minister of war, and then prime minister of the provision-
al government.

Section C: Comparing Symbols
7. Examine the Tsarist (l) and Communist (r) symbols.  How are they similar? Different?
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Part Three: Homework Check
Choose one question and answer in a well developed paragraph.
8. (1.) What were the expectations of people for the provisional government?  How did the government respond?
9. (2). Lenin won control of Russia because he was able to adapt to situations.  Support or refute.
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Part Four: The Russian Revolution
Section A: Lenin and the Bolsheviks in November October
10. Read the excerpt below.  What is the main idea expressed in this selection?

Section B: Symbols of the Revolution
11. Choose one cartoon and describe the message the Communist 
government is attempting to tell. The top cartoon show Lenin; 
the bottom, Trotsky

 Although the Soviet government went to great lengths 
for decades to make the “Great October Socialist Revolution” ap-
pear colorful and heroic, it was in many ways a mundane and anti-
climactic event. There was little if any bloodshed, the provisional 
government barely tried to resist, and afterward, few Russians 
seemed to care about or even notice the change in governments. 
However, this very indifference on the part of the Russian people 
enabled the new leadership to extend its power quite far, and the 
October Revolution would soon prove to be a cataclysmic event 
once its earthshaking effect on Russia and the rest of the world 
became clear. However bloodless the Russian Revolution initially 
may have been, it would ultimately cost tens of millions of Russian 

lives and shock the nation so deeply that it has not yet come to 
terms with what happened.
 As far as historians have been able to determine, Lenin 
and most of the other major revolutionary figures at his side be-
lieved sincerely in their cause and were not motivated purely by 
a thirst for power. In all likelihood, they seized power believing 
that they were doing so for the greater good. Ironically, their faith 
in the socioeconomic models of Marx was on the level of an ex-
treme religious devotion—the very same blind devotion that they 
often denounced in others. Unfortunately, this steadfast belief in 
Marxism would come to be implemented through brutal and re-
pressive means.


