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Economic demography as a science and practice in the works of B. Ts. Urlanis

Abstract. The anniversary of prominent scholar provides a valuable opportunity to re-
examine his academic legacy. A retrospective analysis of the works of the renowned Russian
demographer, B. Ts. Urlanis, reveals insights that remain highly relevant to contemporary
demographic research. This article focuses primarily on Urlanis’s contributions to economic
demography and his perspectives on global population development. The problems of creativity
of Russian demographers after the revival of demography as a science in the 1960s, connected
with the ideological restrictions of that time, are particularly highlighted. These ideological
barriers hindered the progress of the humanities in general and demography in particular, resulting
in isolation from global concepts advanced by European and American scientific communities.
The author concludes that Urlanis's seminal work, Demography as a Science —published in the
"Population” series by the Center for the Study of Population Problems at Lomonosov Moscow
State University — effectively established a development program for Russian demography that
remains vital for the current generation of researchers.
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Introduction

The year 2026 marks the 120th anniversary of the birth of Boris Tsezarevich Urlanis, a
distinguished alumnus of Lomonosov Moscow State University (Department of Statistics, Faculty
of Social Sciences), Professor Urlanis taught general statistical theory within the university's
Geography and Economics faculties. The main creative life of the prominent scholar was spent at
the Institute of Economics of the Academy of Sciences, although fundamental works widely
known in the country and abroad were written much earlier in 1938 (Urlanis 1938) and in 1941
(Urlanis 1941). Let us pay attention to the fact that the scientist, who survived attempts at
persecution and discreditation, found refuge in an academic institute with an economic profile
(1961), Let us note the fact that the scientist, who had survived attempts at persecution and
discreditation, found refuge in an academic institute specializing in economics (1961), as did the
first scientific institute (the Problem Laboratory for Population Studies) created by D.l. Valentey
at the Faculty of Economics of Moscow State University (1965).

The creative life and scientific achievements of B. Urlanis are periodically covered in
scientific periodicals, as well as in introductory articles to reprints of his works. In this regard, one
cannot help but mention the preface by M. Ya. Sonin to the 1976 collection of articles “Population”
(Urlanis 1976) and the introductory article by A. G. Vishnevsky to the 2007 edition of “Historical
Demography” (Urlanis 2007).

His work is distinguished by a broad approach to demographic research, which has been
noted by many economists and demographers. In this regard, 1.S. Maslova's opinion on B.Ts.
Urlanis's well-deserved recognition among demographers and economists is noteworthy: "thanks
to his problem-solving and profound, creative exploration of a wide range of population issues”
(Institute 2020, p. 385).

To commemorate the centenary of his birth, the Institute of Economics of the Academy of
Sciences hosted a roundtable discussion entitled "Demography and Economics: Is It Possible to
Save the Population in Russia?”. This is not only an important topic for Russian reality, but as the
past twenty years have shown, it is becoming increasingly relevant, although the fashionable thesis
about saving the population in Russia is not new from the standpoint of modern demographers.
Holding this commemorative event at the Institute of Economics of the Russian Academy of
Sciences was highly appropriate, given that Urlanis spent his final two decades working there,
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finding an environment that offered relative freedom for scientific inquiry at the time. His
colleagues consistently highlighted Urlanis's achievements in elucidating the nexus between
demography and political economy. It is especially noted that Boris Urlanis considered
demographic processes and the justification for ways to optimize them not simply in interaction
with economic and other factors, but “with a special emphasis on the economic aspect of the
analysis” (Institute 2020, p. 387). According to I. Maslova, it was Urlanis who, among Russian
demographers, first drew the attention of the scientific community to the intrinsic link between
economics and demographic science.

Therefore, the author considered it important to dedicate this article to the role of B. Ts.
Urlanis in the development of domestic research in the field of economic demography and a
number of others. These studies often went beyond demographic issues and claimed a broader
approach, characteristic of population economics, which was later developed by representatives of
the scientific school of D.I. Valentey.

Economic reform of the 1960s and demographic research

At the Institute of Economics, where Boris Urlanis spent the core of his later career, he
joined a research department focused on labor issues. This department brought together the nation's
leading experts in labor economics. The issues of reproduction of the labor force and the working-
age population are indeed close and interesting to both demography in general and economic
demography in particular. In those years, academic science, to some extent, allowed for more
attention to be paid to the achievements of demographic thought and labor economics in other
countries, primarily Western ones. It should be noted that the American textbook on labor
economics by R. Ehrenberg and R.S. Smith, published in 1982 (Ehrenberg and Smith 1982), was
translated and published only in 1996 on the initiative of the Department of the Faculty of
Lomonosov Moscow State University (Ehrenberg and Smith 1996). The authors wrote a new
preface for it. In 2025, the 15th edition of this most popular textbook was published, and with the
14th edition in 2021, Kevin F. Hallock joined the authors (Ehrenberg et al. 2025).

The problems of the labor force and the working-age population are, indeed, the most
closely related and interesting to both demography in general and economic demography in
particular, and remain the focus of research to this day [Siltala 2025. Work Ability and Work
Participation Statuses of the Working-Age Population in Finland: A Register-Based Clustering
Study. Journal of Occupational Rehabilitation. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10926-025-10303-5].

Urlanis’s involvement in the Institute of Economics' research on various socio-economic
issues that arose during the development of the General Plan for the Development of the National
Economy of the USSR for the 1960s—1980s could not help but lead to reflections on the place and
role of population and demographic issues in the economy. The vision of these problems was
enhanced by the long-term planning: 20 years is truly a development perspective. Unfortunately,
this predictive approach was interrupted/forgotten for more than a quarter of a century with the
retreat from Kosygin's reforms. Only at the end of the 20th century did the Russian state return to
it: the laws "On state forecasting and programs for the socio-economic development of the Russian
Federation™ (June 23, 1995) and "On strategic planning in the Russian Federation™ (June 20, 2014)
were adopted, replacing the 1995 law.

The reform itself, radical for those times, outlined in its main features in the report of the
Prime Minister at the plenum of the ruling party, introduced a new system of bonuses for workers
and employees at the expense of profits; the state tried to solve the problem of retaining personnel;
a fund for social and cultural events and housing construction was created at enterprises (pp. 34,
37).

It can be assumed that the widespread discussion of economic reform in the USSR in the
mid-1960s and documents from 1965 led the scientist to research the mutual influence of economic
and demographic development, which resulted in an article in the journal Voprosy Ekonomiki “On
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the Problems of Economic Demography” (Urlanis 1970a). In the same year of 1970, A.G.
Vishnevsky’s article “Economic consequences of the aging of the working-age population” was
published in issues II-III of “Demographic Notebooks” (Vishnevsky 1970). This indicates that the
country's leading demographers have begun to develop economic demography, considering the
labor force/working-age population as the main object linking the economy with demography.
Meanwhile, the Kyiv demographic school during this period preferred the term "demoeconomics".

The goals of the reform and its significance for the economic development of our country,
the preceding and subsequent discussions were of such interest to Western society (not only to
researchers of the centralized planned economy) that the speech of the head of government A.N.
Kosygin was translated and published in journals (Kosygin 1965) and was even reprinted in
American publications (Kosygin 1966) It should be noted that such broad discussions by the
scientific community with the publication of their contents have not occurred on any other
government document in the country, either before or since. The polemics, analysis, and proposals
of the scientists expressed during the discussion were even called “a new stage in Soviet economic
thought” (Planning 1966).

The unfinished reform continues to be discussed by the international community in the 21st
century (Marangos 2013).

Kosygin's report, for the first time in official documents of this level, paid special attention
to the rational use of labor resources, which, in the government's view, were of great importance
for accelerating the pace of development and “increasing the well-being of the people™. This
meant, first of all, the possibility of additional involvement of the labor force in the economy,
based on the level of employment of the working-age population in the public sector and in
education, which amounted to 85 percent of the entire working-age population, including 75
percent for women (Kosygin 1965, p. 16). Let us recall that at that time and in the 2010s, similar
indicators in most developed countries were lower both for men (by more than 10 percentage
points) and especially for women (by about 20 percentage points). It can also be noted that in the
21st century, the level of male participation in the labor force! has been growing and in 2025
exceeded 80 percent in both the EU and Russia; in countries such as Switzerland and Japan, it was
even slightly higher, at 87 percent. The dynamics of female labor force participation were more
varied: in the EU, the rate steadily increased, while in other developed countries the trend was
unstable, and only in two economies did it decline over the entire quarter-century — in Russia to
54.5% and in the US to 56.3% (2025).2

From the above statements by the head of government, it follows that the possibility of the
employment rate approaching 100% was allowed, which in no way corresponded not only to the
freedom of choice of the family and the mother, but also to the family policy of the state. Although
the total fertility rate still generally ensured replacement level of the population (2.139), firstly, it
had already begun to decline, secondly, the TFR was sustained at replacement level exclusively
by the rural population. In urban areas, the fertility rate had fallen below replacement level as early
as 1961 (1.935) and declined further to 1.732 by the year of Kosygin's report.®

The government also emphasized the need to address the important issue of the mismatch
between consumer demand and the ability to meet it (“the quantity of consumer goods produced
and the purchasing power of the population” (Kosygin 1965, p. 24)). The state retained the
regulation of consumer demand through the wage fund due to the impossibility of fully satisfying
it. The report thus acknowledged one of the acute problems of a non-market economy: the inability
to satisfy the population’s consumer demand. The broader topic of the correspondence between a
person's/population’s consumption and its contribution to the production of new value is an

1 Share (%) of the total population aged 15-64 years.
2 Source: https://genderdata.worldbank.org/en/indicator/sl-tlf-acti-zs
3 Demographic Yearbook. 2023. Moscow, 2023, p. 46.
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important topic for demoeconomic research, and B. Ts. Urlanis explored it in a fundamental article
in 1970 (Urlanis 1970a).

Economy and Demography

Using life tables of the USSR population for 1958-1959, Urlanis calculated the working
life expectancy for those born and for persons who reached the age of 16, for both male and female
populations. Due to the high mortality rate of boys in infancy and adolescence, the differences
were almost 3 years: 40.5 years for 16-year-olds and 37.6 years for newborns. Similar calculations
for women, taking into account earlier retirement, yielded the following values: 35.4 years for
those born and 37.7 years for those reaching 16 years of age.

Taking the legal boundaries of working age as the maximum duration of stay in working
age (44 and 39 years, respectively), the author compares the data he calculated for 1958/59 and
1965/66. While the figures for men who reached the age of 16 remained unchanged: they did not
survive to the maximum possible age of 3.5 years on average in both 1958 and 1965, the figures
for women improved — from 1.3 years lost to life, the figure dropped to 1.1 years. For those born,
the figures were significantly better: for men, the reduction was 0.9 years (from 6.4 to 5.5), and
for women, a full year (from 3.6 to 2.6). Emphasizing that the results obtained are not all the losses,
since in addition to the risk of death, there is a risk of complete or partial loss of ability to work,
the author concludes that the reduction in the average working life expectancy due to the transition
of a part of the population to disability could be measured “if disability tables were compiled in
the country” (Urlanis 1970a, p. 113). Such tables appeared in official form almost half a century
later — only in 2015.% The author supports the correctness of his conclusion about losses due to
disability with data on the dynamics of the number of pensions for families who have lost a
breadwinner.

The author put forward the thesis about the significant influence of the average duration of
working life on the volume of per capita national income under the condition of constant labor
productivity and substantiated the need to present national income and consumption by age
grouping. This allows us to address such a crucial issue of economic demography, as Urlanis
emphasizes, as a comparison of the cost of consumption and the value newly created by labor
(national income) by different age groups of the population. The presented calculation made it
possible to give a “general idea of the value created by workers in comparison with the amount of
consumption” (Urlanis 1970a, p. 116); however, the author stipulates that it is approximate, as
well as the insufficiency of statistical data. Of the 7 age groups identified, the accumulated balance
becomes positive in the age range of 20-29 years® (the author even calculates this age —
approximately 28 years, when a person reimburses society for prior developmental expenditures
and begins to accumulate), reaches a maximum at the age of 50-59 years (73.1) and then decreases
slightly for people over 60 years old — by 8.3 percentage points (Urlanisa 1970, p. 113).

The scientist could not move away from the foundations of Marxism in interpreting the
role of material production in the creation of new value and the framework of the domestic concept
of “national income”, from the methodology of its calculation. But even turning to the founders of
Marxism, Urlanis finds in F. Engels's "Outlines of a Critique of Political Economy" a quote from
Archibald Alison's fundamental work with a very poetic title - "The Principles of Population and
Their Relation to Human Happiness" (Alison 1840). Alison contrasted Malthus's principle with
the fact that every adult can produce more than he himself consumes. The main conclusion that

4 Order of the Ministry of Labor and Social Protection of the Russian Federation No. 1024n dated December
17, 2015 (diseases and corresponding percentages of loss of bodily functions) and Order of the Ministry of Labor of
the Russian Federation No. 585n dated August 27, 2019 (classifications and criteria in the field of medical and social
expertise).
> A more granular age structure was not published, except for aggregate census data.
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Urlanis's calculations allowed him to draw is that, over the course of a lifetime, a material
production worker creates 1.63 times more than he consumes.

Unfortunately, the deepening of such research and its integration into the mainstream of
global economic and demographic thought was hampered by the impossibility of revising the
economically untenable position of material production as the only source of new value and the
existence of other spheres of the economy solely on the basis of redistribution processes. The
transition to the concept and category of “gross domestic product” (GDP), which had been
internationally accepted since 1953 (UN System of National Accounts®), began only during the
years of Gorbachev’s perestroika, and the first calculation of GDP was carried out in 1991 by the
USSR State Statistics Committee. The very concept and content of GDP, the first calculations of
which for US GDP appeared back in the 1930s, later (in the last decades of the 20th century and
in the years of the 21st century) underwent changes that were very important for economic
demography and the role of those employed in all types of labor. These changes allow us to
reassess the role of various socio-demographic groups and families (Tkachenko 2016, p. 82-83).

Contemporary research on the age structure of the labour force remains central to
identifying its impact on macroeconomic indicators, with Busch and Ochsen (2025) concluding
that recent changes in the composition of the German labour force, related to population aging and
educational attainment, have led to a 25 percent reduction in the unemployment rate.

Emphasizing the importance of the length of working age as an economic factor, the author
cites the example of the widespread use of child labor in a number of countries, which reduces the
cost of raising children and adolescents. In this case, Urlanis deliberately abstracts from the social
aspect of the problem, which is quite bold for a publication of that period and the negative attitude
of society towards child labor. This perspective on the demo-economic study of the working age
structure, taking into account education (level and time of study), allows government institutions
and society to understand and appreciate the importance of economic demography as a science.

Urlanis had previously pioneered the construction and publication of "labor force
participation tables" in 1964 (Urlanis 1964) . Calculations were made for the male and female
population of the USSR in comparison with the USA in terms of structure and duration of the
period of working activity. Moreover, as M. Ya. Sonin emphasizes, using a methodologically
complex calculation for the female population, which differs from the calculation method for men,
since a woman interrupts her working activity due to motherhood (Urlanis 1985, p. 11).

International migration

Back in the first half of the 20th century, in his fundamental monograph “Population
Growth in Europe” (1941), examining population migration in European countries over a long
period of the 19th-20th centuries, Urlanis could not help but draw attention to its importance for
the development of the economies of the host countries and the formation of a multi-ethnic society.
According to Urlanis, the colonization of North America by migrants from Europe acquired
significant proportions in the 1840s, and in the 17th century - with the colonization by the English
and the Dutch. Between 1840 and 1900, the United Kingdom was the leading source of emigration,
as “huge masses of English people left their homeland in the hope of finding better living
conditions overseas” (Urlanis 2007, p. 157). Urlanis relies on data from the work of A.G. Sundberg
(Sundbarg 1908) and provides a table in which the sum of the migration outflow from European
countries for 1841-1900 amounts to 22.82 million people. But it was precisely this country that, in
his opinion, became a signal in Europe of the upcoming decline in the birth rate in European
countries (Urlanis 2007, p. 158). If in 1846 there was not a single French department in which
there was no increase in population compared to 1801, then in 1846-1872 half of the departments

& The conceptual pioneer of this system was Simon Kuznets (Tkachenko 2016).
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(44 out of 89) a decrease in population was recorded. The trend was particularly clear in the 1911
census, which showed a population decline since 1876 in two-thirds of the country's departments,
which Urlanis assessed as catastrophic. As in modern Russia, in France there were supporters of
encouraging "natural” fertility and representatives of society who saw the decline in the birth rate
as a natural process "born" by people/families themselves.” It was during these years (1899) that
E. Zola published his novel Fécondité, which condemned families who did not want to have many
children and the wealthy population in general as an expression of what the writer considered to
be “antisocial” interests.

The Scholar-Publicist and Demographic Culture

Many colleagues and followers of B. Urlanis, simply researchers of demographic
processes, noted his wide popularity as a publicist and popularizer of demographic knowledge,
whose goal is not only to communicate the problems of demographic development to society and
demonstrate their pressing relevance. As I. S. Maslova noted, his public intellectual activities were
driven by a systematic effort to cultivate a "demographic culture™ within Soviet society. It seems
that Boris Urlanis can be considered the founder of the formation of demographic culture in
Russian/Soviet society. Unfortunately, even in the year of the scientist's 120th anniversary, the
demographic culture of our society leaves much to be desired, although society has appreciated
many of his alarmist ideas, primarily because of their relevance to this day.

Urlanis also considered the culture of the population and society in a different light,
speaking about the possibility of a disproportion between the growth of culture and the growth of
the population (Urlanis 1977, p. 107). He addressed, not only in this article, but also in other works,
the phenomenon of conscious motherhood, considering its spread to be a panacea for uncontrolled
population growth, although he did not use the term “family planning” in these works, but he spoke
specifically about it.

Global Demographic Issues: Ideology versus Science

The authors of a book about famous scientists who worked at the Institute of Economics,
on the occasion of the institute's 90th anniversary, could not critically evaluate the work or
positions of the scientists, according to the tradition accepted in the country. But some statements
attract attention because of their clearly ideological focus. In the article about Boris Urlanis, it is
difficult to agree with the following passage: “he successfully defended the principles of Soviet
demographic science at all international forums.” (Institute 2020, p. 390). But what principles of
science were meant, especially since, as was emphasized, Urlanis himself fought (it is difficult to
find another word) for the revival of demography as a science in the Soviet country, which, as
A.G. Vishnevsky wrote, faced a number of insurmountable obstacles along the way. Furthermore,
Cold War geopolitical tensions inevitably constrained the academic discourse of the few Soviet
scholars permitted to participate in international conferences.

It was precisely the so-called “principles” of Soviet demography that limited the research
horizons of domestic demographers. I.S. Maslova noted that “a number of scientific reports by the
scientist [Urlanis 1977, p. 107] were sent to the UN and international congresses” (Institute 2020,
p. 390), including on the problems of the world’s population and developing countries. These
problems, which are distinguished both in science and in practice only by their ever-increasing
relevance, were little touched upon by Urlanis in publications in domestic scientific journals,
although he wrote an article, "Accelerating Population Growth on Earth," published in the Polish
journal "Studia Demograficzne” (Urlanis 1970b). But he studied these problems and had his own
scientific research point of view, which was more often covered in journalistic articles than in
specialized scientific publications.

" Without touching on the socio-economic reasons for the decline.
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One of the exceptions was the journal VVoprosy Filosofii, which introduced the interesting
practice of scientific discussions in the journal's editorial office, followed by the publication of
scientists' review. Boris Urlanis has two such publications in "Voprosy Filosofii* and they concern
global population issues, including the population explosion, the environmental consequences of
the growth of the Earth's population and the birth rate. The third publication in the journal was a
scientific article (1979), in which the author addressed the problem of systematizing the views of
scientists on global demographic problems according to their importance in the future development
of humanity. We will not go into the details of Urlanisov's systematization of the views of famous
researchers, which is still interesting today. Let us note the author's main conclusion: that the need
to improve the standard of living of the population (peoples) of developing countries will increase
their role in environmental pollution due to their population growth and rising quality of life
(Urlanis 1979, pp. 93-94). This differs markedly from the position of official sources, which have
not raised such questions in relation to third world countries. Moreover, Urlanis wrote about the
need to establish an optimal population density in these countries, since exceeding it would
inevitably lead to a deterioration in living conditions and a decline in the standard of living (Urlanis
1979, c. 95). In this formulation of the problem, the closeness of B. Urlanis’ position with the
authors of publications on the limits of growth is clearly evident, which appeared during the same
period (A Blueprint 1972, Schumacher 1973).

Two years earlier, B. Urlanis took part in a discussion in the journal International Affairs
on the topic of "Population of the Planet and Social Development™ to discuss the phenomenon of
the population explosion, which the journal, of course, referred to as "so-called." The scientist’s
article “Modern Population Problems™ (1977) opened a section in which articles by other scientists
(Y. Guzevaty and others) were also published. Here the author, more reservedly than in the article
in “Voprosy Filosofii,” expresses his opinion on the future of population. But the idea remains the
same: “the place of spontancous births will gradually be increasingly taken by conscious
motherhood, which will eventually spread throughout the world” (Urlanis 1977, p. 107).
Conscious motherhood is expressed, as the scientist believed, in limiting the number of children
in the family (). The author does not use the term/concept "family planning™ in this article, although
this is essentially what is being discussed. But in another publication — a scientific serial
publication of the Moscow State University Population Center — Urlanis expresses confidence that
as a result of special demographic policies in developing countries with high birth rates, the
practice of conscious parenting will gradually spread, including birth control, family size
regulation, and intra-family planning, “in which parents themselves determine the desired number
of children” (p. 84). In this work, the author gave his definition of economic demography as a part
of demographic science that studies the age-sex structure of the population in connection with the
process of production, consumption and accumulation (85). Despite the obvious pressure in a
number of places of the article from the dominant ideology, from which the author could not or
did not want to escape, the article can be regarded as a programmatic document for the
development of demography as a science (it is not without reason that the author took this as the
title of the article) in his native country, but many of the ideas and proposals also apply to world
science.

Migration in the life of Western societies

Although migration plays an increasingly important role in the modern world, including
labor migration in the economies of labor-receiving and labor-sending countries, its regulation and
its direct and indirect consequences have clearly not been sufficiently studied. An example could
be the unintended consequences of the tightening of US Immigration and Customs Enforcement
(ICE) in 2025/2026. A Brookings Institution study found that job losses were 13 times higher than



the number of immigrants arrested,® and those jobs were held by both immigrants and American-
born workers. This is primarily due to the fact that, due to a sudden labor shortage, companies
scaled back their operations, delayed projects, and cut headcount. The government did not foresee
such consequences, and their influence continued to expand even a year after the arrests and
deportations. In Russia, such scientific research is impossible even in the mid-2020s due to the
lack of relevant statistics and surveys. Although the tightening of migration measures towards
migrants from the Commonwealth of Independent States will inevitably have negative
consequences for the Russian economy. During Boris Urlanis's creative years, although external
migration in the country was monitored, the data was classified, making publication impossible.
This is one of the reasons why his research interest was directed towards the history of migration
in other countries.

Urlanis uses data from the works® of Axel Gustav Sundberg (Sundbarg)*® and provides a
table showing the total migration outflow from European countries for the period 1841-1900 at
22.82 million people. Noting that France remained the only country in Europe with a positive
migration balance, Urlanis concludes that many workers from different countries flocked to France
due to unemployment and need in their home countries. But it was precisely this country that, in
his opinion, became a signal in Europe of the upcoming decline in the birth rate in European
countries. If in 1846 there was not a single French department in which there was no increase in
population compared to 1801, then in 1846-1872 half of the departments (44 out of 89) a decrease
in population was recorded. The trend was particularly clear in the 1911 census, which showed a
population decline since 1876 in two-thirds of the country's departments, which Urlanis assessed
as having reached catastrophic proportions.

Conclusion

The anniversary publication of the Institute of Economics of the Russian Academy of
Sciences on the Institute's outstanding scientists noted the recognition of B. Ts. Urlanis by the
scientific community thanks to his work, which covers a wide range of population issues. This
recognition underscores two pivotal aspects of his legacy. First, it reflects the conceptual alignment
between Urlanis's ideas and the systemic population knowledge paradigm advanced by D. I.
Valentey’s scientific school. Urlanis, despite the shameful act of defenders of the “purity of Soviet
science” at the university (1949) and the expulsion of a professor for praising bourgeois statistical
accounting, lectured to graduates of this school decades later. According to T. A. Fedotovskaya,
these lectures exemplified profound academic rigor combined with remarkable demographic depth
and breadth. Secondly, it was precisely this approach to research in the field of demography,
making it the center of broad population studies, that helped Russian science become part of the
mainstream of global research into demographic problems in the 20th century.

Boris Urlanis, for the first time in a large country with different population reproduction
regimes, has publicized the serious problem of the unprecedented gap in life expectancy between
males and females. Although his initial popular science publications failed to trigger immediate
institutional interventions from state authorities, the problem subsequently received extensive
coverage across the demographic, sociological, and economic scientific communities. Official
strategic documents, including the national development targets leading up to 2036, focus

8 Escobari Marcela, Seyal lan, Beach Paul. Shock, awe, and economic fallout. The employment effects of
ICE enforcement in US cities. Brookings Institution. May 29, 2026. https://www.brookings.edu/articles/ice-
enforcement-employment-effects-us-
cities/?utm_campaign=CESO%20Newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_content=423014260&utm_source=hs_em
ail.

% Data for dozens of countries from the work (Sundbérg 1908) and data for 1750-1900 for Sweden from the
work (Sweden 1904).

10 SUNDBERG A-G. Demographic Encyclopedia. Moscow: Encyclopedia, 2013, p. 820.
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primarily on generalized life expectancy and healthy life expectancy metrics They consistently
overlook the stark gender asymmetry, even though current statistical records indicate there are
only 44 men for every 100 women above the working age in Russia (Rosstat 2025, p. 87).'! And
only in the year of the 120th anniversary of the birth of B. Ts. Urlanis and 56 years after his article
"Take care of men" (Tkachenko 2025, p. 134) the government instructed its ministries to analyze
the reasons for the gap in life expectancy'? between the male and female population. It is hoped
that the analysis will allow for the creation of a specific program aimed at reducing this gender
gap. But at the same time, Russian society and the state must take into account that this difficult-
to-solve problem of social and economic life requires different steps, a different speed, and a
fundamentally new program compared to existing national projects.
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