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Introduction

I h ave  p re v io u s ly  d iscu ssed  the d e v e lo p m e n t o f  the F inn ish  u rban  p op u la tion  
in 1727— 1810 (T u rp e in en  1977). It w as n atu ra l fo r  th is stud y , w h ich  w as based  
on  reg ister m a teria l and ch u rch  p op u la tion  records, to ex ten d  to  th e  beg in n in g  
o f  the 1800s. It w as at th is tim e that tow n s w e re  sep arated  in to  a g rou p  o f  th eir  
ow n  in the statistica l system  used  in  F in lan d : beg in n in g  in 1802 in the popu la tion  
change tab les and in  1805 in the p op u la tion  tables.

T h us it cou ld  b e  assum ed a re la t iv e ly  easy  task to  obta in  p op u la tion  fig u res  
fo r  th e  tow n s startin g  in  1805 fro m  the p op u la tion  tab les k ep t in  th e  arch ives 
o f  th e  F in n ish  C en tra l S tatistica l O ffice . In  rea lity , h o w e v e r , th is is a  rath er 
com p lica ted  m atter. T h e  p rob lem s th at arise a lrea d y  ap peared  in  a b o o k  
pu blish ed  in  1899 titled  »T h e  m ain  featu res o f  th e  F innish  p op u la tion  statistics 
in  1750— 1890 I. T h e  state o f  th e  p op u la tion »  (»P ä ä p iir tee t S u om en  v äestötilas­
tosta vuosina  1750— 1890 I. V äestön  tila » . Su om en m aan  v ira llin en  tilasto  V I, 
V ä k ilu vu n  tilastoa  29, H elsink i 1899). Thus, fo r  ex am p le , the fo llo w in g  figu res 
con cern in g  the p op u la tion  o f  V iip u ri are presen ted  in the b o o k  m en tion ed  (p. 4): 
8,618 in  1850, 5,421 in  1860 and 8,742 in  1865. L a ter  these fig u res  k eep  p op p in g  
u p  in  tow n  h istories  (see e.g. H au ta la  1975, p. 119). Ju st fr o m  a g la n ce  at th ese 
figu res, h ow ev er , th e  qu estion  arises h ow  it can  b e  possib le  fo r  sw in gs such  as 
these to  h ave  o c cu rre d  in  th e  p op u la tion  w ith ou t the to w n  h av in g  ex p e rie n ce d  
a v io len t cris is b e tw e e n  1850 and 1860 o r  an a n n exa tion  o f  land in 1860— 65.

H ow  can  p op u la tion  v aria tion s lik e  these b e  ex p la in ed ?  A  c loser  exam in a tion  
in th is case sh ow s th at the v a r ia tion  in  V iip u r i w as m a in ly  d u e to  R u ssian  tro o p s  
stationed in the tow n . S im ilar p rob lem s w e re  cau sed  fo r  th is sam e reason  in  
o th er  tow n s also. P a rtia lly  fo r  this reason  O rth o d o x  urban  parishes, in  w h ich  
R ussian tro o p s  w e re  at tim es in clu ded , h ave  sy stem a tica lly  been  e x c lu d e d  from  
this study. A n o th e r  reason  fo r  th e ir  e x clu s ion  is that the p op u la tion  ch an ge 
tables o f  the O rth o d o x  parishes are in com p lete . H ow ever , F inn ish  m ilita ry  
units, sp ecia l in stitu tion s etc . h ave  b een  in clu ded , becau se  in form a tion  on  
changes in th eir  p op u la tion  has u su a lly  rem ain ed  intact.
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T h is stu d y  w ill a ttem pt to  an sw er th e  fo llo w in g  qu estion s: (1) H ow  d id  the 
p op u la tion  in d iffe re n t F innish  tow n s d e v e lo p  in 1815— 1865, (2) How did  
fe rtility , m o rta lity  and m igra tion  a ffe c t  the d e v e lo p m e n t o f  the p opu lation , 
(3) W h at w as the urban  popu la tion  stru ctu re  lik e  and (4) W h at fa ctors  —  
e con om ic, p o lit ica l etc. —  w e re  in  the b a ck g rou n d  a ffe c tin g  p op u la tion  factors 
and thus the d e v e lop m en t o f  the u rban  pop u la tion ?

T h e  m ain  sou rces used in  th e  stu d y  are  p op u la tion  and p op u la tion  change 
tables. T h e fo rm e r  w e re  k ep t e v e ry  f iv e  years and the la tter  an n ually . W ith  
th is data  w e  can  com p a re  n ot o n ly  p op u la tion  d e v e lo p m e n t in d iffe re n t tow n s 
b u t also d iffe re n ce s  in  fe r t ility  and m orta lity . T h e  fo ca l p o in t o f  th is stu d y  is 
thus on  th e  com p a rison  o f  p op u la tion  and fa c to rs  w h ich  a ffe c t  it.

A lth ou g h  n o  basic study  o f  the d e v e lop m en t o f  the F inn ish  urban  popu la tion  
and th e  reasons fo r  its d e v e lo p m e n t has b een  m ade fo r  th e  years 1815— 65, som e 
stud ies h a v e  tou ch ed  on  the su b je ct  (Ju tik ka la  1977 and N ik u la  1981). S im ilarly , 
som e p ro v in ce  h istories h ave  in clu d ed  an ex am in a tion  o f  th e  dev e lop m en t o f  
the area ’s u rban  p op u la tion  (W irila n d er  1960 and R osen b erg  1976). T h e m ost 
th orou g h  ex am in a tion  o f  the su b je ct can  b e  fo u n d  in to w n  h istories, a lthough  
it m ust b e  sa id  h ere  that th ere are qu ite  la rg e  qu a lita tiv e  d iffe re n ce s  in  the 
w a y  th is qu estion  has b een  h an d led  (see th e  b ib lio g ra p h y  and sou rce  list at the 
en d  o f  th is article).

Sources, method and previous research

Population development

In  1815 th ere  w ere  a to ta l o f  29 tow n s in F in la n d  and in  1865 th ere  w e re  33, 
fo r  d u rin g  this p e r io d  the fo llo w in g  tow n s w e re  fo u n d e d : J y v ä sk y lä  (1837), M ik ­
k e li (1838), Joen su u  (1848) and M arieh am n  (1861).

In ex a m in in g  the size o f  these tow n s and changes w h ich  had o ccu rred , w e  
a rr iv e  at th e  fo llo w in g :

Number of towns
Size 1815 1840 1865

20 000— — — 1
10 000—19 999 1 2 1
5 000— 9 999 — 2 1
2 500— 4 999 4 6 8
1 000— 2 499 11 10 8

500— 999 7 6 9
— 499 6 5 1

Total 29 31 33
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A  g en era l d e v e lop m en ta l fea tu re  w as th e  g ro w th  o f  th e  tow n s. W h ile  th ere 
w e re  o n ly  f iv e  tow n s in  1815 w ith  m o re  than  2,500 inhabitants, in  1840 th ere  
w e re  a lrea d y  10 an d  in  1865 15. T h is p h en om en on  w a s a  resu lt o f  th e  fa c t that 
th e  en tire  u rb an  p op u la tion  o f  F in la n d  g re w  in  h a lf  a cen tu ry  fr o m  51,100 to  
120,900, b y  a lm ost 2.4 tim es. T h e n ew  tow n s w h ich  w e re  fo u n d e d  d u rin g  the 
p e r io d  c o v e re d  b y  th e  stu d y  h ad  little  e f fe c t  on  th is d ev e lop m en t, fo r  even  
w ith ou t th em  th e  fig u re  fo r  1865 w o u ld  b e  118,000.

T h e  tow n s o f  F in la n d  —  a p p en d ix  ta b le  1 —  can  also b e  d iv id e d  in to  th ree  
m ain  grou ps, n am ely  tow n s situ ated  on  th e  G u lf o f  F in land , th ose  on  the G u lf 
o f  B oth n ia  and th ose in  the in ter ior  (see b e low ).

1815
population •/o

Gulf of Finland 13,418 26.2
Gulf of Bothnia 32,195 63.0
Interior 5,519 10.8

1840 1865
population •/o population •/.

30,051 36.6 43,102 35.6
41,496 50.5 56,218 46.5
10,625 12.9 21,608 17.9

T h e tow n s on  the G u lf o f  F in land , w h ose  n u m b er  rem ain ed  at s ix  th rou g h ou t 
the p e r io d  u n d er  stud y , in c lu d ed  H elsink i, L ov iisa , P o rv o o , Tam m isaari, H am ina 
and V iip u ri. T h e la rgest n u m ber o f  tow n s w as on  the G u lf o f  B othn ia . In this 
area  th e ir  n u m b e r  rose  b y  on e  to  15, becau se  M arieh a m n  has b een  in clu d ed  in  
th is g rou p . A m o n g  the n ew  tow n s fou n d ed  in  1815— 65 th ree  w e re  in  th e  
in terior , so th is g ro u p  rose fr o m  9 tow n s to  12.

T h e  fo llo w in g  co n c lu s io n  can  b e  m ade fro m  th e  n u m bers c ited  a b o v e : the 
p ro p o rt io n  o f  tow n s on  the G u lf o f  B othn ia  d ro p p e d  sh arp ly  du rin g  th is f i f t y -  
y e a r  p er iod . C o rre sp o n d in g ly  the p ercen ta ge  o f  tow n s on  the G u lf o f  F in lan d  
an d  in  th e  in ter io r  rose  m a rk ed ly .

In  rega rd  to  p op u la tion  size H elsink i and T u rk u  w e re  in  a class o f  th eir  ow n . 
F o r  th is reason  th ese  tow n s w e re  m ade in to  a su b g ro u p  o f  th e ir  o w n  in  the 
ad ja cen t f ig u re  (F ig u re  1). F ig u re  1, w h ich  w as d ra w n  on  the basis o f  a p p en d ix  
ta b le  1, sh ow s h o w  the p op u la tion  o f  H elsink i g re w  ra p id ly  u n til the beg in n in g  
o f  th e  1840s and h o w  in  the sam e p e r io d  the p op u la tion  o f  T u rk u  stood  alm ost 
at a standstill.

Fertility, mortality and migration

D e ve lo p m e n t in  f iv e - y e a r  p e r io d s

A m o n g  p op u la tion  fa c to rs  a ffe c tin g  the d e v e lo p m e n t o f  th e  size o f  the 
F in n ish  u rban  popu la tion , a lm ost com p le te  in form a tion  on  b irths and deaths 
is a v a ila b le  fo r  the years 1816— 65. B y  co m p a rin g  th ese  data  w ith  the average  
p op u la tion  size, w e  can  then  ca lcu la te  fe r t ility  and m orta lity .
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F i g u r e  1. The population of Finnish towns 1815— 1865.

□ Towns in the interior (H äm een­
linna. Tam pere, Sortavala. 
K äkisa lm i. Lappeenranta. 
Heinola. Savo nlinna. Kuopio. 
K ajaan i. Jy v ä sk y lä . Mikkeli, 
Joensuu)
Towns on the Gulf of Bothnia 
(Pori. Raum a. Uusikaupunki. 
N aantali. V aa sa. Kaskinen. 
Kristiinankaupunki, U u sikaarle ­
pyy. P ietarsaari. Kokkola. Oulu. 
Raahe. Tornio. Mariehamn)

i Towns on the Gulf 
of Finland 
(Loviisa. Porvoo.
Tam m isaari. Viipu 
Hamina)
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M u ch  m ore  p rob lem a tic  is the sou rce  situ ation  con cern in g  m igration . N o 
system atic  in fo rm a tio n  on  person s m igra tin g  to  and fro m  to w n s  is a v a ilab le  
b e fo r e  1878. Thus fo r  m igra tion  w e  w ill h ave  to  b e  satisfied  w ith  estim atin g  
o n ly  th e  m igra tion  d iffe re n ce , w h ich  is ob ta in ed  b y  ca lcu la tin g  the d iffe re n ce  
b e tw een  the actu al p op u la tion  gain  and the n atural ga in /loss . T h is m eth od  is 
n a tu ra lly  im precise , so that it can  o n ly  b e  used to  m ak e a rou gh  ou tlin e  o f  the 
m ain  d irection s o f  d ev e lop m en t. A  c loser  in spection  o f  annual varia tion s , fo r
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e x am p le , is n ot possib le , h o w ev er . It also does n ot g iv e  in form a tion  on  the 
m o b ility  o f  the p op u la tion  —  w h ich  w as not, fo r  ex am p le , the case in  R osen ­
b e rg ’s (1966) p io n e e r in g  study.

A  tota l p ictu re  o f  the d e v e lo p m e n t o f  the a b ov e  m en tion ed  p op u la tion  change 
fa ctors  can  b e  reach ed  u sin g  a p p en d ix  ta b le  2 and fig u re  2 d ra w n  fro m  
th is table . T h e  m a jo r ity  o f  the 69,800 person  p op u la tion  gain  in  the tow n s,

F i g u r e  2. P op u la tion  ch an ge fa ctors  in  F in n ish  tow n s in  f iv e -y e a r  p eriods 
1816— 1865.

per per
thousand thousand
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th at is 67,000 in habitants o r  a b ou t 96 %>, w a s cau sed  b y  m igra tion  gain , w h ile  
o n ly  4 #/o (2,880 inhabitants) w as cau sed  b y  n atu ral p op u la tion  in crease. T he 
annual b irth  rate d u rin g  the p er iod  u nder study, 1816— 65, w as 32.4 p er  th ou ­
sand, m o rta lity  w as 31.7 per th ou san d  and n atural p op u la tion  gain  w as 0.7 per 
thousand. W ith  m igra tion  gain  at an av era g e  annual rate  o f  16.2 p er  thousand, 
the actu al in crease  rose to  16.9 p er  thousand.

S ev era l n ew  fea tu res are ad ded  to  th is gen era l p ictu re  w h en  ex am in ed  b y  
fiv e -y e a r  periods. V aria tion s in the b irth  rate w ere  re la tiv e ly  sm all, b e tw een  
30 an d  35 p e r  thousand. O n the o th er  hand, stron g  flu ctu a tion s  w e re  fe lt  in 
m orta lity  and thus also in the n atural ga in  o r  loss. M orta lity  w as at its h igh est 
in  1831— 35 an d  1851— 55, w h en  it  ap p roa ch ed  40 p er  thousand. C orres­
p on d in g ly , m orta lity  w as at its low est, b e lo w  30 per thousand, in  1821— 25, 
1836— 40, 1841— 45 and 1861— 65.

In a to ta l o f  fo u r  f iv e -y e a r  p eriod s th e  n u m ber o f  deaths e x ce e d e d  the 
n u m b er  o f  b irths. T h e greatest losses w e re  d e fin ite ly  in 1831— 35 and 1851— 55, 
at b o th  tim es o v e r  3,000 persons.

N o d e fin ite  d ev e lop m en ta l tren d  is thus ap paren t in  th e  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  
m orta lity , n o r  can  on e b e  seen  fo r  m igra tion  gain . B oth  w ere , h ow ev er , 
re la tiv e ly  som ew h a t la rg e r  in  1816— 40 than  in the fo llo w in g  25 -yea r  period , 
b u t the d iffe re n ce  w as n ot la rge  and in addition , ex a m in in g  b y  f iv e -y e a r  p eriods 
m ak es the d ev e lop m en ta l tren d  zigzag  b a ck  and forth . T h e  sam e can  also  be  
said  o f  actual p op u la tion  gain , fo r  h ere  the la rgest fig u res  w e re  in the first  tw o  
f iv e -y e a r  p eriod s  u n der  stu d y  and also in 1861— 65.

D if fe re n c e s  be tw een  to w n s

T h e f iv e -y e a r  p e r io d  flu ctu a tion s a b ov e  w e re  la rge , bu t the sam e can  also 
b e  n oted  o f  d iffe re n ce s  b e tw een  tow n s. H ere  th e  p h en om en on  is a lready  
ap p aren t in  th e  b irth  rate  fig u res  (A p p e n d ix  ta b le  3). W h ile  th e  b irth  rate in 
L ov iisa , T am m isaari, T u rku , N aanta li and K o k k o la  w as u n der 30 p er  th ou san d 
in  1816— 65, in  T am p ere  it w as ab ove  40 p e r  thousand d u rin g  the en tire  p er iod  
u n d er  study, in  J y v ä sk y lä  in  1841— 65 and in  Joen su u  in 1851— 65. M orta lity  
flu ctu a ted  b e tw e e n  22 and 39 p er  thousand.

N atu ra l p op u la tion  loss o ccu rre d  in a tota l o f  ten  tow n s —  see fig u re  3 — , 
w h ich  w h en  m easu red  a b so lu te ly  w as grea test in H elsinki (2,715 persons), bu t 
w h en  m easu red  p er th ou san d w as grea test in N aantali (7.7 per thousand). 
N atu ra l p op u la tion  gains w e re  record ed  in  th e  o th er  tow n s. N u m erica lly  
it w as h igh est in T am p ere  (1,528), K u o p io  (1,412) and O ulu  (1,406). H ow ever , 
w h en  m easu red  p er  th ou san d J yväsk y lä , M ik k e li and Joen su u  g re w  m ore  than 
these tow n s, bu t th ey  w e re  n ot in clu d ed  in th e  statistics until the en d  o f  the 
stu d y  period .
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A ll th e  tow n s e x p e rie n ce d  m igra tion  ga in  in  1816— 65. E x clu d in g  N aantali, 
the m igra tion  gain  w as also su ffic ie n t to c o v e r  the natu ral p op u la tion  loss fe lt 
b y  the a b o v e -m e n tio n e d  ten  tow n s, so  that actu al p op u la tion  gain  occu rred . In  
d iv id in g  the tow n s in to  d iffe re n t g rou ps a ccord in g  to  the re la tive  size o f  their 
m igra tion  gain , the fo llo w in g  is a rr ived  at:

Annual migration
gain per thousand Towns

1816—1865
30.0— Helsinki, Viipuri, Jyväskylä (1841—65), Joensuu (1851—65)
25.0—29.9 Tampere, Sortavala
20.0—24.9 Lappeenranta
15.0—19.9 Hämeenlinna, Savonlinna, Kuopio and Mikkeli (1851—1865)
10.0—14.9 Porvoo, Turku, Pori, Rauma, Uusikaupunki, Oulu
5.0— 9.9 Tammisaari, Käkisalmi, Hamina, Vaasa, Kristiinankaupunki, Raahe,

Kajaani
2.5— 4.9 Loviisa, Naantali, Heinola, Kaskinen, Pietarsaari

— 2.4 Uusikaarlepyy, Kokkola, Tornio

F i g u r e  3. T h e absolu te  am oun t o f  n atural p op u la tion  ga in  o r  loss in Finnish 
to w n s  in 1816— 1865.

_i_Helsinki 
Turku 
Viipuri
Hämeenlinna
Porvoo
Loviisa
Naantali
Tammisaari
Lappeenranta
Käkisalmi

L

MSortavala 
Tornio 

Savonlinna 
Kokkola 
Rauma 
Kajaani 

Mikkeli (1841-65) 
Joensuu (1851 -65) 

Kaskinen 
Uusikaarlepyy 

Heinola 
Jyväskylä (1841-65) 

Pietarsaari 
Kristiinankaupunki 

Uusikaupunki 
Hamina 

Vaasa 
Raahe 

Pori 
Oulu 

Kuopio 
Tampere



59

T h e la rgest annual m igra tion  gain s w e re  re co rd e d  in H elsinki, V iip u ri, J y ­
v ä sk y lä  and Joensuu . O n the o th er  hand, the m igra tion  gain  o f U u sikaarlep yy , 
K o k k o la  and T o rn io  w as v e ry  slight.

H els in k i’s p ro p o rtio n  (23,074 persons) o f  the tota l absolu te  m igra tion  gain  
w as tru ly  great, fo r  it fo rm e d  abou t o n e -th ird  (34.5 % ). T h e fo llo w in g  table  
sh ow s that T u rk u  and V iip u ri w e re  ju st as c le a r ly  in secon d  and th ird  p lace.

Absolute AbsoluteTown migration gain Town migration gain

Helsinki 23 074 Porvoo 1 605
Turku 8 513 Uusikaupunki 1 382
Viipuri 6 255 Vaasa 1 209
Pori 3 704 Rauma 1 130
Tampere 3 222
Oulu 2 694 Other towns
Kuopio 2 446 (migration gain
Hämeenlinna 2 167 in each under

1 000 persons) 9 570
Total migra­
tion gain 66 971

A  m igra tion  ga in  o f  o v e r  3,000 p erson s w as also re co rd e d  in  P o r i and in 
T am pere, w h ile  O ulu , K u o p io  and H äm een linn a  e x ce e d e d  2,000. A  qu ite  large 
m igra tion  g a in  w as also fou n d  in  P o rv o o , U usikau pun ki, V aasa and R aum a. 
In  th e  o th er  tow n s —  a tota l o f  20 —  th e  m igra tion  gain  to ta led  9,570 person s 
o r  o n ly  14.3 #/o o f  the en tire  m igra tion  gain  (66,971 persons).

T h e m igration  gain  in the tow n s also, o f  course , a ffe c te d  the age stru ctu re. 
T h is is dem on stra ted  in fig u re  4, w h ich  descr ibes th e  situ ation  in  1845. C om pared  
to  th e  rural areas, the u rban  age stru ctu re  d iffe r e d  in  m a n y  respects. T h ere  
w e re  re la t iv e ly  less you n g , u n der  1 5 -yea r-o ld s  in the tow n s than  in the rural 
areas. O n th e  o th er  hand, the situ ation  am on g  the 15— 50 -y ea r-o ld s  w as the 
opp os ite ; the d iffe re n ce  w as esp ecia lly  g rea t in  th e  20— 3 4 -y ea r-o ld  grou p .

G e n e ra l b a c k g ro u n d  fa c to rs

W h at w e re  the basic reasons cau sin g  the p op u la tion  in  the tow n s o f  F in land  
to  m ore  than d o u b le  in 1815— 65? A n d  w h y  w as the p op u la tion  g ro w th  in the 
v a r iou s  tow n s so  v e ry  d iffe re n t?  B e fo re  w e  a ttem pt to  an sw er these questions, 
w e  sh ou ld  fir s t  com p a re  the g ro w th  o f  the u rban  p op u la tion  w ith  the d e v e lo p ­
m ent o f  the en tire  p op u la tion  o f  F in land . F rom  th e  fig u res  sh ow n  h ere  w e
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F i g u r e  4. T h e age s tru ctu re  o f  the u rb an  and ru ra l p op u la tion  in F in land  
in  1845.

j = rural majority (The entire rural
population = 100 and 

F I  = urban majority urban Population = 100)

can  see th at in  1815 the p ro p o rt io n  o f  th e  p op u la tion  liv in g  in  tow n s  w as 4.7 
and in 1865 it w as 6.7. B y  1840, th e  p ercen ta ge  had risen  b y  1.1 percen tage  
poin ts. T h en  th e  fig u re  rem ain ed  s ta tion a ry  fo r  q u ite  a lo n g  tim e, at sligh tly  
u n der six  percen t. N ot until the en d  o f  the 1850s d id  the p ercen ta ge  beg in  to 
c lim b  qu ite  rap id ly .

Year Urban population Year Urban population
December as #/o of Finnish December as •/• of Finnish

31st population 31st population

1815 4.7 1845 5.8
1820 5.0 1850 5.9
1825 5.2 1855 5.8
1830 5.2 1860 6.2
1835 5.3 1865 6.7
1840 5.8
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T his exam in a tion  sh ou ld  also in clu d e  a m en tion  o f  d ev e lop m en t in the 1700s, 
ev en  th ou gh  F in la n d  at that tim e  w as g e o g ra p h ica lly  d iffe ren t. N am ely , in 
1727 the pop u la tion  o f  the tow n s fo rm e d  4.5 %> o f  the en tire  p op u la tion , b u t the 
p ro p o rtio n  rose  b y  1785 to  5.3 °/o, bu t d ro p p e d  again  to  4.5 °/o b y  1810 (T u rpein en  
1977, p. 116). T h us o v e r  a lo n g e r  span  o f  tim e the percen ta ge  had n ot been  
con stan tly  on  th e  rise. In  fact, a sm all d ec lin e  is apparent also b e tw een  1850 
and 1855, w h en  the p ercen ta ge  d rop p ed  sligh tly .

In d iscu ssin g  the b a ck g ro u n d  fa ctors  a ffe c tin g  the d e v e lo p m e n t o f  th e  p o p u ­
la tion  in  the tow n s w e  can  beg in  w ith  F in la n d ’s a ltered  p o litica l situation . H ow  
did  th e  an n exa tion  o f  F in la n d  to  R ussia as an au ton om ou s reg ion  in  1809 and 
the d esign ation  o f  H elsink i as th e  cap ita l o f  the G ran d  D u ch y  in  1812 a ffe c t  
the d e v e lop m en t o f  the u rb an  p op u la tion ?  I f  w e  exa m in e  th e  p rop ortion s  o f  
T u rk u  and H els in k i in  the en tire  u rb an  p o p u la tio n  o f  F in land  in  1749— 1865, 
w e  a rr iv e  at th e  fo llo w in g :

Percentage of the Finnish urban population
1749 1805 1810 1815 1840 1865

Helsinki 7.3 7.7 9.0 9.4 22.0 20.8
Turku 27.4 25.9 25.8 26.2 16.0 15.0

T h e ch a n ge  in  g ov ern m en t w as n ot ap paren t im m ed ia te ly  in  the p ercen tages 
o f  T u rk u  and H elsink i, w h ich  is qu ite  u nderstan dab le , becau se  even  m a n y  o f  the 
centra l orga n s o f  the state w e re  lo ca ted  in  T u rk u  fo r  m a n y  years at the b eg in ­
n in g  o f  the au ton om ou s period . T h e actu al p ro fo u n d  ch a n ge  w as n ot fe lt  until 
1815— 40, w h en  H els in k i’s p ercen ta ge  rose fro m  9.4 to  22 and co rresp on d in g ly  
T u rk u ’s d ro p p e d  fr o m  26.2 to 16 p ercen t. T h en  the situation  stab ilized  and the 
p ercen ta ge  fig u res  rem ain ed  alm ost u n ch a n ged ; th ere  w as ev en  a v e ry  slight 
declin e , ab ou t on e  p ercen t, ap parent in  1865 in  b oth  tow ns.

T h is ch a n g e  in th e  p rop ortion s  o f  H els in k i and T u rk u  also  had a d ec is ive  
e ffe c t  on  the p ercen ta ges  o f  the tow n s on  th e  G u lf o f  B oth n ia  and th e  G u lf o f  
F in land . W ith ou t T u rk u  and H elsink i th e  d e v e lop m en t o f  th ese  tw o  grou ps 
w o u ld  n a m ely  h a v e  b een  the fo llo w in g .

Percentage of the Finnish urban population 
1815 1840 1865

Towns on the Gulf of Finland
(excluding Helsinki) 16.9 14.6 14.9
Towns on the Gulf of Bothnia
(excluding Turku) 38.4 34.5 31.5

A s can  b e  seen, the p rop ortion  o f  the tow n s on  the G u lf o f  B oth n ia  shrank 
som ew h a t ev en  w ith ou t T u rk u , bu t n ot v e ry  sh arp ly . O n  the o th er hand, the 
tow n s on  th e  G u lf o f  F in land, e x c lu d in g  H elsink i, d id  n ot in crease th eir  share,
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instead  th ey  lost tw o  p ercen t in  1815— 65. T h us w h en  th e  tow n s o f  F in land  
tu rn ed  th e ir  » fa ce s»  fro m  S tock h o lm  to  St. P etersb u rg , th is w as m a in ly  caused  
b y  th e  rise o f  H els in k i and th e  re la tive  d e c lin e  o f  T u rku . A lso  th e  fa c t  that 
the u rb an  p op u la tio n ’s p ercen ta ge  o f  the en tire  c o u n try ’s p op u la tion  rose  in 
1815— 40 b y  ab ou t on e  p ercen ta ge  p o in t is la rg e ly  d u e to  H els in k i’s p os ition  and 
to  the au ton om ou s position  o f  th e  cou n try  in  gen era l. N am ely , w h en  F in lan d  
becam e an au ton om ou s reg ion  th e  size o f  the ad m in istra tion  in creased  som ew h at, 
w h ich  also had in d ire ct e ffe cts : the adm in istra tion  and g o v e rn m e n t o ffic ia ls  
n eed ed  servan ts, w h ich  tog eth er  cau sed  dem an d  on  the areas o f  co m m e rce  and 
h an dcrafts.

A n d  h o w  can  the rise o f  the p ro p o rtio n  o f  the u rban  p op u la tion  in  re la tion  
to  th e  en tire  p op u la tion  at th e  en d  o f  th e  p e r io d  u n d er stu d y  b e  ex p la in ed ?  
Q uite  o b v io u s ly , it w as con n ected  m a in ly  w ith  the b eg in n in g  o f  in du stria liza ­
tion , w h ich  in clu d ed  the g ro w th  o f  lu m b erin g . T h is is sh ow n  b y  th e  fa c t  that, 
in  ad d ition  to  H elsink i, T u rk u , V iip u r i and K u op io , the p op u la tion s  o f  O ulu  
and P or i, am on g  oth ers, a lso  g re w  ra p id ly  in 1855— 65. T h ese  last tw o  tow n s 
w e re  situ ated  n o ta b ly  on  tw o  im p ortan t r iv e r  w a te rw a y s  —  and thus also at 
the m ou th s o f  r ivers  on  w h ich  log s  w e re  floa ted .

T h e fa ctors  m en tion ed  a b o v e  can  b e  used to  u nderstan d  the changes w h ich  
to o k  p la ce  in  the p ercen ta ges  o f  the tow n s. O n th e  o th er  hand, the g ro w th  o f  
the u rban  p op u la tion  can not be  sep arated  fro m  the gen era l g ro w th  o f  the 
popu la tion . T h us th e  qu estion  o f  w h y  F in n ish  tow n s g re w  in  the pre in du str ia l 
era  —  th is h ad  con tin u ed  at least fr o m  the 1720s —  is co n n e cte d  to  a b ro a d e r  
qu estion : w h y  d id  E u rop e ’s rap id  p op u la tion  g ro w th  b eg in  in  th e  1700s. W e 
w ill n ot g o  in to  th is b roa d er  qu estion  here, h ow ev er .
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A p p e n d i x  t a b l e  3. B irths, deaths, n atural p op u la tion  ga in  o r  loss,
m igra tion  gain  and actu a l gain  p er 1 000 persons 
o f  the m ean  p op u la tion  an n u a lly  in F inn ish  tow n s 
in 1816— 1865.

Town Births Deaths
Natural 

population 
gain or loss

Migration
gain

Actual
gain

Helsinki 35.1 38.6 —3.5 30.0 26.5
Loviisa 27.4 30.6 —3.2 4.6 1.4
Porvoo 30.3 33.3 —3.0 11.7 8.7
Tammisaari 26.0 28.9 —2.9 9.6 6.7
Turku 29.1 32.5 —3.4 11.9 8.5
Pori 34.0 30.9 3.1 14.2 17.3
Rauma 33.8 32.2 1.6 10.8 12.4
Uusikaupunki 33.3 28.2 5.1 12.1 17.2
Naantali 26.6 34.3 —7.7 3.6 —4.1
Hämeenlinna 31.8 37.2 —5.4 17.3 11.7
Tampere 40.2 28.1 12.1 25.6 37.7
Viipuri 33.9 37.7 —3.8 32.8 29.0
Sortavala 32.9 32.0 0.9 28.7 29.6
Käkisalmi 30.3 31.5 —1.2 7.3 6.1
Lappeenranta 31.6 36.1 —4.5 20.9 16.4
Hamina 33.8 27.3 6.5 9.2 15.7
Heinola 31.3 25.2 6.1 3.3 9.4
Savonlinna 30.2 26.9 3.3 19.3 22.6
Kuopio 37.2 26.0 11.2 19.3 30.5
Vaasa 32.3 28.4 3.9 7.2 11.1
Kaskinen 34.8 27.5 7.3 3.2 10.5
Kristiinankaupunki 32.9 27.3 5.6 8.6 14.2
Uusikaarlepyy 30.6 25.5 5.1 1.3 6.4
Pietarsaari 32.1 25.4 6.7 3.3 10.0
Kokkola 28.8 27.5 1.3 1.8 3.1
Oulu 30.5 25.3 5.2 10.1 15.3
Raahe 30.9 22.9 8.0 7.3 15.3
Tornio 31.5 31.0 0.5 1.3 1.8
Kajaani 39.5 31.6 7.9 7.2 15.1
Jyväskylä (1841—65) 41.4 23.5 17.9 41.3 59.2
Mikkeli (1841—65) 36.5 24.2 12.3 15.5 27.8
Joensuu (1851—65) 46.8 22.0 24.8 66.3 91.1

Source: Population and population change tables. The archives of the Finnish Central 
Statistical Office.
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