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 1.3.3
 2050 .

2007 2015 2025 2050
1 328 630 1 388 600 1 445 782 1 408 846
1 169 016 1 302 535 1 447 499 1 658 270

954 642 1 137 906 1 381 693 1 984 753
305 826 329 010 354 930 402 415
231 627 251 567 271 227 296 885
191 791 210 048 228 833 254 085
142 499 136 479 128 193 107 832
127 967 126 607 121 614 102 511
106 535 115 756 124 695 132 278
82 599 81 825 80 341 74 088

6 671 226 7 295 135 8 010 509 9 191 287

: United Nations Economic and Social Affairs, World population
prospects 2009, Washington. P 44–48.
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.  1820 .  12  (
– 36  24 ), 
1900 .  20  (46  26 ). -

 1900  1950 . 
, -

 1950 . 22  (  – 66  44 -
). 

 2000 . -
 14  (78  64 ).23 , ,

, 
, 

-
.

-
-

.

 2.2.1
 1820–2050 .

- ,
-

,

-

-

,
-

-

-

 ( . )
1820 103005 11255 33644 89821 20307 736836 73026 1067894
1870 144572 45708 39981 140689 37905 768472 82815 1260142
1900 178595 86396 44543 208485 63919 887430 95281 1564649
1950 238957 178094 68470 286116 162463 1357096 223015 2512211
2000 307577 336903 132181 393418 517946 3528759 737039 5953822
2050 281243 468411 154765 332374 804023 5220026 1782718 9043558

 (%)
1820 9,6 1,1 3,2 8,4 1,9 69,0 6,8 100
1870 11,5 3,6 3,2 11,2 3,0 61,0 6,6 100
1900 11,4 5,5 2,8 13,3 4,1 56,7 6,1 100
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- ,
-

,

-

-

,
-

-

-

1950 9,5 7,0 2,7 11,4 6,5 54,0 8,9 100
2000 5,2 5,7 2,2 6,6 8,7 59,3 12,4 100
2050 3,1 5,2 1,7 3,7 8,9 57,7 19,7 100

 (%)
1820-
1870

0,68 2,80 0,35 0,90 1,25 0,08 0,25 0,33

1870-
1900

0,70 2,12 0,36 1,31 1,74 0,48 0,47 0,72

1900-
1950

0,58 1,42 0,86 0,63 1,87 0,85 1,70 0,95

1950-
2000

0,50 1,30 1,32 0,64 2,32 1,91 2,39 1,73

2000-
2050

-0,18 0,66 0,32 -0,34 0,88 0,78 1,77 0,84

: World Population Prospects, the 2001 Revision. New York: UN.
2001; A. Maddison, The World Economy: A Millennial Perspective. Paris: OECD,
2001. P. 34-35.

 2.2.1 . ,
, , ,

.  1820  1900 . 
 22,3  33%. 

69  56,7%, -
 0,2% .

,  XIX . 
, . 

, 
 XIX . -

,  1820 
1900 .  1,5 , -

, 
 6,8  6,1%.
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-
, -

-
 « -

». -
 50 

 2,0–2,5% ,  ( , -
),  3%, 

 1%.24

 50 -
 « » -

 – , -
.

 2000 . -
 19,7%, ,  1820 . -

 10
 69  59,3%, 

 4  –  1,9
 8,7%. , 

6,8%  1820 .  12,4%  2000 .
 1820  1950 . 69,3% -

, ,
,  1950  2000 . -

 11,7%.
 XXI -

.
 2009 .  6,8 -

, , 
7  2012 ., 8  2025 .  9 -
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 2045 . 
 XXI , -

, 
. -

, 
 1965–1970 .,  2% 

, -
.  2005–2010 . , , -

 1,17% , ,  2045–2050 . 
 0,36% .

, 
, , 

, . 
, -

 2,3 , -
, , -

,  1,23  2009 .  1,26 -
 2031 .,  1,25

 2050 .

, 
, 

, -
. , -

 2009  2050 . -
 2,3  –  5,6  7,9 -

 ( . . 2.2.2). , -
-

 2050 .  1,7 . -
, -

,
, , , -

 4,6 
 2005–2010 .  2,5  2045–

2050 . , -
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, 
 2050 . 2,8 . , 

,
, 

-
.

-
, , , , , 

 2009–2050 .  828 -
,  2 -

 2009 .  2,8  2050 . -
-

 2000–2005 .,  2050 . -
 3,9 . -

2050 .  10,6 ,  2,7 
, , 

 (7,9 
). , -

, , , ,
 70% 

.

 2.2.2

, 

 ( )
2050 .

1950 . 1990 . 2009 .
-

- -

2 535 5 295 6 828 9 191 11 858 2 666
814 1 149 1 229 1 245 1 218 –27

1 722 4 146 5 599 7 946 10 639 2 693
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 ( )
2050 .

1950 . 1990 . 2009 .
-

- -

200 525 843 1 742 2 794 1 052

- 1 521 3 620 4 755 6 204 7 845 1 641

224 637 1 009 1 998 3 251 1 253
1 411 3 181 4 121 5 266 6 525 1 259

548 721 731 664 626 –38
168 444 587 769 939 170

172 284 345 445 460 15
13 27 35 49 57 8

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

 2005–2010 . -
 78 ,  75 

, .  2045–
2050 . , -

,  33 , 
-

 1,3 . , 
 2005–2010 . 
 26% -

, ,  2045–2050 . -
 61%.

,  29 ,
-

,  2009  2050 ., , . -
 100 : -

, ,  455 -
;  –  134 ;  –

 122 ;  –
 120 . -
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-
, -
: , 56% -

 45% . 
,  1986 .  50% -

,  2005 . 
 80%. , -

, -
, -

, 
-

.
, , -

.  2009–2050 . -
 45 , , , 

 (  33 ),  (  25
),  (  15 ),  (

8,4 )  (  7,7 ). 
-

, .
 2009 .  11 -
 100 . , , -

, , , ,
, , , 

).  61% 
.  69 , -

 10  100 , 
 33% .  73
,  1  10

,  5,4%,  76
 1  0,3%

.

 (
), -
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:  5,0  1965–1970 .  2,6
 2005–2010 . ( . . 2.2.3). -

 1965–1970 . 
 2,4 , -

-
 –  6,0 -

 2,8 -
.

 2.2.3

, 1965–1970, 2005–2010  2045–2050 .

 ( )
1965–1970 . 2005–2010 . 2045–2050 .

4,9 2,6 2,0
2,4 1,6 1,8
6,0 2,8 2,1
6,7 4,6 2,5
5,9 2,5 1,9

6,8 4,7 2,5
5,7 2,3 1,9
2,4 1,5 1,8
5,5 2,4 1,9

2,6 2,0 1,8
3,6 2,3 1,9

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

-
 ( . . 2.2.4).  60- -

, -
, , -

. , 
, -
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 70- . 
 80-

, 
.

 2.2.4
,

: 

-

-

)

-

-
 (

-
)

-
  -

-

)

-
-
-

15 

 %)

-
   2005–

2010 .
 %  -

-
)

1950–1955 5,02 1965 27 51
1950–1955 6,15 1965 31 45

- 1960–1965 6,76 1980 16 68

1960–1965 6,8 1985 15 76

1960–1965 6,87 1980 18 68
 1965–1970 7,03 1985 15 75

1980–1985 6,63 – – 91

 1960–1965 7,06 1970 22 41
1955–1960 6,46 1960 18 42

 1970–1975 7,03 1990 19 75
1950–1955 5,87 1965 35 40
1950–1955 5,67 1965 54 30
1955–1960 6,06 1970 18 48

1960–1965 6,19 1970 35 38
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-

-

)

-

-
 (

-
)

-
  -

-

)

-
-
-

15 

 %)

-
   2005–

2010 .
 %  -

-
)

1950–1955 6,49 1965 16 46
- 1960–1965 5,97 1965 29 40

1960–1965 5,49 1965 33 44
1955–1960 6,82 1970 39 36

1960–1965 5,77 1965 28 40
1955–1960 4,09 1960 31 56
1955–1960 3,53 1960 41 52

1955–1960 6,33 1970 18 57
1960–1965 6,51 1965 27 41
1960–1965 6,97 1965 29 44

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

-
. , -

-
. 

 15 
 30%. , 

, 
, -

 – , 
20%  15 . 

,  2005–2010 . 
, 

, 
.
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.
, -

, 
, 

-
. 

. 
 76%.

, -

, -
. -

 90% -
. -

 15–49 , -
,  56%  1990- .  63%  2000- .

. . 2.2.5).

a 2.2.5

 (%)

-

- -
-

-

-

-

-

-
-

-

-

2003 63,1 56,1 19,7 15,5 8,5 7,0
1999 67,4 56,1 8,6 9,4 16,5 11,3
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-

- -
-

-

-

-

-

-
-

-

-

2004 62,4 56,1 21,5 16,5 7,2 6,3

2003 28,0 21,4 1,6 4,2 7,4 6,5
2004 67,9 61,7 24,0 19,6 6,1 6,3
1997 67,5 52,5 4,7 14,1 18,6 14,9
2001 71,4 64,5 28,5 7,4 15,8 6,9

2001 73,0 68,6 22,2 1,9 17,9 4,3
1995 52,9 48,9 11,3 1,5 17,7 4,1

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

, -
, 

-
,  8% 

.
, 

, 
. -

, , 
, ,

 22%.
 90% , -
, -

. -
 (20%), -

 (16%) -
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 (9%). -
 69% , .

, 
 ( ) -

,  7% , -
.

-
, -

-
, -

.  2005–2010 .  86 ,  53 -
, , -

. 
2005 .  60% , 

, 
1995 .  40%.  47

, -
, 27 ,  12 – .

, 
-

 XX 
. -
 XIX–XX ., -

 XX 
 XXI .  1950–1955 . 

, -
, 

 66 ,  2005 . 
 77  ( . . 2.2.6).

 1950- -
: -

, 
, -

 –  41  1950–1955 .  65 
2005–2010 . -

-
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 –  25  1950–
1955 .  12  2005–2010 . -

, 
 36  1950–1955 .  55 

2005–2010 ., 
 5 

13 . -
-

, 
,  – -

, 
-

, , -

.

 2.2.6

,

)

-

)
1950–
1955

1990–
1995

2005–
2010

2045–
2050

1950–
1955
1990–
1995

1990–
1995
2005–
2010

2005–
2010
2045–
2050

46,4 64,2 67,2 75,4 0,4 0,2 0,2
66,1 74,0 76,5 82,4 0,2 0,2 0,1
40,8 62,0 65,4 74,3 0,5 0,2 0,2

- 36,2 50,4 54,6 67,2 0,4 0,3 0,3

- 41,5 64,2 67,9 76,4 0,6 0,2 0,2

38,5 51,9 52,8 66,1 0,3 0,1 0,3
41,0 64,5 69,0 77,4 0,6 0,3 0,2
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)

-

)
1950–
1955

1990–
1995

2005–
2010

2045–
2050

1950–
1955
1990–
1995

1990–
1995
2005–
2010

2005–
2010
2045–
2050

65,6 72,6 74,6 81,0 0,2 0,1 0,2
51,4 68,6 73,3 79,6 0,4 0,3 0,2

68,8 75,5 78,5 83,3 0,2 0,2 0,1
60,4 72,3 75,2 81,0 0,3 0,2 0,1

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

, -
-
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, 
-

, , 
. -

, ,
, ,

., -
 « » , 

.

, . -
, -

 2005–2010 .  69,5 , 
 – 65,0 .  1950–1955 . 

2005–2010 . 
 2,7  4,5

, 

, , . 

. -
-

 ( . . 2.2.7).

 2.2.7

-
, 

 ( )
 %)

1950–1955 2005–2010 2005–2010
- - - - - -  15

 60
 60
 80

47,8 45,0 2,7 69,5 65,0 4,5 82,2 49,7
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 ( )
 %)

1950–1955 2005–2010 2005–2010
- - - - - -  15

 60
 60
 80

68,6 63,5 5,0 80,2 72,9 7,3 88,0 56,8
41,6 40,0 1,6 67,2 63,7 3,5 80,8 45,4

36,8 35,6 1,2 55,8 53,4 2,4 68,3 33,2

- 42,3 40,7 1,6 69,8 66,1 3,7 82,6 46,4

39,7 37,3 2,4 53,8 51,7 2,1 63,9 33,2
41,7 40,4 1,3 71,0 67,2 3,8 84,2 47,6
67,9 62,9 5,0 78,8 70,5 8,3 85,8 52,2
53,1 49,7 3,4 76,6 70,1 6,5 85,1 54,6

71,9 66,1 5,8 81,0 75,9 5,1 90,5 60,6
62,9 58,1 4,9 77,9 72,6 5,3 88,6 61,5

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

. 2.2.7, -
-

 5  1950–1955 .  7,3 
2005–2010 . , , -

-
-

 (  5  8,3 ), , , -
-
-

, -
, 

. -
,  1950–1955 . 

2005–2010 . -
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 – 
5,8  5,1 .

, -
-

 –
 2005–2010 .  6,5 

, . 

 – 2,1  3,8 .
 « » 

 1990–1995 .  2005–
2010 . , -

, 
, , . 

,  50- -
, 

. .  2000–
2005 .  « » 

, .

, 
-

.  2007 . 63% 
-

, -
 36% , 

.

, , 
. -

, -
. 
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2007 . 35% -
, 

 86% , 
.

. 
, 

 1990–1995 .  2005–2010 . -
 19% –  91  74  1000 -

.  2005–2010 . -
, 

, 81  1000 ,  9 
, , -

 9  1000  ( .
. 2.2.8). 

,
 141  1000 ,

, 
 (62  1000 ). -

, 
 1990–1995 .  2005–2010 . 

-
 –  45%. -

 28%, -
 16%.

 –
 15  60  – -

, 
. -

 82%  15-
 60-  ( . . 2.2.7). 

 15  60 
(88%), -

 68%,  – 83%.
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a 2.2.8

,
1950–1995 .  2005–2010 .

 5 
 1000 )

1990–1995 . 2005–2010 .

 %

1990–1995 .

91 74 17 19
12 9 4 29

100 81 19 19

179 141 39 22

- 81 62 19 24

170 143 27 16
83 59 23 28
15 10 5 31
49 27 22 45

9 8 2 19
41 35 6 14

: World Population Prospects: The 2006 Revision.

-
, -

 60  15- -
 94%,  – 91%. ,

 –  84  86%. -

, 
 77% 15-

 60- . -
 (64%), -
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, -
-

.
 60 

80  50%
 ( . . 2.2.7), -

.  57% 60-
 80 , -

 45%. -
 (33%).

, 

 (  60% ), -
-

 (55%)  (52%). , 

-
. -

, -
,  48%, -

 – 33%.

,  17% -
-

. ,  2005 . 
100000  450 , 

 11
,  – 870 . -

-
, 

-
.

,  2009 .
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 21%, -
 15 .  2050 . -

, ,  33%,
. 

(15%).

, 
, -

. , -
, -

 9%  2009 .  20%  2050 . -
-

, -
, , , 

,  2050 . 80% 
.  2009–2050 . -

, ,
 481  1,6 , .  3,3

,  –  262 
406  1,5 .

, 
:

22%  2009 .  35%  2050 . ,
,  2009 .  5%,

 2050 .  10% 
60 . , 

, 
2050 .  24% -

,  2009 . 
 10%.

 60-  15
 1950–1955 .  20  2005–2010 ., , ,

 2045–2050 .  23 . ,
 80 , 
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 1,5% ,
 2050 .  4,4%.

-
. , -

, -
, 

, . -
 342 

,  2050 . -
 1,2 . -

, -
.

, -
, -

.
.

, , -
. -

, 
-

. , 
-

 1975  2005 . , , -
,  2010 .  2025 . 

. , -
, 

. , 
, , 

,  2009  2050 .

-
, , 

, -
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, -
. -

-
, 

-
.

, 
.

 XXI ,
, , -

 1,3  18% , 
 70% 

. -
 1990  2010 . 

0,2%,  1% , -
, ,  ( -

) , ,
, , . -

 2025 . 15,7%,  2050 .
–  13,5%.  2025 . 

, -
 1,1 .

,
 2010 .  5,6  82% -

. -
 20 , -

 1990  2010 . 1,5%, .  7 , -
. -

 95% , 
 25  100%.25
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83.8 67 4,9 42 2
1,2 53 4,2 38 3
1,5 15,4 1,7 23 7

42,3 70 5,0 44 3
0,4  - 4,5 42 2

34,1 80 6,3 46 3
42,4 97 5,4 43 3
1,1 8 2,5 27 7

21,8 62 5,5 44 3
0,1 12,9 2,2 23 8

23,5 111 6,7 45 3
109,5 69 5,3 45 3
96,4 76 6,7 49 3
10,8 58 5,3 42 2

149,5 77 5,3 43 3
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15 , % 65 , %
306 95 6,1 45 3

42,7 125 6,6 46 2
2,5 55 3,6 37 4

189,3 92 6,5 47 3
34,9 74 4,7 42 4
7,8 75 5,3 42 3
0,3 75 4,1 41 4

6,5 106 5,0 41 4
20,5 106 6,3 46 3
1,4 102 5,4 41 3

68 48 2,8 33 5

2,8 48 3,2 35 5
2,6 83 3,4 35 5
3,6 46 3,6 38 4
1,7 85 3,8 35 4

57,4 45 2,7 32 5

: 2009 World Population Data Sheet. Population Reference Bureau.
Wash., 2009. P. 6-7.
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.
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 100
.
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(29)
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352 (4) 39 157 18 448 50 49 5.5

-
565 (6) 104 253 47 881 163 112 21

445 (5) 50 199 23 525 60 66 7.4
- 2 993

(34)
181 1 339 81 4 809 290 512 31

-
1 927
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110 866 49 3 616 206 295 17
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/

10 .

-

-
-

10 .

-

 10
. -

-
-

%

2000/
2006

-
-

 (%)
2000/
2006

-

-
-

 (%)
2000/
2006

-

2000/2006
.

12 22 8 3,5/4,2 73,3/81,1 0,1/0,1 188/315
1 14 2 2,4/2,6 79,9/86,8 3,6/7,0 56/115
 1 8 1 4,6/4,7 47,6/50,2 16,0/21,0 50/61
4 27 9 4,8/7,1 63,7/76,5 0,5/5,8 374/815
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2000/
2006
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-

 (%)
2000/
2006

-

-
-

 (%)
2000/
2006

-

2000/2006
.

- 1 5 2 5,1/6,3 39,6/56,9 13,9/32,9 41/73

 1 2 2 4,1/8,7 13,2/8,6 21,8/47,5 12/31
3 50 5 4,5/4,5 67,9/73,0 1,5/1,8 552/628
1 13 5 4,4/5,0 44,6/56,8 29,5/34,7 39/57
2 9 4 7,2/5,1 41,4/34,2 9,5/22,6 65/76
1 5 2 5,3/5,8 12,4/14,1 9,0/11,8 47/65

- 1 7 16 7,0/5,8 14,3/26,3 41,0/33,4 34/29

1 5 1 3,7/6,8 1,1/18,7 3,7/51,9 8/19
2 4 4 5,8/6,8 67,8/74,1 32,6/30,1 90/133

24 34 21 5,6/6,3 40,1/41,4 1,0/0,8 208/320
1 20 20 5,7/6,2 51,3/60,7 17,8/38,1 52/79
2 7 30 8,3/9,3 43,1/48,7 1,6/17,3  1
5 9 21 4,6/4,9 73,5/78,3 13,5/17,5 97/139
2 16 15 4,6\4,6 22,5/21,2 4,1/8,0 75/94
1 12 14 4,5/4,6 48,2/47,8 8,3/14,9 51/67
2 7 22 2,8/3,2 54,1/55,1 29,7/31,9 21/27

2 10 16 2,1/2,1 57,7/71,7 4,6/3,4 56/74
1 6 4 5,3/3,8 24,8/23,6 4,6/8,3 84/63
1 6 13 6,2/6,8 51,0/58,9 3,1/14,3 65/98
 1 3 3,7/4,8 17,8/25,8 13,9/50,7 14/15

13 48 37 3,7/2,4 61,7/66,3 0,0/0,0 385/355
11 37 30 3,8/3,9 52,0/51,1 1,4/1,0 302/488

- 1 6 4 2,8/2,2 71,2/69,5 23,6/18,0 40/41

3 3 3 6,1/12,9 43,8/69,0 27,3/49,4 21/28
 1 6 11 6,1/12,9 43,8/69,0 26,9/59,6 38/62
1 6 3 6,3/5,8 32,9/49,6 7,8/17,6 52/67
5 8 9 4,2/5,3 29,4/26,2 0,8/2,5 109/207
 1 3 8 4,8/5,0 68,5/70,8 32,5/60,3 21/36
3 31 33 7,0/5,4 68,9/66,7 3,8/21,1 243/261
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2006

-

2000/2006
.

 1 2 3 3,5/5,9 54,5/54,7 40,0/32,8 16/38
3 17 5 5,0/3,8 33,5/29,7 16,2/5,9 59/59

-  1 4 11 3,9/6,4 40,4/57,8 26,7/43,9 30/72

1 4 16 4,2/10,9 39,2/42,5 52,0/52,4 24/89
5 19 32 6,3/6,3 80,5/85,0 27,5/50,5 -/95

2 63 21 6,1/6,3 58,6/65,8 5,5/12,3 207/300
- 15 79 57 5,3/6,3 75,3/75,1 5,6/3,4 742/931

1 3 1 4,3/5,8 36,9/56,9 17,4/12,3 54/92
 1 2 – – – – –
3 9 7 3,0/3,8 26,3/36,8 4,8/6,5 37/72

-  1 5 4 4,9/4,0 43,0/36,4 19,6/33,5 17/29

 1 4 9 4,8/6,0 29,9/21,2 6,6/12,3 32/46
13 29 18 5,6/5,1 48,5/44,2 0,9/0,9 271/355
1 7 10 6,6/7,0 26,8/25,4 28,3/31,2 45/71
1 4 12 3,8/4,0 41,4/38,3 22,9/21,2 25/27
 1 3 4 6,3/4,9 42,5/53,9 24,9/17,7 49/72

- 3 5 1,9/2,1 50,7/80,4 9,6/3,5 160/633

1 6 12 5,5/3,6 49,7/45,9 24,7/37,6 33/19
 1 2 2 4,3/3,9 53,6/59,3 16,4/42,7 19/26
8 41 28 8,1/8,0 42,4/37,7 0,3/0,9 519/715
2 11 10 5,5/5,5 44,8/47,1 6,8/10,7 83/111

19 49 24 11,3/12,8 45,7/47,7 0,1/0,1 1935/2788
32 79 63 8,0/8,4 73,6/75,6 0,2/0,1 1197/1719
13 28 25 8,2/8,7 56,6/57,6 0,3/0,4 555/790
43 35 97 5,4/5,3 59,9/63,2 0,2/0,1 410/698

: . 2009. -
. 2009 . . 96-105.
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55 53 56 38 4,3/4,6 28 23 2660 65
51 50 53 35 5,0/5,7 22 17 1950 74

69 67 71 50 0,4/0,4 49 44 5370 18

72 71 74 63 0,1/0,1 61 52 7940 24
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72 70 74 43 .* 60 58 5460 18
65 63 67 81 .

73 71 76 77 . 42 20 15630
71 69 73 56 0,1/0,1 63 55 4330 14
58 57 60 38 1,4/1,4 8 6 1930
74 72 76 66

0,1/0,1
60 52 7070 13

51 50 52 42 2,5/2,8 15 9 1600 76

56 54 57 41 1,2/1,3 15 9 1460 75
- 57 56 58 16 1,6/2,1 17 13 1160 81

55 54 57 54 0,9/0,9 10 9 1280 57
59 58 59 48 1,9/2,3 24 17 1430 54
56 54 58 33 1,6/1,2 9 6 1190 87

- 46 45 48 30 1,8/1,8 10 6 530 78

71 68 73 59 . 61 57 3450 40
52 50 53 48 3,9/6,0 13 8 1580 47
56 54 57 58 1,7/1,4 11 10 300 36
48 47 48 31 1,5/1,5 8 6 1090 77

- 57 55 59 40 0,8/0,7 9 8 2000 44

53 51 54 17 0,8/0,7 11 5 680 86
47 47 48 47 3,1/3,2 15 9 1940 84
55 54 57 41 1,0/0,4 12 10 1760 60

- 48 48 49 37 1,5/ . 8 7 750 76

61 60 63 40 3,3/3,6 17 11 820 69
51 50 52 22 5,6/ . 26 21 1030 78

49 48 51 10 2,0/3,5 9 8 380 93
55 53 56 87 3,1/3,1 18 17 2330 41
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43 43 44 37 14,3/ . 41 33 1230 82
41 39 43 37 15,3/26 60 58 . .
54 53 55 19 7,4/ . 39 32 1580 40
64 62 66 28 0,1/0,1 26 19 1170 65

72 69 76 42 0,3/1,7 76 42 12480 .
59 57 61 30 0,1/0,1 27 17 1040 90
72 69 76 42 . . . . .
46 45 47 17 11,9/13,3 42 39 830 90
43 42 44 29 12,5/10,3 17 12 770 90
76 72 80 92 . 67 64 . .
48 46 50 18 2,8/4,3 36 27 1010 90

- 73 68 79 53 . . . 19770 .

50 48 51 37 0,5/0,5 15 1 . .
54 53 55 25 5,7/ . 26 20 1230 97
50 50 51 13 5,4/7,9 24 18 1140 76
58 56 61 21 1,3/1,2 8 5 630 .
53 51 54 16 2,1/2,4 15 14 870 78

- 51 49 52 41 2,5/ . 19 7 1650 74

46 44 48 57 2,1/1,6 6 5 5020 70
59 58 61 84 5,9/5,6 33 12 12270 20
53 49 55 33 1,3/ . 21 6 290 80

53 52 54 60 3,5/4,4 44 13 3090 74
65 63 67 58 . 29 27 1780 .

45 45 45 38 6,3/6,4 19 9 730 82
47 46 48 27 3,5/3,4 3 2 1160 83

- 59 59 60 39 3,4/3,7 . . 21700 .



207

-

%
 

20
08

/2
00

1

%
 

 1
5-

49
 

,

%
 

-
 1

5-
49

 
, 

-
. 

.

(2
00

8 
.) 

. 

%
 

, 
 2

 
.

52 50 53 56 18,5/17,6 59 58 9380 45

49 44 54 60 23,9/26,5 44 42 13100 49
40 40 39 24 23,2/23,9 37 35 2000 62
59 58 61 35 15,3/14,6 55 53 6270 62

 46 46 46 24 26,1/26,3 51 48 5010 81
52 50 54 59 18,1/16,9 60 60 9780 43

* .

: 2009 World Population Data Sheet. Population Reference Bureau.
Wash., 2009. P. 10-11, 15-16.
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33 107 373 658 1234 4,76 3,90 3,15 2,52
237 574 1645 2440 3486 3,54 3,29 2,19 1,43
281 444 528 545 557 1,84 0,54 0,18 0,08
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5 6 10 12 11 0,88 1,60 0,78 -0,04

: World Urbanization Prospects: The 2007 Report. P. 5.
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* .
: Decent Work for Africa’s Development. ILO. Geneva, 2008. P. 8,

www.ilo.org/public/russian/region/eurpro/moscow/info/publ/get08_rus.pdf
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http://www.ilo.org/public/russian/region/eurpro/moscow/info/publ/get08_rus.pdf
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, -
.

1 . ., 2004. . 9-10.
2 , -

, , -
, -

. -
, ,

, -

. 
, -

. -
, -

-
, -

, 
, 

. 
. -

: 1) -

, ; 2) -
, , -

; 3) 
» -

. , 
-

, -
. -

, ,  « -
».

3 ILO, Global Employment Trends Model, November 2007, Geneva,
2008. P. 16.

4 http://www.un.org/esa/policy/wess/wesp.html
5 http://www.ilo.org/public/english/employment/strat/kilm/index.htm

http://www.un.org/esa/policy/wess/wesp.html
http://www.ilo.org/public/english/employment/strat/kilm/index.htm
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SUMMARY

Over the last couple of years, many scientific articles and even
"express monographs" on the transformation of the world economy
have been published around the world. Most of these publications
were predictive. Their authors tried to predict what would happen in
a year or two, how would the crisis affect the global economy as a
whole and developing countries in particular. Readers were
captivated by apocalyptic notes which dominated many predictions.
The crisis was characterized as "unprecedented", the "deepest since
the Great Depression", and even as a "turning point in the global
economy."

Today, after more than two years since its inception, it becomes
evident that the dreadfulness of the crisis has often been exaggerated
by analysts. Indeed, the depth of the fall of financial indicators is
impressive. However, the reduction in the levels of actual
production, though obvious and significant, looks much more
modest. Moreover, the timely departure from the liberal-market
fundamentalism allowed the authorities of the leading world
economies to apply quickly the levers of state regulation and
seriously mitigate the most acute phase of the crisis and in some
places reduce its duration.

Such a rapid transition into a phase of relative stabilization and,
though uncertain, growth by itself reduced the political relevance of
the grumble against banks around the world and of the rhetoric,
which nearly got intense, about the need to restructure the global
model of economic relations. The latter was subjected to harsh criti-
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cism with the beginning of the crisis. A whole system of intergov-
ernmental negotiations and consultations on the restructuring of the
global financial architecture (including the redistribution of votes in
the International Monetary Fund and attempts to replace the dollar
as the world’s reserve currency), global regulation of financial mar-
kets, and even on the introduction of a global tax on certain bank
transactions was launched.

At some point, it seemed that the combined efforts of the young
growing economies, notably of China, India, Brazil and also Russia
and South Africa, which joined them, would make it all come true.
However, no miracle occurred. Moreover, powerful China suddenly
appeared much more circumspect and cautious in its actions than
analysts from the North and Northwest expected. Having raised its
position in the global economy and finance to the level desirable and
achievable at this stage, Beijing chose "not to rock the boat further"
in vain. The proposals to introduce a new world reserve currency
were gradually muffled. Chinese authorities made tough public
statements but, in fact, did not ignore Western demands to correct
the exchange rate of the yuan in the light of the situation in China’s
foreign trade partners.

In short, the crisis, although it has stirred some deep processes of
transformation of the global economic model, has clearly not
brought the situation to the verge of its actual adjustment.

Against the backdrop of the above, the results of the impact of
the crisis on African economies seem interesting and illustrative.
This interest is, above all, due to an ambiguous situation on the
continent arising from the vicissitudes of the rampant global
economic and financial disaster and from the unique African
phenomenon of "prosperity in poverty". Unlike other developing
regions – Asia and Latin America – the economies of sub-Saharan
Africa had been growing throughout 2008 and in 2009 the region as
a whole managed to avoid a large-scale recession, at least in the real
sector.

At the same time the population growth of developing countries,
including Africa, will significantly influence the development of the
world economy. Forty-two years ago, the biologist Paul Ehrlich
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warned in The Population Bomb that mass starvation would strike in
the 1970s and 1980s, with the world's population growth outpacing
the production of food and other critical resources. Thanks to
innovations and efforts such as the "green revolution" in farming
and the widespread adoption of family planning, Ehrlich's worst
fears did not come to pass. In fact, since the 1970s, global economic
output has increased and fertility has fallen dramatically, especially
in developing countries.

The United Nations Population Division now projects that
global population growth will nearly halt by 2050. By that date, the
world's population will have stabilized at 9.15 billion people,
according to the "medium growth" variant of the UN's authoritative
population database World Population Prospects: The 2008
Revision. (Today's global population is 6.83 billion.) Barring a
cataclysmic climate crisis or a complete failure to recover from the
current economic malaise, global economic output is expected to
increase by two to three percent per year, meaning that global
income will increase far more than population over the next four
decades.

But twenty-first-century international security will depend less
on how many people inhabit the world than on how the global
population is composed and distributed: where populations are
declining and where they are growing, which countries are relatively
older and which are more youthful, and how demographics will
influence population movements across regions.

Even as the industrialized countries of Europe, North America,
and Northeast Asia will experience unprecedented aging this
century, fast-growing countries in Africa, Latin America, the Middle
East, and Southeast Asia will have exceptionally youthful
populations. Today, roughly nine out of ten children under the age
of 15 live in developing countries. And these are the countries that
will continue to have the world's highest birthrates. Indeed, over 70
percent of the world's population growth between now and 2050 will
occur in 24 countries, all of which are classified by the World Bank
as low income or lower-middle income, with an average per capita
income of under $3,855 in 2008.
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Many developing countries have few ways of providing
employment to their young, fast-growing populations. Would-be
laborers, therefore, will be increasingly attracted to the labor
markets of the aging developed countries of Europe, North America,
and Northeast Asia. Youthful immigrants from nearby regions with
high unemployment – Central America, North Africa, and Southeast
Asia, for example – will be drawn to those vital entry-level and
manual-labor jobs that sustain advanced economies: janitors,
nursing-home aides, bus drivers, plumbers, security guards, farm
workers, and the like. Current levels of immigration from
developing to developed countries are paltry compared to those that
the forces of supply and demand might soon create across the world.

Exacerbating twenty-first-century risks will be the fact that the
world is urbanizing to an unprecedented degree. The year 2010 will
likely be the first time in history that a majority of the world's
people live in cities rather than in the countryside. Whereas less than
30 percent of the world's population was urban in 1950, according to
UN projections, more than 70 percent will be by 2050.

Lower-income countries in Asia and Africa are urbanizing
especially rapidly, as agriculture becomes less labor intensive and as
employment opportunities shift to the industrial and service sectors.
Already, most of the world's urban agglomerations – Mumbai
(population 20.1 million), Mexico City (19.5 million), New Delhi
(17 million), Shanghai (15.8 million), Calcutta (15.6 million),
Karachi (13.1 million), Cairo (12.5 million), Manila (11.7 million),
Lagos (10.6 million), Jakarta (9.7 million) – are found in low-
income countries. Many of these countries have multiple cities with
over one million residents each: Pakistan has eight, Mexico 12, and
China more than 100. The UN projects that the urbanized proportion
of sub-Saharan Africa will nearly double between 2005 and 2050,
from 35 percent (300 million people) to over 67 percent (1 billion).
China, which is roughly 40 percent urbanized today, is expected to
be 73 percent urbanized by 2050; India, which is less than 30
percent urbanized today, is expected to be 55 percent urbanized by
2050. Overall, the world's urban population is expected to grow by 3
billion people by 2050.
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This urbanization may prove destabilizing. Developing
countries that urbanize in the twenty-first century will have far
lower per capita incomes than did many industrial countries when
they first urbanized. The United States, for example, did not reach
65 percent urbanization until 1950, when per capita income was
nearly $13,000 (in 2005 dollars). By contrast, Nigeria, Pakistan,
and the Philippines, which are approaching similar levels of
urbanization, currently have per capita incomes of just $1,800–
$4,000 (in 2005 dollars).

International terrorism might also originate in fast-urbanizing
developing countries (even more than it already does). With their
neighborhood networks, access to the Internet and digital
communications technology, and concentration of valuable targets,
sprawling cities offer excellent opportunities for recruiting,
maintaining, and hiding terrorist networks.

During the Cold War, Western strategists divided the world into
a "First World," of democratic industrialized countries; a "Second
World," of communist industrialized countries; and a "Third
World," of developing countries. These strategists focused chiefly
on deterring or managing conflict between the First and the Second
Worlds and on launching proxy wars and diplomatic initiatives to
attract Third World countries into the First World's camp. Since the
end of the Cold War, strategists have largely abandoned this three-
group division and have tended to believe either that the United
States, as the sole superpower, would maintain a Pax Americana or
that the world would become multipolar, with the United States,
Europe, and China playing major roles.

Unfortunately, because they ignore current global demographic
trends, these views will  be obsolete within a few decades. A better
approach would be to consider a different three-world order, with a
new First World of the aging industrialized nations of North
America, Europe, and Asia's Pacific Rim (including Japan,
Singapore, South Korea, and Taiwan, as well as China after 2030,
by which point the one-child policy will have produced significant
aging); a Second World comprising fast-growing and economically
dynamic countries with a healthy mix of young and old inhabitants
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(such as Brazil, Iran, Mexico, Thailand, Turkey, and Vietnam, as
well as China until 2030); and a Third World of fast-growing, very
young, and increasingly urbanized countries with poorer economies
and often weak governments (including African countries).

The aging industrialized countries can also take various steps at
home to promote stability in light of the coming demographic
trends. First, they should encourage families to have more children.
France and Sweden have had success providing child care, generous
leave time, and financial allowances to families with young children.
Yet there is no consensus among policymakers – and certainly not
among demographers – about what policies best encourage fertility.

More important than unproven tactics for increasing family size
is immigration. Correctly managed, population movement can
benefit developed and developing countries alike. Given the dangers
of young, underemployed, and unstable populations in developing
countries, immigration to developed countries can provide economic
opportunities for the ambitious and serve as a safety valve for all.
Countries that embrace immigrants, such as the United States, gain
economically by having willing laborers and greater entrepreneurial
spirit. And countries with high levels of emigration (but not so much
that they experience so-called brain drains) also benefit because
emigrants often send remittances home or return to their native
countries with valuable education and work experience.

One somewhat daring approach to immigration would be to
encourage a reverse flow of older immigrants from developed to
developing countries. If older residents of developed countries took
their retirements along the southern coast of the Mediterranean or in
Latin America or Africa, it would greatly reduce the strain on their
home countries' public entitlement systems. The developing
countries involved, meanwhile, would benefit because caring for the
elderly and providing retirement and leisure services is highly labor
intensive. Relocating a portion of these activities to developing
countries would provide employment and valuable training to the
young, growing populations of the Second and Third Worlds.

The changes in the global demographic picture are swift by
historical standards and confront most countries with the problem of
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mass migration. Demographically "aging" countries of the North
face the burning issue of "compensating" for natural population
decline with the inflow of people from southern regions that have
relatively "excessive" population growth. Russia, which occupies
one of the leading positions in the world in terms of physical
"volume" of migration, still doesn’t have a developed and
implemented articulate migration policy. Meanwhile, the processes
of depopulation have been taking place in a large number of Russian
regions for many decades and have led to both an absolute decline in
population and to the growing deficit of economically active
population. Both have serious economic, social and political
repercussions. Therefore the issue became one of the key obstacles
to the country’s overall development and directly affects the image
of Russia in the modern world.

The monograph for the first time in domestic science aims to
provide a comprehensive study of migration from the South and the
East to the North and the West, as well as Africa's role in these
processes. Particular attention is paid to the analysis of economic
and other activities of immigrants, the impact of migrants’
remittances on the balance of payments of donor and recipient
countries, the issues of preservation of cultural and civilizational
identity of a host society, the regulation of labour and reduction of
illegal migration and associated criminal and shadow economy.

The intensification of migration flows from the South to the
North is primarily associated with the aging of population in
developed countries. Demographically "aging" countries of the
North face the burning issue of "compensating" for natural
population decline with the inflow of people from southern regions
that have relatively "excessive" population growth. The processes of
depopulation of a large number of European countries and Russian
regions have been taking place for many decades and have led to
both an absolute decline in population and to the growing deficit of
economically active population. Both have serious economic, social
and political repercussions.

Population shortfall in the North, including in Russia, doesn’t of
course mean inviting everyone to migrate to a new place without
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any selection. In recent years, host countries have increased selectiv-
ity in terms of professional skills and qualifications of immi-
grants. Priority is given firstly to specialists capable of working in
high-tech industries, and secondly to specialists in industries of
middle technological level that lack sufficiently skilled man-
power. The first kind of selection is more typical of Western Europe
and the U.S., the second one - of Russia. In the latter case, specific
mechanisms for the mobilization of labour resources, their territorial
distribution and rational utilization have not been yet sufficiently
developed.

However, the main cause of labour migration from the South to
the North continues to be the income inequality of developed and
developing countries. In 1975 the average per capita income in high-
income countries was 41 times higher than in low-income countries,
but presently this gap is equal to 66. Therefore, many Africans
consider emigration to be the only way to improve their living
conditions and the living conditions of their families.

On the other hand, entrepreneurs from developed countries are
also interested in using immigrant labour. This is due, primarily, to
the desire to reduce production costs (particularly labour costs) as
well as to the necessity to mobilize manpower during periods of
production growth and to a shortfall of workers in industrial sectors
with harsh or adverse working conditions. In the era of economic
globalization the reduction of production costs is essential to
competition in domestic and foreign markets.

Another reason for the intensification of migration flows in
African countries is the backward structure of employment in some
states of the continent. More than half of the working population of
Africa is engaged in small-scale low-productivity agriculture, which
is facing competition from the modern and state-subsidized
agricultural sector of developed countries. Millions of rural families
in Africa go bankrupt each year and join the ranks of domestic
(village - city), regional and international migrants.

Modern emigration from Africa is made up of very inhomoge-
neous flows, which fact clearly determines the differentiation of
their socio-economic impact on host societies. Some of these flows
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are initiated by a host country, and then they are subject to regula-
tion, but a substantial proportion of immigrants is accepted on hu-
manitarian grounds or arrives illegally, without being subjected to
selection or control.

In the structure of migration, there are four main categories:
economic migrants, reuniting family members, refugees and illegal
migrants; the ratio between these categories varies in individual
countries. Because of the relatively low proportion of migrants who
are motivated by better employment opportunities, the volume and
structure of immigration do not always correspond to the basic
economic needs of a host society. Its impact on the level of economic
activity and on the ratio of working and non-working population is
twofold.

In terms of national composition of immigrants, groups that are
ethnically distant from core populations of receiving countries tend
to dominate. Ethnical differences are often accompanied not only by
other types of demographic behaviour of migrants (e.g. large
families), but also by considerable difficulties in the adaptation of
migrants to their new environment.

The latter circumstance leads, on the one hand, to extra spending
by host countries, and, on the other hand, to the active use of
traditional and alternative ways of living by migrants, which
facilitates wide dissemination of types of economic activities based
on ethnic solidarity (ethnic economy). A “black labour” market also
forms in host countries, which acts as a mechanism for using illegal
labour migration in order to increase profits through using cheap
labour.

Although the level of education and professional qualifications
of immigrants, as well as of indigenous populations, has an obvious
tendency to increase, in general it is usually lower than that of local
residents, and the professional and qualification composition of
immigrants is more polarized.

In recent years, besides quantitative changes, there took place
significant qualitative changes in migration movements from the
South to the North.



480

First of all, noteworthy is the increase in the proportion of young
people, women and children in migration flows. For example, the
proportion of youth (persons under 25 years) in the total number of
African migrants exceeds 25%, while the proportion of women
exceeds 30%, which suggests the feminization of migration.

The length of stay of migrants in countries of employment has
also increased: it is now 10 years in the EU and more than 20 years
in Germany.

There is also a growing migration of scientists and highly skilled
workers. The "brain drain" from African countries annually exceeds
200,000 people. The total annual costs of this process are close to
50–60 billion dollars.

Migration with an aim to obtain professional education and
training is also increasing. Such training is organized by the EU
member  states  in  order  to  penetrate  EU  markets  with  the  help  of
cadres trained by them.

The scale of individual migration of professionals and
businessmen is also increasing. A new category of business
immigrants - investors from North African countries (mostly
Libyans, Tunisians and Egyptians) – has emerged.

The monograph examined the overall economic impact of
migration from Africa and demonstrated it effect on wages, welfare,
labour market, production volumes, taxes and government spending
in donor countries and recipient countries.

The assessments of the impact of immigration on economic
growth are ambiguous. Most studies indicate that the impact of
immigration on growth is positive. For example, in the EU an
increase in the level of net migration by 1% leads to an increase in
growth rates by 0.1%. A population increase of 1% owing to
immigration can lead to an increase in GDP by 1.15%. While
creating added value in host countries, the immigrants also are
consuming goods and services. The resulting ripple effect ultimately
contributes to economic growth. Some immigrants invest in own
businesses, which makes a positive impact on the economy.

Average wages in host countries are decreasing due to the influx
of migrants. As a result, the penetration of labour markets by a large
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number of unskilled workers and their employment in those sectors,
in which national work forces prefer not to work, maintain low
wages (especially in case of employing illegal migrants).

Immigration levels affect the volume of tax revenues and public
expenditures. Tax revenues grow at the expense of qualified
professionals, as they have higher incomes and do not require public
spending on their education. However, the majority of unskilled
workers need government support, which increases public spending
in recipient countries. The status of illegal immigrants keeps them
from using social security benefits and welfare payments, so
government spending on them is insignificant.

Migration affects the labour markets of labour exporting
countries. Under adverse economic circumstances and when
unemployment in African countries grows labour migration can to a
certain extent solve the problem of employment and reduce social
tensions in society.

Re-emigration of workers who received high qualifications
abroad can contribute to GDP growth in a donor country. Studies
conducted by the International Labour Organization in labour
exporting countries suggest that immigrants are more ready for new
activities and take an active part in the development of new forms of
economy. In some North African countries, for example, returning
migrants have managed to grow new crops and to introduce new
production methods. Labour shortages caused by emigration can
stimulate positive technological changes, including better use of
manpower and other resources.

At the same time, the "brain drain" has negative consequences
for a donor country, which not only loses its scientific potential, but
also has to replace emigrants by making additional investment in
education and training.

At present the share of the African continent in the total amount
of official remittances is relatively small and amounts to 15%, while
the share of sub-Saharan Africa is only 5%. The main recipients of
remittances are countries such as Egypt, Morocco, Tunisia, Nigeria,
Sudan, Uganda, Lesotho, Senegal and Mauritius. Remittances con-
stitute a significant part of GDP in many countries. In particular this
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applies to Lesotho (23%), Cape Verde (13.5%), Burkina Faso (6%)
and Benin (4.5%). The African continent on the whole received
about 42 billion money transfers in 2009. Given the fact that the
banking system in African countries is not sufficiently developed,
much of these remittances are received through unofficial chan-
nels. The preference given to unofficial money transfers is also due
to the high cost of official transfers, which sometimes is 10-15% of
the total amount of a remittance. According to the World Bank ex-
perts, the amount of unofficial remittances to African countries is 2–
3 times the amount of funds transferred through official channels. In
a country such as Uganda, for example, the share of official remit-
tances is only 20% of all funds sent into the country by emigrants. In
many African countries remittances play a significant role in social
life. For millions of poor African families remittances make up
nearly half of all cash income that they spend on improving housing
conditions, on consumer goods, as well as on investments in setting
up their own, primarily construction, businesses, as well as educa-
tion and health.

 The monograph analyzes the main features of the identity crisis
of immigrants and native population and the possibility of
overcoming this crisis on the basis of public policy on integration. It
is concluded that the global financial crisis that erupted in the
autumn of 2008 and transformed into an economic crisis
dramatically changed the situation on the global labour market. It is
not ruled out that the crisis could lead to a significant relative and
even absolute reduction in international migration and to changes in
the structure and direction of migration flows in the upcoming few
years, thus affecting the socio-economic situation in Africa, the EU
and Russia. The realistic assessment of contemporary migration
processes between the South and the North, which is presented in
this monograph, makes it possible to predict the results of the
upcoming expansion in the reception of immigrants, so that the
structure of immigration is the most adequate to the needs of the
economy and society as a whole.

In the monograph the role of human capital in national devel-
opment strategies of Africa has been researched. The global qualita-



tive and quantitative transformation of human capital was revealed,
which had manifested itself in the shift of its numerical growth to-
wards Asia and Africa. Demographic, social, and educational com-
ponents of human capital have been studied. The necessity of use if
international cooperation on the global scale and with African coun-
tries in the spheres of employment, education, and health were
proved. It was shown on factual material accumulated during the
field studies that human capital has direct bearing to social factors of
force in individual states. In the countries with human values in fo-
cus societies are more consolidated. They play a more powerful role
on the world arena compared with the states with atomized and non
self-organized societies. The lack of definite social police leads to
increased unemployment, lower standard of living, increased social
and political tensions and finally to criminal economy.

The author came to the conclusion that the problem of human
capital formation acquires particular importance at turning points of
human development, connected with the changes of models of
global development on the one hand, and process of globalization on
the other. Such situation is relevant to Russia and Africa today.

The former only recently had been a leading country from the
point of view of national wealth and human potential is now facing
the decrease in population and widespread poverty. Africa, on the
contrary, is the global leader in rates of population growth among all
the continents. It cannot secure the adequate conditions for the
development of its human potential.

The author came to the conclusion that Africa’s and Russia’s
development vectors have to be oriented towards maximizing and
optimal use of the social component. Such an approach will allow to
increase the competitiveness of real production, which globally de-
pends on the supply of human capital. Both Russia and Africa as net
raw materials exporters have to use excessive profits of monopolies
for stimulating entrepreneurship in the hi-tech spheres, for the in-
crease of scientific and technical potential, education and healthcare
as well as for the effective increase of the standard of living of the
population. This will allow both of them to occupy an honorable
place in the global division of labor.
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