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The process of formation and functioning of the children’s preschool institutions system in collectivized
villages of the south of Russia over a period of the 1930’s is described. The features of establishing and
financing of the given institutions are revealed, the extent and character of their effect on the increased
collective farm women employment in Don, Kuban and Stavropol regions are established.
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The process of gender roles transformation in collectivized villages of the south of Russia over 1930ies
is analyzed. The author argues that despite the radical nature of transformations, carried out in the villages
during «collective farm formation», gender status of collective-farm women in many respects reminded
that of the position of peasant women in the pre-collective farm period.




