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POLICY IN UKRAINE IN THE END OF THE

19208 - THE BEGINNING OF THE 1930S."

The article proves that the object of the Soviet agrarian
policy in Ukraine in the late 1920s and early 1930s was a
peasant-ideoman of the period of the 1917-1921Ukrainian
Revolution. It substantiates that the agrarian policy of Soviet
power in the Ukrainian countryside in the late 1920s - in the
early 1930%, wore an aggressive, “military-communist”
character. It was not compliant with the peasantry. Its
overarching goal was not to objectively improve the socio-
economic status of the peasantry, its legal status, but to the
destruction of the peasant-ideoman of the period of the
Ukrainian Revolution, to achieve its own political objectives,
which varied, depending on historical circumstances.
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The statement of the issue. The end of the 1920s -
early 1930’s in the agrarian history of Ukraine is
particularly tragic. The implementation of the Soviet
agrarian policy as a component of a “great break” became
a tragic first and foremost for the Ukrainian peasantry.

Research analysis. In domestic [1-6] and foreign
[7-13] historiography, not one generation of historians
disclosed various aspects of the “great break” in the
countryside, “Stalinist revolution from above”. In
particular, proper attention has been paid to conceptual
categorical provision, the reasons for the implementation
and consequences of the “great break” in the
countryside, and so on.

At the same time, the study of Soviet agrarian policy
in Ukraine in the late 1920s - early 1930s is promising in
the context of the scientific concept of the 1902-1933
peasant revolution. The application of such a model for
the reconstruction of the agrarian history of Ukraine of
the first third of the 20th century will reveal those aspects
that are still poorly understood. In our opinion, the first
issue concerns the subject of agrarian policy in Ukraine
in the late 1920s and early 1930s. We believe that the
repressive and punitive nature of the Soviet agrarian
policy in Ukraine in the late 1920s and early 1930s was
also determined by the fact that its object was a peasant-
ideoman of the period of the 1917 - 1921 Ukrainian
Revolution.

The author of the article aims to investigate the object
of the Soviet agrarian policy in Ukraine in the late
1920s - early 1930s.

The statement of the basic material. At the
beginning of the 20th century in the Ukrainian
countryside there were deep socio-cultural

* The article is written in accordance with the state budget
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transformations. On the forefront of history, a new active
subject, a peasant-ideoman, appeared. Dividing the
thoughts of R. Conquest, E. Gopher and other foreign
researchers [14], peasant-ideoman - a peasant, excited
by ideas. The ideological field of a peasant-ideoman is
the dominant “Idea of the Ground”. It was perceived and
understood as the “only hope”. Consequently, a new
peasant, a peasant of the era of revolution with radical
slogans, came out on the forefront of history.

Peasantry at the beginning of the twentieth century
was essentially different both from the urban proletariat
and from the peasantry of the preceding centuries, formed
under fundamentally new conditions of post-feudal
reality. The essential difference was, first of all, in the
absence of serfdom not only as a legal status. First of all,
it refers to the absence of serfdom as a way of being,
keeping a household, a style of thinking, and so on. It
was a generation brought up in the conditions of
agricultural capitalization, industrialization,
transformation of the community - all that is considered
to be the modernization of the second half of the
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries in the Russian
Empire.

Peasants perceived themselves as a separate
community of the then socio-cultural imperial space. The
unifying value was the “Idea of the Ground”, its division
into the fair principles, in their understanding. The events
of 1902 in the Poltava and Kharkiv guberniyas became
the beginning of the 1902 - 1933 peasant revolution in
Ukraine. The revolutionary activity of peasant-ideoman
detonated a proletarian revolution in 1905-1907. Peasant
revolutionism has become a catalyst for institutional
changes of the then Russian imperial model in 1917 [15].

The peasantry came into the 1917 — 1921 Ukrainian
revolution with considerable experience of the behavior
ofthe active subject of history. The Ukrainian revolution
was characterized by a distinct peasant character. The
dominant driving force of the Ukrainian Revolution was
the peasantry. No wonder practically all the political
forces and regimes that fought for power in Ukraine
during the Ukrainian Revolution, without exception,
considered the peasantry to be the basis of a set of models
of statehood they proposed. The peasantry during the
Ukrainian Revolution had its own “political program”,
offered its own version of the socio-economic and socio-
political model acceptable to it. In the center of such an
ideology of the peasantry, during the years of the
Ukrainian Revolution, there was a primordial desire for
“land and freedom”. These two concepts were closely
interconnected in the minds of the peasants and had a
sacred significance for them.

The peasants understood and perceived whole
complexity of socio-political relations, the relationship
with the power through the prism of agrarian-natural
being. The attitude of peasants during the period of the
Ukrainian Revolution to one or another power was not
stable and unambiguous. Even within one guberniya,
the political sentiments of the peasantry sometimes
differed diametrically opposite. As a rule, much depended
on the property homogeneity/ diversity of the population
of the district, the range of differences / similarities in
land tenure and land use of peasants, activity/ inactivity
of the authorities, military behavior, relations with the
landlords, etc.
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The peasantry during the years of the Ukrainian
Revolution demanded an “order” which would be set by
the “owner”. In our opinion, to a certain extent, the
wording “order, which will establish the owner” reflects
the peasant ideal of power. In its interpretation, we agree
with the position of colleagues that this ideal is
“democratic in the field and authoritarian, even despotic
in the center” [16, 163].

If the peasant ideal contrasted with the position of
one or another political regime, a peasant revolt unfolded.
One of the results of the peasant rebellion, the
manifestation of peasant revolutionism was the formation
of peasant republics [17]. The examples are Visunska
and Bashtanska, Kholodnoyarska, Chigirinska,
Gulyaipilska peasant republics etc. That is, the peasantry
during the years of the 1917-1921 Ukrainian Revolution
declared itself to be a self-sufficient, distinctive, active
subject of socio-political, legal, and socio-economic life
[18].

The cessation of large-scale hostilities during the
period of the Ukrainian Revolution in the early 1920’s
did not mean the cessation of the confrontation between
the city and the countryside, the proletariat and the
peasantry, the Soviet authorities, and peasant social and
political activity. Despite the decrease in peasant social
and political activity in the years of the new economic
policy, in comparison with the period of revolution, which
is natural and regular, in the 1920°s new forms appeared.
At that time, hundreds of armed formations that had a
diverse political orientation acted on the territory of
Ukraine. Peasant uprisings covered not only Ukraine but
also other territories of the former Russian Empire:
Tambov, Don, Kuban, Volga and Siberia. The peasants
demanded changes in agrarian policy, the abandonment
of the dictation of the RCP (b), the convening of
Constituent Assembly on the basis of universal equal
suffrage. Elimination of a broad peasant resistance to
the predatory food policy of the Bolshevik leadership
received from him the definition of “fighting political
gangsterism”, and the rebel formations, respectively, were
branded the status of bands [19].

The economic devastation and the famine of the early
1920s led to the fact that, despite all the efforts of the
authorities, the insurgent movement continued in 1921-
1926, and in the years to come. This was facilitated by
the fact that even those peasants who did not take active
part in it, favored the rebels. In fact, throughout the
territory of Ukraine there was a stable stratum of the
rural population, which continued to resist Bolshevism,
which was manifested in various armed protest v. [20,
144] Thus, only in June-August 1923 in Cherkassy volost
there were 3 insurgent detachments — Gryshchenko’s,
Lunyev’s, Zinko Strigun’s. In the first half of 1926 there
were about 25 peasant insurgent troops in the territory
of Ukraine [20, 145]. They directed their activities to
destroy the soviet state machine and disrupt the tax
campaign. Most of the rebels were former active ranks of
the parties of the Ukrainian Social-Revolutionists and
Social-Democrats [21].

The dissatisfaction of the peasants was also caused
by the pseudo-class attitude of the authorities to the
peasantry, which, by declaring that it protects the poorest
segments of the population, essentially often took under
its wing the real idlers: “We, the peasant-laborers, middle
peasants and poor people, were never bourgeois nor the
speculators, nor the drunkards, nor the pocket thieves,

nor the idlers-parasites, as the upper class, nor the lower
one, for which you are now arguing and the life-altering
state rebuilding which you now entrust. “...” We, the
peasants, the middle-laborers and the poor-working
people, are turning to you and ask you not to take a job
from us and to force the laity to work ...” [22].

In the late 1920s and early 1930s, the Ukrainian
peasant-ideoman of the period of the 1917-1921
revolution continued to resist the state: from the latent
to the open armed. The peasantry of Ukraine did not
tolerate the regular communization of the coutryside.
According to A. Graziosy, the second phase (1928-1933)
of the peasant war against the Bolsheviks continued
[23, 5]. In our opinion, this was a manifestation of the
peasant revolution. The peasant-Soviet confrontation
was large-scale and hard-headed. A. Besanson,
comparing it with the period of the revolution of 1917 -
1921, accurately noted: “... in its scope and danger to the
Bolshevik authorities, the peasant war was more massive
and popular than civil war” [24]. According to
V. Tilyshchak, the peasant revolt against the agrarian
policy of Soviet power in the Ukrainian countryside in
the late 1920s and early 1930s widened in a geometric
progression. In 1927 there were 173 of that-time
terminology “terrorist attacks”, in 11 months of 1928 -
351,1in 1929 - 1437, in 1930—4000 [25]. In some regions of
Ukraine peasant partisan detachments continued to
operate. The anti-Soviet peasant movement of resistance
in a particular scale gained resistance in Eastern Volhynia
and Podillya. As of the second half of March 1930,
peasant riots covered the territory of the 16 districts of
the border zone of the Ukrainian SSR. According to the
observations of B. Patrylyak, the insurgent peasants of
these territories managed to take control of some district
centers [26].

Thus, the peasant ideman of the period of the
Ukrainian Revolution in the late 1920s and early 1930s
remained an active subject of the peasant revolution.
The latter, having undergone changes in the forms ofits
expression, continued, in the definite period into the final
stage of development.

An essential component that allows a thorough
understanding of the content of the Soviet agrarian
policy in Ukraine in the late 1920s and early 1930s, the
object of its direction, is how the Bolsheviks understood
the peasantry, the place and role of the latter in the Soviet
model of statehood. The attitude of the Bolsheviks
towards the peasantry, in general, and the Ukrainian one,
was shaped by the influence of the socio-economic and
socio-political practices of the tsarist second half of the
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the basic
principles of Marxism. At that time, the Russian imperial
establishment established ungrounded, in our opinion,
an understanding of the peasantry as an inert, pro-
monarchically conscious, conservative thinking social
stratum that cannot be self-sufficient, active subject of
the historical process in the broadest sense of the word.
It is obvious that the understanding of the peasantry as
a defective participant in socio-political and socio-
economic life was conditioned by the government’s
protectionist policy regarding it in the second half of the
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.

In fact, the Bolsheviks did not differ much from the
tsarist government in their understanding of the
peasantry. They also, for their doctrinal principles, used
the idea of peasant inferiority, taking it on arsenal [27,
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362-366; 28, 235, 313, 325-326]. Iftsarist officials were
captive of pro-monarchical illusions, and therefore were
not prepared to respond adequately to the
subjectivization of the peasantry of the empire, then the
Bolsheviks were captured by class-revolutionary utopias.
They developed the concept of peasantry as an ally of
the proletariat in the struggle for a bright future. However,
the proletariat proclaimed the hegemon, which
supposedly had nothing to lose except its own chains
[29]. Such an approach can not be considered justified.

The peasant, in accordance with Marxist
interpretation, was regarded as a subject with “dual
psychology”. V. Lenin wrote: “A peasant is a laborer,
because he then extracts his bread with his blood, he is
exploited by the landowners, capitalists, merchants. A
peasant is a speculator, because he sells bread, an object
of necessity, an item that, when it is absent, is worth to
pay all the property. Hunger is not the aunt; for the bread
they give and a thousand rubles, and as much as they
want, even if all the property” [30], and not the proletariat
- the bearer of power and statehood.

“Culturally, politically”, the peasantry, in the opinion
of the Bolshevik leaders, was different from the
proletariat, more backward, more archaic. At the path to
a bright future, modeled by Marxist-Leninist, it needed a
leader in the face of the Bolshevik Party and the
proletariat as an ally on the road to communism. In this
regard, V. Lenin clearly stated: “We need - in accordance
with our worldview, our revolutionary experience for
decades, the lessons of our revolution - to ask the
question directly: the interests of these two classes are
excellent, the small tiller does not want what the worker
wants. We know that only a deal with the peasantry can
save the socialist revolution in Russia until the revolution
in other countries has come” [31].

The dialogue of the Bolsheviks / Soviet government
with the peasantry was based on the principles of
“military communism”, “communist assault,” and
“socialist front in the countryside”. The peasantry of
Ukraine did not tolerate the policy of “war communism”.
It corresponded to the reciprocity of such an attitude on
the part of Soviet power - the peasant anti-Soviet
resistance movement. Thus, during the first two decades
of July 1919, Ukraine registered 207 armed peasant protest
against Soviet power. 111 of them took place in Kyiv
region, 37 in Poltava, 20 in Volyn, 14 in Kherson region,
12 in Chernihiv region and Podillya [32].

Ukrainian countryside and peasantry was a source
of food, human resources in building communism, and
so on for the Bolsheviks / Soviet power in the first third
of the twentieth century. Hence, as the tool for the
consolidation and later strengthening of Soviet power,
for the achievement of a bright communist goal. Only in
this sense was it important to them. In itself, the peasantry
doctrinaitically did not fit into the concept of the Soviet
model of the state. In particular, in his speech on February
12, 1929, J. Stalin highly appreciated the state that was
inherited from V. Lenin. He stated that “never in the
history of peoples so large and powerful in its power, in
its scope of the state as a proletarian dictatorship”. The
prospect of the development of such a state, the secretary
general described the disappearance of the state under
communism in the original way in its interpretation: “... a
completely unprecedented increase in the functions of
the state in the face of the grassroots proletariat”. In
another speech, the party leader was even more frank:
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“The extinction of the state in our country is preceded
by a period of higher development of state power (the
dictatorship of the proletariat), which is the most powerful
and most powerful power of all existing state authorities
that existed till now”. J. Stalin argued that only a strong
state - the personification of the “grassroots proletariat”
- could finally bring about the construction of communism
[33]. As the above analysis and the content of other
speeches and papers of the secretary general testify, the
peasantry was not recognized as the basis of the
proletarian dictatorship.

Such an approach in relations between the
authorities and the peasantry could not but be
conflictual, considering at least that the peasantry was
numerically dominant in the structure of Ukrainian
society. It is well-known that 82% of the Ukrainian
population of the time was peasantry. Only in the Dnieper
Ukraine, with 30 million total population, 25 million were
peasants.

In view of the categorical rejection by the Soviet
authorities of the peasant-ideoman of the period of the
Ukrainian Revolution, he became the main object of the
agrarian policy of Soviet power in Ukraine in the late
1920s - early 1930s. In parallel the Soviet leaders took
measures to form a new entity, a peasant collective-farmer
/ state-farmer. In this regard, the agrarian policy of Soviet
power in the Ukrainian countryside in the late 1920s -
early 1930s was by its very nature the next stage in the
socio-economic, socio-political, cultural, communist
assault of the countryside with its radical, repressive
and punitive peculiarities methods of realization, the
“socialist front”. Its point was directed against the
Ukrainian peasant-ideoman of the period of the Ukrainian
Revolution and the achievements that the peasantry
received during the peasant revolution. In fact, 1929-
1933 became the final chord of the peasant revolution.

Under the influence of the Soviet agrarian policy in
the Ukrainian SSR, the USSR in the countryside formed
anew subject of the Ukrainian collective farm and state
farm countryside, which, with state support, confidently
displaces the peasant-ideoman of period of the Ukrainian
Revolution. Socialism, according to Soviet leaders, was
supposed to form another, the highest form of human.
Starting from 1923-1924, in the USSR, the Ukrainian SSR
there was the formation of a purposeful strategy,
subordinated to the through idea - the education of a
new human. A peculiar result of the search for ways of
forming “superhuman” was the First All-Union Congress
on the Study of Human Behavior (1930). Its participants
proclaimed that a new socialist society needs new people;
the creation of a new human from the old human material
was declared impossible; the socialist reconstruction of
human became a priority task of the Soviet science [1,
335].

The new active subject of the agrarian history of
Soviet Ukraine is the collective farm — state farm peasant
[34; 35]. Compared to the previous type, it was essentially
another peasant-ideoman, formed in the new Soviet
ideological and intellectual field. “The idea of the Ground”
was perceived in a qualitatively different way, his
consciousness reflected other priorities. First of all, it
was devotion to the goals of the party, identification
with the new proletarian public, the oblivion of their past
[1, 332]. The Soviet Marxists regarded the peasants as
raw material for the creation of a new mechanism. If
V. Lenin was difficult to determine the final place of the
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peasants in the dictatorship of the proletariat, then Stalin
stepped forward considerably. He emphatically
emphasized that the creation of “true peasants” is
possible by bringing the latter to the party. Compulsion
was considered a permissible means of re-education of
the peasantry, the creation of a “new rural human”, “a
new psychology of labor peasantry” [1, 357].

The city has defeated the village, the Bolsheviks -
peasants. Elements of commodity-money relations were
destroyed in the countryside, an administrative-
command system of management of the collective-farm
and state-farm peasantry was introduced. The policy of
dekulakization was the policy of actual destruction of
the peasant-owner, peasant-ideoman of the period of the
Ukrainian Revolution. The establishment of total state
control over the peasantry led to its transformation into
a subject completely dependent on the state. In this
context, attention is drawn to the transformation of the
legal status of the Ukrainian peasantry in the early 1930°s.
It is not an exaggeration to assert that in its content de
facto and de jure the Resolution of the RNK of the
Ukrainian SSR and the CC CP (b) U from April 9, 1933
“Temporary rules of order in collective farms” greatly
limited the rights of peasants. In particular, one of the
natural human rights - the right to mobility. Peasants
were forbidden to leave villages. In addition, the state
refused to issue passports to them. Taking into account
these and other facts, we share the well-founded position
of Ukrainian scientists (in particular, V. Marochko) who
identify this legal status of the Ukrainian collective farm
peasantry with serfdom.

Planting of the collective and state farms system,
the formation of the collective farm and state ownership
of land, the state policy of grain procurement, fiscal
policy, the Holodomor of 1932-1933 - tools for
implementing the “great break” in the countryside,
suppression of the peasant revolution, the destruction
ofthe peasant ideman during the period of the Ukrainian
Revolution and the main the object of the Soviet agrarian
policyin the late 1920’s - early 1930’s.

The conclusions. So, in fact, the agrarian policy of
Soviet power in the Ukrainian countryside in the late
1920s - early 1930s was aggressive, “military-communist”
in nature. It was not compliant with the peasantry. Its
overarching goal was not to objectively improve the
socio-economic position of the peasantry, its legal status,
but to achieve its own political objectives, which varied,
depending on historical circumstances. In the late 1920s
and early 1930s Soviet totalitarianism, applying taxes,
grain procurement, and the Holodomor of 1932-1933,
forming a new type of Soviet peasant, was a peasant
counter-revolution. Its purpose was clear and
understandable - not only the physical but also the
spiritual and cultural destruction of the peasant-ideoman
of the period of the Ukrainian Revolution.
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C.B. KopHoBeHKoO

CENAHWH-AEOMAH NEPIOAY YKPAIHCbKOI
PEBOJMIOLIT (1917 — 1921 PP.) AK OB’EKT
PAOAHCBLKOI ATPAPHOI MONITUKN B YKPAIHI
KIHLIA 1920-X — MOYATKY 1930-X PP.

Ilocmanoexa npoonemu. Kineyv 1920-x — nouamok
1930-x pp. 6 aepapHuiii icmopii Ykpainu € ocobaugo
mpaciunum. Tpaeiunoio nepedycim 0151 YKpaincbkozo
CeNSIHCMBA CMAna peanizayis paosiHCbKoi azpapHoi noaimuxu
AK CIPYKMYPHO20 KOMNOHEHMA «8eIUKo20 nepenomy». ¥
gimuu3HaAniu i 3apy6iocniu icmopioepadii He 00HUM
NOKONIHHAM ICMOPUKIE PO3KPUMO DI3HI ACNEKMU «8EUKO20
nepenomy» Ha celti, « CmaniHCbKoi pesotoyii 320puy. 30kpema,
NPUOINEHO HANENHCHY Y8a2y NOHAMMEEO-KAME20PiaAIbHOMY
3abe3neuenHnio, npuvuHam, peanizayii ma Hacriokam
«BENUKO20 NePeNoMY» Ha celli moujo.

Boonouac nepcnekmusHum 3a1UUAEMbCA 8UBYEHHA
paosaucvkoi aepaproi noaimuku 6 Ykpaini Hanpukinyi
1920-x — nouamky 1930-x pp. y konmexkcmi HayKogoi
Konyenyii censincorkoi pegontoyii 1902 — 1933 pp.
3acmocysannus maxkoi mooeni pekoHcmpyKkyii aepaproi
icmopii Ykpainu nepwoi mpemunu XX cm. 0o38onumo
po3kpumu mi acnekmu, wo oomenep 3aAAUMAIOMBCA
manos’acosanumu. [Jo maxux, Ha Hauly OYMKY, Hacamnepeo
Haexdcums numanHsa 06 ‘ekmy azpapHoi norimuxu 8 Yxpaiuni
nanpuxinyi 1920-x — novamxy 1930-x pp. Beascacmo, wo
PenpecusHo-KaApaibHull Xapakmep paodsaHcbKkol azpapHoi
noximuku 6 Ykpaini nanpuxinyi 1920-x — nouamxy
1930-x pp. susznauascs maxoxc mum, wo ii 06 ’exkmom 0y8
censiHun-i0eoman nepiody Ykpaincokoi pegomoyii 1917 —
1921 pp.

Aemop cmammi cmasums 3a Memy 0ociioumu 00 ’ekm
paosaucvkoi aepaproi noaimuku 6 Ykpaini Hanpuxinyi
1920-x — noyamxy 1930-x pp.

OcHogHi pe3yrbmamu 00CHIONCEHHA. 36adcaiouu Ha
KamezopuuHe HeCNpUIHAMMA paAOAHCHKOIO 814000 CENAHUHA-
ioeomana nepiody Vkpaincoxoi peeontoyii, 6in i cmae
OCHOBHUM 00 EKMOM acpapHoi NOJMUKU PAOSAHCLKOT 81A0U
6 Yrpaini nanpukinyi 1920-x — nouamky 1930-x pp.
IlapanenvHo paoAHCLKUM KePIiGHUYMBOM pPeani308y8anucs
3ax00U 3 PopmMysanHs HOB020 cyO’'ekma — celAHUHA-
KOJI20CNHUKA/padeocninuka. 3 oensdy ma ye, azpapua
noNIMuKa padsiHCbKoi 61a0uU 8 YKpaiHCbKOMY celli Hanpukinyi
1920-x — na nouamxy 1930-x pp. 3a ceocio cymuicmio 6yna
yepeosuM emanom CoYianbHO-eKOHOMIYHO20, CYCNINbHO-
NOMIMUYUHO20, KYIbMYPHO20 KOMYHICIUYHO20 WMYPMY cend
30 enacmueumMu UoMy PpaouKaibHUMU, penpecusHo-
KapaibHuMu Memooamu peanizayii, «coyiaricmudnum
dponmomy. Ii icmpsi cnpamo8ysanocs npomu YKpaiHcbKo2o
cesiHuHa-ioeomana nepiody Ykpaincvkoi pegsontoyii i mux
3000ymMKi8, WO OMPUMANO CENAHCNEO Ni0 4aC CENAHCLKOT
peesontoyii. Dakmuuno 1929-1933 pp. cmanu Qinarvrum
aKoOpOOM CelSIHCObKOL pesotoyil.

I1io ennusom paosancvkoi acpapnoi nonimuku ¢ YCPP,
CPCP na ceni gpopmyemovcs HOGULL cyO ' €km — CeNsiHUN
YKPAiHCbK020 KON2OCNHO-PA020CNHO20 cend, AKUll 3d
0epacagHoi niOMpUMKU 6NE6HEHO SUMICHAE CelAHUHA-
ioeomana nepiody Ykpaincokoi'pesonoyii. Hoeum axmuerum
cy6’ekmom aepaprnoi icmopii Paosancvroi Ykpainu cmae
KoneocnHo-padzocnuuii cenanut. Ilopienano 3 nonepeouim
munom, ye 6y AKICHO iHWUL CeNAHUH-I0eoMaH, ChopMo8aHuil
V HOBOMY PAOSHCOKOMY I0€UHO-IHMENeKMYanbHOMY noi. «loes
3emniy yceioomMai08anacs HUM SIKICHO NO-IHWOMY, 1020
cgidomicme 8idobpaxcana inwi npiopumemu. Hacamnepeo
ye i00aHicmo Yinam napmii, OMmomod;icHenHs cebe 3 HOB0I0
npoemap coKoio 2poMadcyKicmio, 3a6ymms c6020 MUHYNO020.

Bucnoexu. Hacaooicenns koneocnno-paoeocnuoi
cucmemu, CIMAHOBIEHHA KOJ20CNHO-PA020CNHOI 61ACHOCMI
Ha 3eMJ10, 0epacasHa noaimuKa xaioozazomisens, Qickanvha
nonimuka, Torooomop 1932—1933 pp. — incmpymenmu
peanizayii «8eauxKo2o nepeiomy» Ha celi, NpuOyuleHHs
CeNSIHCLKOI Pe6oNoyil, HUWeH s CEeNAHUNA-I0eoMAana nepiody
VYkpaincoroi pesonioyii ma ocnoenoco 06 ’ekma paoaHcokoi
aepapnoi norimuxu Hanpukinyi 1920-x — Ha nouamxy
1930-x pp.

Knrwuoei cnosa: cenanun-ioeoman, Ykpaincvka
peesontoyia, padancvka azpapHa noaimuka, paoaHcbKull
momanimapusm.
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0. O. KomapoBa

acnipanmia kageopu apxieo3Hascmea, CReyiaIbHUX iCMopUYHUX
ma npagosnasuux oucyuniin Kam sneyv-Iloodinbcokoeo
HayionanbHo2o yHigepcumemy imeni Ieana Ocicnka

AIANBbHICTb NNATOHA AOMAHULIbKOIro
LLOoA0 NOAONAHHA ®IHAHCOBOI KPU3N B
OLWAAHO-NMO3NYKOBOMY TOBAPUCTBI
C. KOnoaucToro (1908-1910): CrIPOBA
MIKPOAHANI3Y

Y ecmammi 0ocnidsceno dianvuicme Kon00AHUHA
IInamona [lomanuybroeo, akuil Ha NOYAMKY KOONEPAMueHol
Kap 'epu 8UKOHY8a8 poib do2nsdaya Konoosaucvkoeo ouwaoHo-
NO3UYKOB020 MOBAPUCIEA 3 KOONEPAMUBHOI KPAMHUYEID
Ha bananci opeaHizayii.

Bucseimnieno cman eueyenHs memu 8 YKPAiHCbKIl
icmopioepaghii, cmynine it dxcepenvhoco 3abesneuenns. Ha
OCHOBI enicmoaApHUx oixcepen 3’ACO8AHO YMOBU Md
ocobausocmi Oisnvrnocmi Konoosncbkoi koonepamusHoi
opeanizayii 6npo0osic siocymnocmi Bacuns JJomanuybroeo,
AKull nepebyeag Ha GUMYUIEHOMY NIKYBAHHI cnepuiy 6
3akonanomy (llonvwa), nesdoessi y Apkawoni (Ppanyis).
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