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nepeoyinéamu ix niue Ha CoYianrbHO-eKOHOMIUHY chepy
00HOOCIOHO020 CENHCHbKO20 20CNOOAPIOBANHS OOKOI20CHHO20
nepiody, Ha CYmMHICMb 20CNOOAPCHLKO20 MEXAHI3MY, YMO8U
11020 nogcakoennoz2o Qyukyionysauns. Tomy, 3eepmarouucs
00 pi3HOOIYHOT disibHOCMI KpedumHoi koonepayii, wo oisna
20108He 68 ASPAPHOMY CEKMOPI HAPOOHO20 20Cnodapcmaa,
HeoOXIOHO TPYHMOBHO NpoCcmedcumu i 6UMoKuU, 36axcaoyu

Ha me, Wo 3HAYHOIO MIPOIO 3ACHYBAHHA POPMATLHO HOB0T

PAOSHCHKOT 6UPOOHUUO-KP eOUMHOT KOONepamueHoi cucmemu

Ha ceniy 1921 p. no cymi 6yno 6i0H081eHHAM 00PesOIOYIUHOT

KpeoumHoi ciibCbK020Cno0apcvkoi koonepayii.
Mema: 3’scysamu 3aKOHOMIpHOCMI ma 0coOIUBOCMI

PO3BUMKY VKPAIHCLKOI CillbCbK020Cn00apcbkoi Koonepayii

npomsazom nepuiux 060x decamunime XX cm.

OcHogHi pe3yrvmamu 00cnioxncennna. Y cmammi
PO3KpUMO 3AKOHOMIpHOCIMI MA 0COOAUBOCMI PO3BUMKY
VKPAIHCHKOI CIbCbK020Cn00apcbKoi kKoonepayii npomseom
nepwux 06ox decamuaime XX cm. Iloxazano exnao
BIMYUSHAHUX MEOPeMmUKi6 i NPAKMUKiI8 KOonepayii, a makoxc
poab Bceeykpaincokux 3°'i30i6 koonepayii i Tumuacosoeo
YEHMPANbHO20 YKPAIHCbKO20 KOONepamuHo2o KoMimemy.
3’scosano enaug pesonoyitinux noditi 1905 — 1907 pp. ma
1917 — 1921 pp., a makooic [lepwoi céimoesoi 6iinu Ha
OUHAMIKY Ul HANPAMKU KOONEPAMUBHO20 PYX).

Bucnoexu. Icmopis cinbcorkococnooapcvkoi koonepayii

6 Ykpaini bepe ceiti nouamox y 1850-x — 1860-x pp. Ilepwi
KpeoumHo-Koonepamueni opeanizayii na ceni manu
3AMONCHUYbKE 3A0ap6NeH s, IXHbOIO XAPAKMEPHOIO PUCOIO
06y6 6UCOKUL pi6eHb NAOBUX 6HECKI8, GURIAMUMU AKI,
He36aXCaryll Ha MOXCIUGICMb PO3CMPOUKU, OYI0 Oyixce
00mANCIUBO 0N PAO0BO20 CENAHCLKO20 20CNO0aAPCMEd.
Heoma nomyxcHuMu nowmosexamu 00 pO3GUMKY
Koonepamuenozo pyxy 6 Ykpaiuni cmano napocmanus 00cazie
yykposapinua y 1870 x — 1880 x pp. ma pesontoyis 1905 —
1907 pp. Hapcokuil ypso Hao0asas 8eauKo20 3HaA4eHHs Ui
00K1A0A6 3HAYHUX 3YCUNL OISl Op2aHizayii HAdiliH020
KOHMPONIO 3a KOONEpamusHUMU 00 €OHAHHAMU CeNAHCMEA.
B 1904 p. 6yno cmeopeno Ynpaeninns y cnpasax opionoco

Kpeoumy, mema OisiIbHOCMI AKO20 NONAANA 8 NONIMU3ayii

Koonepamuenozo pyxy. Ha oymky pociiicbkozo ypsoy,
Mepeosrca Koonepamueié Ha YKpaiHCobKux 3emMasax 0008 A3K060
Habyna 6 «He auwe coyianicmuynol, aie i Ma3enuHcbKoi»
cnpamosanocmi. Bcynepeu mnaszeanum mpyonowam,
npomsicom 1907 — 1912 pp. vy Kuecsa ma Kamepunocnasi
posnouanu pob6omy 08a peioHaNbHI YeHMpu KpeoumHoi
cintbebkoeocnooapcvkoi koonepayii. Hessaocarouu na eci
eKOHOMIYHI mpyoHowyi e6iticbkogoi nopu, 300i y
yHKyionyeanni 2pout06o2o 00iey, Hap OCManHs IHPAAYIUHUX
npoyecie, npomszom 1916 — 1917 pp. 6 Ykpaini pozeopuyiu
pobomy exce 6ausvko 40 MiyHux cniiok Kpeoumuux
CibCbKO20CNO0OAP CoKUX MOBAPUCIE.

Jlo2iuHUM HACMIOKOM OpeaHi3ayiUHO-eKOHOMIYHOT

po30yoosu ykpaincokoi koonepayii cmano nposedeHus 6
xkeimnui 1917 p. nepuioeo Beeykpaincbkozo 3'i30y koonepayii,
Ha AKOMY 6yn0 ymeopeHo cneyianvhuti opean — Tumuacosuil
YeHmpanbHull YKpaincbkuill KOOnepamueHuil Komimem, Ha
AKU NOKIAOAN0Chb 3a80aHHA
302an1bHOYKPAIHCLKO20 KOONEPAMUHO20 YeHmpy. 3pewmorio,
meopemuxu i NpaKmuKu Koonepayii 8ioiepaiu NOMimmy poib
He auute 8 po36y006i HAYIOHANbHOI eKOHOMIKU, ane U Y
npoyecax 0epiHcasomeopeHHs.

Kniwowuogi cnosa: cinvcokoeocnooapcvka Koonepayis,
KOOnepamusHuil pyx, CeisHcmeo, kpeoum, Qinaucu,
pesonioyis, Beeykpaincokuil 3°i30 koonepayii, Tumuacosuii
YEeHMPANbHUL YKPATHCOKULL KOONEpamuHull Komimen.
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THEAGRICULTURAL ISSUE ON THE FIRST ALL-
RUSSIAN CONGRESS OF PEASANT DEPUTIES’

The article reveals the peculiarities of the activity of the
First All-Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies. The authors
elucidate the circumstances of the development of an agrarian
resolution, which was signed on May 25, 1917. The issues
discussed by the delegates at the congress were researched.
The main provisions of the resolution and its importance for
the development of agricultural legislation by the Provisional
Government are outlined. The influence of the activity of the
First All-Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies on the
agrarian policy of the Provisional Government was
investigated.

Key words: agrarian issue, Provisional government,
peasant deputies, All-Russian congress.

The statement of the issue. Socio-economic, socio-
political changes in modern Ukraine apply to all spheres
of society’s life. One of the most urgent challenges is
agrarian issue. Ukraine never needs to reform the agrarian
legislation. The research of historical experience, in
particular the activities of the First All-Russian Congress
of Peasant Deputies for solving the agrarian issue, will,
if not avoided, at least attenuate the possible negative
consequences during the implementation of the morern
agricultural policy in Ukraine.

Research analysis. The newest historiography from
the theme we have raised is presented by the workings
of S. Safonov [17], L. Litoshenko [30], V. Romanovsky
[39], and others. At the same time, the substantive study
needs to be influenced by the activities of the First All-
Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies for the resolution
ofthe agrarian issue by the Provisional Government.

The authors of the article aim at investigating the
influence of the First All-Russian Congress of Peasant
Deputies on the resolution of the agrarian issue by the
Provisional Government.

The statement of the basic material. During the First
Coalition of the Provisional Government, the First All-
Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies took place. Its
convocation was initiated by the All-Russian Peasant
Union and the All-Russian Co-operative Congress. The
Provisional Government did not protest because it hoped
to find support from delegates to the congress [10]. And
the First All-Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies took
place in Petrograd from May 4 to 28, 1917. It was attended
by 1353 delegates, of whom 672 were representatives of
the peasants of 70 guberniyas and regions [11, 19]. The
chairman of the congress was elected M. Avsentiev [12,
68;13].

* The article is written in accordance with the state budget
theme “Ukrainian Revolution (1917-1921 gg.): The peasant
factor” (state registration number 0118U003864)
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Several issues were raised on the agenda: attitude
to the war: the issue of defense and struggle for peace;
revolutionary democracy and ruling government;
preparation for the Constituent Assembly; national issue
in Russia; land issue and issues of peasant life; issues
of working life; the issue of soldier’s life; organization of
production, transport, etc.; food issues; financial policy;
local self-government; organizational issues and
elections. One of the first issues discussed by the
delegates to the congress was the issue of attitude to
the Provisional Government. It was noted that the
congress, on the one hand, sees in the creation of the
Provisional Government the strengthening of labor
democracy of cities and villages, and on the other - it is
a step forward to combat the growing threat of All-
Russian devastation [14, 324]. The SRs hoped that the
congress would give consent to the introduction of
“ministerial-socialists” to the Provisional Government
[15,69].

Of all the issues that the All-Russian Congress of
Peasant Deputies had to consider, the land issue was
given 10 days of discussion during May 16-25, 1917 [15,
69]. The main idea that was heard at the congress is the
need to keep the peasants from land self-capture, to
preserve the great land tenure untouched before the
convening of the Constituent Assembly and the creation
of a “strong power” on the ground [16, 20].
M. Oganovsky and O. Peshekhonov explained that the
councils, land committees and other peasant
organizations should not act as a means of combating
landowners, but as a means of protecting the land from
self-captures to the Constituent Assembly [16, 20].
M. Oganovsky advocated the idea that the peasantry
understands the need to solve the agrarian issue. This is
evidenced by the fact of the All-Russian Congress of
Peasant Deputies. In his opinion, a new political model
of power has been formed: in the center of which there is
a “dome of power” that has its own representation on
the ground [5, 18]. In the future, it would be necessary to
develop peasant organizations simultaneously, since the
land committees cannot keep the peasants from speeches
and hobbies and find out the agrarian situation on the
ground [5, 18]. Only such an association would be able
to find the right solution to the agrarian issue, to keep
the land fund intact until the Constituent Assembly and
at the Constituent Assembly to adopt a “single basic
land law” [5, 19].

The Minister of Agriculture V. Chernov made a
statement that neither the congress nor the Provisional
Government have the right to issue laws on the abolition
of large private ownership of land, only the Constituent
Assembly may do so, and the local governments and
land committees should prepare the laws. Peasant land
self-capture is unacceptable [17]. The specialist spoke
about the significance of the population census. It have
been a prerequisite for clarifying the agricultural situation
on the ground. In the past, the peasants were afraid of
the census. One of the tasks of the government is to
explain to the peasants the significance of the census
and the need for it to solve the agrarian issue [18, 15].
The Minister of Agriculture urged delegates to the
congress that the land should be used by the peasants
who work on it. Local self-government bodies would be
responsible for this. One of the conditions for the
regulation of agrarian relations, according to Chernov,
was the definition of labor standards specially for each

region. The report sharply condemned the fact that most
ofthe lands were owned by the landlords [19, 43-75].

The Minister of Agriculture of the Provisional
Government V. Chernov supported the position of close
cooperation between the Ministry of Agriculture of the
Provisional Government and the First All-Russian
Congress of Peasant Deputies, was a supporter of the
creation of new orders in the countryside and contributed
to the drafting of relevant bills. This caused
dissatisfaction of the landlords. The Union of
Landowners named all the views and bills of the Minister
of Agriculture V. Chernov “Chernovsky redistribution”
or “black redistribution” [39, 458]. Peasants, as
V. Buldakov wrote, on the contrary, sought to “black
redistribution” [40, 176]. The Provisional Government
received constant complaints from landlords on peasants’
riots. They demanded that the government take effective
action to settle the situation, sending it to the capital of
the delegation [39, 458]. This caused dissatisfaction with
the Cadets in the coalition. The most active opponent of
V. Chernov was G. Lvov [39, 458]. In the future, G. Lvov
did not support V. Chernov’s policy and none proposed
by him the bill, in addition to the abolition of the Stolypin
laws [39, 480].

On June 15, 1917 V. Chernov at the meeting of the
Executive Committee of the Council of Peasants’ Deputies
called on the Executive Committee to participate in the
work on the drafting of bills for agrarian reform, which
was engaged in the Main Land Committee. V. Chernov
believed that without preparatory work, the Constituent
Assembly would turn into a nationwide rally [41, 131; 42,
2]. To avoid this, a “General Plan of Activities of Local
Land Committees for Land Reform Preparation” was
developed and published [43]. Its positions were as
follows. Before the convening of the Constituent
Assembly, the land committees should work on
developing an agrarian bill [44; 45]. When discussing
this important issue, land committees need to take into
account the specifics of each region and not forget about
the need for compliance with the state plan. The local
land committees must conduct and calculate the features
of future agrarian reform at the local level [45]. In general
terms, a list of the problematic issues that the land
committees had to work on, and develop projects for
their solution. These issues were as follows: Is it
necessary to conduct alienation of land; what kind of
land should be abandoned; in which order to conduct
the alienation procedure; how to deal with land of cultural
value; establishment of labor and consumer norms; how
to deal with people who are not engaged in agriculture,
or whether they should be given land; Providing peasants
with land through individual or community use, etc. [46].
Upon completion of the drafting of the projects, the land
committees needed to start developing agrarian reform
calculations. Having developed the ways and methods
of carrying out the agrarian reform, the land committees
were obliged to display all this in figures: the
establishment of terms, costs, population of the
population in need of land, etc. [45].

S. Maslov, speaking at the First All-Russian Congress
of Peasant Deputies, expressed the opinion that it would
be impossible to leave the existing land orders without
changes to the convening of the Constituent Assembly,
a number of measures should be taken. First of all, it is
necessary to suspend the validity of the Stolypin laws,
in particular the removal of land from commodity
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circulation, its gift, and laying [20, 96]. The delegate was
not a supporter of peasant performances. He noted that
there were peasant demonstrations and pogroms
throughout the country. These are the territories where
the peasantry is unorganized. The organized peasantry
behaves the opposite, it expresses the desire to move
the land to the working peasantry and tries legitimately
torealize its desire in life [21, 3]. S. Maslov categorically
condemned the unauthorized seizure of land by the
peasants, called for a legal solution to the challenge [22,
1-2]. The land must pass into the hands of the peasantry
in a lawful way. “Forms of the transition of land to the
hands of the labor peasantry should be developed at
special peasant congresses and finally approved by the
Constituent Assembly” [21, 3]. In his opinion, to review
and lease prices was needed, because they were too
high for the peasantry. In the case of misunderstandings,
special commissions should be established on the
ground, as in the case of reconciliation cameras [21, 3].
The report of S. Maslov caused many questions.
Recently, the delegates ofthe congress met the speaker’s
answer to the question of how to act in case if the
landlord would not express a desire to lease the land or
give it at too high rents. He replied that in this case the
local land committee should “enter into negotiations with
the landowner” [20, 97]. S. Maslov explained that the
land committee would call the landowner and offer him
the conditions for reconciliation, but if the situation is
not settled, the case is transferred to the Main Land
Committee [20, 97]. On May 21, 1917, the Izvestia of the
All-Russian Council of Peasants’ Deputies reported that
at the congress the majority of delegates expressed no
confidence to S. Maslov [16, 21].

The work of the Congress was held in difficult
circumstances. Representatives from the peasants could
not understand why the congress would not develop
those provisions that would allow the transfer of land to
the peasantry immediately. Solutions were difficult to
come up with, as the delegates had differences in their
views [23, 115]. The work was complicated by V. Lenin’s
report from the May 22, 1917 [15, 69]. The views of
V. Lenin, who represents the Bolsheviks, on the decision
of the agrarian issue have not changed. All the land
should belong to the labor peasantry. The land of the
landlords must go to the peasants. According to V. Lenin,
the only question that has arisen is whether the peasants
should immediately take the whole land to their own
hands, without waiting for the convening of the
Constituent Assembly, yet still it is necessary to wait for
their convocation and the elaborated legal provisions
[24, 166; 25, 204]. V. Lenin, on behalf of the Bolshevik
Party, called on the peasants not to wait for the
Constituent Assembly to be convened and to “take the
whole land”, but without allowing pogroms and damage
to property” [26, 39]. According to his views, as long as
there is a private ownership of the means of production,
the exploitation of poor peasants and hired workers will
take place [27, 19]. The First All-Russian Congress of
Peasant Deputies, like the Provisional Government,
deliberately delay the convening of the Constituent
Assembly, thus protecting the interests of the landlords
[26,39]. The Constituent Assembly will finally issue laws
on the agrarian issue, but the peasants themselves must
be disposed of locally and start doing it immediately [26,
40]. V. Lenin expressed his misunderstanding why the
peasant majority should adapt to one landowner and
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seek peaceful arrangements with him, instead of acting
immediately[28, 38].

Speech by V. Lenin did not add unity of opinions to
delegates of the congress. According to the rules of the
congress, after the speech of V. Lenin, the delegates had
to approve the resolution on the agrarian issue. However,
SRs doubted its successful signing and delayed the
meeting for another two days. Also, at the congress, a
letter by G. Plehanov was read, in which he urged the
peasants not to touch landlords’ land. He supported the
idea of moving the land for a ransom. In defense of this,
G. Plekhanov put forward the following argument: ifhe
took away the land without a ransom from the landowner,
he would become a beggar, and thus the authorities would
promote the spread of begging [15, 70]. This appeal did
not significantly affect the change in the views of
delegates, and therefore they continued to call for the
immediate transfer of all lands to the peasantry. The
Socialist-Revolutionaries were forced to add to the draft
resolution the provision on the immediate transfer of
land to subordinate land committees. According to the
Socialist-Revolutionary, this transfer should be carried
out by the Provisional Government by issuing pre-
requisite bills [15, 70].

S. Maslov noted the divergence of views among
delegates of the congress. He emphasized that after the
speech of V. Lenin, the controversies that had been before
intensified, and the possibility of reaching an agreement
became scarce. Most delegates supported the idea that
all land should be transferred in public use, but the views
on how to achieve this goal varied. Some argued that it
was necessary to immediately abolish private ownership
of land, remove it from the landlords and give it to the
peasants, and the Provisional Government to legitimately
reinforce these actions. Other delegates insisted that the
Provisional Government does not have such powers and
that it is necessary to wait for the convening of the
Constituent Assembly [29, 1].

On May 25, 1917, the First All-Russian Congress of
Peasant Deputies adopted the “Regulation on the
Agrarian Issue” [31, 2]. The document stated that all
land was transferred to a nationwide use without
redemption [32, 1]. Peasants can dispose of land
themselves. To do this, they must unite in peasant
organizations. The Provisional Government should
contribute to such a will of the people [31, 2-3]. Further,
the resolution contained provisions on addressing the
agrarian issue in the country. Individual interests should
be object of

state regulation, and all land should be turned over
to land committees [31, 3]. This was the position that the
Social Revolutionaries added to the resolution after the
speech of V. Lenin on May 22, 1917 at the congress.
Important for the peasants was the point about the right
to manage the prisoners of war [31, 3], since after the
mobilization of the male population for the war, agriculture
was in dire need of the working population. All
agricultural property was transferred to the use of
peasants. “Collecting of grain, hay, catching fish, storing
bread, harvesting the forest” passed under the control
of land committees [31, 3].

Large powers were given to local land committees.
They had the right to set and regulate rental rates; resolve
disputes concerning lease relations; had the right to
resolve the agrarian issue on the ground prior to the
convening of the Constituent Assembly; to observe the
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prohibition of sale and purchase of land, its transfer,
inheritance, mortgaging, sale, etc., up to the convocation
of the Constituent Assembly [31, 4]. Peasant Congress
expressed the hope that with the observance of these
provisions will be the opportunity to solve the agrarian
issue in Russia. Peasants should keep calm and
understanding, not to carry out pogroms or to capture
landlords’ estates [33, 2].

The First All-Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies
adopted the “Regulations on the Councils of Peasants’
Deputies”. They were not given authority, but their task
was to protect and represent the interests of the
peasantry [26]. The executive body of the First All-
Russian Congress of Peasants’ Deputies was elected -
the Executive Committee. It was tasked with monitoring
the work and regulating meetings of local congresses of
peasant deputies [26, 51]. In the future, the Executive
Committee played a separate role in the work of the
Provisional Government to resolve the agrarian issue in
Russia. Some agrarian issues were re-examined at the
Second All-Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies [34].

We consider the Convocation of the First All-Russian
Congress of Peasant Deputies as the manifestation of
the democracy of the Provisional Government. The
Provisional Government did not interfere with the
convening of the congress because it was expecting
support from him. According to the results of the First
All-Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies, the social
and political activity of the peasantry was intensified.
Peasants perceived the Decree as the final transfer of
land to the use of peasants. The peasantry recognized
the authority of the First All-Russian Congress of Peasant
Deputies, since it believed that the delegates in the
resolution fully expressed their interests [35, 457]. One
of the Congress delegates N. Bykhovsky wrote in 1929
that the leaders of the congress hoped that it would be
costing only the transfer of land to the subordination of
land committees. However, this position played an evil
joke and turned into new peasant riots. Point about the
transition of all lands in the public use only increased
the confidence of the peasants in the rightness of their
actions [36, 117]. The Provisional Government tried to
weaken the revolutionary nature of the peasantry. The
Executive Committee of the Soviets of Peasant Deputies
came to the aid of him. Its members called for the
“legitimacy and order” of the peasants [15, 74]. Often
the Executive Committee sent its delegates to settle the
situation on the ground. Such attempts have not always
succeeded [15, 75]. Peasants were further organized for
conducting riots [27, 21]. V. Lavrov wrote that peasants
tend to “listen and learn first of all what they want” [37,
33]. The Provisional Government has repeatedly noted
that the resolution on land committees is understood by
the peasants incorrectly, but could not stop peasant riots.

Taking into account the resolution of the First All-
Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies, the draft law on
the regulation of land relations in the state was drafted
in the Main Land Committee. According to him, the
following land was passed to the volost land committees:
“a) which were let out by land owners; b) actually
confiscated by peasants from the structure of agricultural
estates; ¢) left, which were not handled by the owners”
[38, 300]. Volost land committees, providing the lands to
the peasants, independently established the conditions
for their payment [38, 300]. The Provisional Government
did not support this project and it was not implemented,

and after large landowners left the right to dispose of
land [38,301].

One of the components of the agrarian issue was
the purchase and sale of land. The First All-Russian
Congress of Peasant Deputies failed an attempt to ban
the purchase of land. The result of the actions of the
landlords (sale of land to foreigners, fragmentation of
estates for fictitious agreements, speculation in forest
areas) became a requirement of peasants to issue a law
prohibiting land sales. The Provisional Government has
promised to the First All-Russian Congress of Peasant
Deputies that the law on the termination of land deals
will be issued. On May 17, 1917, Justice Minister
P. Pereverziev telegraphed an order to suspend the
execution of acts of purchase and sale transactions and
land mortgages. [47, 184]. This ban triggered a wave of
dissatisfaction initially from landlords, and then banks.
The first threatened to stop payments to banks, as well
as non-payment of taxes. This could lead to banks failing
to pay maturity coupons, and threatened to lose capital
for mortgage holders. Banks also threatened that all debts
oflandowners will have to pay the state, and a reduction
in revenues to banks will negatively affect the finances
of the state. The pressure from the landlords and banks
led to the fact that on June 23, 1917, the Ministry of
Justice telegraphically revoked the law prohibiting the
sale of land [47, 185]. The old laws have been rescinded.

The conclusions. The activities of the First All-
Russian Congress of Peasant Deputies were a
manifestation of the democratic-liberal regime of the
Provisional Government. The collision of various political
forces, the presence at the congress of representatives
of peasant and landlord delegates, the possibility of free
expression of opinion - is an example of the democratic
nature of the activities of the First All-Russian Congress
of peasant deputies. The congress did not develop an
optimal model for solving the agrarian issue. The
elaborated resolution and regulations raised the social
and political activity of the peasantry, the distrust of the
peasantry to the Provisional Government, and the
intensification of disputes between representatives of
various political forces.
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0. I. MaciyHa, A. |. BepecTtoBuUM

ATPAPHE NMUTAHHSA HA | BCEPOCIMCbKOMY
3’1301 CENAHCbKUX OEMYTATIB

Ilocmanoexka npoonemu. Ilepioo npasrinus
Tumuacosoeo ypsaoy € 00HUM i3 HAUOUCKYCIHIWUX nepiodie
6 icmopii. Y oyinkax 11020 OisibHOCMI NO2AOU iICMOPUKIG
diamempanvHo  npomunedcHi. Bio  6e3dianrvnoco
AHMUHAPOOHO20 pedicumy 00 demoKkpamuunoi naou. Oouicio
i3 HauaxmyanvHiwux npobdiem, wo nocmana nepeo
Tumuacoseum ypsaoom cmanra aecpapua. Crxauxauus I
Bcepociiicokoeo 3’30y censHcbkux denymamie cmaio
niomeepodicerts mozo, wo Tumuacosuil ypso po32ni0as pizHi
WAXU BUPIULEHHA A2PAPHO20 NUMAHHSL.

Aemopu cmammi cmagnams 3a Memy 00 Crioumu 6NIU
[ Beepociiicbko2o 3 130y ceaHcoKux 0enymamie Ha 8UpiuieHHs
aepapuoeo numanua Tumuacosum ypsaoom.

Ocnogni pesyrvmamu oocnioncennsn /lisnvnicmo [
Bcepociiicbkoeo 3’130y censincokux denymamis 8iooynacs 3a
CKNIAOHUX CYCNINbHO-NOJIMUYHUX MA COYIANbHO-EKOHOMIUHUX
obcmasun. Tumuacosuili ypsao He YUHUG CYNPOMUBY 00
ckauxanns 1 Beepociticbko2o 3’130y celsiHcoKux 0enymamia.
Hianonicms 3’130y cmana 6i0yeHmMpo8ow MOUKOIO
Popmy6anHa HOBO2O NONIMUYHO20 PeNCUMY & 0epIHCaEi.
Oowuiero 3 HazanbHUX NUMAHL CMALA NPOOIeMa CeNAHCLKUX
camo3axoniens, AKa 6y1a 00HO20I0CHO 3ACYOX*CEHA 8CiMa
Oenecamamu 3’i30y. 3a pesynbmamamu 11020 OisibHOCMI OY10
nionucano 25 mpasus 1917 p. pezomoyir. I[Ipeocmagnuxu
Koaniyitino2o Tumuacoeo2o ypsoy cnodiganucs Ha NiOMpuUmMKy
6i0 Oenecamig I Bcepociticbkoz2o 3 130y celsncbKux 0enymamie
¥V BUDIWEHHA A2papHO20 NUMAHHAL.

Bucnosxu. [Jisnvnicme I Beepociiicbkozo 3’130y
CeNAHCLKUX 0enymamie € Nnposagom O0emMOKpamuiHo-
aibepanvroco pexcumy Tumyacosozo ypsaody. 3imkHeHHs
PIBHUX NOIMUYHUX CUJL, RPUCYMHICMb HA 3 1301 npedcmasHuKie
CeNAHCLKUX A NOMIWUYLKUX Oelle2amis, MOHCAUBICb
8IIbHO20  BUCNO6INEHHA OYMKU € NPpuUKIa0om
oeMmokpamuuno2o xapaxmepy Jisnvrhocmi I Beepociticoko2o
3’130y censincokux denymamis. 3’i300m He Oyno eupobieHo
onmumanbHoi mooeni eupiulenns azpapHoi npooiemu.
Hanpayvoeani pezonioyia ma nonoxieHHs GUKIUKALU
NOCUNIEHHS CYCHINbHO-NONIMUYHOT AKMUBHOCMI CeNAHCMEA,
npose6 Hedogipu cenancmea 00 Tumuacoso2o ypaoy, NOCULEHHs
Cynepeuox Mis npeocmasHuKamy pizHux nOJIMUYHUX CUI.

Knrouosi cnosa: acpapne numanns, Tumuacosuil ypso,
censiHebKi denymamu, Beepociticokutl 3°i30.
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B.B. Cokupcbka

00KMOp iICMOPUYHUX HAVK, Npogecop Kapedpu 8cecsimmuboi
icmopii ma Memooux HaguaHHs YMAHCbKO20 0epHCA8HO20
neoazoeiunoeo ynieepcumemy imeri Ilasena Tuuunu

POCINCbKA PAOSIHCbKA MPOOOBOJIBLYA
MONITUKA B YKPAIHI HA MOYATKY 1920-X PP.

Y ecmammi docniooiceno opeanizayiio padsancvLKoio
671A0010 NP00080LYOI Kpusu nowamky 1920-x pp. ma 20100y
1921 — 1923 pp. 6 Ykpaini. 3’sacosano wunnuxu, wo
CHNPUYUHULU NO2TUONEHHA NPOO0BOTLYOT KPU3U, BUCEIMTIEHO
3aX00U PAOAHCLKOT 61a0U W00 peKksizuyii npodo8oIbCmea,
npoeedents AakMusHoi NoLimuKku xaioozazomieens y nepioo
nocyxu ma Hegpodcar 6 Vkpaiui. Po3xkpumo Kk1w0408i
NPUHYUNU PAOSAHCLKOT NPOO0BONILHOT cucmeMu: MOHONONIsS
3aeomigenb i po3noOiLy npooo6oaIbLCMEA, HAYIOHANi3ayis
mopeieni ma opeaHizayiii opmu npoooBOILYUX anapamie
AK opeanis peksizuyii. [Joeedeno, wo «xaibna noaimuxa»
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