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COLLECTIVE BIOGRAPHY OF THE LEADERS
OF THE RURAL REBELLION MOVEMENT OF
MIDDLE DNIPRO REGION (1918 —1920'S)"

There is the first attempts to write a collective portrait of
the otamans of the Middle Dnipro region, who were the leaders
of the rural rebel movement at this land during the Ukrainian
National Revolution of 1917 — 1921. The authors of the article
summarize the results of the predecessors in the study of the
activities of individual otamans in order to identify certain
trends and patterns of the insurgent movement, which at first
glance seems spontaneous and chaotic. The collective portrait
isbased on the biographies of 22 otamans, namely such aspects
as: their place of birth, age, education, profession, military
experience (including participation in World War 1), the time
of the beginning and the end of the rebel struggle, political
orientation and further destiny.
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Problem statement. For the national historiography
of the independence period, the topic of the insurgent
movement became so popular that we have sufficient
reason to distinguish it as a separate line of studies on the
history of the Ukrainian National Revolution of 1917 —
1921. With hundreds of bibliographical items, the rural
rebel movement as scientific problem looks fairly well
studied. However, moving away from popular descriptive
and generalizing methods in favor of highly specialized
can be promising, even regarding seemingly well-studied
issues.

Research analysis. At present, historiography does
not attempt to create a collective portrait of the leaders
of the peasant rebel movement during the Ukrainian
National Revolution of 1917 — 1921. Instead, there are a
considerable number of publications devoted to the
activities of individual otamans, which, however, often
spread contradictory and precisely unconfirmed
information, historical myths about their life.

The studies of such contemporary historians as
D. Arxiyerejs’ky’j [1], O. Ganzha [2], A. Demartino [6],
P. Isakov [1], D. Krasnosiletsky [1], Yu. Mitrofanenko
[11]. V. Reveguk [14], V. Reznikov [1], V. Shcherbatiuk [17]
are directly or tangentially related to the personal
measurement of the rural rebel movement.

The local historian R. Koval [8; 9] prepared many
biographical essays about the otamans of the Middle
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Dnipro region. On the one hand, he returned from oblivion
the names of many leaders of the rural rebel movement,
but on the other, R. Koval’s researches remains
unrecognized by historians due to lack of expertise and
artistic thinking.

A lot of new information, including archival
documents on the lives and activities of the rebel
otamans, is contained in the book series «Rehabilitated
by History» [13].

The activities of the Middle Dnipro region otamans
did not find sufficient reflection on the pages of the ten-
volume «Encyclopedia of History of Ukraine», — the most
fundamental since the independence of the reference
edition on the history of Ukraine. Thus, it is found only
articles about rebel leaders such as Ivan Lyuty’j-
Lyutenko [9, 397], Yakiv Vodyany’j [15, 592], Semen
Gry’zlo[16, 202].

The purpose of publication is to identify, using the
method of «collective biographies», the previously
unknown patterns and trends that have occurred among
the leaders of the insurgency in the Middle Dnipro in
1918 —early 1920.

The statement of the basic material. In historical
science, prosopography, as a rule, refers to the method
of creating collective biographies, which allows to obtain
a description of the most typical historical actors, to
identify and define a certain circle of persons as types
that personify certain processes and events [12, 417-
419].

It should be noted, that the term «rebel otamans»
sometimes has a blurred meaning and suffers from the
mechanical attribution of «otamanical» status to some
actors.

It should also be made several remarks concerning
the criteria and principles of sampling: it does not include
some insurgent leaders who acted in the Middle Dnipro
region only casually, about which is very little information
or reliability is doubtful. Thus, without attention were
the otamans Nezbiyenko, Tereshhenko, Chorny’j voron
(Yakiv Chernousov ?), Chornota (Yurij Drobotkovs’ky’j
?) and others.

The biographies of 22 rebel leaders were the objects
of prosopographic analysis:

Babenko Troxy’m Ivanovy’ch, Vodyany’j Yakiv
My’xajlovy’ch, Gladchenko Try’fon Fedorovy’ch,
Goly’k-Zaliznyak Mefodij Foky’ch, Gry’zlo Semen
Gry’gorovy’ch, Gupalo Deny’s Musijovy’ch, Dereshhuk
Petro Kuz’movy’ch, Derkach lvan Ty’mofijovy’ch,
Zavgorodnij lIlarion Zaxarovy’ch, Kvasha Vasy’l’
My’ronovy’ch, Keleberda Panas Dmy’trovy’ch,
Kibecz’-Bondarenko My’kola Stepanovy’ch, Lyuty’j-
Lyutenko Ivan Makarovy’ch, Nesterenko Gerasy’m
Onufrijovy’ch, Petrenko lvan, Savchenko (Savchenko-
Nagirny’j) Ivan Gry’gorovy’ch, Filonenko Semen
Dmy’trovy’ch, Xmara Py’ly’p Panasovy’ch,
Czvitkovs’ky’j Dmy’tro, Chuchupak Vasy’l’
Stepanovy’ch, Chuchupak Oleksa Stepanovy’ch,
Chuchupak Petro Stepanovy’ch.

An age.

Taking into account the age from which the above-
mentioned leaders joined to the rebellion movement, an
average age of 26.7 years was obtained. Among the
youngest otamans are Troxy’m Babenko and Larion
Zavgorodnij (21 years old); the oldest are Petro
Dereshhuk and Petro Chuchupak (they started a
rebellious struggle at the age of 34).
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Origin and the area of active rebel struggle.

In view of the area where the rebel movement was
launched, 95.5% of the otamans can be considered as
local. Thus, only Try’fon Gladchenko was born in present
Dnipro oblast (district). 14 persons (64%) were natives of
the present Cherkasy oblast (district), and 7 persons — of
the present Kirovohrad oblast (district). Accordingly, the
activities of the first were concentrated mainly in the north
and central, and of the second — in the southern part of
the Xolodny’j Yar (The Cold Ravine forest massive). It
should be noted, that 16 of the 22 otamans (72.7%) wholly
or partially operated at the territory of the same uyezd
(county) as they came from.

Profession, professional affiliation.

Among the 22 otamans managed to find information
about the profession of half of them. Thus, among the 11
people we meet only one professional military (Ivan
Lyuty’j-Lyutenko). Mefodij Goly’k-Zaliznyak worked
before rebel struggle at railway station, and 9 out of 11
future otamans were teachers by profession (Yakiv
Vodyany’j, Petro Dereshhuk, Vasy’l’, Oleksa i Petro
Chuchupaky’, Semen Gry’zlo, Troxy’m Babenko, Try’fon
Gladchenko, Gerasy’m Nesterenko). The latter indicates
that the intelligentsia finally managed to find a common
language with the peasantry, becoming not only «their»
but also gaining authority in the eyes of the peasants.

World War | experience.

The status of 19 of the 22 leaders of the insurgent
movement is known. Among them, 16 (84.2%) were
veterans of the World War 1. Among the rebel leaders
who had combat experience, seven graduated from the
ranks of chief officers: two staff captains (Petro
Dereshhuk and Dmy’tro Czvitkovs’ky’j), one lieutenant
(Trifon Gladchenko), four ensigns (Larion Zavgorodnij,
Gerasy’m Nesterenko, Vasy’l’ i Petro Chuchupak). Four
leaders of the insurgent movement held the rank of non-
commissioned officers (Py’ly’p Xmara, Troxy’m Babenko,
Ivan Lyuty’j-Lyutenko, Semen Filonenko), and four
others left the front in the rank of private or sailors
(My’kola Kibecz’-Bondarenko, Ivan Savchenko-
Nagirny’j, Oleksa Chuchupak, Panas Keleberda). Otaman
Vasy’l’ Kvasha returned from the World War | with an
officer rank, but it is not known exactly what his rank
was. The future otamans Yakiv Vodyany’j and Deny’s
Gupalo were not mobilized during the war.

From this we can conclude that the presence of not
only a large number of weapons carried by the peasantry
from the front, but also significant combat experience,
supported by the knowledge and organizational qualities
of the otamans — often former officers and non-
commissioned officers — provided stability, efficiency
and tactical literacy of peasant rebellion movement.

The dynamics of the rise and fall of the insurgent
movement. Duration of insurgency.

The average duration of otaman’s insurgency was
29.4 months, that is, almost, 2.5 years. Detachments of
some leaders of the insurgent movement were eliminated
quickly: My’kola Kibecz’-Bondarenko’s — for 4 months,
Petroi Vasy’I’ Chuchupak’s —for 11 months, and Py’ly’p
Xmara’s— for a year. The probable reason for this is the
particularly intense rebel movement led by the
aforementioned figures. At the same time, the more nimble
chieftains, or those who commanded smaller
detachments, were more cautious and less active — lasting
much longer. Thus, the detachment of Larion
Zavgorodnij’s fought during 47 months, lvan Lyuty’j-

Lyutenko’sand Petro Dereshhuk’s—48 months each, Gerasy’m
Nesterenko’s —49 months, and Yakiv Vodyany’ j— during 60
months.

Table1
The time of the beginning and ending of the struggle
of the rebel otamans in the Middle Dnipro region

The beginning The ending of Duration
Rebel otaman ;frzegt;le rebel struggle (months)
Vodyany'j Yakiv March 1918 Spring 1922 p. 60
Goly k-Zaliznyak Mefodij February 1920 September 1922 p. 31
Dereshhuk Petro 1920 March 1924 p. 48
Derkach lvan November 1919 August 1921 p. 32
Zavgorodnij llarion November 1918 September 1922 47
Kvasha Vasy'I" 1920 1922 36
Xmara Py'ly’p May 1920 May 1921 12
Keleberda Panas 1919 August 1920 20
Chuchupak Vasy'I" April 1919 March 1920 11
Chuchupak Oleksa February 1919 August 1921 31
Chuchupak Petro April 1919 March 1920 11
Gry'zlo Semen May 1919 March 1921 23
Czvitkovs'ky'j Dmy'tro February 1920 July 1921 17
Petrenko Ivan mid. 1920 August 1921 13
Babenko Troxy'm 1919 December 1921 36
Savchenko-Nagirnyj lvan Autumn 1919 February 1923 39
Filonenko Semen June 1919 November 1922 41
Gladchenko Try fon Autumn 1919 late 1920 13
Lyutyj-Lyutenko Ivan Autumn 1919 Autumn 1922 48
Nesterenko Gerasy ' m August 1919 Autumn 1922 49
Kibecz -Bondarenko My ‘kola Autumn 1920 January 1921 4
Gupalo Deny's September 1920 September 1922 24

Table 1 shows that the vast majority of otamans of
the Middle Dnipro region embarked on the path of
insurgent struggle during 1919 — 1920. Three major bursts
of insurgent activity are clearlytraced here: 1) February —
June 1919 (5 otamans joined the insurgent movement);
2) August — November 1919 (5 new otamans started
fighting); 3) the first half of 1920 (the appearance of
4 more otamans). For details, see Figure 1.

Figure 1.

The beginning of the participation of the otamans in
the rebel movement in the Middle Dnipro region
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At the same time, it follows from Table 1 that the
majority of the otamans ceased their participation in the
insurgent movement during 1921 —1922. One explanation
for this trend is the decision of the X™ Congress of the
Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks) in March 1921
about the transition to a new economic policy and, at the
same time, a series of ghostly amnesties for participants
in the insurgent struggle. Thus, during March 1921 —
December 1922, the struggle was stopped by 15 of the
22 otamans. For details, see Figure 2.

Figure 2.
The time of otaman’s departure from the rebel
struggle at the Middle Dnipro region
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Circumstances of the otaman’s departure from the
rebel struggle.

Based on information about the fate of 21 of the 22
leaders of the insurgent movement (the exception is Trifon
Gladchenko), it was possible to establish that onIIy one
otaman, lvan Lyuty-Lyutenko, survived to the elderly
and died of natural causes (in emigration — 1989, USA).
In total, 3 of 22 otamans went to emigration escapero But
one of them, Yakiv Vodyany’j, was arrested by the NKVVD
in Western Ukraine in 1940 and was executed. Another
emigrant, Gerasy’m Nesterenko, was arrested in 1944 by
SMERSh officers in Romaniaand died in the Gulag prison
camps.

Figure 3 shows that the circumstances of the
cessation of the struggle by rebellion movement leaders
were the next: 41% died in battles with the Red Army; or
the Cheka (All-Russian Extraordinary Commission), 23%
were arrested and shot; 18% believed in Bolshevik
amnesty and laid down their weapons, after which they
were executed; 9% emigrated, but were later arrested by
Soviet security agencies; 4% emigrated and remained
safe; the fate of 5% of the mitamans remains unknown.

Figure 3.
The further fate of the leaders of the rebel movement
inthe Middle Dnipro region in 1918 —early 1920°s
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In our view, the political orientation of the otamans
is often ambivalent in nature and is difficult to prosecute.
Thus, the political platform of three of the 22 rebel
peasants leaders cannot be properly established due to
lack of relevant information; at least four otamans have
moved from bolshevism to idea of independence of
Ukraine; the political orientation of the rest (with some
reservations) was a synthesis of nominally anarchic and
national-independent ideas.

Conclusions. As we can see, prosopography allows
us to establish some patterns that are «elusive» at first
glance, but this approach ignores the unique experience
of historical actors. Thus, our analysis was limited only
by the fact of participation of leaders of the rebel
movement in World War 1, but, for example, Py‘ly‘p Xmara
was a complete Cross of St. George’s gentleman, and
Ivan Savchenko-Nagirny‘j, who was serving at the
headquarters, probably lacked real combat experience.

So the image of the average rebel otaman in the
Middle Dnipro region was was like that: this is a 26.7
year old man; in 95.5% of cases — a local who in 72.7% of
cases came from the same county where he fought
insurgency; his profession is in 40% of cases a rural
teacher and only 4-5% —a professional military; in 84.2%
of cases, they are veterans of the First World War, half of
whom were officers or non-commissioned officers; most
of them began insurgency in the spring or fall of 1919,
and ceased during March 1921 — December 1922. The
rebellious struggle of the average otaman in the Middle
Dnipro region lasted 29.4 months, which is almost 2.5
years. After the cessation of the fight, 14% of the otamans
found themselves in exile. The deaths of almost all the
otamans were violent — death in battle, death,
imprisonment, or Gulag prison camps.

It can be assumed that the use of prosopographic
methods for ordinary insurgents will also reveal new
patterns and trends, but because of their high fluidity,
frequent rotations, and high data fragmentation, it is
objectively impossible to do so.
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KONEKTUBHA BIOI'PA®IA NPOBIOHUKIB
CEIMAHCBLKOIo NoBCTAHCBLKOIO PYXY HA
CEPEOHINHADOHINMPAHLLWHI (1918 — 1920-TI PP)

Ilocmanoeéxka npobanemu. [nsn 6imuusnanoi
icmopiozpagii 00bu HezanexncHocmi mema cesHCbK020
HOBCMANHCLKO20 PYXY CMALA HACMINLKY NONYIAPHOIO,
wo maemo docums niocmas, abu suokpemumu ii
OKpemMuM Hanpamom cmyoiu 3 icmopii Ykpaincvkoi
pesonroyii 1917 — 1921 pp. Hapaxosywouu comui
oionioepagpivnux  nosuyit, <KNOBCMAHCLKA»
NPpOOIEMAMUKA MOdCE BUOAMUCS 8IHCE 3HAUHOIO MIPOIO
BUYEPNAHOI, OOHAK BIOXIO 8I0 NONYIAPHUX ONUCOBUX §
V3a2anbHIOBANbHUX — MEmo0ie HA  KOPUCMDb
8)3bKOCNEYIANIbHUX € NEPCNEKNUSHUM HABIMb CMOCOBHO,
30asanocs 06, 000pe 8UBUEeHUX NUMAHD.

Memor nybonixkayii € euseienHs 3acodbamu
«KoJeKmusHux Oioepait» pauiute He8iOOMUX
3aKOHOMIpHOCMel | meHOeHYill, uwo Maiu micye 6
cepedosuIYi NPOBIOHUKIE CENAHCLKO20 NOBCTNAHCLKO2O
pyxy 6 Cepeonvomy Iloouinpos’i ¢ 1918 — na nouamxy
1920-x pp.

Pesynemamu i eucnoeku. O6’ckmamu
npoconoepagivnoeo ananizy cmaiu 6Oiozpagii
22 nposionukie noscmancvkozo pyxy: Babenka
Tpoxuma leanosuua, Boosinozeo HAxosa Muxaiinosuua,
Inaoduenxa Tpugona @edoposuua, I'oruxa-3anizusaxa
Medghoois @oxuua, I'pusia Cemena I pucoposuua,
Tynana JJenuca Mycitiosuua, /Jepewyxa Ilempa
Kysvmosuua, J[lepxkaua Isana Tumogpitiosuua,
3aseopoonvoeo Inapiona 3axaposuua, Keawi Bacuns
Muponosuua, Kenebepou Ilanaca Jimumposuua, Kioys-
bonoapenxa Mukonu Cmenanosuua, Jlromozo-/lomenxa
léana Maxaposuua, Hecmepenxa ['epacuma
Onyghpitiosuua, Ilempenxa leana, Casuenxa (Casuenxa-
Hacziproeo) leana I pucoposuua, ®@inonenka Cemena
Hmumposuua, Xmapu Hununa Ilanacoeuua,
Lgimkoscvkoco [Amumpa, Yyuynaka Bacuns
Cmenanoeuua, Yyuynaxa Onexcu Cmenanoguua,
Yyuynaxa Ilempa Cmenanosuua.

Kpumepisimu cmeopennsa konexmuenoz2o nopmpemy
NOBCMAHCLKUX OMAMAHIE CIANU MAKi MOMEHMU . Micye
HapoOdicenHs, GiK, oceima, npoghecis, HAAGHICMD
8ilicbK06020 00c6idy (30kpema, yuacme y Ilepwuiti
cg8imoegitl GillHi), uac noyamky i 3a6epuileHis
nO8CMAanCcbKoi 60pomvOU, NONMUYHA OpieHmayis i
nooanva 0ois.

Asmopam 6danocs ecmanogumu, wjo obpas
CepeOHbOCMAMUCIUYHOZ0 CETSIHCLKO020 NOBCIMAHCHKO20
omamana Ha Cepednvomy Iloouinpog’i b6y maxum: ye
uonogix sikom 26,7 poxis; y 95,5 % eunaoxax — micyesui
arcumensw, axuti y 12,7 % sunaokie noxoous 3 mozo sic
nogimy, e 1 8i8 NOBCMAHCHK)Y 6OpombOY; 11020 npogecis
v 40 % eunaokis — cinbcokuti guumens i e y 4-5 % —
npogheciunul siticokosutl; y 84,2 % sunaoxie — ye
semepanu Ilepuioi c8imoeoi gitinu, nonoguHa 3 iKux Oyna
0bep-, abo ynmepogiyepamu; 6inblicmb 3 HUX nOYANd
nogcmarcbky 6opomu0y nasecti, abo eocenu 1919 p., a
npunununa npomszom oepesns 1921 p. — epyons 1922 p.
Tloscmancvka 6opombba cepeoHboCmamucmuiHo20
omamana Ha Cepednvomy Ilooninpos’i mpueanra 29,4
micayi, moomo matiice 2,5 poxu. Ilicns npununenns
bopomvou 14 % omamanie onuuanucs Ha emiepayii.
Cmepms  maiidce  6cix  omamawnie  0Oyna
HACUTILHUYBKOIO . 3a2ubens 8 6010, cmpamad, cmepnb )
6 sI3HUYL abo mabopax.
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M S YKPAIHCBKUW CENAHWH = 2019 = Bunyck 22 =

Moocna npunycmumu, wo 3acmocy8aHHA
npoconoepaghiuHux Memooié 00 ps0osUX NOBCMAHYIE
Maxoxc 003601UMb GUAGUMU HOBI 3AKOHOMIPHOCHI U
meHOeHyil, npome yepes iX 8UCOKY NIUHHICHb, YACH
pomayii, BUCOKY (hpaemenmapHicms OaHUX ye 3pooumu
00 €KMUBHO CKIIAOHO.

Kniwouosi cnoea: xonexmusna 6ioepagis,
KOJeKMUGHUL NOpmMpen, NPoCoOnoSpaQiyHull anais,
CeNAHCbKUUL NOBCMAHCLKUU pYX, OmMaAMaHu,
omamanwuna, Cepeons Haoowninpsinwuna, Yxpaincoka
Hayionanvna pesonoyia 1917 — 1921 pp.
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EASTERN EUROPEAN AGRARIANISM.
UKRAINIAN INTELLECTUAL SPACE IN THE
LATE 19™ AND EARLY 20™ CENTURIES®

Based on the analysis of a wide range of sources, the
article focuses on the reasons for the emergence of Eastern
European agrarianism, and understanding of the “Eastern
European agrarianism”concept in a broad and narrow sense.
Considering the spread area of Eastern European agrarianism
on the basis of territorial character and peculiarities of socio-
economic and socio-political development of Eastern
European countries, there are grounds to distinguish its
variants: Polish, Bulgarian, Czechoslovakian, Romanian,
Ukrainian, etc. Based on the analysis of the Ukrainian
intellectual space in the late 19" and early 20" centuries, it
is reasonable to assume that there were the ideas of Eastern
European agrarianism presented by its Ukrainian variant in
it. In particular, it affirmed a peasant-centric view of
Ukrainianness, the peasant character of the Ukrainian nation,
the separateness of city and countryside, urban and rural
worldviews and ways of being. The identification of such
concepts as “Ukrainian peasantry”, “Ukrainian nation”,
and “Ukrainian people” was considered axiomatic in the
views of the representatives of the Ukrainian intellectual space
in the late 19" and early 20" centuries. The political future of
the Ukrainian statehood was closely linked to the peasantry.

Keywords: Eastern European agrarianism, Ukrainian
agrarianism, Ukrainian intellectual space, Ukrainian
peasantry, M. Hrushevsky, P. Skoropadsky, V. Lypynsky.

Problem statement. The period of the late 19t and
early 20" centuries is unique both in the life of Europein
general and of Eastern Europe in particular. In large part,
itis the time of “awakening” of Eastern European nations,
which would appear on the wreckage of continental
empires in the early 20" century. A characteristic feature
of the “awakening” was the formation of ideologies of
Eastern European nations. Eastern European agrarianism

* 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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became one of them in the late 19" and early 20™ centuries.
Its ideology spread to Poland, Bulgaria, Romania, Czechia
and Slovakia (later Czechoslovakia), Ukraine.

In our opinion, the reasons for the emergence of
agrarianism in general (Germany - G. Roland, A. Scheffle;
in France - the concept of J. Melin) and Eastern European
one in particular were as follows. First, the conflict
between industrial and agrarian civilizations, which
clearly began to manifest itself in the late 19" and early
20™ centuries in the conditions of modernization of
agrarian-industrial countries and economies and their
transformation into industrial-agrarian or approximated
to them with corresponding transformation of values.
One of the examples is the socio-economic and socio-
political models of the Russian and Austro-Hungarian
empires, which had similar modernizations in the late 19"
and early 20" centuries. The modernization processes
had an influence in Czechia, Slovakia, Poland, Ukraine,
etc. being the future independent entities of international
law, the countries representing Eastern European
agrarianism, which were a part of the Romanov and
Habsburg empires, respectively, at that time. We believe
that the advancement of the industrial civilization of the
Western sample to the Eastern European agrarian space
provoked a defensive reaction of the peasantry, the part
of the largest social strata of Eastern European countries.
It became Eastern European agrarianism represented by
Polish, Bulgarian, Czechoslovakian, Romanian, Ukrainian
and other variants.

Second, the development of political culture of
agrarian nations, which in that time, were Polish,
Bulgarian, Czechoslovakian, Romanian, Ukrainian, and
so on. The political cultures of Polish, Bulgarian,
Czechoslovakian, Romanian, Ukrainian, etc. peasants
experienced the modernization of values. In our opinion,
there was a significant socio-cultural shift in the
collective and individual political culture and
consciousness of the peasants in the form of the
transition from an indifferent political culture and
consciousness to an activist one.

Third, the objective laws of the development of the
agrarian civilization itself, the formation of a qualitatively
different peasantry in it. In Ukraine, it was the peasant-
ideoman, the active subject of history [1]. In the early
20" century, the Ukrainian peasantry was qualitatively
different from both the urban proletariat and the
peasantry of previous centuries, formed under
fundamentally new conditions of post-serfdom reality.
The qualitative difference was the absence of serfdom
not only as a legal status. First of all, it is the absence of
serfdom as a way of being, keeping an economy, thinking
style, etc. It was a generation brought up under the
conditions of agricultural capitalization, industrialization,
and transformation of the rural community considered
to be the modernization of the late 19" and early 20"
centuries in the Russian Empire. The peasants gradually
became aware of themselves as a separate community of
the socio-cultural imperial space of that time. The
unifying value was the “Idea of Land”, its distribution
on just principles in their understanding. Our
considerations are in line with the position of other
modern researchers [2]. We support A. Gordon’s
reasoning that the abolition of serfdom turned the
peasant into a “rational agent” in the interpretation of
classical political economy and common sense. The
psychology of the peasant became more resilient to those
new phenomena that actively penetrated peasant



