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THE IMPROVEMENT OF PEASANT AGRONOMIC CULTURE: DIRECTIONS AND FORMS OF
WORK OF AGRICULTURAL COOPERATION IN THE NEP YEARS

Abstract. Purpose. The author of the article aims to outline the directions and forms of agricultural cooperation
functioning in the NEP years to increase the level of peasant agriculture, assess the various cooperative agricultural measures
for gaining the marketability and profitability of farms.

Scientific novelty. On the basis of the involved sources and the application of current methodological approaches, the
directions and forms of work of agricultural cooperation in the years of the NEP to increase the level of peasant agriculture
have been highlighted, an attempt has been made to evaluate various cooperative agricultural measures to increase the
marketability and profitability of peasant households. It is proved that cooperative agricultural work was an important factor
influencing the growth of peasants’ interest in obtaining agricultural knowledge.

Conclusion. It is noted that during the NEP years agricultural cooperation as a form of mutually beneficial collaboration
of peasant farms became the centre of economic life of the Ukrainian countryside, contributed to its revival and met economic
interests of multimillion agricultural producers. In this area the cooperative network took a number of decisive and progressive
steps related to the organizational, financial and economic-productional components of the agricultural revival process and
its further development.

It is emphasized that the agricultural cooperation developed an effective mechanism for an active introduction of
agronomic culture in peasant life, which was gradually taking large-scale, rationally organized forms and directions. The
cooperation launched mass work not only among the cooperative peasantry, but also actively involved non-cooperative
farmers in the improvement of the agronomic culture, thus involving them in cooperative ranks and caring for the expansion of
agricultural knowledge among the population.

It has been proved that cooperative agricultural work was an important factor influencing the growth of peasants’ interests
in obtaining agricultural knowledge.

Agricultural cooperative measures concerning the improvement of agronomic culture of peasant farms during the NEP
years were characterized by a wide range of organizational and substantive diversity. In general, the constructive agricultural
efforts of cooperation, along with powerful productional and economic processes, were aimed at achieving maximum economic
effect, stimulated the marketability and profitability of peasant farms.

Key words: new economic policy, agricultural cooperation, “Farmer”, peasant farm, agronomic culture, agricultural
measures.
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NIABULLEHHSA CENSAHCbKOI ATPOHOMIYHOI KYNBTYPU: HAMPSIMU | ®OPMU POBOTU
CINbCbKOIroCrnoaAPCbKOI KOOMEPALII B POKU HENY

Bioaiorpagiunuii onuc 1is nuryBanHsa: [labixa A. ITinBuIIeHHS CENIHCHKOI arpOHOMIYHOI KYJIETYpH.
HarpsiMu 1 hopMu poOOTH clnbehKoTocnoaapcskoi koonepanii B poku HEITY. Vkpaincexuii cenanun. 2022. Bur.
27. C. 19-24. doi: 10.31651/2413-8142-2022-27-Dabizha

Anomauia. Mema: suceimiumu Hanpamu i opmu pobomu cCilbCbko2ocnooapcvkoi koonepayii 6 poku HEIly 3aona
3pOCMAaHHs Pi6HA CENAHCLKOI AspoKyIbmypu, 0amu OYiHKy pi3HONIAHOBUM KOONEPAMUSHUM GZPOK)IbIMYPHUM 3aX00am OJis
NiOBULEeHHS TOBAPHOCMI | NPUOYMKOBOCMI CETAHCOKUX 20CNOOAPCMS.

Hayxkosa nosusna. Ha ocnogi 3anyuenux oxcepen i 3acmocy8ants akmyaibHux Memoooio2iyHux nioxooie euceimneno
Hanpamu i popmu pobomu cinbCbko2ocnodapcvkoi koonepayii 6 poxu HEITy 30713 3pocmanis pieHs celsiHCbKOi azpoKy1bmypu,
3pobneno cnpoby oamu OYiHKY pi3HONIAHOBUM KOONEPAMUGHUM A2POKYIIbMYPHUM 3aX00aM OJis NiOGUWEeHHs MOo8apHOCHI i
npUOYMKOBOCMI CENAHCLKUX 20Cno0apcma. JloeedeHo, ujo KoonepamueHa azpokyibmypua poboma 6a 6axdciueuM YUHHUKOM,
Wo 8NIUBAS HA 3POCANHS 3AYIKABAEHOCI CelaH 00 OMPUMAHHS CLTbCLKO20CHO0APCLKUX 3HAMD.

Bucnosku. Y poxu HEIly came cinbcvkoeocnodapcvka koonepayisa Kk gopma 63aEMO8USIOHOT CRiBnpayi CensaHCbKux
20cno0apcme cmana YeHmpom 20CH00apcbKo20 JHCUMMS YKPAiHCbKO20 cend, CHpUsNA 1020 NOXMCBABNEHHIO | 3A00801€HHIO
Hacamnepeo eKOHOMIYHUX IHmepecié 0a2amoMintbUOHHUX GUPOOHUKIE CilbCbKO20CNOO0apcvKoi npodykyii. Y yitl yapuni
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KOoOnepamuera mepedica poouna pao piuyuux i NpoSpecusHux KpOKi8, MO8 SI3anux i3 opeaHizayiinow, Qinancosorw ma
20CN00aPCHLKO-8UPOOHUYOI CKAAO0BUMU NPOYECY BIOHOBNEHHS CLILCLKO20 20CHO0APCMEA i 11020 NOOATLULO2O POZGUIIK).

Cinbcorozocnodapcwbroro  koonepayicio 0yn0 po3pobneHo Oicéuti Mexanizm aKmueHO20 NPOBAOJICEHHS 8 CeNAHCbKe
JICUMMS A2POHOMIYHOT KYIbmypU, AKUNL NOCMYNOB0 HADUPAE MACUMAOHUX, PAYIOHATLHO-OP2AHI308AHUX POPM | HANPAMIS.
Koonepayisa poszopuyna macosy pobomy ne nuue ceped KOONepoBaAHO20 CENAHCMEA, A Ul AKMUBHO 3any4and 00 NiO8UleHHS
ASPOHOMIYHOI KYIbNYPU HEKOONEPOBAHUX 20CNO0API8, GMAYIOUU IX MAKUM YUHOM AK 00 KOONEpaAmueHUx 1as, max i obarouu
Npo po3uUpeHHs azpOKyIbMYPHUX 3HAHL cepel HACENeHHS.

Koonepamusua azpoxynsmypna poboma 6y1a 8adciuuM YUHHUKOM, WO 6NIUBAG HA 3DOCMAHHS 3aYiKABIEHOCMI CelaH
00 OMPUMAHHSA CibCLKO2OCNO0APCHKUX 3HAHD.

3axoou cinbcvkococnodapcvkoi koonepayii 6 poxu HEIly wo0o nidguiyennss acpoHOMIYHOI KyIbmypu CelsHCbKUX
20CN00apcme Xapakmepusy8anucy WUPOKUM Op2ani3ayiiHum i 3MiCmosHuM pisHoManimmam. 3a2anom KOHCMPYKMUBHI
AzpoKyIbMYpHI 3YCUNLIAL Koonepayii, nopao i3 NOMYACHUMU BUPOOHUHO-20CRO0APCLKUMU NpoYyecamu, OYIu CHpaMo8aHi Ha
00csACHeH s MAKCUMATIbHO20 EKOHOMIYHO20 egekmy, Cnpusnu NiO8uleHHIo moeapHocmi Ui npubymKo80Cmi CeNAHCbKUX

20cnodapcma.

Kniouogi cnosa: nosa exonomiuna nonimuxa, ciitbcbkoeocnooapcvka xoonepayis, «CinbCokull 20Cno0ap», CensiHcbke

20CcN00apcmeo, azpoHOMiuHa KYIbmypa, azpoKyibmypHi 3axo0u.

Problem statement. The study of the period
of functioning of the agricultural cooperative in the
years of the NEP, albeit short in time, but effective
in its essence, which brought constructive results
to agriculture, attracts the attention of researchers
again and again. In particular, an important direc-
tion of cooperative work has become the improve-
ment of the agronomic culture of the Ukrainian
peasantry as a necessary component of increasing
the profitability of peasant households and the eco-
nomic well-being of their owners.

Resaerch analysis. Investigations of the di-
rect participants of cooperative life during the NEP
years, in particular agricultural scientists, leading
figures of agricultural cooperatives, in the columns
of the leading national journals of that time are in
the focus of research interest. The scientific-prac-
tical studies of A. Didusenko! and O. Shchadylov?
focused on issues of agronomic assistance to the
peasantry are also worthy of attention. The modern
scientific historical space is enriched by a number
of thorough fundamental studies, among which the
monographs of A. Morozov® and V. Marochko* are
devoted to the disclosure of a significant range of
issues of domestic cooperative life in the outlined
period. O. Dulgerova® and Yu. Trenkin® touched
upon important aspects of agricultural work in
their studies. Despite the depth of the analysis
of the processes that took place in the Ukrainian
countryside in the 20s of the 20th century, the work
of the agricultural cooperative was so multifaceted

that certain subjects of its activity remain under-
studied and require additional study.

The purpose of the article: to highlight the
directions and forms of work of agricultural coop-
eration in the years of the NEP to increase the level
of peasant agro-culture, to give an assessment of
various cooperative agricultural measures to in-
crease the marketability and profitability of peas-
ant households.

The statement of the basic material. In the
NEP years, agricultural cooperation as a form of
mutually beneficial cooperation of peasant house-
holds became the centre of the economic life of
the Ukrainian countryside, contributed to its revi-
talization and primarily to the satisfaction of the
economic interests of multimillion producers of
agricultural products. In this area, the cooperative
network took a number of decisive and progres-
sive steps related to the organizational, financial,
and economic and production components of the
process of restoring agriculture and its further de-
velopment.

In addition, the specialists of the coopera-
tion perfectly understood that both the intensifi-
cation of agricultural production in general and
the growth of the economic well-being of peasant
housholds in particular will not be effective with-
out solving such a pressing issue as improving the
agronomic culture of peasant households. There-
fore, the process of establishing cooperation with
peasant households in the agro-cultural field has
been widely developed.

1 lenycenko A. ArpoHOMHIYecKasl IOMOIIb HACEIeHUI0 YKpauHsl. XapKkiB: Beeykpainchke arpoHoMiuHe ToBapHCcTBO. 1923. 137 c.
2 Mlanuios O. Sk arpoHoMis toromarae censiHaM. Xapkis: Jlep)kaBHe BUAaBHUITBO Ykpainu. 1925. 55 c.

3 Mopo3sos A. I'pouri yist rocriofapst (BHpoOHM4I KOLITH cella B fokosroctHui nepiox 1921-1929). Yepkacu. 2016. 418 c.; Moposos A. Ceno
i epowi. Yrpaincora kpeoumna koonepayis 6 000y neny. Yepkacu: HAITEXIM. 1993. 275 c.

4 Mapouxko B. Vipaincora censancvka koonepayis: icmopuxo-meopemuunuil acnexm (1861-1929 pp.). Kuis: In-t ictopii Ykpainu HAH Ykpa-
fam. 1995. 217 c.

5 Hynreposa O., Mopo3os A. KynsrypHO-0CcBiTHS po6oTa cinbchkorocrnonapcbkoi koonepauii 8 nepiox HEIly. Hayxosi npayi Yopromopcwko-
20 Oepoicasrozo ynigepcumenty imeni Ilempa Mozunu. Cep.: Icmopin. 2010. T. 129. Bun. 116. C. 27-31.; [ynreposa O. Pons kymsrypHO-OC-
BiTHBOI poOOTH Koomeparii y miJIHeCeHH] arpOHOMIYHIX 3HaHb CEIITHCTBA B Iepioxn Hemy. Bicnux Yepkacvkoeo ynisepcumenty. Cepia: Icmo-
puyni nayku. 2006. Bum. 80. C. 94-99.

6 Tpenkin 1O. OpranizaniiiHo-(iHaHCOBe 3a0e3IeUeHHs arpoKyIbTYPHUX 3aXOIiB CLIBCHKOrOCHOJAapChKoi Koomeparnii B 100y Hermy. [ ines.
2018. Bum. 136. C. 48-51.
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Cooperative specialists had to determine the
appropriate ways of implementing agro-cultural
innovations not only from an organizational, eco-
nomic and financial perspective, but also to clearly
understand some mental obstacles. It is primarily
about the fact that the majority of the Ukrainian
peasantry at the beginning of the 20th century re-
mained conservative, wary, and even fearful of any
innovations. However, as the experts of the agri-
cultural cooperation reasonably argued, «agronom-
ic darkness» did not allow the Ukrainian peasant to
fully utilize all available treasures of nature. In the
work «<How Agronomy Helps Peasants», O. Shcha-
dylov argued this quite convincingly and notes that
conservative peasants «because of their darkness
do not believe the word of reason». The researcher
stated that as a result of such «darkness» the vast
majority of peasant households did not have even
a third of the profit that they could have with the
constant use of agro-innovations’. The same opin-
ions are expressed by modern researchers, point-
ing out that the introduction of progressive meth-
ods of farming, improvement of agronomic culture
encountered certain obstacles, which were based
not only on financial difficulties, but also on the
behaviour of the peasantry, which, unfortunately,
perceived new trends not always with enthusiasms®.

The researchers noted that mistrust was the
dominant factor in the peasant mentality: «But our
peasants have such luck — until they see it with their
own eyes and feel it with their own hands - they
will not believe it»°. Specialists of the cooperative
system understood that not only the professional-
ism and education of agricultural specialists, their
ability to apply agronomic knowledge in practice
is a necessary prerequisite for the perception of
innovations by the average peasantry, but also the
ability to convey his knowledge «in a living word,
understandable to every peasant, and to show in
practice that his word is true in order to reassure
the peasant»?°

In order to solve such a rather difficult task,
the agricultural cooperative developed an effec-
tive mechanism for the active introduction of ag-
ronomic culture into peasant life, which gradually
gained large-scale, rationally organized forms and
directions. The cooperative launched mass work
not only among the cooperative peasantry, but also
actively involved non-cooperative owners in im-

proving agronomic culture, thus involving them
both in the cooperative ranks and taking care of
the expansion of agricultural knowledge among the
population.

Since March 1922, the All-Ukrainian Union of
Agricultural Cooperatives «Silsky Hospodar» be-
came the centre that united Ukrainian agricultural
cooperative life, which already in the 1922/1923
economic year clearly understood and defined
the key aspects of cooperative work, actively par-
ticipating in the sowing campaign and in general
in work on the reconstruction of the agricultural
economy of Ukraine. In terms of both economic
and production and agro-cultural work, the supply
of agriculture with urgently needed agricultural
tools of various types was actively carried out, ef-
fective work was carried out on the sale of agri-
cultural products, the organization of agricultural
institutions (connecting points, nurseries, etc.) at
agricultural societies was effective, the organiza-
tion of seed production was carried out in coopera-
tive farms?.

Agricultural propaganda was carried out most
intensively in 1922/1923. In some provinces, in
terms of the number of lectures and the coverage
of the population, it reached pre-revolutionary in-
dicators. So, for example, up to 100,000 attendees
attended courses and lectures in the Poltava prov-
incet.

The work on agricultural propaganda was
coordinated by the NKVD of the Ukrainian SSR,
which sent out circulars on recommendations for
agricultural work. Already during 1923/1924, more
than 1,000,000 peasants attended courses, lectures,
agricultural exhibitions, agronomic conferences,
etcte.

Gradually, the agro-cultural work of the ag-
ricultural cooperative was increasingly character-
ized by the expediency of forms and directions,
organization and scale. At the central board of the
All-Ukrainian Union of Agricultural Cooperation,
a cultural and educational sub-department began its
work, which coordinated the agro-cultural work of
agricultural cooperation both at the All-Ukrainian
level and locally, summarizing and recommending
its effective forms. In district agricultural unions, a
special position of instructor-cultivator was added
to the staff list**. An indispensable condition for the
entire work of the agricultural cooperative was the

7 Wanuios O. Sk arpoHoMist toromarae censiHaM. Xapkis: JlepxxaBHe BuaBHUITBO Ykpainu. 1925. C. 4.
8 Tpenkin 10. (2018). OpranizauiiiHo-(inaHcoBe 3abe3HeYeHHs arpoKyIbTYPHIAX 3aXO/iB CLIBCBKOTOCIOAAaPCHKOI Koomepalii B 100y Herty.

Tines. 2018. Bum. 136. C. 48.

9 Mlamuios O. Sk arpoHoMis toromarae censiHaM. Xapkis: JlepxxaBHe BuIaBHULTBO Ykpainu. 1925. C. 8.

10 Ibid.

11 ITemycenko A. ArpoHoMMYecKas IIOMOIb Hacenenunio Ykpannbl. XapkiB: Bceykpaincbke arpoHomiune ToBapuctso. 1923. C. 125.

12 Ibid. C. 122.

13 Ilpo mnan arponponaranau Hapkomsema. Paosncokuil cenanun. 1925. Ne 18-19. C. 7.
14 JTynreposa O., Mopo3os A. KynbsrypHO-0CBiTHS pob0Ta ciibcbkorocnonapcebkoi xoonepauii B nepion HEIly. Haykosi npayi Yopromop-
cbko2o deparcasnozo yuigepcumemy imeni Ilempa Mozunu. Cep.: Icmopia. 2010. T. 129. Bun. 116. C. 28.
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introduction of a whole system of agro-production
and agro-cultural measures into agriculture, which
were mainly aimed at increasing the productivity
of certain branches of agriculture and the quality
of agricultural products®®.

Agricultural exhibitions and competitions, the
organization of demonstration farms, demonstra-
tion fields, plots, etc., became bright and quite ef-
fective forms of agricultural work of agricultural
cooperation specialists. Agricultural excursions,
professional and thematic lectures, multi-discipli-
nary professional development courses, organiza-
tion of agricultural offices, winter peasant agricul-
tural schools and agricultural circles, cooperative
literacy schools, cooperative corners, reading
houses, book collections, distribution of coopera-
tive literature, etc., were very effective?®.

Coordinators of agro-cultural work pointed
out that it is better to carry out agro-cultural meas-
ures of a demonstration nature under favourable
conditions directly in peasant households, as well
as at agricultural societies, since the demonstration
plots should demonstrate the visibility of the im-
pact of this or that agro-cultural measure. It was
recommended that, for the most complete coverage
and further popularization, the conclusions regard-
ing the work of demonstration territories should be
announced not only through local, but also through
all-Ukrainian journals, at agronomic congresses,
cooperative and village meetings.

It was also pointed out that it is quite effective
to combine demonstration work with agricultural
exhibitions and excursions, as the latter provide
additional opportunities to acquaint the peasantry
with the reorganization of the economy at demon-
stration sites, experimental stations, and advanced
peasant households. The statement regarding the
fact that in order to encourage peasant planters
to increase the efficiency of their own farming, it
is necessary to hold agricultural competitions on
a large scale, the results of which are extremely
important to systematize and spread in the peasant
society?’.

Studying the materials of the press of that
time, in particular «Ukrainian Agronomist», «So-
viet Peasant», «Ukrainian Cattle Breeding» jour-
nals, the official newspaper of the All-Ukrainian
Union of Agricultural Cooperation «Cooperative
Village», we come across a number of examples

of the effectiveness and expediency of introducing
agro-culture component into the practice of peas-
ant farming. Lectures, conversations, agricultural
courses, etc., have become quite effective means
of agronomic propaganda, because «a peasant
who has listened to a lecture or spent a month at a
course tries to implement the advice he heard from
an agronomist in his household, and sees for him-
self the benefits of new methods of farming»?.

The expediency of using agricultural exhibi-
tions and competitions also had its confirmation.
For example, contributors from the Kharkiv region
told in a letter to the journal «Soviet Peasant» that
in the summer of 1927, their cooperative group
took part in the district agricultural exhibition,
which the Valky district arranged in Mynkivtsi vil-
lage. Members of the Melnyky circle received the
first monetary award for management and exhib-
ited exhibits. For this award, the group bought a
steam cleaner and a one-horse beet planter®®.

Informative from the point of view of con-
firming the spread of various agricultural activities
and their popularity among the population is also
the post of the villagers of Mohyliv region regard-
ing the organization of the district agricultural ex-
hibition in November 1927, for which the organ-
izers allocated 630 rubles and which was visited
by more than 3,000 villagers. The awards received
by the winners were not only moral (certificates),
but also material in nature: 1 four-ploughshare,
corn thresher, manual chopper, 3 cultivators, 4
two-link harrows, 1 three-link harrow, pure grain,
superphosphate, etc?. In their letter, the contribu-
tors also mentioned the beet sowing competition,
which took place simultaneously with the exhibi-
tion and whose task was to sharpen the attention of
peasants-planters of sugar beet on issues of organi-
zation and strengthening of the raw material base
of the sugar industry. The competition was also
accompanied by a material reward, as the manage-
ment of the Sugar Trust allocated 450 rubles for
rewarding planters?:. Such incentives, of course,
stimulated the interest of peasant households in the
results of their laborious work.

In the columns of cooperative journals, we also
find enough information about the effectiveness of
winter agricultural schools, which not only solved
a number of economic and production issues, but
were also agro-cultural centres. The importance of

15 Konops3ua O. 11nsixu it TeMIu po3BHTKY CLIbCBKOTOCIOAAapchkoi koonepanii Ykpainu na 1929-30 p. Vrpaincoxuii acponom. 1929. Ne 12.

C. 58.

16 Biguur BceykpalHCHKOTO COMO3Y CLTBCHKOTOCIIONAPCHKOi Koomeparii «Cimbepkuii Tocmomap» 3a 1926-27 omnepamiitamii pik (1 »oBTHS
1926 p. — 1 xosrast 1927 p.). Xapkis: Cinscekuii rocronap, 1928. C. 17.

17 Menbhuk I1. KooneparusHa 1ykpo-0ypsikoBa arporomist (mporpama it meroau ii po6orn). Vipaincokuil azpornom. 1925. 4. 1. C. 31.

18 Mlaxmios O. Sk arpoHOMis Toromarae censiHaM. Xapkis: Jlep)kaBHe BUIaBHUITBO Ykpainu. 1925. C. 8.

19 Ilo po6uB MenbHUKIBCHKHIL C-T TYPTOK B 1927 p. Paodsancekuii censinun. 1928. Ne 2. C. 34.

20 IMuporos M. PaiioHoBa c-I BUCTaBKa Ta KOHKYPC IUIAHTATOPIB IyKpoBoro Oypsiky B [lxypuni (MoruniBiuHa). Padsncekuil censanun. 1928.

Ne 3. C. 24.
21 Ibid. C. 25.
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the functioning of such centres is confirmed by a
number of posts from villagers who are members
of winter agricultural schools. «The Husaky school
in the Uman region established a dairy artel, and
a beekeeping society was organized on the initia-
tive of the school. The school contributes to the
improvement of cattle breeding (purchased pure-
bred pigs), poultry farming (discharged purebred
chickens). At the district agricultural exhibition,
75% of the prizes were awarded to students of the
school. In addition, the school has a library of 400
books» 22,

«25% of the students of Makharynets school
in Berdychiv region are members of agricultural
cooperatives. They conduct collective experiments
at the research station, set up exemplary raspberry
farms, improve livestock care (they built warm
barns with windows with their own efforts, staffed
them with Danish nurseries). The listeners founded
a livestock and dairy society, which covered the
peasant households of 9 surrounding villages with
its activities, bought 5 separators, breeding piglets,
and organizes various agricultural exhibitions»?3,
«The peasant school in the Cherkasy region found-
ed a poultry society, a dairy society, a horticultural
society and the AJCL»%,

The effectiveness of the work was also charac-
terized by the organization of hut-reading houses at
the agricultural societies: for example, in the post
of a poor man from Luchka village, Lyi-Dolyna
district, Romen district, it was noted that «in the
beginning of 1925, a reading house was opened,
the work of which produced significant results.
After all, when in 1924 up to 5 dessiatins of veg-
etables were planted in the field, in 1925 up to 20
dessiatins of melon were planted, up to 5 dessiatins
of corn, not less than 30 dessiatins of sugar beet»2°.

We can also illustrate the interest of the Ukrain-
ian peasantry in cooperative forms of agro-cultural
work based on the results of statistical summaries.
Digital data show the following: if in 1924/1925 a
total of 1,299 agricultural courses of various for-
mats were held, then already in 1926/1927, 2,743
such forms of work were organized and conducted,
and the following year, 1927/1928, their number
increased even more significantly — 4555 events?,
The number of excursions of agricultural sig-

nificance also increased steadily: from 454 in the
1924/1925 economic year to 1150 in 1927/1928%.
As for the organization of the activity of agricul-
tural circles, there were significant successes in
this area as well: if in 1924/1925 they covered 65
thousand peasants, then in 1927/1928 economic
year the number increased to 78,937 people?.

The lecture activity also spread at a good pace.
Thus, during 1925-1927, not only the number of
agricultural societies that held lectures increased,
but also the number of lectures on average per 1
society (from 5 to 8.2). The number of lectures
organized by agricultural unions also increased
during the above-mentioned period: from 168 to
294. Only during the 1926/1927 economic Yyear,
agricultural cooperative societies and unions or-
ganized 9,677 lectures®. Also, by 1927, 149 winter
agricultural schools were actively and viable func-
tioning®. Regarding the organization and hold-
ing of agricultural competitions, there were posi-
tive results in this area as well. Thus, during the
1927/1928 economic year, 220 agricultural compe-
titions of various scales and specialties were held,
among which 36.8% were related to agriculture,
23.2% were related to cattle breeding, and 36.8%
were related to other agricultural fields®.

As a result of the financial and economic
strengthening of agricultural cooperation, the var-
iegated palette of directions and forms of coop-
erative agricultural work was gradually enriched.
From the second half of the 1920s, radio and film
propaganda became technologically new compo-
nents of agricultural work. By the end of 1928, 13
radio stations were created, 3,389 tube receivers,
1,072 loudspeakers were purchased at the expense
of cooperative funds, and 950 stationary and mo-
bile cinema installations were functioning®.

The conclusions. Thus, the measures of ag-
ricultural cooperation in the years of the NEP to
improve the agronomic culture of peasant house-
holds were characterized by a wide organizational
and substantive diversity. In general, constructive
agro-cultural efforts of the cooperative, along with
powerful production and economic processes, were
aimed at achieving the maximum economic effect,
contributed to increasing the marketability and
profitability of peasant households.

22 3apynumii C. Bimanoyemo JKoBTeHb BiIKPUTTSAM 3UMOBHX KL Koonepogane ceno. 1927. Ne 20. C. 86.

23 Ibid. C. 86-87.
24 |bid. C. 87.

25 PoscaHUK KyIbTypH Ha celi. Padancokuii cenanun. 1925. Ne 13-14. C. 51.
26 Inrynscekuii I. MacoBa arpoHoMi3amis HacelleHHs Ta ii epcHeKTUBH. Yikpaincvkuil azponom. 1929. Ne 11. C. 55.

27 1bid.
28 |bid.

29 Bimunt BceykpaiHCHKOTO COI03Y CLIBCHKOTOCHOAAapChKoi Koomepamii «Cinbehbkuii rocronap» 3a 1926-27 omepariitauii pik (1 sKoBTHs

1926 p. — 1 xosras 1927 p.). Xapkis: Cinscekuii rocmonap, 1928. C.

17.

30 Iurynscekuii I. MacoBa arpoHoMizanist HaceleHHs Ta ii mepcneKTuBH. Yikpaincvkuil azponom. 1929. Ne 11. C. 56.

31 Ibid. C. 59.
32 Ibid. C. 60.
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