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THE AGRARIAN PERSPECTIVE OF MYKOLA LEVYTSKY'S
COOPERATIVE VIEWS AND ACTIVITIES

Abstract. In the latest scientific historical literature, various aspects of the multifaceted figure of the “father of artel” are
objectively covered. At the same time, it is not about the agrarianist aspect of cooperative ideas and practices of M. Levytskyi.
With this in mind, the authors found out the agrarianist context of Mykola Vasyliovych’s cooperative thoughts.

The authors of the article aim to reveal the agrarian context of Mykola Levytsky cooperative thoughts.

Conclusions. Thus, comparing the intellectual and practical heritage of M. Levytsky with the theoretical heritage of
agrarianism allows us to reasonably conclude that there is an agrarian context in Mykola Levytsky cooperative reffections.
Like the agrarians, he did not absolutize the role and importance of cooperation in the peasant world of the second half of the
nineteenth and first third of the twentieth centuries, but he gave it a prominent place. Adhering to a peasant-centered approach,
the “artel father” identified cooperation in general and agricultural artels in particular as an alternative, a “third way”” to the
models of development of the peasant world of that time: socialism (Marxism) and capitalism. He understood the peasantry
and peasant farms as a social and economic basis, the progress of which (in a broad sense) would be ensured by cooperation
as a voluntary self-organization of peasant individuals.

Keywords: M. Levytskyi, “father of artel”, cooperation, artil, agrarianism.

Ceprin KopHoBeHKO

00KmMop icmopuuHux Hayk, npoghecop, oupexmop Hayxkoeo-0ocnionozo incmumymy cenaHcmea ma 6USYeHHs. aepapHoi
icmopii, Yepracokuil nayionanvuuii ynieepcumem imeni boeoana Xmenvnuyvkozo, m. Yepracu, Yxpaina

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6268-2321

e-mail: s-kornovenko@ukr.net

lOnia MNaciuHa

Kanouoam icmopudHux Hayk, gaxiseys 8i00iny acnipanmypu, Yepracvxuil HayioHatbHuil yHigepcumem imeHi boeoana
Xwmenvnuuyvrozo, m. Yepracu, Yxpaina

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7357-7623

e-mail: pasichna_yulia@ukr.net

Bioniorpagiunmnii onuc crarri: Koprnosenko C., ITaciuna }O. Arpapuctcekuii pakypc Koo-

MEPAaTUBHUX TOIVISAAIB 1 AisIbHOCTI Mukonn JleButchkoro. Yrpaincokuii censnun. 2024, Bum. 31.
C. 96-106. doi: https://doi.org/10.31651/2413-8142-2024-31-Kornovenko-Pasichna

96



Aepapma icmopis 6 imenax !: :

ArPAPUCTCbKUU PAKYPC KOOMEPATUBHUX Nornanis
1 QIANBHOCTI MUKOJNU NEBUTCBLKOIO

Anomauia. Y nosimuiti naykosiil icmopuyniu aimepamypi npeomMemuo GUCEIMAEHO pPi3Hi achekmu 6a2amoepanHoi
nocmami «apminpHoeo bamvka». BooHnouac He tidemvbcs NPO ASpapUCMCubKull pakype KOONepamueHux idetl i npakmux
M. Jlesumcobkozco. 3eadcaiouu Ha ye, agmopu 3’ACy8anu azpapucmcbKuii KOHmMeKcm KoonepamusHux posmucnie Mukonu
Bacunvosuua.

Aemopu cmammi cmaenAms 3a Memy pOKPUMU A2PAPUCICLKULL KOHMeEKCm KoonepamugHux posmuciie Mukonu
Bacunvosuua.

Bucnoeku. 3icmasnenns inmenexkmyansnoi ma npakmuytoi cnaowunu M. Jlesumcokoco 3 meopemuunum Ha0OAHHAM
azpapusmy YMOJICTUBTIOE OOIPYHMOBAHUN BUCHOBOK NPO HAAGHICMb AZPAPUCHICLKO20 KOHMEKCMY 8 KOONepamueHux
posmucaax Mukonu Bacunvosuua. Ax i azpapucmu, ne abconiomusyiouu pons i 3HA4eHHs KOonepayii y CensaHCbKoMY C8imi
opyeoi nonosuru XIX — nepuioi mpemurnu XX cm., 6in 8i0600u8 iil uinoHe micye. JJompumyouucs censsHoyeHmpuiHo2o nioxooy,
«apminoHull 6amMevKO» KOOnepayito 3a2aiom i Xaibopoocvki apmini 30Kkpema i0eHmugiKyeas K albmMepHAmugy — <mpemiil
WATSIXY MO2OUACHUM MOOGTAM PO3GUMKY CENAHCLK020 ceimy: coyianizmy (mapkcuzmy) ma kanimanizmy. Censncmeo i censincoKi
20Cn00apcmea po3ymis sk Coyianbiy i eKOHOMIYHY OCHOBY, npozpec AKoi (8 wWupokomy cenci) 3abe3neuums Koonepayis sk
000POBINLHA CAMOOP2AHIZ308AHICIb CENAHCLKUX THOUBIOYYMIS.

Kniouogi cnosa: M. Jlesumcokuil, «apminvhuii 6amuko», Koonepayis, apmine, azpapusm.

Problem statement. Among the pleiad of Ukrainian intellectuals, public figures, and people
who cared about the fate of the people, in particular the peasantry, in the second half of the nine-
teenth and first third of the twentieth centuries, Mykola Levytsky occupied a prominent place. His
personality, creative and practical heritage attracted the attention of his contemporaries. This was
due to the fact that, despite being in tune with their time, they were distinguished by high moral
qualities, a depth of understanding and comprehension of reality, and an active position in address-
ing socio-economic and socio-political issues of the time. The views of the “Artel Father”, his
experience in the field of cooperation, and his non-standard practical steps in the self-organization
of peasants have not lost their significance in our time. Given the versatility of M. Levytsky person-
ality, the uniqueness of his intellectual and practical achievements, their study is relevant.

Resaerch analysis.

The socio-political intellectual and practical heritage of M. Levytsky has become an object
of scientific study in the modern Ukrainian historiography. This topic is the focus of multigenre
research by V. Marochko! 2, A. Panteleimonenko?, E. Kostyk* 5, M. Aliman®, V. Vovchenko’ & °,
L. Syniavska'?, V. Recruit and O. Stepchenko® 2, S. Heley®, I. Pyatnytska'* 15, O. Zhytkov?s,
V. Danylenko!’, and others.

1 Mapouxo B. YkpaiHcbka censHCbKa Koomnepanist. [cropuko-teopernanuii aciext (1861-1929 pp.). Kuis: M.P. Kots Publishing, 1995. 244 c.
2 Mapouko B.I. JEBUTCHKWI Mukona Bacuisosuu / Exumknonesis ictopii Vipainu: T. 6: Jla-Mi / pexxon.: B. A. Cmouiii Ta in. HAH
Vkpainu. [nerutyt ictopii Ykpainu. K.: B-Bo «Haykosa gymka», 2009. 790 ¢. URL: http://www.history.org.ua/?termin=Levitsky_M_V (ocran-
Hiit mepersi: 28.05.2024)

3 INanTteneiimonenko A. Muxona JleBuTchkuil. YKpaiHCBKi kKoonepaTtopu. Ictopuuni Hapucu. Kuura 1. JIpBiB: Yioonocsita, 1999. C.130-136.
4 Kocruk €. Muxona JIeBUTChKHI — OpraHizaTop apTiIbHOTO pyXy. Vrpaincexuil cenanun. 2002. Bum. 5. C. 48 — 51.

5 Kocruk €. Jluckycii HaBkono pismsHOCTi M. B. JleButcokoro. Yipaincokuii censanun. 2008. Bum.11. C. 125-128.

6 Animan M. Mukona JIeBUTChKHIi: Koomepallis — HallKpalla KBiTKa Ha IOJISIX PiJHOTO Kpato. Bicmi Llenmpanvhol cniiku cnodjcueyux moea-
pucmes. 2003. Ne 23. C.7.

7 Bosuenxko B. ApxiBHa criajmmHa i 6i6mioreka Mukomn Bacumbosuya Jleutchroro (1859 — 1936) sik mkeperto 3 icTopii yKpaiHCHKOTO mMpo-
cBiTHHIBKOTO pyXy KiHI XIX — 20-x pokiB XX cr. bibriomeunuii sichux. 2007. Ne 1. C. 36 — 41.

8 Bosuenko B. Crioraau cyuacHukiB npo M.B. JIeBUTCHKOTO SIK icTOpHKO-Oiorpadidne mkepeno 3 icropii koonepauii B YkpaiHi HaOpUKiHII
XIX - Ha mouarky XX cromtrs (32 MeMyapamu 0Co060BOTO apxiBy). Pykonucu ma knusickoea cnadwuna Ykpainu. 2007. Bum. 11. C. 70 - 78.
9 Bosuenko B. ApxiBHa criajiiiHa KOOIeparopa, AepKaBHOTO i rpoMajickkoro misaa M. B. JleButcpkoro (1859-1936): icropist, peKOHCTPYK-
wis, 3mict: aBroped. muc. ... kaua. ict. Hayk: crer. 07.00.10 «/loxkymMeHTO3HABCTBO, apxiBo3HaBcTBO». K., 2007. 16 c.

10 Cunssceka JI. Koomnepauist — He3a0yTHii gocBin: 3 Haroan 150-pivuus 3 AHS HapOMKEHHS «apTiIbHOrO 0aTbka» Mukonu JIeBUTCHKOTO. [H-
dopmayiimuii sicnux Haykosoeo mosapucmea icmopuxis-azpapnuxie «Icmopuxo-acpapi oopii». 2009. Ne 7.

11 Pexpyt B., Cremuenko O. «AprinbHuii 6aTbko» JleBuTchkuit Mukona BacunsoBuu Ha Iloxinni. Ocsima, Hayka i kynemypa Ha I1ooinni.
2014.T. 21. C. 376-386.

12 PexpyT B. Manogizowmi cropinku xuttst M.B. JIeButcekoro Ha Ky6awi Ta IliBHiuHOMYy KaBkazi y1918 — 1920 pokax. Kpaesnascmso. 2019.
Ne 2. C.50 - 56.

13 I'eneii C. Mukoina JIeBUTChKHI — BU3HAYHUIT IPOMAJICBKUIT Ta KOOTepaTUBHUMN 1isd KiHusg XIX —nepuioi tpetian XX cT. Akmyanvhi npo-
O1eMu eKOHOMIKU | MOP2i6Ni 8 CYHACHUX YMOBAX €8POIHMeZpayii: Mamepianu wopiuHoi HayKosoi KoHpepeHyii npoghecopcbKo-6UKIa0aybKo20
cknady i acnipanmis Jlbeigcoko2o mopeosenvho-exonomiunozo ynigepcumemy (JIoBiB, 13-14 tpasust 2016 poxy). JIssis: Pactp—7, 2016. C.
62-64.

14 TsarauupkoBa 1. 3emiuepodcrki aptisii M.B. JIeBUTCHKOTO: aHTPOTOIOTiYHUE BUMIp. IcmopuyHi i nonimonoziuni 0ocuioxcenns. 2017. Ne 1
(60). C. 29-39.

15 Piatnytskova, I. Cultural-educational activity of the south Ukrainian cooperatives at the beginning of XX century. Cxionoeceponeiicokuii
icmopuunuil gichux. 2019. Ne 11. C.98-107.

16 XKutkoB O. ®opMyBaHHS CYCHiIBHO-TIOMITUYHUX MOMISAIB YKpaiHChKOTO Kooneparopa MukoiuJleBurchkoro B nepion 1890-x — movarky
1900-x pokiB. Jlimonuc Boauni. 2020. Bun. 22. C.25 - 30.

17 Manunenko B. Bizis Muxonu JleButcekoro poni Pocii, ITonbii Ta kpain 3axigHoi €Bponu B ictopii Ykpainu. Kpaesnascmeo. 2020. Ne 1
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Consistently, thoroughly, the figure of M. Levytskyi, his ideological world and the world of
practice are presented in the works of the Cherkasy school of agricultural historians, members of
the Scientific Society of Agricultural Historians. In particular, the work of 1. Farenii, who has been
studying the history of Ukrainian cooperation, the figures of its leaders, and M. Levytskyi® himself
for twenty years, stands out in this area.

At the same time, despite the modern Ukrainian historiographical tradition, we do not observe
a “research boom” on the topic we have raised. The figure of M. Levytsky, on the one hand, is not
on the margins of historical and scientific research, but on the other hand, he has received much
less attention from scholars than, say, the figures of M. Hrushevsky, P. Skoropadsky, S. Petlura, etc.

The purpose of the article.

The latest scientific historical literature substantively highlights various aspects of the multi-
faceted figure of the “Artel Father”, the attitude of domestic and foreign contemporaries to him,
the influence of his cooperative ideas on the development of Ukrainian and world cooperation, etc.
At the same time, the agrarian perspective of M. Levytsky cooperative ideas and practices is not
discussed. Taking this into account, the authors of the article aim to reveal the agrarian context of
Mykola Levytsky cooperative thoughts.

The statement of the basic material.

In the socio-economic and socio-political life of Naddniprianshchyna, Ukraine, the second half
of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries were the period of the Industrial Revolution, the
formation of the industrial basis of the Romanov Empire’s economy, the era of modernization and
politicization of the country, and the response to external, universal civilizational challenges. These
were the consequences of the Great Reform of 1861 and the subsequent reforms of the 1860s and
1870s. It became a new challenge for the peasantry. The will to live prompted the peasantry to
change themselves, acquire new competencies, find adequate ways to survive, and apply them in
practice?.

These processes that took place during the period in question also became a challenge for
Ukrainian intellectuals who were not indifferent to the fate of the people, including the peasantry.
They had access to domestic and foreign literature of various genres, were interested in various
socio-political ideologies, and analyzed common agricultural practices in different countries. Re-
flecting on the socio-cultural space of that time, of which they were a part, they considered and pro-
posed various models of socio-economic transformations aimed at improving the socio-economic
situation of the peasantry, which made up 80% of the population of the Naddniprianshchyna and
the russian Empire as a whole.

Thus, M. Levytsky considered cooperation to be one of the successful practices of that time,
which yielded positive results for its participants, was an effective tool for mitigating, if not com-
pletely eliminating, not only socio-economic, but also cultural, educational, socio-political and oth-
er negatives inherent in the peasant world of that time. For him, it was “one of the banners of our
era,” but not “the ultimate ideal form, beyond which there seems to be nowhere to go?”.

—-4.C.84-90.

18 ®apeniii 1. 3 icTopii craHOBIICHHS KoonepaTtiBHOTO pyxy B Hagauinpsucekiit Ykpaini (qpyra nomosusa XIX — mouarok XX cr.). Yepkacu:
Hauionaneuuii yHiBepcurer iM. borgana Xmensuunbkoro, 2003. — 144 c.; ®apeniii 1. 3 icropii AisibHOCTI «apTiibHOrO Oarbka» MUKoIn
JleBUTCHKOTO Y TIEpio]T CTAHOBIEHHS KOOmepaTuBHOTO pyxy (kinens XIX — mouarok XX ct.). [Ipobremu icmopii Yxpainu XIX — nouamiy XX
cm. 2005. Bum. 9. C. 193-201; dapeniii I. Kooneparusuuii pyx y Hapnainpsucbkiit Ykpaini B apyrii nonoBusi XIX-na mogarky XX cTOMITTS.
Yepkacu : Bimnynus-Ilitoc, 2008. 432 c.; ®apeniii 1. I[Tpo aprinbHOro 6arbka Mukoiy JleBurchkoro: J[onoBiib Ha ypo4uCTOMY 3acigaHHi
Cexkuwii conialibHOT aKTHBHOCTI CLIBCHKOTO HaceneHHs 3 Haroau 150-pivus 3 qHs Hapo/pkeHHs Mukonu BacuiiboBuua JleButchkoro. Yepkacu:
«Beprukanb», Bunasens 111 Kanaua C.I, 2010. 36 c.; @apeniii I. «ApTinbhuii 6aTbk0» Mukoia JIeBUTCbKUI — BUAHUIN PEACTABHUK HAIliO-
HanbHOI iHTenirennii kinnsg XIX — nepmoi tperunu XX ct. Iypaciiscoxi icmopuyni yumanns. 2011. Bum. 4. C. 99 — 101; dapeniii I. Coniamni3m
i Kooreparllis B NoNsigax «aprinbHoro 6arbka» Mukonu JleBurcobkoro. Bicnuk Yepkacvkozo nayionanvrozo. Cepis Icmopuuni nayku. 2015.
Ne29. C. 28 — 33; dapewniii 1. «EnucaseTrpan — HEHTPaIbHOE MECTO ACATEIBHOCTA M3BECTHOTO HACAIUTEIS apTeien»: 3 icTopii MisuIbHOCTL
«apTinpHoro 6aTbka» Mukomm JleButcsroro: 1905 — 1918 poxu. Kpaesnascmeo. 2019. Ne 2. C. 37 — 56; ®apewniii 1. JisnbHICTh «apTiTbHOTO
6arpka» Mukonu JIEeBUTCHKOTO Ta IHTENITSHIIis HOTO eMOXH B iCTOPUKO-METOIONOTTYHOMY actiekTi (npyra nonoBuHa XIX — neprii qecsaTuiriT-
1 XX c1.). Bicnuk Yepkacvkozo nayionanvnozo. Cepis Iemopuuni nayku. 2022. Ne 1. C. 74 — 85.

19 Kopuoserko C. Cy0’eKTHHI CKJIaJHUK arpapHOTo MUTAHHS SK OJHA 3 MepeayMoB Ykpainchkoi peBomrouii 1917 — 1921 pp. Vrpaiucokuil
icmopuunuil ncypran. 2017. Ne 4. C. 83 — 94.

20 ®apeniii 1. CowianizM i Koomepallis B HOMIsAAaX «apTiIbHOrO 0arbka» Mukomu JleButchkoro. Bicnux Yepkacvkoeo Hayionaiwrozo. Cepis
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He defended the principled position that “cooperation is the best and most appropriate mani-
festation of human genius within the framework of socio-economic construction.?*” In particular, in
January 1896, in a heated debate with P. Struve, who did not accept Marxism, M. Levitsky argued
against the latter’s claims that “no artel kingdom, or even artel county, or any lasting artel results at
all ...” could exist. Relying on the practice of introducing artels and his in-depth knowledge of the
peasant world of the time, he stated: “Artels are not the result of theoretical hobbies, but a reality
that attracts the greatest attention of various persons interested in the situation of our people... I did
not speak of an artel kingdom, I look at artels as one of the ways to improve the economic situation
in the countryside...??” The “Artel Father” defended the same position in the fall of 1896 in Geneva,
in a sharp debate with H. Plekhanov?.

He criticized the Marxists for “deliberately ignoring the interests of the people for the sake of
growing revolutionary sentiment?*”. He considered their ideology “the bloodless phraseology of
the worst conservatives”. “In economic life,” Levitsky wrote, “they are the same centralists... | am
surprised that these gentlemen are still spoken of as progressive figures?”.

In addition to Marxism, Mykola Levitsky criticized capitalism. He considered it incompatible
with agriculture. Instead, cooperation for him was the only “normal healthy and desirable way out
... in ... further evolution?”.

Unlike the Marxists, he did not neglect the right to private property, but promoted the effective
development of peasant farms. For him, they “are the basis of the economic development of the
people. The viability of peasant farms, even amidst the difficult conditions in which they operate
mainly in Ukraine, speaks for itself. However, it is necessary to protect small farms by self-help or-
ganizations, and to raise the cultural level of the peasant masses sufficiently?””. For him, the farmers
are “a conscious and noble element in history,” whose faith is being killed by the Social Democrats,
“glorifying economic materialism?”.

I. Fareniy argument that cooperation is an effective form of socio-economic life for the “artel
father” is correct. It “can be applied to all branches of national labor, and its beneficial influence
spreads wherever its breath touches.” “Of all the existing types of organization of national labor, we
know the most appropriate form of it - which would take into account the interests of both workers
and society - is the cooperative, artel form ...%”.

In addition, in our opinion, Mykola Vasylovych was sincerely convinced of the complementary
nature of cooperation. He also considered it an effective tool for positive influence on the moral,
cultural and educational components of the peasant world. According to Y. Pavlykovsky, he was
also concerned about the low spiritual culture of the peasantry. In view of this, M. Levytsky was
concerned that “a group of united comrades-members deepened their knowledge, their worldview,
and in brotherhood and love managed to master new areas of economic life with their own spiritual
and material means®®”. He wrote that “there is little love and much malice among us, and that only

Iemopuuni nayxu. 2015. Ne29. C. 30.

21 J1-p Inns Butanosuu IcTopis ykpaiHChKOTO KoomepaTHBHOTO pyxy. Huro-Hopk, 1964. C. 105.

22 Kocruk €. luckycii HaBKono gisutbHOCTI M. B. JleButcbkoro. Yrpaincoxuii cenanun. 2008. Bun.11. C. 126.

23 Bosuenko B. Crioraau cyvacHukis mpo M.B. JleBuTchKOro SIK icTOpHKO-0iorpadiune mxepelo 3 icropii koonepanii B Ykpaini HaIpHKIiHI
XIX — Ha mouarky XX cromitrs (3a MeMyapaMu 0Co00BOT0 apxiBy). Pykonucu ma knusckosa cnadwuna Yxkpainu. 2007. Bum. 11. C. 71.

24 dapewiii L. IIpo aprinmpHoro 6arska Mukoiy JleButchkoro: Jlonosias Ha ypourcroMy 3aciganHi Cekuii coniaabHOI aKTHBHOCTI CITBCHKOTO
HacesieHHs 3 Haroau 150-pivust 3 1Hst HapokeHHs: Mukoiu BacunboBuua JleBurcekoro. Yepkacu: «Beprukanb», Bunaseus 111 Kanguy C.I,
2010. C. 25.

25 JI-p Innst Butanosuu Ictopis ykpaiHChKoro KoonepatiHoro pyxy. Hero-Hopk, 1964. C. 109.

26 ®apewiii 1. IIpo aprinpHOro 6aTtbka Mukoiy JleButchkoro: JlonoBiap Ha ypodrcroMy 3aciganHi Cekuii couiaabHOI aKTUBHOCTI CiJILCHKOTO
HacesieHHs 3 Haroau 150-pivust 3 1Hs HapokeHHs: Mukoiu BacunboBuua JleBurchkoro. Uepkacu: «Beprukanb», Bunaseis 111 Kanguy C.T,
2010. C. 20.

27 Maenukoscbkuit FO. Mukona JleBurcekuii B 50-mmiTTs #ioro rpomaicsko-kooreparuBHoi mpari. 1878 — 1928. (biorpadiunuii Hapuc 3 mop-
TpeThMu 1oBisHTa). JIbBiB, 1928. C. 10.

28 J1-p Innst Buramosua Ictopist ykpainchkoro koomneparusHoro pyxy. Hero-Hopk, 1964. C. 109.

29 dapeniii I. Cowiani3M i Koomnepallis B HOMIsAAaX «apTiNbHOTO 6arbka» Mukomu JleBuTchkoro. Bichux Yepkacvkoeo Hayionaiwrozo. Cepis
Iemopuuni nayku. 2015. Ne29. C. 30.

30 IMaenukoBcbkuit FO. Mukona JleBurcekuii B 50-mmiTTs #ioro rpomaicbko-kooreparuBHoi mpari. 1878 — 1928. (biorpadiunuii Hapuc 3 mop-
TpeThMu oBisHTa). JIBBiB, 1928. C. 10.
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by joining together in good faith to work together in good agreement and in mutual brotherly love
can we help ourselves and better manage our economy and life in general®'”.

Such thoughts of M. Levytsky, formed, on the one hand, under the influence of family upbring-
ing, pro-gymnasium teacher H. Struzhevskyi, observations and analysis of the peasant world of
that time, socio-cultural space, and, on the other hand, the works of Chernyshevskyi, Lassalle, Dra-
homanov, and Marx®2, became the basis for his practical activity. In 1894, in the village of Fidvar,
where he formed as a personality and crystallized the fundamental principles of his worldview, he
founded the first agricultural artel. Translated from Tatar, artel means “Orta” - community. This is
where the word “Ortak” comes from - common, public. In essence, the artel is a union, “as “broth-
erhoods” and “societies” - as a kind of cooperative, known in the Russian and Ukrainian lands for
thousands of years. ... The most original Ukrainian artel was the organization of the Zaporizhzhia
Sich, this kind of first “Cooperative Republic,” as A. Ulitin calls it®”.

Reflecting on the advantages of cooperation (unions, artels), its impact on the socio-economic,
moral, cultural, and educational life of the rural world, M. Levytsky clearly identified seven main
positions. He summarized them as follows:

1) “to be able to hold on to the land, not to abandon it and farming, which we love from our
grandfathers and parents, to which we are accustomed, because farming is our favorite and native
work, it is the main source of our means and our wealth”;

2) the union changes the nature of peasant labor, provides economic prosperity to the peasantry,
makes it “more durable, more certain, so that it can provide for us and our families forever ... in the
Union it is easier to do ... hired labor is not at all like the labor of the owners themselves, who had
previously joined the Union”;

3) unionized peasant farms are more resistant to cataclysms, in particular, to crop failures, as
they have sufficient stocks for both consumption and sowing grain;

4) the Union provides a real opportunity for peasant farms to apply the achievements of agron-
omy, breeding, and agricultural machinery;

5) peasant farms united in a union have a greater opportunity for practical commercialization
of their activities by attracting loans and their effective use;

6) it is easier for cooperative peasant farms to fulfill tax and other payments and obligations;

7) a union, artel as a voluntary association of peasant farmers also fulfills a cultural and edu-
cational mission, moralizing. It is called upon to “wean ourselves from anger at each other, and to
teach brotherly life, mutual respect and love...3*”.

The peasant-centered nature of the farmers’ unions introduced by M. Levytsky was accurately
noted by Ivan Franko. He wrote that “the farmers’ unions of Levytsky’s unions grew not out of
doctrine, but out of practical need and out of a fervent love for the people®”. The thoughts and
practical activities of the “artel father” were frankly peasant-centered. To “work for the benefit of
the people,” whom he selflessly served, the “artel father” called on everyone “whose heart is not
indifferent to the people’s grief, and whose mind is not clouded by stupid theories like economic
materialism, historical fatalism, etc., who has eyes to see grief and ears to hear the groaning of the
people ...3%¢”

Another contemporary of the “artel father,” L. Bozhko, commenting on the views of M. Levytsky,
emphasized that for the latter, cooperation was “a guiding star that heralds new foundations of life

31 JleButchkuit M. CriikoBa ymMoBa Juist X1i60po0cbkux crinok. JIsBi: 3 npykapui Haykooro Tos. im. IlleBuenka, 1901. C. 7.

32 JI-p Innst Butanosuu IcTopis ykpaiHChKOTo KoomepaTHBHOTO pyxy. Huro-Hopk, 1964. C. 103.

33 IMaenukoscekuii 0. Muxona JleBurchkuit B 50-mitrst foro rpomacsko-kooneparusHoi npauni. 1878 — 1928. (Biorpadiunnii Hapuc 3 mop-
TperbMH foBinsHTa). JIbBiB, 1928. C. 9.

34 JleButcekuit M. CriiikoBa yMoBa utst X1i60po0cbkux crinok. JIsBiB: 3 npykapui Haykooro toB. im. IlleBuenka, 1901. C. 11 - 12.

35 JI-p Innst Butanosuu Ictopis ykpaiHChKOro KoonepatiHOro pyxy. Hero-Hopk, 1964. C. 109.

36 dapewiii L. IIpo aprinmsHoro 6arska Mukoiy JleButchkoro: Jlonosigs Ha ypourcroMy 3aciganHi Cekuii coniaabHOI aKTHBHOCTI CITBCHKOTO
HaceseHHs 3 Haroau 150-pivust 3 1Hs HapokeHHs: Mukoiu BacunboBuua Jleurchkoro. Uepkacu: «Beprukanb», Bunaseis 111 Kanguy C.T,
2010. C. 26.
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that will fulfill the long-held dream of that great era of human life when the modern principle of
homo homini lupus est (man to man is a wolf) will prevail, but another - homo homini amicus est”¥.

At the same time, Mykola Vasylovych did not absolutize cooperation. He justified his position
as follows. On the one hand, “cooperation is the only way to ensure the healthy development of the
national economy.” On the other hand, “cooperation is at the same time only a milestone on the way
to the economic revival of the people®”. The allegory he proposed for cooperation is informative.
He identified it with a crutch during illness. As long as the peasants are “sick,” i.e., unable to
manage properly, they use the crutch and unite in an artel, taking advantage of all the benefits of
this union. As soon as the farmers “recover,” i.e., reach a certain level of wealth that allows them
to feel confident in managing individually, they believe that the crutch has fulfilled its function and
get rid of it*. In this context, L. Bozhko was right that “while attaching such great importance to
cooperation, raising it so high, Levitsky nevertheless does not see it as a panacea, a single cure for
all the people’s ills.”

The analysis of the above-mentioned advantages of the union and the worldview of the “artel
father” gives sufficient grounds to say that M. Levytsky saw cooperation in general and agricultural
artels in particular as a separate direction of development of the peasant world. It was neither
socialist nor capitalist, but a “third way” based on the subjectivity of the peasantry as a separate
entity distinct from other subjects of the socio-cultural space of the time. We can talk about the
middle way proposed by Mykola Vasylovych, which is a characteristic feature of Central and
Southeastern agrarianism in general and Ukrainian agrarianism in particular.

In support of our position, we will cite how cooperation was understood in agrarianism by
Ukrainian and Central and Southeastern agrarians®.

A large cohort of intellectuals contributed to the formation of the ideology of Ukrainian
agrarianism. During the second half of the nineteenth century and the first third of the twentieth
century, Ukrainian agrarianism was formed as a theory and practice, presented both as an independent
direction of central and southeastern agrarianism and as an element of other philosophical and
political doctrines and practices. Its representatives or figures of the time, whose system of views had
an agrarian component, were, for example, P. Kulish, V. Lypynskyi, P. Skoropadskyi, H. Simantsiv,
V. Prokhoda, Y. Klymchach, K. Podoliaka, S. Bilodub, M. Bohun, and others. For a long time in
the interwar period, the Ukrainian Agrarian Society existed in Podebrady. It was founded “for the
study of agrarianism with a comprehensive familiarization with the forms of economic activity of
farmers*?”,

The key ideologies of agrarianism are as follows: the uniqueness and indisputable value for
humanity of the spiritual, moral, cultural and social properties inherent in the peasantry and its
labor*3; recognition of the peasantry as a stratum capable of playing an independent role in political
life*; not capitalist, but a “separate” peasant way of developing society, preservation of private

37 boxxko JI. M. JleBuTchKHi K KoomepaTop i #oro xmibopobeski cminku. JIssis, 1909. C. 3 — 4.

38 IMaenukoBcekuii 0. Muxona JleBurchkuit B 50-mitrst foro rpomacsko-kooneparisHoi npauni. 1878 — 1928. (Biorpadiunuii Hapuc 3 mop-
TperbMmu foBisHTa). JIBBiB, 1928. C. 10.
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2010. C. 14.
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property - small peasant property as its optimal regional variant and the basis for social progress, as
well as the idea of a peasant cooperative state*®; the superiority of agriculture and the rural way of
life over industry and the city, as well as the peasantry over other social groups*; the peasantry - the
agricultural layer - concentrates the main positive values and qualities of society, is the foundation
of the state’s stability and the bearer of national identity, and the above virtues should determine its
political power*.

In both Ukrainian and Central and Southeastern agrarianism, cooperation plays a prominent
role. For example, the theorist of modern Ukrainian agrarianism H. Simantsiv, as revealed in our
previous studies*, considered cooperation as the basis for “a systematic, in accordance with the laws
of evolution, restructuring of the social system in the direction of its improvement and perfection*®”.
Denying the significance of class antagonism, dictatorship, and revolution as engines of history, and
not accepting their meanings, he proposed an alternative tool for improving society, particularly
in the socio-economic and socio-political spheres. The fundamental goal in the evolution of the
social model, according to the provisions of Ukrainian modern agrarianism, is “man and his good.
This goal is common, e.g., should be common to all social strata®”. It can be achieved through
the cooperation of “all social strata and units and their associations®'”. G. Simantsiv interpreted
cooperation broadly. He understood it as a complex social phenomenon, a unique socio-political
and socio-economic instrument:

1) “instead of class struggle - class cooperation”;

2) “instead of social struggles - mutual compromises and concessions for the common good”;

3) “cooperation of all the living forces of the people”;

4) harmonious development of “all components of society, and therefore of the individuals2.

In fact, the author of The Modern Agrarianism, in our opinion, proposed an innovative
understanding of cooperation as a tool for implementing complementary socio-economic and socio-
political models. A complementary society is a society of common values and ideals, development,
prospects, comfort, and a harmonious combination of individual and collective principles.

Justifying the slogan: “PRIORITY TO COOPERATION,” Ukrainian agrarians in the Podebrady
region understood cooperatives as an important economic factor in the theory of agrarianism, which
was formed on the basis of their reflection on the Ukrainian agricultural reality of the second half of
the nineteenth and first third of the twentieth centuries. In their view, it “leads to a fairer distribution
of national income and thus leads to social reconciliation.” Among other things, they argued, in
accordance with “our pre-Bolshevik life,” cooperatives were a reliable way to protect the labor
of the Ukrainian farmer. The population united in cooperatives was more interested in the overall
development of the “national economic process®”.

The Polish agrarian S. Milkowski considered cooperatives and agricultural education to be the
main factors of “progress and prosperity of the village.” In his opinion, cooperatives play a leading
role in the socio-economic life of farmers, as they allow solving tasks that “exceed the capabilities
of individual farms and facilitate and improve management or procurement.” Cooperatives are
the backbone of agrarianism because they make economic democracy a reality. Unlike others,
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““a cooperative association is based on democratic principles, it is a ready-made and proven form
of organizing economic life.” S. Milkowski believes that the fundamental distinctiveness of
cooperatives lies in the following fundamental points:

1) money ceases to be the goal and dominant, its status is reduced to the role of a means;

2) the first place is occupied by a person and his/her attitude to the organization;

3) the rights and obligations of a cooperative member do not depend on material wealth;

4) the cooperative “places great emphasis on raising the moral side of a person”;

5) the cooperative prepares a person for higher forms of socialized management®.

The Czechoslovakian agrarian A. Palacek, reflecting on the essence of agrarianism, reasonably
wrote that supporters of agrarianism have to realize their mission in conditions of constant struggle.
He clearly outlined against whom/what and for whom/what this struggle is. First of all, against
the interests and ideas of other states and classes, against the ignorance and indifference of the
peasantry itself. Accordingly, “for” “the modern farmer and economic progress, for cooperatives,
for agricultural education, economic and political organization of the peasants, for social and
cultural policy of the village...>”.

Forthe Czechoslovakian agrarian, cooperation isan integral component of agrarianism, one of the
fundamental and basic principles for which the struggle for it is constantly ongoing. It is of common
interest to all variants of agrarianism®. He understands it as the second stage in the development
of agrarianism, which came after the abolition of serfdom and manorialism, and the economic
crises of the nineteenth century. A. Palacek justifies the peasants’ initial distrust of cooperation
by “lack of awareness and trust in other owners.” The evolution of peasant consciousness, socio-
economic changes in their lives lead to the fact that “a peasant who grows up in the village and goes
beyond it, thus recognizes that he has common interests with other peasants and people dependent
on agriculture, and feels the need to jointly organize and cooperate their actions®"”.

The conclusions.

Thus, comparing the intellectual and practical heritage of M. Levytsky with the theoretical
heritage of agrarianism allows us to reasonably conclude that there is an agrarian context in Mykola
Levytsky cooperative reflections. Like the agrarians, he did not absolutize the role and importance of
cooperation in the peasant world of the second half of the nineteenth and first third of the twentieth
centuries, but he gave it a prominent place. Adhering to a peasant-centered approach, the “artel
father” identified cooperation in general and agricultural artels in particular as an alternative, a
“third way” to the models of development of the peasant world of that time: socialism (Marxism)
and capitalism. He understood the peasantry and peasant farms as a social and economic basis,
the progress of which (in a broad sense) would be ensured by cooperation as a voluntary self-
organization of peasant individuals.
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