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INTRODUCTION

The beginning of the XXI century once again poses global
civilizational challenges to humanity, which actualize the need
to comprehend historical experience. The Ukrainian history
of the first third of the XX century, in particular the period
of revolutionary transformations of 1917-1921, provides the keys
to understanding the nature of the socio-cultural and political changes
taking place nowadays. Analogies between the events of a century
ago and the present time contain not only historical interest but also
scientific and practical imperative.

The monograph “The Peasant Renaissance of the Ukrainian
Revolution Period of 1917-1921” is devoted to the study of an under-
researched but crucial phenomenon — the peasant-centered dimension
of the revolutionary process. The peasantry was not only the largest
social group in Ukraine at the time, but also became an active subject
of nation-building, a source of ideological impulses and a driver
of political change. It was in their midst that the understanding
of a just system, their own place in national existence, and a vision
of the country's future were formed.

The monograph examines the peasant-centered concept
of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921 as interpreted by Dmytro
Dontsov. This concept allows us to comprehend the revolution as
a phenomenon in which the peasantry appears not as an object but as
a subject of history, a creator of new political, social, and cultural
meanings. Dontsov emphasized the uniqueness of the peasant
worldview of the Ukrainian nation, its natural desire for
independence, rootedness in its own land and spiritual traditions.

The authors also analyze Germany's food policy in Ukraine
attheturn  of 1917-1918.  Particular  attention is  paid
to the confiscation of grain from the peasants as an element



of military and economic pressure and a factor that deeply affected
the peasant perception of power, justice, and property rights. These
events became a catalyst for the intensification of peasant protests
and the formation of national resistance, fueled by a deep social
instinct to protect their way of life.

The revolutionary years of 1917-1921 are considered as a period
of realization of the socio-cultural nature of the Ukrainian peasantry.
At this time, unique forms of peasant self-organization were formed,
a deep mental and cultural identity was manifested, and agrarianism
was crystallized as an ideology closely linked to national liberation.

The monograph also attempts to comprehend the peasantry not
only as a social class or economic category, but as a fundamental
historical subject. The author focuses on theoretical and historical
approaches to the peasantry in Ukrainian and world historiosophy, the
peculiarities of the peasant narrative, etc. This view allows us to
integrate the peasant experience into the broader context
of civilizational development and restore its place in the national
historical imagination.

Thus, this monograph is an attempt at a comprehensive analysis
of the peasant revival in the context of the revolutionary events of the
early twentieth century. Its goal is not only to reconstruct historical
processes but also to understand the peasantry as a cultural and
political factor that determined the logic and dynamics
of the Ukrainian Revolution. The authors aim to contribute
to expanding the boundaries of modern historiography, to offer new
interpretations of familiar events, and to arouse further scholarly
interest in the peasant-centered aspect of Ukrainian history.



Serhii Kornovenko, Mykola Hlibischuk

THE PEASANT-CENTERED CONCEPT
OF THE UKRAINIAN REVOLUTION (1917-1921)
BY DMYTRO DONTSOV

Among thegalaxy of Ukrainian thinkers and theorists
of the concepts of nation-building in the twentieth century, Dontsov
holds aprominent place. His thoughts, ideas, approaches,
understanding of the peculiarities of national nation- and state-
building, and the prospects of the Ukrainian political nation have not
lost their relevance in the current situation. Their comprehension will
contribute to a clearer understanding of the latest Ukrainian realities
and outline statehood prospects. The publication and republication
of his works during the years of Ukraine’s independence’, on the one
hand, is a confirmation of their relevance, and on the other hand, it is
a return from oblivion of the figure of an original Ukrainian theorist
of the European level.

The theoretical heritage of the thinker, given its powerful
intellectual potential, has attracted and will continue to attract
the attention of researchers, public and political figures, and
society as awhole. Quantitative and qualitative indicators
of the already accumulated knowledge about her are sufficient
grounds to speak of Donets studies as a subdisciplinary area
of scientific discourse. In particular, there is an institutionalization
of donzan studies. In Ukraine, the Dmytro Dontsov Scientific and

! Nonmos /1. TTizcTaBy Hamoi MOMITHKY Ta iHmi npati. Teprominb : Kprna, 2022.
368 c.
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Ideological Center was created and is now functioning®. According
to theanalysis of the latest historiography®,  the focus
of researchers’ attention is mainly on issues related to Dontsov
as a theorist of the current Ukrainian nationalism®°, the developer
of the nationalist concept of the state® "8 the comparison
of Dontsov’s and V. Lypynsky’s” views, etc.

At thesame time, theissues related to Dontsov’s concept
of the peasant revolution of the early twentieth century, the role and
importance of the peasantry in Dontsov’s model of Ukrainian
revolutionary events, and the formation of Ukrainian statehood are
presented to a lesser extent. For example, O. Zaitsev examines
the stages in Dontsov’s understanding of the Ukrainian Revolution
of 1917-1921 and the evolution of his views on it™.

In view of this, the purpose of the study is to reveal the content
of Dontsov’s concept of the peasant revolution, the agrarian

2 HaykoBo-ineomoriunmii  uenrp  imeni  JImmrpa  JloHuOBA. URL:
http://dontsov-nic.com.ua/author/donzadmin/

| [Inixra I Tlocrats Jmutpa JloHmoBa y mpamsx yKpaiHCBKUX YYEHHUX.
Vkpaiucora 6ioepagicmura. 2008. Bumn. 4. C. 283-296.

* Curank O. Jonnos JI. i mpoGiema yKpaiHCHKOI HALIOHAIBHOI 1IEONOrii.
Hayxoei  npayi  icmopuunoco  ¢hakynememy — 3anopizeko2o  HAYIOHAILHO2O
yhieepcumemy. 2009. Bun. XXVII. C. 140-143.

Jlykamenko €. Yunnuii Hauionanism Jlmurpa Jlonuosa. [orimuxyc. 2016.
Bumn. 3. C. 9-19.

® Ony@piie P. CraHoBIeHHs Ta OCHOBHI 3acajy HALIOKPATHYHOI KOHIEILLi
nepxkau B 1920-1930-x pp. FOpuouunuii nayxoguii enexmponnui scypuan. 2021.
Ne 1. C. 412-415.

" Xapaxaw B. Ines Hauii y TBopuocti Jmurpa JloHuosa. Yipainceki npobremu.
1998. Ne 1. C. 128-140.

8 Zaiires O. Hoxrpuna JImurpa JloHI0Ba Ta 11 BIUTUB HA HALIOHAIICTHYHUI PyX
1920-1940-x pokiB. Vkpaina: kynremypha cnaowjuna, HAYiOHAILHA CEIOOMICHb,
deparcasricmo. 2014. Bum. 24. C. 16-34.

°BixpoB M. JlunmHchkuii i JIOHUOB: chmip Ha TIpaHi IBOX  CBITIB.
URL: https://tyzhden.ua/lypynskyj-i-dontsov-spir-na-hrani-dvokh-svitiv/

0 3aiiues O. OcMucneHHs IOCBiy YKpaiHChKOI peBomoiii y TBopax Murpa
HoutoBa. Icmopis ma icmopioepaghisi ¢ €sponi. 2016. Bum. 5. C. 77-88.
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component in Dontsov’s theoretical heritage, presented in the work
“The Grounds of Our Politics™".

“The Grounds of Our Politics is a work written by Dontsov in
the context of the Ukrainian revolutionary reality of 1920-1921.
The author worked on it in Bern and completed it in early January
1921: “T have finished my book and feel like a woman who has
already given birth”*,

A prominent place in thebook is devoted to the analysis
of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921, in which he was a direct
participant. At the same time, this is not a retelling of the facts, but
a reflection of the thinker on revolution as a phenomenon in general
and the Ukrainian revolution in particular. The philosopher derives
the concept of “revolution” etymologically from the French word
“la revolution,” that is, “the rotation of the Earth around the Sun.”
Onthis basis, Dontsov understood ‘“revolution” as a circular
movement that ends at the point where the movement began ...
amovement that could never have any end.” The proposed
interpretation compared favorably with the dominant version
of “revolution” at the time, which “has some mystical and, so to say,
anti-scientific meaning” as “just a large-scale brawl™™.

The nature of revolution, Dontsov argued, is dominated
by the irrational: “not an action, not a conscious plan, but revenge”.
Accordingly, the revolution is not made with the aim of “achieving
something positive, only because the offended revolutionary
conscience was looking for an access to the outside”’. He also
interpreted the concept of “counterrevolution” in an original way. He
understood it as “the tendency to replace anarchy with a new, but still

1 NMonnos JI. Migcran mamoi nomituxu. Biness : Bugasrunrso JIOHIOBHX,
1921. 212 c.

12 3aiiues O. OcMucienHs TOCBiy YKpaiHChKOI peBomioiii y TBopax JMurpa
HoutoBa. Icmopis ma icmopioepaghisi ¢ €sponi. 2016. Bum. 5. C. 78.

3 Nouuos JI. Iicraeu Hamoi noniruxy. Binews : BumaBHHuTBO J{OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 110.

¥ Ibid.



anarchic system, which, like the one that has just been overthrown,
soon begins to betray thetendency to stabilization and thus
to conservatism™".

He identified the 1917-1921 revolution as a socio-political one.
Dontsov  distinguished between the Russian and  Ukrainian
revolutions. The basis for this identification for him was its results.
In his opinion, the Russian Revolution led to fundamental political
changes, caused the fall of “tsarist absolutism, official Orthodoxy,
and the political superiority of the Russian people.” The Ukrainian
Revolution resulted in the subjectivization and formation
of the Ukrainian nation. This was manifested in the constitution
of “own forms of political, legal, state and church life”™°. The driving
force and creator of the Ukrainian Revolution, according
to the thinker, are “Ukrainians, not russians™*’.

Another difference between the Ukrainian Revolution and
the russian revolution was its character, its specific mover or Actor.
Dontsov formulated his own vision of the Ukrainian Revolution.
In his understanding, it is social, bourgeois, not socialist. It is
“the creation of arespectable stratum of the average peasant
bourgeois, a type that will mutatis mutaudis, like one eye to the other,
resemble this man to whom Maupassant devoted so many hours of his
talent.” For him, it was obvious that the non-socialist character
of the Ukrainian Revolution was due to the following factors. First,
socialist ideas were not widespread among the peasantry, “no one
stood behind them, except for a handful of town workers and
the uneducated, classified and moscow-based, though in love with
the Kobzar, intelligentsia.” The poor peasantry was “as far from
socialism as other peasants.” Second, workers and peasants are
different from each other. First of all, in their sources of income.

% Nouuos JI. Iigcraeu Hamoi noniruxy. Binews : BumaBHHuTBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 110.

% Ibid.

Y Ibid. C. 111.



A worker, having a source of income in wages, “can be a socialist”.
The source of a peasant’s income is private property, and therefore he
is “a party to the principle of private property”*®. Their separateness
by this criterion also determines the fundamental difference between
them and between the revolutions in which they are actors. Thirdly,
the purpose of peasants’ participation in the revolution, taking into
account the second factor, is to increase their own wealth®.

Thus, the thinker summarized, the revolution that the peasantry
made in Ukraine could not “be socialist, even in its intentions. It was
not socialist in fact”?. The Ukrainian revolution, which had a peasant
character, lasted from 1902. Dontsov saw its origins in the peasant
riots of 1902 in Kharkiv and Poltava regions. In his understanding,
it was an explosion of energy of the Ukrainian nation that took place
three years earlier than the First Russian Revolution of 1905-1907%.

Justifying the peasant character of the Ukrainian Revolution
of 1917-1921, he drew attention to the reasons for the explosion
of energy of the Ukrainian nation. The author of The Grounds of Our
Politics proposes an approach according to which “the reasons for it
lay in the incompleteness of the coup that Alexander Il made in
1863.” The thinker makes a certain inaccuracy. In the year
he mentioned, the tsarist government, in order to prevent the spread
of the Polish uprising on the Right Bank and its support by
the peasants, introduced mandatory land redemption by peasants, and
the number of payments was reduced by 20%. These measures
accelerated the elimination of the status of temporarily obligated
peasants. More than 1.5 million peasants have switched

18 NMonmos J. Tigcrasn mamoi nomituku. Binens: Bugasuirso JIOHIOBHX,
1921. C. 111.

¥ bid. C. 112.

2 |bid.

! bid. C. 109, 112.



to compulsory land purchases. This accelerated the transition
of temporarily obligated peasants to the category of peasant owners®.

Obviously, Dontsov was referring to the Great Reform of 1861,
the abolition of serfdom in the Russian Empire. Later in the text, he
unequivocally speaks of the imperfection and incompleteness of this
large-scale nationwide event — the abolition of serfdom, the presence
of post-serfdom elements in the countryside. The “incompleteness” of
the Great Reform of 1861, in his opinion, was as follows:

1) peasant smallholdings — “peasants have executed up to 24% of
the land”;

2) economic dependence of the peasant on the lord;

3) low economic and socio-legal status of the peasant;

4) the desire of peasants to own the land on which they worked;

5) the desire for freedom — “the final abolition” of serfdom as an
economic dependence.

The latter reason gives the peasant character of the Ukrainian
Revolution another distinctive feature from the Russian Revolution.
According to D. Dontsov, it is European character. In particular,
sharing the opinion of O. Bauer, he “sees in this new revolution for
the complete destruction of serfdom an analogy to the European
revolution of 1848.” Similar peasant revolutions in the early twentieth
century took place in “the whole of Eastern and Central Europe.
Hungary, Romania, Croats, Poland, and the Balkan States, as well as
Ukraine, are under thesign of agreat peasant-bourgeois
revolution...”%,

According to the theorist of contemporary nationalism, the First
World War was a powerful external geopolitical factor in the modern
history of Europe in general and Central and South-Eastern Europe in
particular. As a powerful catalyst for the transformation of the map

2 Jlasanceka T. TuMuacoBo3oGoB’s3ani  cemsan.  URL: hitp://vww. history.org.ua/
2termin=Tymchasovozoboviazani_seliany

3 Nonnos JI. IlixcraBy Hamoi mOmiTHKA. Binens : BumaBHUITBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 112-113.
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of Europe, it caused fundamental multilevel changes. The first level
was the reformatting of its political landscape. The second was
the renaissance of the peasantry as an active subject of history.
The third is that, apart from the First World War, the revolution
became the instrument of fundamental transformations in Europe.
According to D. Dontsov, the first manifestation was “the collapse
of three great powers, Russia, Austria, and Hungary...”. From
the standpoint of modern knowledge, it is more correct to speak
of the collapse of four empires: Russian, Austro-Hungarian, German,
and Ottoman. However, this does not change the fundamental point:
the emergence of new subjects of international relations at that time.
The manifestation of the latter in the countries “which we called
the South-East of the Occident” is the displacement of old elites:
“it (the old aristocracy — «C.K.») was replaced by a new class — peasant
democracy”, which was ‘of epochal importance in the political history
of Europe’®. The third manifestation was the peasant revolution
in the countries of Central and South-Eastern Europe.

The First World War and the peasant revolutions in Europe led
to the emergence of a new actor on the stage of European history in
the early twentieth century, a transformer of pre-war life and
a designer of new political realities. It was the peasantry. In fact,
the agrarian sector of the European economy, peasant cooperation,
and the peasantry, paradoxically at first glance, found themselves
in a much more favorable socioeconomic and socio-political position
than they had been before. Crisis phenomena in industry, financial
and banking systems, and urban culture, according to the thinker,
freed “the peasant from hypothetical debts.” The shackles of urban
civilization, with all its consequences, ceased to constrain the energy
of the peasantry and peasant cooperation. Its development gave
impetus to qualitative and radical changes, to the emergence of a new
type of peasant — previously unknown, unrecognizable. According

% Nonnos JI. IlixcraBy Hamoi momiTHKA. Binens : BumaBHUITBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 112-113.
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to D. Dontsov, “from a disheveled white slave, a slave of the city,”
the peasant became the center, “the axis around which the entire
economic life of the countries torn by war begins to revolve”®.

In fact, theemergence of such a peasant-centered approach
is the peasant renaissance in Central and Southeastern Europe
in general and in Ukraine in particular. The revival of the peasantry,
according to the philosopher’s concept, led to its priority in the areas
of economy and defense. At the same time, transformations took
place in Ukrainian national life. They relate to the change
of “the landed aristocracy, which has ceased to give social value
to society, has postponed the leadership of the nation, giving way
to a new class that has as its ideal ‘organized individual initiative’...”.
In the Ukrainian realities of the time, the thinker believed that
“the old-fashioned class ... has now let go of its weak arms.” In view
of this, it was logical, in his opinion, to turn to the peasantry and
political influence®.

In fact, Dontsov argues in favor of the peasantry as the leader
of the modern  Ukrainian nation, the peasantry as the bearer
of Ukrainian identity, the embodiment of national ideals and virtues,
and the socio-economic and socio-political basis of Ukrainian
statehood. He states without humiliation that Ukrainians are a peasant
nation. “The Ukrainian peasant has already made his revolution and
no longer needs any other”?’.

In Dontsov’s conception of the peasant revolution, we observe
the author’s intelligent and critical peasant-centeredness. The thinker
realized that in the early twentieth century the peasantry was not fully
prepared for state-building. At the same time, in the context
of the Ukrainian Revolution, the peasantry acted as a trigger

5 Nonnos JI. IlixcraBy Hamoi momiTHKA. Bigens : BumaBHULTBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 113-114.

* Ibid. C. 114.

" bid. C. 116.
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for the then non-linear processes of Ukrainian nation-building, to use
modern terminology.

As areal actor of historical reality, it had its own characteristics
and peculiarities compared to other participants in the revolutionary
events. According to D. Dontsov, among others, the peasantry was
a separate entity endowed with the following characteristics. The first
was adeep awareness of its interests. The second was “a great
political instinct”. The third is “quick orientation”. The fourth
is “indomitable stubbornness in pursuit of goals”. The fifth
iS “organizational dexterity”. The sixth is “sense of order”.
The seventh is “complete indifference to pacifism, anti-militarism,
and other ‘isms’”. The eighth is “aristocratic aversion to all forms
of ochlocracy, forcibly imposed on ... the intellectuals™?.

Thus, for the philosopher, the Ukrainian peasantry, endowed with
the above-mentioned virtues, is the foundation of a strong house
of “own statehood.” He supports his arguments by saying that
the peasantry is the genius of the “Ukrainian race.” It is endowed with
“profound wisdom,” “innate waywardness, and a developed sense
of action™®.

How did Dontsov see the palace of his “own statehood”? Based
on a peasant-centered  approach  to  interpreting  the events
of the Ukrainian Revolution and the processes of national statehood
formation, in 1920-1921, at the time of writing, the thinker proposed
an original model of the latter. He was guided by the fact that
the peasant, the peasant ideology, is an antidote to Bolshevism and
nihilism®. In essence, it was a “third way” (similar to the agrarian
interpretation) between liberal and socialist strategies of state
building. It was akind of peasant alternative that was realized
in the Second Polish Republic, Bulgaria, and Czechoslovakia

2 Nonnos JI. IligcraBy Hamoi momiTHKA. Binens : BumaBHULTBO J[OHLIOBHX,
1921. C. 126.

2 |bid.

¥ Tbid. C. 200.
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in the interwar period. His ideal was a “peasant petty-bourgeois
republic”®. Thus, he associated the statehood of Ukraine with
the peasantry and the peasant petty-bourgeois republic.

For the philosopher, the concept of “peasant petty-bourgeois
republic” was synonymous with “peasant democracy.”
Understanding and distinguishing the essential aspects of this
phenomenon is the focus of the work “The Foundations of Our
Politics”. In his characteristic authorial manner, he explains what
democracy is in general, its varieties, and the essence of peasant
democracy itself.

The philosopher wrote: “I understand the word democracy
to mean something completely different than our professional
democrats, and | do not belong to those who will fall to their knees
before an idea expressed in seven words.” For Dontsov, democracy is
“a fact that must be accepted, whether we like it or not... Unable
to destroy it, we must take it into our hands and regulate it, because,
unbridled and unregulated, it will destroy civilization.” In his opinion,
“there is democracy and democracy,” so the settlement of democracy
is not “circle quadrature”®.

Reflecting on “democracy and democracy,” the thinker understood
the diversity of forms of this phenomenon. He distinguished between
the following types of democracy:

1) “democracy of the ’demons’, Shyhayevshchyna”;

2) “moscow’s ‘nothingness’”;

3) “democracy of Ruso, that great plebeian, as he is unanimously
called by Nietzsche and Carlyle”;

4) “Wagner’s ‘Twilight of the Gods’”’;

5) “the democracy of Beethoven’s Eroica”;

6) “the democracy of a French or Bulgarian peasant or Canadian
farmer”;

3 Nonnos JI. IlixcraBy Hamoi momiTHKA. Bigens : BumaBHUITBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 119.
% Ibid. C. 202.
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7) “the democracy of a Savoyard or Gascon”;

8) “the democracy of a German social democrat”™®,

Dontsov tried to summarize the diversity of democracies of that
time in the following scheme. On the one hand, there are democracies
of “pacifism, egalitarianism, anti-militarism, ochlocracy, acorn
socialism and class struggle, democracy of universal and leveling
of the reification of numbers, sentimental and anemic people’s
government”. On the other hand, it is ademocracy of “labor,
hierarchy, social solidarity, duty, and a strong grip.” The nature and
content of democracies determined their role in the life of the nation
and the state. According to this criterion, the thinker distinguished
the following types of democracy: “the one that plants and binds
society together, ... the one that destroys and builds”. What
iscommon to all of them s that the priority regulator
in the democracies of such societies is “the low materialistic instincts
of the masses or the arbitrariness of the master over a flock of equal
slaves™*. Thus, these were antagonistic democracies, democracies
of extremes.

Among them, another democracy stood out in a qualitatively
better way. The researcher identified it as a democracy of “self-
discipline, of higher ideas, which, like ‘family,” ‘native land,” and
‘social solidarity,” make one social organism of a higher order out
of an agglomerate of divergent wills.” Such democracy, according
to Dontsov, is “an element of production, labor, and an element
of freedom and amateurism.” It is an ideal for him. For the thinker,
a typical country with an ideal democracy was “North America”®.

At the same time, it was not only “North America” that embodied
Donets’s ideal of democracy. He also saw its features
on the European continent. In particular, in peasant democracies

% Nonuos JI. IlixcraBy HAwoi TOMTHKA. BigeHs : BumaBHULTBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 202-203.

% Ibid. C. 203.

% |bid.

13



ingeneral and in the Ukrainian one in particular. Thanks
to the peasantry itself, the thinker argued, democracy would acquire
anew “breath of life,” a “proofreading.” Under the influence
of the peasantry and its power, democracy will be able to withstand
civilizational challenges and not fall victim to the latter®®.

Thus, there are sufficient grounds to say that Dontsov considered
the democracy of Ukrainian peasants to be ideal. He understood
it asavariant of the general ideal democracy inherent in North
America and European peasant democracies. In this way, he did not
diminish the role and importance of the Ukrainian peasantry, its state-
building  potential, and  Ukrainian  peasant  democracy.
On the contrary, he recognized it as avariant of an ideal world
democracy. Accordingly, the “third way” of the Ukrainian peasantry
in his understanding of the philosopher, which was identical
to the agrarian one, corresponded to the global trend of the time.

For Dontsov, peasant democracy in general, or the democracy
of the Ukrainian peasantry in particular, is ideal, different from others,
given the idealism and separateness of the Ukrainian peasantry — its
creator, carrier, and subject. As in the previous case — in justifying
the uniqueness of the peasantry as an actor of Ukrainian nation- and
state-building, and in the case of justifying theideal of peasant
democracy, the philosopher resorts to explaining this phenomenon by
revealing the uniqueness of its carrier — the peasantry.

First of all, he emphasized the separateness of the peasantry from
other subjects of the socio-cultural space of the time by the manner
and style of world perception. Their specificity and difference from
others form the peculiarities of the psychology of the Ukrainian
peasantry. The main ones, according to the thinker, were as follows.
First. The Ukrainian peasantry perceives the world through a refined
prism that it has developed. According to it, only the peasant
is its “rightful heir”. Second. He does not destroy the beauty

% TMowuos JI. IlixcraBu Hamoi momithkd. BineHs : BunaBHAUTBO JIOHIOBHX,
1921. C. 204.
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he is proud of, admires, and enjoys: “he does not trample on flowers
with his feet.” The only thing he wants is to “have them for himself”.
Third. He does not strive to “pull down those who are higher
in deeds,” only to reach their level. Fourth. He does not humiliate
the enemy, he fights with him as an equal, with whom “it is still
necessary to somehow ‘get along’”. Fifth. Respect for property rights,
rejection of the methods of “war communism”. Sixth. The peasantry
is inherently revolutionary. It was clearly demonstrated during
the peasant revolutions of 1902, 1905-1906, 1917, and the struggle
against the Bolsheviks. Seventh. Peasant traditionalism, a deep
understanding of the continuity of social evolution — all that is denied
and misunderstood by the “apostles of the *world revolution’.
Eighth. An overdeveloped sense of humor, which testifies
to the “organizing power of the intellect,” the desire for success and
achievement, the tendency not to despair in the face of difficulties,
and not to be afraid of death. Ninth. “The sound mind of our
peasant”, his practicality and pragmatism. Tenth. Attraction
to individualism: “a sense of personal worth and responsibility”.
Accordingly, “opposition to the collective responsibility of nihilism”.
Eleventh. Deep respect for such social, political, and spiritual
institutions as the family, private property, the state, and the church.
Twelfth. Patriotism of the peasantry. No nation or state can exist
without patriotism. Thirteenth. The peasantry’s healthy skepticism
of others: “a fully justified distrust of any stranger”. The thinker
contrasted this trait with the “relaxing ‘internationalism’ of our social
heroes”. Fourteenth. The Ukrainian national character of the peasant
is different from his Moscow counterpart and is related “to the main
foundations of the European psychotype”'.

Thus, the above-mentioned main characteristic  features
of the psychology of the Ukrainian peasantry contemporary
to Dontsov separated it as a carrier of peasant democracy, as well

3" Nowuos JI. TlizcraBu Hamoi momitukd. BineHs : BunaBHAUTBO JIOHIOBHX,
1921. C. 204-208.
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as peasant democracy itself, from the carriers of other democracies
and other democracies themselves. Thanks to this psychology,
peasant democracy in general, and that of the Ukrainian peasantry
in particular, was ideal, in line with the world’s models of the time.
The Ukrainian peasant, in the philosopher’s interpretation,
as the personification of Ukrainian peasant democracy, is a “social
class of the future”, “endowed with a developed legal consciousness,
ready to defend its rights by all means, disdainful of ready-made
ideologies, hostile to all ‘socialisms’, ‘pacifisms’ and
‘internationalisms’®. In other words, the Ukrainian peasantry
is an actor of the nation with prospects. The Ukrainian peasant
democracy, of which it is the carrier and embodiment, also has
corresponding prospects.

It is known that the key ideologies of agrarianism are:

1) the uniqueness and indisputable value for humanity
of the spiritual, moral, cultural and social properties inherent
in the peasantry and its labor;

2) recognition of the peasantry as an independent stratum
in political life;

3) not capitalist, but a “separate” peasant way of developing
society, preservation of private 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;

4) the superiority of agriculture and the countryside over industry
and the city, as well as the peasantry over other social groups;

5) the peasantry — the agricultural layer — concentrates the main
positive values and qualities of society, is the foundation of state
stability and the bearer of national identity, and the listed virtues
should determine its political power®.

% Nonuos JI. IlixcraBy Hamoi momiTHKA. Binens : BumaBHULTBO J[OHLOBHX,
1921. C. 207.

® Kopuosenko C. Arpapusm. Benuka yKpaiHchKa CHITUKITONE/TisL.
URL: https://vue.gov.ua/Arpapusm
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Given the above, there are sufficient grounds to state that
Dontsov’s work “The Grounds of Our Politics” presents agrarian
views. The concept of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921,
developed by him and duly substantiated, convincingly demonstrates
its peasant character. Thus, Dontsov’s intellectual heritage represents,
among other things, the Ukrainian agrarian intellectual discourse.
Ontheone hand, it harmoniously complements the theory
of Ukrainian agrarianism represented by the works of P. Kulish,
V. Lypynsky, H. Simantsiv, and other authors. On the other hand,
it is a component of central and southeastern agrarian thought.
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Yulia Pasichna

THE PEASANTRY IN THE HISTORIOSOPHICAL NARRATION

The peasantry is an important milestone in civilizations formation,
ensuring food security, developing economies, and preserving
cultural traditions. Despite globalization, urbanization, and
technological progress, the peasantry remains an important element
of the modern world, but faces numerous challenges: economic
marginalization, environmental crises, loss of autonomy due
to integration into global markets, and the growing influence
of agribusiness.

Contemporary studies of the peasantry cover awide range
of topics: from the historical contribution of peasants to revolutionary
processes to their struggle for environmental sustainability and food
sovereignty. However, the question remains open in scholarly
discussions: how to combine a multidimensional approach
to the study of the peasantry, which takes into account historical,
social, cultural, and economic aspects, with an analysis
of the challenges and prospects of this class in the modern world?

The importance of the problem is stipulated by the need
to understand the peasantry not only as a socio-economic category,
but also as a cultural and political actor capable of influencing global
processes. This approach to understanding the peasantry allows
us to better understand the dynamics of social change, local responses
to global challenges, and the role of traditional practices in ensuring
sustainable development.
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R.Pipes’, R.Redfield, S. Kornovenko?,  O.Mykhailiuk®,
K. lvangorodskyi®, Y. Prysiazhniuk®, A. Zayarniuk® and other
researchers have studied certain aspects of the topic we have raised.

The objective of theanalysis is to analyze the key scientific
approaches to the study of the peasantry as a multifaceted social,
economic and cultural phenomenon, and to determine its role
in historical transformations, globalization processes and the modern
world. The study reveals the main theoretical concepts proposed
by the classics of peasant studies and modern scholars, which allow
us to understand the evolution of the peasantry, its adaptation
to changing conditions, preservation of autonomy and importance for
social development.

The peasantry is one of the oldest and most important phenomena
that has played a key role in the formation of civilizations, economic
systems and cultural traditions. In different epochs, its study acquired
new meaning, because it not only provided for the basic needs
of mankind, but also became a driving force for social, political and
economic change.

In the second half of the twentieth century, scholars focused
on the study of the peasantry. Two peasant studies journals, ‘Peasant

! Haiinc P. Pycckas pesomtonus [mep. M. . Tumenuuk]. Mocksa : POCCIIOH,
1994. Y. 1. 398 c.; Iaiinc P. Pycckas pesomouus [mep. H. WM. Kuraii]. Mocksa :
POCCIIOH, 1994. 4. 2. 584 c.

2 Koproserxko C., T'epacumenko O. Cemsnun-Gynrap. CeisHCbKa PEBOIIOLs
B Ykpaini 1902-1917 pp. Uepkacu : Yabanenko lO. A., 2017. C. 4-7, 32-38, 62,
141-144 ra in.

® Muxaiimok O.  CenstuerBo  Ykpaimu B mepuni  gecstumitrs XX Cr.:
CouiokyabpTypHi mporecu : MoHorpadist. JJHinponetpoBebk : Bua-Bo «lHHOBawis,
2007. 456 c.

4IBaHr0poncm<y1i/'1 K. CensucrBo IMonyaueBoi KuiBumuun B XVI — cepenuni
XVII cr. (Crynii 3 erHocomianbHOI ictopii). Uepkacu, 2006. 144 c. C. 5-19.

° Mpucsokuiok FO.  Ykpaiuceke censHctBo — Hammuinpsincbkoi — Ykpaiuu:
CcoIlliOMeHTaJbHa icTopist apyroi moiaoBuau XIX — mouarky XX ct. Yepkacu, 2007.
640 c.

® 3aspHiok A. «CeIsHCTBO» SK KAaTEropis COLiaibHO-iCTOPHYHOrO aHamizy
(na mpumami Cxiguoi TDammuunn XIX cr.). Vkpaina: kyremypua cnaowuna,
Haylonanvha ceidomicmo, depoicasnicms. 15/2006—2007. C. 543-553.
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Studies’’ and ‘Journal of Peasant Studies’®, began to be published.
‘Peasant Studies’ had been published since the 1970s, presenting key
discussions on the peasantry. The journal has covered the role
of the peasantry in political, economic, and social change; analyzed
peasant revolutions, resistance movements, and agrarian reforms; and
highlighted historical and regional studies of peasant communities.
This collection laid the foundation for a systematic analysis
of the peasantry as a social class, integrating economic, cultural, and
historical aspects. Among the authors of the publication are
Eric R. Wolf, Theodore Shanin, and James Scott.

Civilization model

The founder of the civilization approach is the German
philosopher Oswald Spengler. His concept of the cyclical nature
of civilizations and the “decline” of Europe influenced the analysis
of traditional communities, including the peasantry. Spengler viewed
the peasantry as the basis of traditional cultures and civilizations,
embodying the cyclical nature of historical development. In his work
“The Twilight of Europe,”’ he described the peasantry as a symbol
of “blood and soil,” an integral part of culture. The peasantry,
according to Spengler, is acarrier of “organic life” opposed
to the urban “mechanics” of civilization. In his conception, peasants
are the bearers of traditional values and cyclical time, which reflects
the natural rhythm of life: “The peasant remains close to the land, his
life revolves around natural rhythms. His work and faith form
the foundation of culture, which, in turn, ensures the stability
of civilization.”®

According to O. Spengler, significant changes begin with
agriculture and agriculture itself “turns a person into a peasant:

" Spengler, O. The Decline of the West. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1991.
5108p. URL: https://www.gutenberg.org/ebooks/72344
Ibid.
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a person puts down roots in the soil he cultivates™®. The scientist saw
a separate symbolism in the occupation of a peasant: the connection
of the human soul with “Mother Earth,” harvest and death, child and
aseed. For O.Spengler, apeasant house is also a symbol
of settledness. The author compared it to a plant that has taken root
and calls it “property in the most sacred sense”*'. For O. Spengler,
the peasantry is nature and society, it is not artificial*>. The scientist
considered the peasantry to be an element of nature and growth,
which has remained unchanged for centuries with its way of life™.

The socio-historical model

The socio-historical approach is represented by Theodore Shanin.
He studied the social adaptation of peasants during periods
of transformation, in particular in the Russian Empire, the Soviet
Union, etc. The scientist understood the peasantry as a socio-historical
phenomenon that evolves in interaction with political and economic
systems. In his research, T. Shanin combined historical, sociological,
and  economic  analysis. He  interpreted  the peasantry
as an “inconvenient class”. He justified his position by the fact that
it balances  between traditional society and the requirements
of modernization. He emphasized the autonomy of peasant farms and
their ability to adapt: “Peasants act as a social class that combines
traditional ways of production with new social challenges. They retain

their autonomy, but are forced to adapt to new economic structures.”*

® [Inenrnep O. 3axar Espomsi. Ouepku Mophosoriu MUpoBol ucropuu. T. 2 :

Bcellv(l)yIpHO-HCTopymecme nepcnekTuBbsl. Mocksa, 1998. 606 c. C. 91.
Ibid.

" bid.

2 Mnenrnep O. 3axar Eponsl. Ouepku Mopdonornu MupoBoil ucropun. T. 2
BcemupHo-ucropuueckue nepernektiBbl. Mocksa, 1998. C. 346.

" Ibid. C. 347.

1 Shanin, T. The Awkward Class: Political Sociology of Peasantry in a Developing
Society. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1972. 360 p. URL: https://mww.academia.edu/
105758902/The_Awkward_Class_a_foundation_for_peasant_studies
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The researcher identified four general features that give
the peasantry a qualitative certainty:

1) family farming;

2) farming on land,;

3) specific rural culture;

4) very low status in systems of social domination.

T. Shanin also included marginal (borderline) groups, including
agricultural workers, in the peasantry. In particular, “peasant workers”
are members of various agricultural cooperatives, family groups engaged
in non-agricultural labor in the countryside, peasants living outside
the village and usually in the suburbs of large cities, and even farmers.™

The revolutionary model

Eric R.Wolf, an Austrian anthropologist and political
anthropologist who emigrated to the United States, is a representative
of the revolutionary approach. His works reflect the role of peasants
in revolutions and historical transformations. He analyzed
the peasantry as adriving force of revolutions and social change
in the global context, and also considered it in interaction with
economic and political structures.

In his work “The Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century,” Eric
R. Wolf examined the participation of peasants in the revolutions
of the twentieth century (China, Cuba, and Mexico), emphasizing
their role in social and political change. He explains in detail
the participation of peasants in revolutions and reveals how their
desire for land and justice becomes a driver of social change:
“Peasant revolutions are not just a struggle for land, but a protest
against a system that deprives them of control over their own lives.”*®

" anin T. CesHCTBO: OKpECIIaHHS COILIiOJIOTIYHOTO MUTAHHS.
URL.: https://uamoderna.com/ images/archiv/17/9_UM_17_NebezstorDumka_Shanin.pdf

6 Wolf, E. R. Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century. New York: Harper &
Row, 1969. 356 p. URL: https://archive.org/details/PeasantWarsOfThe Twentieth
Century?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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In his work The Peasants, Erich R. Wolf portrayed peasants as
a “semi-integrated” group that balances between autonomy and
dependence on the broader social and economic system. The scholar
examined various approaches to thestudy of the peasantry,
the origins of peasant communities, major agricultural adaptations,
social organizations, aspects of religion and ideology, peasant
movements, and the interaction of peasants with markets and other
social groups.

The complexity of peasant life, their dependence on market
conditions, and the constant need to balance external demands with
internal needs were emphasized by the scientist in the following way:
“Peasant farms function in a similar way. Of course, peasants are
aware of the price of labor and goods on the market — their economic
and social survival depends on it..”; ‘the eternal problem
of the peasantry is to balance the demands of the outside world with
the needs of the peasants themselves...”."’

Eric R. WolIf*® defined social structural “types” of peasants
depending on their right to land and emphasized that the life
of a peasant is determined not only by his or her internal needs, but
exists within a larger system. Therefore, the efforts to meet the needs
of the peasantry in each society are different. The author believed that
only when the peasantry integrates into society and becomes a part
of the social and political life of the state can we talk about

the peasantry.

Moral-economic model
The representative of the moral-economic approach can be
considered the American James Scott — apolitical scientist

Y'Wolf, EricR. Peasants. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1966. 181 p.
URL: https://monoskop.org/images/9/9b/Wolf_R_Eric_Peasants_1966.pdf

8 Wolf, Eric R. Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century. New York: Harper &
Row, 1969. https://archive.org/details/PeasantWarsOfTheTwentiethCentury?utm_
source=chatgpt.com
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and anthropologist, who is known for his analysis of peasant
resistance and state intervention in agrarian communities. His
research is focused on East Asia, in particular on Southeast Asia.
He is the author of the concept of the "moral economy" of peasants,
with which he explained their struggle for survival and resistance
to unfair economic exploitation.

In the work ‘The Moral Economy of Peasants’, which is based
on field research in rural communities of Southeast Asia, archival
sources and sociological analysis, the scientist developed the concept
of the “moral economy” of peasants, where their actions are
motivated by the desire to survive and restore justice in economic
relations: “For peasants, not only material profits are important, but
also the preservation of morality, which guarantees them a minimum
level of survival”® J. Scott used theterm “moral economy”
to describe the traditional norms and values that regulate economic
relations in peasant communities. These norms are based
on the principles of justice, mutual assistance, and ensuring
a minimum level of survival for each member of the community:
“Peasants are oriented towards survival and risk-taking, which
determines their resistance to any changes that threaten their
stability.”?

J. Scott analyzed how the violation of the “moral economy” due
to capitalist reforms, colonial interventions, or other social changes
causes social tension. For example, the imposition of a money
economy, the loss of traditional means of survival (for example,
the right to access land or water). According to J. Scott, peasant
revolts are a reaction to a threat to living standards and traditions,
rather than astruggle for new ideals. He calls such actions

¥ geott, J. C. The Moral Economy of the Peasant: Rebellion and Subsistence
in Southeast  Asia. New  Haven: Yale University  Press, 1976.
247 p. URL: https://dokumen.pub/the-moral-economy-of-the-peasant-rebellion-and-
subsziostence-in-southeast-asia-9780300185553.html
Ibid.
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“conservative” in their essence. The work “The Moral Economy
of Peasants” is important for understanding social conflicts in peasant
societies.

Another work by J. Scott “Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms
of Peasant Resistance®” is a fundamental work on the study of social
resistance. The scientist has clarified the hidden, everyday forms
of peasant resistance against oppression. He noted that peasants
in conditions of social inequality, poverty and pressure from the elites
or the state resort to hidden forms of resistance that are not always
obvious to outside observers: “Peasant resistance does not necessarily
have to be collective or openly declared to be effective.
The “weapons of the weak” are often inconspicuous and at first
glance, insignificant forms of protest.”?

He singled out the following “everyday” methods of resistance:
sabotage (deliberately slowing down work, reducing productivity),
non-compliance with orders (formal submission without actual
execution), rumors and sarcasm (creating an atmosphere of social
condemnation for the oppressors), passive resistance (hiding
the harvest, evading taxes or requisitions), economic resistance
(barter transactions, smuggling, avoiding official economic channels).

Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms of Peasant Resistance®”
is based on field research in the Malaysian countryside. The scientist
collected data on social tensions, relations between peasants and
landowners, as well as the ways in which oppressed groups defended
their interests.

Cindy Mintz is also considered a representative of the moral-
economic approach. The researcher from the USA found out how
the global economy affected traditional agrarian communities.

2 Sceott, J. C. Weapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms of Peasant Resistance.
New Haven: Yale University Press, 1985. 389 p. URL.: https://archive.org/details/
weapons-of-the-weak-everyday-forms-of-peasant-resistance/page/n51/mode/2up
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In the work “Sweetness and Power: The Place of Sugar in Modern
History”, the scientist revealed how the plantation economy,
dependent on the labor of peasants, integrated them into the global
economy: “The peasants who grew sugar cane were integrated into
the global economic chain, but their social status remained
at the level of semi-serf dependence”®.

S. Mintz’s book is a classic of scientific thought, combining
historical, anthropological and sociological approaches to the analysis
of the impact of colonialism and the global economy on societies.
It explores the role of sugar in shaping modern history, in particular
in the context of colonial empires, the plantation economy and
changes in consumer practices. The scientist substantiated
the destructive impact of the plantation economy on peasant
communities. Plantations replaced traditional forms of management,
creating adependence on monocultural production. This led
to poverty, food shortages and social instability. S. Mintz traced
the shift in the social significance of sugar from a luxury item for
the elite to a mass product, made possible by the exploitation of labor
in the colonies: “The democratization of sugar consumption
in Europe was made possible by the dehumanization of labor
in the colonies.””

In his opinion, sugar as a product initiated the globalization
of food products. Its consumption in Europe changed the structure
of nutrition, contributed to the development of capitalism and
the creation of modern consumer culture. The scientist also
emphasized the moral and social consequences of colonial
production, in particular, the destruction of local cultures, traditions
and the autonomy of communities, so he can be considered
a supporter of the moral-economic approach.

% Mintz, S. W. Sweetness and Power: The Place of Sugar in Modern History.
New York: Penguin Books, 1985. 274 p. URL: https://z-lib.gs/book/713962/
3edg80/sweetness-and-power.htmI’?dsource:recommend&utm_source:chatgpt.com

> Ibid.
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The focus of S. Mintz’s research attention was also the peasantry
itself®. He noted “the fact ... that the peasantry nowhere forms
a homogeneous mass or cluster, but is always and everywhere
typically characterized by internal differentiation in many directions.”
The scientist pointed to “the need for definitions of the peasantry and
peasant societies of the middle level — definitions that are somewhere
in the middle between real peasant societies ‘on the ground’,
S0 to speak, and the broadest level of definition sufficient to describe
all of them.” These definitions or typologies should be consistent with
peasant classes, etc.

The economic model

Jan Dauwe van der Plugh, acontemporary scholar from
the Netherlands, can be considered a representative of the economic
approach to the study of peasantry. In his works, the scholar focuses
on the study of modern peasant farms, their struggle for autonomy
and sustainability in the globalized world, and the preservation
of sustainable economic practices in the context of globalization.

The work “The New Peasantry: The Struggle for Autonomy and
Sustainability in an Age of Empire and Globalization” is based
on comparative research in different regions of the world: Its author
has proposed a new understanding of the peasantry that goes beyond
the traditional notion and focuses on its adaptation, autonomy, and
sustainable development. The scholar developed the concept
of the “new peasantry,” arguing that despite urbanization and
globalization, the peasantry is not disappearing. On the contrary,
a “new peasantry” is emerging in many regions of the world,
characterized by a search for autonomy, sustainable development, and
resistance to agrarian capitalism. The new peasantry combines
traditional agricultural practices with innovations such as organic

% Mintz, S. W. Sweetness and Power: The Place of Sugar in Modern History.
New York: Penguin Books, 1985. 274 p. URL: https://z-lib.gs/book/713962/
3edd80/sweetness-and-power.html?dsource=recommend&utm_source=chatgpt.com
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farming: “The new peasantry is a counter-movement against
the dominance of global capitalism in agriculture, offering alternative
ways of producing food and sustaining rural life.”®’ The scientist
described the peasantry as a dual phenomenon: as an economic class
dependent on land and local resources and as a political actor fighting
for autonomy and preservation of traditional farming.

Globalization, according to Jan Douwe van der Plugh, has created
conditions for farmers to become more dependent on global markets,
agribusiness and financial institutions. However, it has also sparked
a resistance movement where farmers are choosing strategies of self-
organization, rebuilding local economies, and forming alternatives
to global models. The central theme of the researcher’s work
is the peasants’ struggle for autonomy-the ability to control their own
resources, make independent decisions, and refuse imposed
production models: “Autonomy is not just independence, but
the creation of sustainable alternatives to exploitative systems.”?
The “new peasantry” is based on the principles of sustainable
development, including ecological farming, local production, and
biodiversity conservation.

Interesting are the reflections on the concepts of “peasant” and
“peasantry” by Jan Douwe van der Plugh.” The scientist identified
the main features of “peasant conditions”: minimal monetary
expenditures, cooperative relations, and the struggle for autonomy,
calling them the main ones for all countries seeking to develop

Zvan der Ploeg, J.D. The New Peasantries: Struggles for Autonomy and
Sustainability in an Era of Empire and Globalization. London: Earthscan, 2008.
320 p. URL: https://www.academia.edu/18229214/Van_der_Ploeg_Jan_Douwe_
The_New_Peasantries_Struggles_for_Autonomy_and_Sustainability in_an_Era_of
Emggre_and_Globalization?utm_source:chatgpt.com

Ibid.

% Jan Douwe Van der Ploeg, The New Peasantries: Struggles for Autonomy and
Sustainability in an Era of Empire and Globalization (London: Earthscan, 2008).
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/259687848 The_New_Peasantries_Struggl
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_By Jan_Douwe_van_der_Ploeg
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in complex socio-economic relations. Jan Douwe van der Plugh
considers the peasantry to be ‘“ubiquitous,” meaning that
the peasantry makes up two-fifths of humanity and is larger today
than in any historical period.

The sociocultural model

The French scholar Pierre Bourdieu is a representative
of the sociocultural approach in his studies of the peasantry.
He studied peasant communities through the prism of the concept
of habitus, symbolic capital, and social structures. The researcher was
not a “peasant scientist” in the narrow sense; his studies revealed
the socio-cultural mechanisms operating in rural communities.
He studied peasant communities in Algeria, which became the basis
for his analysis of social structures.

He found that the Algerian peasantry was based on traditional
forms of agriculture. He described how the colonial regime destroyed
these economic structures through the expropriation of land and
the introduction of a capitalist economy. Peasant communities had
a well-defined hierarchy, where tradition, religion, and patriarchal ties
played a key role. They ensured stability and preservation of order.

P. Bourdieu emphasized that the peasants’ connection with
the land is not only economic but also cultural, and therefore its
destruction was traumatic for the peasants’ identity. According
to the scholar, peasants played a leading role in the struggle for
Algerian independence. He explained that their indignation was
caused not only by material losses but also by the humiliation of their
dignity and traditions. Thanks to their organization and common
interests, the peasants became the main social base for the National
Liberation Front. Their participation in the revolution reflected
the struggle to restore the lost social order.

P. Bourdieu used the concept of habitus to explain the behavior
of peasants. Habitus is shaped by cultural, economic, and social
context. The Algerian peasantry was characterized by a deep
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attachment to traditions and land, resistance to changes imposed from
the outside, including colonial reforms, and the reproduction
of traditional values even in difficult conditions of migration
or revolution.®

The scholar also drew attention to the psychological trauma
experienced by the Algerian peasantry due to the loss of autonomy
and colonial violence. These traumas affected their social behavior
and attitudes toward modernization.

Marcel Mauss is a representative of the socio-cultural approach
tothe study of the peasantry. The French researcher studied
the cultural aspects of gift and exchange in peasant communities,
which influenced his understanding of their social relations. In his
work “The Gift: Forms and Reasons of Exchange in Archaic
Societies, he analyzed the phenomenon of gift as asocial and
economic mechanism in societies. The scholar noted that gifting
in primitive societies is not a purely altruistic act, but includes three
interrelated duties: the duty to give (gifting is a way to establish and
maintain social ties), the duty to accept (refusal to accept a gift means
breaking off relations or demonstrating disrespect), the duty to return
(returning agift ensures balance in relations and maintains
equilibrium in society). M. Moss cited examples from Polynesian and
Melanesian cultures where gifts have a special spiritual meaning.
In the Polynesian tradition, for example, a gift carries a part
of the soul of the giver (‘hau’), and this creates an obligation for
the recipient.® A gift is not just a material object, but a symbol
of connection between people, which confirms social structures and
interaction.

® Bourdieu, P. The Algerians. Boston: Beacon Press, 1962. 160 p.
URL: https://monoskop.org/images/3/3d/Bourdieu_Pierre_The_Algerians_1962.pdf

31 Mauss, M. The Gift: The Form and Reason for Exchange in Archaic Societies.
London: Routledge, 1990. 200 p. URL: https://files.libcom.org/files/Mauss%20-
%20The%20Gift.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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He has also studied practices such as the ’Potlatch’ system among
the indigenous peoples of the Northwest Coast of North America.
‘Potlatch’ is a ceremonial exchange where large gifts or even
the destruction of valuables demonstrate status and power.* This
system shows that the economy of archaic societies was built on
the principles of symbolic exchange rather than on market
mechanisms.

M. Moss noted that the economy of archaic societies is a “total
social factual system” in which economic exchange is integrated into
religion, morality, politics, and law. Giving in such societies serves
asthe basis of social solidarity, as exchange contributes
to the formation of interdependencies.

He drew interesting conclusions about the importance of gift for
understanding modern economic and social systems. He believed that
even in capitalist societies, there are remnants of gift exchange
(e.g., charity, informal exchanges, gifts) that emphasize the social
nature of human relations. Moss’s generalizations can be integrated
into thestudy of peasant communities, as gift exchange
is an important element of social life in many traditional agrarian
societies. In the peasant context, gift-giving strengthens ties between
families, provides social assistance (e.g., grain or livestock
exchange), and shapes moral interaction. Gift-giving rituals, such
as at weddings or holidays, serve as a means of maintaining social
solidarity and transmitting cultural traditions.

The anti-globalization model

A representative of the anti-globalization approach to the study
of the peasantry is the contemporary Colombian scholar Arturo
Escobar, who has studied theimpact of globalization
on the peasantry, environmental sustainability and development

%2 Mauss, M. The Gift: The Form and Reason for Exchange in Archaic Societies.
London: Routledge, 1990. 200 p. URL: https:/files.libcom.org/files/Mauss%20-
%20The%20Gift.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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in Latin  America and has identified the interconnectedness
of the peasantry, the environment and economic development. In his
work “Facing Development: The Making and Breaking of the Third
World” he offered a critical analysis of the concept of development
and its impact on the countries of the Global South.*®

The researcher argued that after World War II, development
became the main discourse by which the West defined and controlled
the countries of the Global South. The concept of the “Third World”
emerged as part of this discourse, presenting entire regions
as “backward” and “problematic”. Development was presented
as a technical and neutral process, but in reality, it became the main
mechanism that justified Western intervention in the economic, social
and political systems of the Global South.

A. Escobar emphasized that the Western model of development
is based on the ideas of progress, industrialization and capitalism,
ignoring alternative approaches to life and economy that exist
in different cultures. Under the guise of aid to the Third World,
a system was created that cemented their dependence on the West
through debt, transnational corporations, and control over natural
resources. Institutions such as the World Bank, the International
Monetary Fund, and UN agencies became key players in spreading
the development discourse. They set standards for “normal”
development that were often inadequate for local contexts. A scholar
who analyzed how development projects imposed standardized
approaches that often destroyed traditional ways of life and led
to environmental and social crises. Development policies directed
resources to urbanization and industrialization, ignoring the needs
of rural communities, leading to the marginalization of the peasantry
and the destruction of their economic autonomy. The pace
of development did not take into account the cultural specifics

% Escobar, A. Encountering Development: The Making and Unmaking
of the Third World. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1995. 290 p.
URL: https://archive.org/details/encounteringdeve00esco/page/274/mode/2up
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of the regions, which led to cultural uniformity and the loss
of traditional knowledge.

A. Escobar called for rejecting the dominant development
discourse and turning to local alternatives based on the knowledge
and practices of the communities themselves. He proposed a model
in which communities have autonomy in choosing their own
development paths. An important element of alternative development
is preserving the natural environment and taking into account
environmental constraints.

For the researcher, rural communities are centers of resistance
to colonial and postcolonial forms of domination. Traditional peasant
life is an example of an alternative to the capitalist system. Peasants
often possess deep ecological and social knowledge that is key
to sustainable development. This knowledge, however, is ignored
within the traditional development discourse. Rural communities
offer models of social organization based on cooperation, solidarity,
and mutual support that can serve as a model for modern approaches
to development.

Mark Edelman is arepresentative of the anti-globalization
approach. A contemporary American anthropologist, researcher
of peasant movements and their struggle against economic
globalization, he paid close attention to the study of the concept
of “peasantry”. The scholar revealed that “peasantry” appeared
at the turn of the Middle Ages and the Modern era in English to refer
to therural poor, rural residents, serfs, agricultural workers,
or “common” people. The use of the verb “to peasant” in that period
meant “someone like a peasant is subjugated,” i.e., “the peasantry
is subjugated.” However, the earliest forms of “peasant” date back
to the sixth century (French, Castilian, Catalan, Occitan, etc.) and
were used to refer to rural residents, regardless of whether they were
engaged in agriculture or not. The scholar considered the English
word “peasant” and the French word “paysan” to be synonymous:
“red neck”, “ignorant”, ”stupid”, rude.” In Germany in the thirteenth
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century, “peasant” meant “villain, hooligan, devil, robber, burglar,
and plunderer.”®

The work “Peasants Against Globalization: Rural Social
Movements in Costa Rica” is one of the key studies of contemporary
peasant movements. In it, the author focused on the role of peasant
communities in the fight against globalization, especially through
social movements such as ‘La Via Campesina’. M. Edelman
emphasized that peasants are trying not only to preserve their
economic rights, but also to protect cultural values and food security
in the face of increasing globalization: “In the face of globalization,
rural social movements have become key actors in defending
peasants’ rights to land and food sovereignty”; ‘Peasant movements
resist not only economic marginalization, but also the cultural
unification that globalization imposes on rural communities’.*

In “Peasant Politics in the XXI century,” the scholar analyzes
the current political challenges faced by peasant movements around
the world. He examines the impact of global economic changes
on peasant communities and their struggle to preserve their rights and
resources. The work emphasizes the importance of peasants’
participation in global forums and coalitions, such as ‘La Via
Campesina’, to protect their rights: “The peasant question
in the XXI century is deeply linked to issues of land rights, climate
change, and food sovereignty, which are increasingly threatened by
global capital.”*®

‘La Via Campesina’, founded in 1993 and uniting 81 countries,
positions its activities as an international movement that coordinates

3 https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/W
GPleasants/MarcEdelman.pdf
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peasant organizations of small and large producers, agricultural
workers, etc. from Asia, Africa, America and Europe, among whose
tasks is, in particular, the struggle for peasants’ rights®’. M. Edelman
considers the organization’s activities productive: “La Via Campesina
is a global response to the economic and environmental crises that
threaten the livelihoods of farmers around the world.”® In addition,
the organization also works in the methodological direction: in 2009,
‘La Via Campesina’ developed a definition in the Declaration
of the Rights of Peasants of the concept of “peasant” — “a man
or woman of the earth who has a direct and special relationship with
the land and nature through production, food and/or other agricultural
products”®.

Thus, the approaches and concepts to the study of the peasantry
that we have analyzed allow us to conclude that the peasantry
is the foundation of agrarian societies and largely determines their
development. Regardless of the approach, research topic, origin
of the scholar, or era, classical theorists such as O. Spengler and
M. Moss, or modern researchers such as Jan Douwe van der Ploug,
M. Edelman, considered the peasantry as an integral part of human
evolution. Most concepts emphasize the ability of peasants to adapt
to changing conditions, whether economic, political, social,
or environmental. For example, James Scott analyzed the daily forms
of resistance that allow peasants to maintain autonomy, Jan Douwe
van der Plugh emphasized modern practices of sustainable farming,
and Oswald Spengler emphasized the traditional resilience
of peasantry in the cycles of civilizations.

All scholars treat the peasantry as an element integrated into
broader economic, political, and social systems. For example, Wolf

3 https://viacampesina.org/en/
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and Edelman emphasized the role of peasants in revolutions and
globalization,  Theodore  Shanin  analyzed  the peasantry
as an “uncomfortable class” balancing between local autonomy and
dependence on the state, and Cindy Mintz focused on the economic
integration of peasants into global markets.

Scholars’ concepts often emphasize the tension between peasants’
desire to maintain autonomy and the influence of external forces
(state, market, colonialism, etc.). James Scott and Theodore Shanin
showed the resistance of peasants to these forces. Bourdieu and Moss
emphasized the cultural mechanisms of community support. Many
concepts view the peasantry as an active participant in historical
transformations. For example, the role of peasants in revolutions was
discussed by Wolf, peasant movements in the context of globalization
by Edelman, and the role of the peasantry as a driver of social change
by Theodore Shanin.

All of these concepts show that the peasantry is not only
an economic class, but also a socio-cultural phenomenon that requires
a multifaceted analysis. All scholars share the understanding that
the peasantry is an integral part of human history and modernity.
Its role in social transformations and interaction with global structures
make the peasantry an important object of study for analyzing both
the past and the future.
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Borys Malynovsky

SEIZING GRAIN FROM THE PEASANTS. GERMANY
AND THE FOOD ISSUE IN UKRAINE ON THE VERGE
OF 1917-1918

On February 9, 1918, at a diplomatic conference in Brest-Litovsk,
the Ukrainian People’s Republic and the states of the Quadruple
Alliance (Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, Germany, and the Ottoman
Empire) signed an agreement to end the war and establish friendly
relations. The agreement provided for the exchange of goods.
By July 31, 1918, the parties had to sell each other “the surplus
of the most important agricultural and industrial products to meet
the needs of the fleeing.” It was agreed that Ukraine would supply
agricultural products, primarily grain. According to the protocol
of February 7, 1918, which supplemented the peace treaty, the amount
of Ukrainian grain exported was to be at least 1 million tons.

The peace treaty of February 9, 1918, put an end to the war
between the UPR and the Quartet, but the Ukrainian state was
suffering from another war at the time, with the Bolsheviks. To fight
them, at the request of the UPR leadership, Germany and Austria-
Hungary sent their troops to Ukraine after the Brest-Litovsk peace
treaty. The Austro-Hungarian and German military presence
in the Ukrainian state was to guarantee its security and enable
it to establish food exports.

Seeking to obtain grain from Ukraine, the leaders of the Central
Powers believed that the country retained a strong export potential,
just as it had before the war. German diplomat Wipert von Bliicher
wrote in his memoirs: “Ukraine [...] was portrayed as the breadbasket
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of the old Russian Empire. As such, it had to be able to deliver a very
large amount of grain for our food supply.”

In the absence of accurate statistics, German officials and their
economic advisors relied on reports from Ukrainian diplomats
representing the UPR at the Brest-Litovsk peace talks, and mostly
on their own assumptions and general considerations to determine
the amount of grain in Ukraine that could be exported.

Speculative calculations yielded the following result. Before
the war, the grain harvest in the Ukrainian provinces of the Russian
Empire amounted to about 19 million tons per year. Of this amount,
about 4.8-5 million tons were exported. During the war, the export
of the empire’s grain almost completely stopped. Therefore, during
the four years of war (1914-1917), Ukraine should have accumulated
about 20 million tons of surplus grain®. Taking into account the war-
related decline in grain production, German experts concluded that
Ukraine’s export resource in early 1918 was between 2 and 8 million
tons of grain®.

According to the Ukrainian delegation at the Brest-Litovsk peace
talks, this resource ranged from 1 to 3.3 million tons. However,
the Ukrainian delegates assured that there was one important
circumstance: almost all of the finished bread was in the hands
of peasants®.

The German leaders took note of this warning, but still thought that
in addition to peasant barns, grain was also concentrated in large
warehouses, both public and private. “The fact that large-scale stocks
were available seemed undeniable. Especially in Shepetivka, there

! Bliicher, W. Deutschlands Weg nach Rapallo. Erinnerungen eines Mannes aus
dem zweiten Gliede. Wiesbaden: Limes Verlag, 1951. S. 20.

2\elsen, S. Deutsche Generalstabsoffiziere im 1. Weltkrieg 1914-1918.
Erinnerungen. Die Welt als Geschichte. 1956. Heft 3—4. S. 289.

® Bliicher W. Deutschlands Weg nach Rapallo. Erinnerungen eines Mannes aus
dem zweiten Gliede. Wiesbaden: Limes Verlag, 1951. S. 20.

* Malynovsky, B. Grain export from Ukraine: assessment of the potential during
peace negotiations in Brest-Litovsk. Yxpaincexuii censanun. 2023. Ne 29. C. 29-34.

38



must have been such [stocks] stored where they had been left
by the Russian army,” General Ottokar Landwehr, one of the Austro-
Hungarian leaders responsible for food supply, later recalled®. German
officials hoped to find other large warehouses in southern Ukraine, near
the Black Sea ports, the main centers of Ukrainian foreign trade.

Based on these considerations, the governments of the Central
Powers drew up a general plan of how they would act to obtain grain
from Ukraine. They intended to use two methods simultaneously.
The first was to restore pre-war ties with grain trading firms in Ukraine
and use them to purchase grain from Ukrainian producers-both what
was in large warchouses and what was in small farms. “We hoped
to get grain from the hands of the peasants through the mediation
of Jewish traders®, wrote Bliicher about this plan. The first step was
to acquire grain stored in large granaries. Perhaps there would be
so much of it that purchases from producers would be unnecessary.

The second way: without waiting for grain trading firms to start
working, the German government could also procure grain with
the help of its military units, which were deployed to Ukraine as part
of thearmed assistance to the UPR government against
the Bolsheviks. The Order of the German High Command
on the purpose of the military action in Ukraine (March 3, 1918)
stated: “The Rada must begin to govern the country as soon
as possible. The support of theRada [is necessary] for
the implementation of the peace treaty, especially for the acquisition
of life and food supplies for Germany. In addition to this,
it is necessary to put the railroads into operation, to purchase and

collect from the railroads the supplies intended for Germany”’.

® Landwehr, O. Hunger. Die Erschdpfungsjahre der Mittelméchte 1917/18.
Ziirich, Leipzig, Wien: Amalthea-Verlag, 1931. S. 172.

® Bliicher, W. Deutschlands Weg nach Rapallo. Erinnerungen eines Mannes aus
dem zweiten Gliede. Wiesbaden: Limes Verlag, 1951. S. 20.

"Weltkrieg 1914 bis 1918. Berlin, 1942. Band 13. Die Kriegsfithrung
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To pay for the purchased grain, German officials planned to use
cash reserves of theruble and Russian securities stored in banks
in Germany and neutral countries, as well as borrowed funds.
W. Bliicher noted that: “The Russian securities that were to be
transferred to Ukraine were to be used for payment. We estimated
that the Central Powers owned another 500 to 800 million of these
[assets]. More than a billion of these funds passed from the German
side to the Netherlands during the war. [We] were vigilant about
getting [these assets] back. In addition, it was planned to pay for
the supply [of Ukrainian grain] with German machines, in particular
in the way that Ukraine would take out a loan from the imperial bank
intended for the purchase of machines”®.

Agricultural equipment and other industrial products were
necessary for the exchange of goods. Ukrainian delegates
at the Brest-Litovsk peace talks emphasized ‘“Peasant farms, as
the main holders of grain in Ukraine, did not need money, but lacked
household items and equipment. At a meeting of Austro-Hungarian
and German leaders in Berlin on February 5, 1918, dedicated
to the issue of a peaceful settlement with the UPR (hereinafter
Ukrainian People’s Republic), Austro-Hungarian economic expert
Gustav Gratz reported the following: “The Ukrainians emphasize,
however, that payment in cash will not reveal the peasants’ reserves.
The peasants have asurplus of money, but not enough goods.
Agricultural tools are especially needed. It is noteworthy that
horseshoes cost 9 rubles™.

The German and Austro-Hungarian leaders hoped that
the implementation of this plan-buying grain and exchanging it for
industrial goods with the help of grain trading organizations

® Bliicher, W. Deutschlands Weg nach Rapallo. Erinnerungen eines Mannes aus
dem zweiten Gliede. Wiesbaden: Limes Verlag, 1951. S. 20.
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and military institutions-would not take much time and would yield
significant results, and that the grain thus obtained would be
sufficient to overcome the food crisis in the Central Powers.

German troops began advancing through the territory of the UPR
on February 18, 1918. Ten days later, Austro-Hungarian units joined
the offensive. Once in Ukraine, the Allies quickly realized that their
previous perceptions of the situation in the Ukrainian state only
partially corresponded to reality and that the export plan based
on these perceptions needed to be very significantly adjusted.

It turned out that, as the German economic experts had predicted,
Ukraine did indeed have a lot of food products suitable for export-not
too much, but enough to meet the needs of the Central Powers. This
did not mean, however, that the export issue would be easy to resolve.
The problem, as it became clear, was not the availability of grain, but
the inability to get it quickly for export. The ideal option for
organizing exports — to take the products in warehouses and, having
paid the price agreed with the owner, send them to the Central
Powers — turned out to be completely impossible.

Large warehouses did exist (for example, Ostap Lutsky, an officer
in the Austrian service, mentioned in his diary 7,000 wagons of grain
in Kherson'), but they were few and far between. Most private and
public storage facilities were empty. “They assure me that there are
no grain reserves in large estates anywhere [...]. There are no public
warehouses left, and no stocks can be found among traders”,
the report to Vienna said. The Bolsheviks took some of the grain from
the storages to Russia, while others were looted during the riots.

Almost all of the finished bread, as the UPR representatives had
warned at the peace talks in Brest-Litovsk, was at the disposal of
the peasants. They were the main labor force on the estates and
received about a third of the crops grown there as payment for their

10 Jyuekuii O. lonennuk 3 Ykpainu 1918 p. Cyuacnicms. 1985. Ne 5. C. 91.
" Ereignisse in der Ukraine 1914-1922, deren Bedeutung und historische
Hintergriinde / Hgb. von Th. Hornykiewicz. Philadelphia, 1966. Band 1. S. 316.
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work™. In addition, peasants were the main participants in attacks
on estates and state storage facilities during the riots, and thus they
got what the landlords kept for themselves after paying them
as employees and what the state authorities and grain trading
institutions had purchased before the riots began. Thus, in addition
to their own grain (grown on their farms), as of March 1918, peasants
also owned most of the grain belonging to other people, including
landlords, traders, and the state.

The peasants did not keep their own grain, let alone appropriated
grain, in the barns, in plain sight, but carefully hid it. Recalling
peasant precautionary measures in his memoirs, General Wilhelm
Groener, a representative of the German High Command in Ukraine,
wrote: “Those who had anything at all hid it, as is customary
in Ukraine, in large holes in the ground”®. And they were skillfully
disguised, for example, by planting onions on top of them™.

As a result, food exports, on which the Central Powers had high
hopes, were slowed down and complicated. First, exports had to be
preceded by harvesting. Secondly, in carrying out this procurement,
itwas necessary to deal not with afew large suppliers (state
institutions or private wholesalers), but with a large number of small
holders. We were talking about millions of people. According
to Professor Otto Auhagen, an agricultural expert who advised
the German command in Ukraine, as of 1916 there were
3,657,550 peasant farms® in the 9 Ukrainian provinces®.

12 Ereignisse in der Ukraine 1914-1922, deren Bedeutung und historische
Hintergriinde / Hgb. von Th. Hornykiewicz. Philadelphia, 1966. Band 1. S. 316.
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How was this procurement to be carried out? That is, how was
it possible to “lure” grain from the peasants? As the experience
of the first procurements showed, none of the methods used was fully
effective.

At that time, there were several types of banknotes in circulation
in the UPR: Russian “tsarist” rubles, Russian rubles issued in 1917
(credit cards and treasury notes, the so-called “kerenky”), and
Ukrainian karbovantsy (introduced by the UPR law in January 1918).
In Austria-Hungary, German military and merchants added marks,
kronor, and ost-rubles (a currency introduced by the German
administration in the occupied regions of the Russian Empire).

It quickly became apparent that not all types of paper money were
equally suitable for procurement. “Only marks, krona, and tsarist
rubles are of value as ameans of payment,” one German
representative noted in a report from the second half of March 1918"".
“Kerenki” in Ukraine were valued much less than ‘tsarist’ rubles, and
people avoided taking karbovanets altogether because due to the low
quality of printing, many fakes were distributed'®. There was no
benefit in purchasing from the *ost’-ruble. Ukraine categorically
refused to accept it.

So, the rubles issued in the Russian Empire before the overthrow
of the monarchy had to be used for the calculation. As it turned out,
there were several reasons why this was difficult. First, there was
the decreasing value of money and rising prices. During the World
War, as a result of the issuance of paper money in the former Russian
Empire, the amount of paper money increased significantly, while its
value decreased and continued to fall. Colin Ross, a German writer
and traveler, liaison officer between the German diplomatic service

Y Krauss, A., Klingenbrunner, F. Die Besetzung der Ukraine 1918.
Militdrverwaltung in der von dsterreichisch — ungarischen Truppen besetzten
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and the military command in Ukraine, noted in a report to the Eastern
Front Command that during the war “the value of the ruble decreased
10 times.” So many credit cards were printed that almost all
Ukrainians had tight wallets: “everyone from a simple laborer
to a vagrant or a demobilized soldier has a lot of money, because for
the simplest physical labor, such as unloading a railway carriage, they
pay 30 to 50 karbovanets a day™™".

Money was losing value — prices were creeping up. “The value
of money has decreased enormously. The closer you get to Kyiv,
the higher the prices. Here [in Kyiv], bread, consisting of a small
amount of wheat and rye flour, and mainly pea and bean flour, costs
70 kopecks for the smallest Russian pound”®, Major Theodor
Michelis, a member of the German delegation to Ukraine, reported
to his superiors (March 12, 1918)?*. Compared to the pre-war period,
prices increased many times over. A pud (40 Ibs.)? of lard, for
example, according to an Austro-Hungarian observer, cost 140 rubles
instead of 3 rubles®.

But that was not all. As it became known, the peasants, the main
owners of grain reserves, were not at all interested in selling it. First,
they, like all residents of Ukraine, anticipated that prices would rise.
If they sold the grain today, they might regret it tomorrow, because
prices were not going down, but up, and the future profit from
the sale would surely exceed the current one. The peasants, knowing
that no one else in the country had grain, according to Vice Admiral
Albert Hopman, head of the Navigation and Technical Commission
in Odesa, “not without reason foresaw an imminent famine,” meaning

9 Toknax HavyanbHUKy OnepanuvoHHOrO OTAENeHUs T'epMaHCKOro BocTouHoro
¢ponTa O monokeHWH nen B YkpaumHe B wmapre 1918 roma. Apxus pycckoil
pesomoyuu. Mocksa : Teppa, 1991. T. 1. C. 292.
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that soon the demand and, consequently, the price of bread would
likely become not just high, but sky-high®*.

Second, the peasants’ lack of need for money was evident.
As food prices in the Russian Empire rose during the World War,
peasants significantly increased their income. In addition to selling
food, they received additional sources of income, such as payments
for horses and cattle requisitioned by the state and financial assistance
in connection with the conscription of family members®.

At the same time, the production of non-food products, such
as household items and tools, declined in the Russian Empire. For
example, the production of agricultural machinery in 1917 amounted
to only 10% of the production in 1913%. “Although agricultural
machinery was imported from America and Sweden during the war,
it could not meet the needs; the shortage of scythes was especially
acute, with 1.68 million imported in 1914,” noted Rudolf Claus,
author of the book War and the Russian Economy?’.

Thus, while selling the products of their farms at a great profit and
receiving additional payments from the state, the peasants were
unable to spend the proceeds for several years in a row. As a result,
by thespring of 1918, thevillages of Ukraine, as one Austro-
Hungarian observer put it, were literally “overflowing with money”?.
According to financial experts, Ukrainian peasants had a huge
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amount of cash at their disposal — from 2 to 4 billion rubles®.
“Almost all the money [in Ukraine] is in their hands,” Hopman said®.
And this does not seem to be an exaggeration, given that the total
amount of paper money in circulation in the Russian Empire
at the end of 1917 was 19.574 billion rubles®.

Thus, the peasants accumulated a lot of paper money, which
depreciated significantly and continued to lose value, and they had
nothing to spend it on. Grain, on the other hand, is an expensive
commodity that is always in demand and has along shelf life.
Not feeling the need for money, fearing to cheapen or, even worse,
to exchange a valuable product for worthless pieces of paper, grain
owners refused to put it on sale — they preferred to store it, waiting for
a more favorable situation.

Or they processed the grain into alcohol, as it was several times
more expensive. Since the beginning of World War I, the Russian
government has significantly restricted the production and sale
of vodka products. The reduction and rise in price of distilleries’
products stimulated the production of moonshine, “it was then that
this product established itself in the Russian village as [...]
a substitute for vodka, which had disappeared, [...] and a universal
means of exchange”¥.

And not only in the Russian village, but also in the Ukrainian
village, as German representatives saw in early 1918. Colin Ross’s
report reads: “Another reason for the reluctance to sell bread
is the ban on the sale of alcohol [...]. Vodka, as well as alcohol
ingeneral, is ahighly marketable commodity in Ukraine,

® Ereignisse in der Ukraine 1914-1922, deren Bedeutung und historische
Hintergriinde / Hgb. von Th. Hornykiewicz. Philadelphia, 1966. Band 1. S. 371.

® Hopman, A. Das ereignisreiche Leben eines “Wilhelminers”. Tagebiicher,
Briefe, Aufzeichnungen 1901 bis 1920/ Hgb. M. Epkenhans. Miinchen:
B. Oldenbourg Verlag, 2004. S. 1094.
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and in the cities it can only be obtained at an exorbitant price. [...] all
peasants make vodka from grain. And since the highest price for
grain does not exceed 18 karbovanets per pud, and 3 bottles of vodka
worth 90 karbovanets can be obtained from a pud of grain, distilling
vodka is anew reason for peasants not to sell grain as a food
product®.

The “home” production of vodka contributed to the growth
of peasants’ prosperity because it saved money, since peasants did not
spend money on its purchase, as was the case before the introduction
of restrictive measures in the vodka trade®.

German journalist Fritz Wertheimer wrote in a report from Kyiv
on April 8, 1918: “There are no stocks in the silos and warehouses
that can be taken at once. It is true that the peasants have considerable
stored volumes, but they have already been reduced and are being
further reduced due to the unfortunate widespread custom of feeding
cattle with the best sown grain, as well as due to the [operation of]
secretly erected vodka distilleries that exist in almost every
household. Drunkenness in the villages is now more than ever”®.

In such circumstances, when it was unprofitable to trade grain,
peasants usually agreed to sell it without much desire, after a long
bargaining process, and at avery high price. The appearance
of German and Austro-Hungarian troops in Ukraine raised prices
even further: the Ukrainian population viewed the foreign army as
a bargain, able to pay three times the price for the food and supplies
they needed. It was clear that these extremely high prices were not
the limit, because the larger the purchases for export, the higher
the peasants would raise prices, because as the total mass of grain
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in the country was “exhausted,” each subsequent batch would be
more valuable than the previous one, and therefore more expensive.

The highest price for a pud of grain, Colin Ross reported in his
report, was 18 rubles in the second half of March®. Thus, in order
to purchase the 60 million puds/1 million tons of wheat envisaged by
the February 7, 1918 protocol at prevailing market prices, the Central
Powers needed more than a billion rubles in cash.

In addition to the fact that the amount was very large, the Allies
simply did not have that many ruble notes. Attempts to find
additional ruble cash in the Central Powers (in addition to that which
had been accumulated before the military offensive) vyielded
unsatisfactory results. The “Ruble Syndicate,” created by the Central
Powers’ governments with the participation of Austrian, Hungarian,
and German banks to collect and concentrate rubles®, was admittedly
“relatively inefficient in its first months [of operation]”*.

Attempts to compensate for thelack of ruble banknotes
by borrowing from Ukraine were equally unsuccessful. As it turned
out, there were almost no large accumulations of cash inside Ukraine,
either with thestate or with private financial institutions.
The Bolsheviks, retreating to Russia, took not only grain stocks but
also valuables from banks and the state treasury and, in addition,
seized theruble printing presses. The devastated state treasury
of the UPR was not replenished because the population stopped
paying taxes in the midst of the chaos. Thus, private and public
financial institutions in Ukraine did not have the large amounts
of cash needed to pay farmers for grain. Cash was concentrated
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among the population, mainly among peasants. Therefore, in order
to buy grain from peasants, one had to first receive the accumulated
funds from them in one way or another.

Paper marks and kronor could not be a good means of payment
either. For the same reasons that rubles, marks, and kroner were
needed to pay peasants, a lot of them. The disastrous consequences
of large-scale use of its own currency in Ukraine were shown
by the experience of Austria-Hungary. Shortly after the start
of the offensive, its military units in Ukraine were provided with
100 million Krona to buy food®. Hans Lowenfeld-Russ, the head
of the Austrian State Food Service, wrote in his memoirs about
the result: “This military special action [...] due to the heavy
consumption of krona notes — the military paid with krona notes! —
extremely damaged the value of our currency not only in Ukraine, but
also, due to the outflow [abroad], especially to the Scandinavian and
Dutch markets [...] and undoubtedly contributed to a strong fall
in the krona exchange rate within a few months™*.

In addition, it turned out that the currency ratio agreed upon
during the Brest-Litovsk negotiations was, in the opinion of German
representatives in the UPR, unequal, i.e., when exchanging marks and
kronor for rubles to purchase bread or when paying for it directly
in marks and kronor, this bread (like any other product) became even
more expensive for the Allies.

In the peace treaty with the UPR, the Central Powers included
the pre-war (pre-1914) exchange rate, without taking into account
that the ruble had depreciated significantly during the World War.
According to the peace treaty, 1000 marks were supposed to be equal
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Hoelder, Pichler, Tempsky A. G., New Haven: Yale University Press, 1926. S. 400;
Krauss, A. Die Besetzung der Ukraine 1918. Militdrverwaltung in der von
osterreichisch — ungarischen Truppen besetzten Gebieten. Wien, 1928. S. 370.

0 oewenfeld-Russ, H. Im Kampf gegen Hunger. Aus Erinnerungen des
Staatssekretdr fiir Volkserndhrung. 1918-1920. Wien: Verlag fiir Geschichte und
Politik, 1986. S. 94.

49



to 462 rubles in gold®. In reality, paper ruble marks were worth much
less in Ukraine at the beginning of 1918. A fair exchange rate,
according to German observers, should have been 1:1%,

Experts from the Central Powers believed that it was necessary
to balance the exchange rate, to bring it closer to the 1:1 level. It was
also possible to try to artificially “swing” it in the other direction,
to change it in favor of the mark and the krona. However, this was
most likely a bad idea. One Austrian analyst noted: “The proposal
to establish a forced exchange rate for the krona seems, in addition
to other doubts about the circulation of millions of krona in Ukraine,
avery dubious means, because it is not yet known whether
the peasants will agree to sell bread against the forced exchange rate
for krona and marks”*.

Paper banknotes only “replace real money in circulation — gold
and silver”*. In other words, procurers could theoretically resort
to exchanging grain for precious metals. The Brest-Litovsk Peace
Treaty of February 9, 1918 (Article VII, paragraph 1) stipulated that
in the course of commodity exchange, “settlements were to be made
in gold”®. However, even at the stage of drafting the peace treaty,
the Allies made it clear that, despite this provision, they would not
actually provide gold in any case. Thus, UPR official Ivan
Shafarenko, a participant in the Brest peace conference, later noted
that “in private conversations, the Germans warned him that they had
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no intention of giving their gold to Ukraine”®. For their part,

the Ukrainian delegates to the peace talks agreed not to insist
on paying in gold”’.

And later, during their stay in Kyiv, representatives of the Central
Powers categorically refused to even raise this issue. According
to the economist Oscar Anderson, author of a book about Ukraine’s
foreign trade in 1918, by the end of March it was obvious to everyone
involved in determining the content of Ukrainian economic policy
“that Ukraine would not receive gold”*.

The general conclusion about the plan to buy grain at market
prices and pay with paper money was that it was possible, but
difficult, given the high cost and lack of credit cards, as well
as the need to conduct lengthy bidding with an uncertain outcome —
even after much persuasion, peasants could refuse to buy grain.

Summarizing the experience of German troops’ attempts to buy
grain from the UPR at free prices, W. Groener wrote in his memoirs:
“The fact was that there were no large amounts of grain in Ukraine,
and what was available was hidden [...]. Given all this, Ukraine’s
grain reserves were still so large that it could export without danger
to itself, but not in the volume that we expected. But how could we
get the Ukrainian surplus if it was not voluntarily given? Each
individual peasant gave nothing because he did not want to know
the money offered to him, the so-called Ost-Rouble, and he trusted
only theold Tsarist Ruble, which was [...] unfavorable for us
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[according to the established exchange rate] and could be obtained
only occasionally”*.

A much better option, in fact, the optimal one, was the one that
Ukrainian  delegates  emphasized  during  the Brest-Litovsk
negotiations and which was enshrined in the protocol of February 7,
1918: the exchange of grain for manufactured goods.

The lack of such goods among the peasants was very significant.
Around Odesa, for example, according to the observation
of the Austro-Hungarian ~ military,  “there ~ was  a shortage
of agricultural machines and tools”® Therefore, the option with
the exchange for household items and equipment would suit
the peasants as best as possible, and, therefore, would encourage them
to get grain from the warehouses and carry it to procurement points.
If “even with a very high price for bread, it will be difficult to induce
the peasant to sell the supplies of life in considerable quantities”,
Ross noted in his report, then “he will willingly exchange them for
the goods he desperately needs. First of all, these are agricultural
tools, leather, dishes, clothes and boots”*.

Understanding this, the German side diligently sought goods for
exchange. At first it seemed that everything would work out. During
W. Groener conversation on the eve of his trip to Ukraine (March 1,
1918) with representatives of the imperial government Karl
Helfferich, Hans-Karl Stein and Hilmar Bussche, they talked about
the government’s intention to quickly create a material fund for
commodity exchange.

* Groener, W. Lebenserinnerungen. Jugend. Generalstab. Weltkrieg. Géttingen,
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Having money to buy grain, his interlocutors told Groener, was
not enough: grain was concentrated mainly among peasants, and they
were not interested in cash, but household goods (“tools for their
production, watches and other small necessities”). Helfferich assured
Groener that the imperial government had taken this into account —
the necessary preparations had already been made for industrial
imports into Ukraine. After this conversation, Groener wrote in his
diary: this approach to the matter is correct: “if we want to export
grain from Ukraine, we must import and offer goods, if possible,
quickly and not too little”.

But very soon German government officials became convinced
that the German industry is not capable of meeting the Ukrainian
consumer’s demand for industrial products. Already in the middle
of March 1918, discussing this issue with officials of the Ukrainian
People’s Republic, German representatives made it clear that their
country would not be able to provide not only gold, but also industrial
goods. More precisely, he can, but not quickly and not at a cheap
price. On March 25, 1918, at a meeting of Ukrainian officials devoted
to the preparation of trade negotiations with the Central Powers,
the Minister of Trade and Industry of the Ukrainian People’s
Republic of Ukraine Ivan Feshchenko-Chopivsky reported that
representatives of the Central Powers “come to us with demands
to give them various goods; when we tell them that we should also
give something, they refuse”,

The first deliveries of German goods arrived in Ukraine already
under Hetman Pavlo Skoropadsky, in May 1918. They clearly
showed that Germany, after four years of war, had lost the ability to
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supply the market with quality goods at an adequate price.
P. Skoropadsky wrote in his memoirs: “In the first steps, they
[German government officials] organized their export trade with
Ukraine very poorly [...] they created in Berlin the Ausfuhr
Gesellschaft [= export company], which probably consisted of
gentlemen not particularly intelligent, [...], it started with the fact that
this company brought in so much of all kinds of low-quality goods,
and the prices were impossible even at the present time, for example,
a plow, quite simple, for a peasant, cost 300 rubles. When no one
started buying from them, they were very surprised. [...] This case did
not go like that”*,

An alternative to buying at free prices could be a forced payment
withdrawal — requisition. The requisitioning procedure for
the purchase of goods made it possible not to take into account
the owner’s desire to sell it and made it possible to set a price that
the procurers considered acceptable, and not the price that the seller
offered. That is, in this way it was possible to avoid along
negotiation with the seller and to prevent him from excessively
inflating the price.

The government of the Ukrainian People’s Republic was inclined
to carry out requisition or even, according to German officials
in Ukraine, to carry out confiscation (forced free removal)
as the main methods of harvesting bread for export and other state
needs. In Ross’s report we read: “The council is of the opinion that
the peasants illegally seized large stocks of food from state
warehouses that served to supply the front. She wants to put pressure
on the peasants with the help of German troops and force them
to hand over their supplies”®.
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Actually, it was not only about the grain captured during
the robberies, but about everything in general. Legally, the grain
concentrated among the producers did not belong to them, but
to the state, since Ukraine had a state grain monopoly from the time
when it was part of the Russian Empire. From the spring of 1917,
the law “On the transfer of bread to the disposal of the state” was
in force. According to it, “the entire amount of bread, food and
fodder, the harvest of the previous years, 1916 and [...] 1917, after
deducting the stock [...] necessary for the food and economic needs
of the owner”, was at the disposal of the state and could be “alienated
only through the mediation of state food authorities”®. The state
bought bread from the producer at certain prices (fixed prices). They
were prosecuted for selling grain by peasants bypassing state
authorities as speculation. The bread monopoly provided for the right
of the state to forcibly remove grain at set prices if the producers did
not want to do it voluntarily.

The purchase prices set by the state were much lower than
the market prices. In his report, on March24, 1918, one
of the members  of  the Austro-Hungarian  trade mission
to the Ukrainian People’s Republic reported that in the Kyiv province
the fixed price for wvarious types of grain varied between
6 and 6.8 rubles per pud*, that is, for wheat, it was twice the market
price — three times.

Since there was alack of money for purchases, the heads
of the UNR planned to use requisition receipts, designed to act
as a substitute for money. At the meeting of March 3, 1918,
the Council of People’s Ministers decided to issue such receipts as
a special type of securities during the requisition “to meet the needs
of the population and the German troops”. The state undertook to pay
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the amount specified in the receipt with profit (4% per annum from
the date of issue). This financial document could be placed in a bank
deposit account or transferred to other persons®. At a meeting
on March 13, 1918, the Council approved adraft resolution
on the creation of special requisition commissions. They were
supposed to replace various bodies that were responsible for
conducting bread harvesting®. They planned to use the militia
tocarry out therequisition, but still could not do without
the involvement of the troops of the Central Powers.

German and Austro-Hungarian units, in addition to helping
to requisition food to procurement institutions of the Ukrainian
People’s Republic, also used requisitioning on their own. Conditions
of rapid offensive often did not leave time to bargain, to persuade
sellers to sell their goods. Immensely inflated prices were simply
unacceptable. The German officer Hans Tintrup wrote in his memoirs
that in many estates and villages, the military in Ukraine were greeted
very kindly, they willingly let them spend the night, “with great
readiness, without asking for payment, they treated them [...] with
bread, milk, eggs, butter”®. However, something else happened. For
example, in Berdychev, where the German troops entered
on February 26, 1918, they were met with a completely unfriendly
reception: “The population of the city, in which [...] the Jews set
the tone [...], met us with barely concealed reluctance. We [the local
sellers] were searched and ripped off with all their might, and
immediately after our arrival the prices shot up”.®

Such conditions, noted Tintrup, pushed the soldiers to use
coercion: “the merchant demanded too much from the soldier
in a usurious manner, so that he exposed himself to the danger
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that the latter would take the goods at an arbitrary price”. It follows
from Tintrup’s story that disputes with sellers often ended that way —
the military, in their opinion, had no choice but to “grab at the pistol
holster”®.

Since the procurement requisition procedure was convenient for
the military, they resorted to it more and more often, even in cases
when it was possible to do without it. Requisition was a significant
burden for the population. To be sure, people were unhappy that their
property was being taken from them without asking their consent and
providing compensation that was less than market value. March 24,
1918 Hopman reported from Odesa: “Immediately after the Austrians
sent several wagons with foodstuffs after the occupation of Odesa [on
March 13], there was great excitement among the population,
incredible rumors about requisitions and the export of huge amounts
of grain spread and, of course, are believed to be true”®,

Public indignation grew all the more as enforced withdrawals were
increasingly accompanied by abuse. The military sometimes took
food from those who were in need, took not only the surplus from
the peasants, but also what was necessary for their own consumption,
even seed material. Another common violation was the payment
of insufficient compensation or its absence at all — the army, using
coercion, took away the products and things they needed for free,
essentially robbing the peasants.

Scams with receipts for confiscated property have also become
widespread. Taking advantage of the fact that the peasants did not
know the German language or were illiterate at all, the army men
wrote who knows what in the receipts, and instead of a seal they
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attached a coin or abutton®. On March 19, 1918, when reporting
to Berlin about the abuses committed by the German military,
the head of the German delegation in Ukraine, Baron Alfons Mumm,
cited as an example the case when the receipt issued to a peasant
read: “a pig was obtained from a pig”®.

The question arose as to what the dissatisfaction caused
by the requisition could lead to. Coercion was supposed to generate
resistance. How powerful will it be? Perhaps everything will be
limited to complaints and verbal protests? Observers were struck
by the humility and habit of obedience characteristic of the peasantry
in general. “The nation will follow the one who will have
the strength”, he wrote on April 8, 1918. in the diary of Ostap Lutsky,
an officer of the Sich Riflemen Legion®.

It was also worth taking into account that the majority
of the residents of Ukraine were opposed to thechaos, that
the majority of the population no longer wanted a revolution — people
longed for a return to normal life and were therefore ready to make
concessions and compromises, to avoid any aggravation. The interest
of the peasantry in the restoration of order also gave reason to think
that the village, despite its discontent, would fulfill the demands
of the military and civil administrations, in particular, would give
grain at fixed state prices. ‘“Peasants [want] order and security [...].
Itis hard to bear the beginningless situation”, stated one
of the Austro-Hungarian officials in mid-March 1918%".

It seemed that by relying on the habitual peasant obedience and
applying severe punishments for the slightest attempt at disobedience
to preserve it, the army could nip resistance in the bud. However,
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by acting in this way, it was possible to get the opposite effect — not
to suppress, but, on the contrary, to inflate the protests. The troops,
resorting to coercion, were exposed to general hostility. Colin Ross
wrote about this: "Sometimes, as German troops approached,
the peasants gave the Council Commissioners food, horses, etc.
However, such methods, if used for a long time, will certainly arouse
the strong hatred of the peasant population towards the German
troops®.

The habit of bowing to the authority of the authorities and respect
for the law were shaken and weakened during the riots. In the words
of an Austro-Hungarian observer, the peasants became restless,
“without a bridle”®. Thanks to military service, the villagers — recent
soldiers of the Russian tsarist army — gained combat experience, they
had alot of weapons in their hands, which they brought from
the front. “It should be borne in mind that we are dealing with
a heavily armed and war-accustomed peasant population”, Gopman
warned in his report. The peasants sought peace and security, but
only such peace and security “as will leave them the loot”,
the Austro-Hungarian observer noted.

Conflicts during requisitions in some cases did lead to armed
clashes. Thus, on April 17, 1918, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of the Ukrainian People’s Republic informed Mumma about
the incident in the village of Vasiny, Elizavegrad district, where
“on the basis of requisition [...] Anarmed brawl ensued, in which
2 German soldiers and 2 peasants were Kkilled”. The German
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command imposed a large fine on the village and took ten local
residents hostage’.

Passive resistance was much greater than active. Since
the peasants carefully hid thegrain, and after the spread
of the publicity about the requisition they began to do so even more
diligently, it was still necessary to find them before seizing
the peasant stocks. When asked to sell grain at state fixed prices,
the peasants often replied that they had nothing. How was it possible
to find out how much surplus grain the owner had and whether he had
it at all, because he did not show his reserves and denied their very
existence?

The first way is to conduct a search. An armed unit was sent
to the village, whose soldiers had to walk around the yards, looking
for shelter. On April 22, 1918, Volodymyr Vernadsky wrote in his
diary: “Here, in Poltava, the procurement [by the Ukrainian
government] has been entrusted to General Bresler [...] — a Russian,
a small Poltava landowner, robbed by the socialists. He is to carry
out, with the help of the chief officer of the German troops,
the forcible requisition of grain. Starting soon. The Germans
inthe province of Kyiv [...] made atremendous impression
on the peasants: with the help of dogs, they opened buried grain and
pigs, and with the help of a magnitude arrow — hidden weapons”".

The second way is to assign a certain amount of grain, which
an individual farmer or community had to provide under penalty
of punishment, that is, to use the food appropriation. According
to the norms of the grain monopoly, producers had to sell all surplus
grain to the state. The appropriation provided that, since it was
impossible to establish the exact amount of surplus grain,
the producer should sell as much as the state needed and as much

"2 [eHTpasbHuil AepKaBHHIA apXiB BUIMX OPTaHiB BIALH i YIpaB/IiHHsS YKpaiHu.
®. 2592. Om. 1. Crp. 39. Apk. 134.

™ Bepnaackuit B. 1. IneBuuku. 1917-1921. Kues : HaykoBa mymxa, 1994.
C. 75.
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as the state administration believed he had and was able to sell
without harm™,

The order of removal according to this principle was as follows:
the village community received an order to collect and deliver
to the place of procurement a set number of products. Or another
option: an armed squad arrived in the village and announced
a demand to provide a set number of products, threatening to search
and/or impose punishment in case of non-compliance.

This requirement was then fulfilled. “The village of Bydlivtsi [...]
a Podilsk village [...] suddenly took on an unusual life [...] People
rushed to the streets from all corners, and along the streets they rolled
to the Maidan. On the square, just on the ground, rows and large
tarred military tarpaulins were spread, and on them — in piles — wheat,
rye, barley. People carried grain with plows, shovels, and shovels.
Millet and buckwheat were hauled separately in sacks and
dumped [...] around the potatoes mountain. There was a lack of
overgrown potatoes. In the very heart of the square, around the scale,
there are loose rolls of lard on trucks. The lard was also taken no
thinner than three fingers — it was not accepted with pride. A German
with a bayonet on arifle stood around each row or truck. Along
the streets, the Germans ran in twos, jumped into the courtyards and
jabbed the clumsy with their bayonets. The edge of the cemetery in
gray covers [...] four machine guns and eight more Germans near
them. The German officers huddled around the scales, and with
the reserves [...] agovernment commission from the Central
Council. [...] Some of the people who had already handed in theirs
stood aside, looked at the receipt and remained silent [...]. The public
comrade [= cattle herder] [...] did not have land [...], but
the commission issued him twenty kilos [= kilograms] of barley [...]

"JnJI. XnebHas MoHOMONMS W TpaHcopMalus CeIbCKOro  XO3sIACTBA.
Kpumuuecxuii  cnosaps  pycckoti  pegomoyuu: 1917-1921. Canxkr-TletepOypr :
Hecrop-Hcropus, 2014. C. 607.
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he borrowed from people and brought it in his own shirt from
his body”".

But if the peasants did not agree to hand over grain, claimed that
they did not have it, what about the region? Here the military often
resorted to repression. For example, as reported by the newspaper
Rabochaya Borba (an organ of the Menshevik Party, Katerynoslav),
on April 22, 1918, in the village of Solone, Katerynoslav County,
an Austrian officer, the head of the commandant in the German
village (colony) Mykolaifeld (Mykolaipol, now Mykolay-Pole),
without receiving from the village board of information about
the surplus food available in the village, ordered the soldiers to seize
the grain that the villagers had brought for threshing. "The whole
village panicked, and many villagers rushed to the mill to save their
last bread. [...] But the commandant [...] showed his “power”.
Stomping his feet, he shouted that he would bring cannons and blow
the whole village to pieces if anyone took even one pood from
the mill. In the end, the matter was resolved through the mediation
of a local German landowner: “the commandant made concessions
and ordered that the peasants voluntarily deliver all the surplus bread,
lard, butter, eggs and ham the next day, because otherwise he would
go around the village and then take all the grain. He left the bread that
was in the mill in place”™,

Therefore, the procedure for harvesting grain by forced removal
had numerous defects. For its implementation, large forces were
needed — large search teams, as well as detachments to fight
the participants of armed demonstrations. It was obvious that
the suppression of these speeches would have negative
consequences — it would lead to casualties on both sides, change
the attitude of the Ukrainian society towards the allied forces (they

S Cmonuu IO. IntepBenuis. Bcesi  erada  Padam!  Pesomoyitini  nooii
19171920 pp. ma Vxpaini. Bipwi. Onosioanns. Hapucu. ®@eiinemonu. Kuis :
JleprxaBHe BUIaBHUIITBO XyA0XKHBOI JiTepatypy, 1957. C. 373.

8 PaGouas 6oprba (Exarepunocnag) 1918. 26 anperns.
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will turn from aid forces into extortionists and oppressors), spoil
the relationship between Germany and Ukraine, create a bad
impression in the world and in the Central Powers themselves (it will
have “severe consequences in the field of international relations and
in our own country”’’), will prevent German business from creating
strong positions in the economy of Ukraine.

There will still be little grain harvested under such conditions.
On March 18, 1918, in a letter to Admiral Hennig Holtzendorff, Chief
of the German General Naval Staff, Albert Ballin, CEO
of the Hamburg-America Line Company, stated: “Any coercive
organization, and above all a military one, will try to act [in Ukraine]
with strict measures, and this will lead to the fact that all strata
of the population will only become even more stubborn. [...] Thus,
military intervention would probably lead to a war with gangs and
destroy all prospects for economic development”®. In view of these
considerations, it was worth abandoning the bet on coercion.
According to Colin Ross, it seemed “much more expedient to obtain
food supplies from the peasants in kind”".

Thus, as it turned out during March 1918, Germany and Austria-
Hungary had continuous problems with the organization of grain
exports from Ukraine. If, after his meeting with Helfferich and
Bussche on March 1, 1918, Groner had the impression that Ukrainian
food exports to Germany, despite certain difficulties, would still be
successful, then three weeks later, on March 18, 1918, Albert Ballin
reported to Holtzendorff about the general pessimism about it:
“according to the data that [...] I cannot judge how true these reports

" opowenxo [ I. Icropis Ykpainn 1917-1923 pp. Kuis : Temmopa, 2002.
T. 2 : Ykpaiuceka ['etbmancbka Jepixasa 1918 poky. C. 11.

"8 CoBeTcko-TepMaHCKHE OTHONICHHS OT IEePeroBopoB B bpecr-JInToBcKe
1o noanucanust  Pamamnbckoro  noroBopa. COOpHHMK — JIOKyMEHTOB. MockBsa :
TMonurusaar, 1968. T. 1 (1917-1918 rr.). C. 501.

™ Jloxnan HauansauKy ONEPALHOHHOTO OTAENCHHS TePMAHCKOro Bocrouroro
¢ponTa O monokeHWH Jaen B YkpamHe B Mapre 1918 roma. Apxus pycckoi
pesomoyuu. Mocksa : Teppa, 1991. T. 1. C. 292.
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are, but, in any case, they coincide with what | hear from everywhere,
that is, that so far the so-called grain peace with Ukraine has caused
bitter disappointment”®.

However, the German leaders, despite the difficulties encountered,
decided not to refuse to carry out grain exports from Ukraine
in the first half of 1918. Such a refusal would be a completely logical
step — because under the conditions when there were no effective
means to seize grain from the monopoly owner (peasants), it seemed
b, there was no other choice but to stop trying to do this, or rather,
to be satisfied with what was obtained, and to cancel the obligation
of the Ukrainian People’s Republic to provide at least 1 million tons.

This was the position of the Ukrainian authorities at that time.
At the beginning of the trade negotiations in Kyiv on March 28, 1918,
the head of the Ukrainian delegation, Mykola Porsh, expressed
it as follows: "After the Treaty of Brest [...] events took place that
significantly changed the entire situation in Ukraine. Three months,
during which the government hoped to make the main procurement
of bread, were lost; the country’s financial apparatus was destroyed,
money was taken out of banks, securities were destroyed [...], military
stocks [...] were looted, and transport was destroyed. In addition,
on leaving, the Bolshevik authorities raised to 15 rubles per pud firm
prices for bread, which until now have to be reduced due
to the general dissatisfaction of the population. [...] Ukrainians will
give the central powers everything they can give, but please do not
ignore the fact that 1)alot of time has been lost and that
2) the government  apparatus  for  collecting bread needs
to be streamlined. They ask to be allowed, if they do not fulfill all

8 CoBeTcko-repMaHCKHE OTHONICHHS OT IEPeroBopoB B bpecr-JInToBcke
1o moanmcanus  Pamamieckoro  goroBopa. COOpHMK — TOKyMEHTOB. Mockea :
TMonmurusaar, 1968. T. 1 (1917-1918 rr.). C. 501.
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their obligations by July 31, to replace the undelivered products with
other products®.

Nevertheless, the Allies did not agree with this proposal and
further emphasized that the export was a complete matter — 1 million
tons of export grain was available in Ukraine and could be harvested.

How was it necessary to act in order to obtain such a quantity
of grain for export? Among the German specialists, there were
various proposals on how to interest the peasants in the sale of grain.
For example, they discussed the idea of issuing them warrants
for the purchase of certain industrial products later® (when the import
will be established), or to partially issue paper money in payment for
the purchased grain, and partially, for encouragement, household
items, vodka drinks, coins made of precious metals®.

There also were exotic approaches. They mentioned, for example,
the colonial experience of Great Britain, which in the second half
of the 19th century. contributed to the spread of opium in China,
seeking to create mass drug addiction there and thus create conditions
for equivalent trade. Tea, silk and other exclusive Chinese goods
to be received in exchange for opium from the British possessions
in India (this move was caused by the fact that the self-sufficient
Chinese society at the time was not interested in goods from Europe,
and Great Britain paid for exports from China in silver, losing a large
part of its fund of precious metals)®. The ingenious Colin Ross
proposed to do something similar in Ukraine: “by teaching them new

8l Annepcon O. H. Buemmnsas Toprosnst VYkpaunsl B 1918 romy. Kues :
WznarensctBo Beepoccuiickoro HEHTPaIbHOTO COHO3a MOTPEOHTENBHBIX OOLIECTB,
1919. C.31; Ipurynsak I1.TI. VYkpaina i Bpecrcbkuit mup: Bia mignucaHHs
1o BukoHanHst (1917-1918 pp.). Kuis, 2004. C. 105.

8 Nopuik B., JIi6 I1, Pacesuu B. Himeuska immepis Ta ABCTpo-YropiiuHa
sK oKynaHTu Ykpainu 1918 p. Vxpaina miose camosusnavennam ma oxynayicio:
1917-1922 poku. Kuis : Hika-Ilenrp, 2015. C. 267.

8 Medrzecki W. Niemiecka interwencja militarna na Ukraine w 1918 roku.
Warszawa, 2000. S. 143.

8 HUcropus Kuras. Mocksa : U3garensctBo MI'Y ; Usnarensckuit tom «OHHUKC
21 Bek», 2004. C. 296-305.
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harmful habits, such as smoking opium”, Ukrainian peasants might be
able to be encouraged to sell grain®.

But in the end, a product was found that would definitely attract
the peasants — land. Since the end of 1917, an agrarian reform has
been underway in the Ukrainian People’s Republic, which provided
for the abolition of land ownership and the transfer of land plots
seized by thestate from large owners (landlords and wealthy
peasants) to landless and landless citizens. Many landowners’ lands
on theborder of 1917-1918 really passed into the hands
of the peasants. One part is based on the law on agrarian reform,
the other part is due to arbitrary seizure.

German experts proposed to amend the law on land reform —
to restore ownership of land and organize a large-scale campaign
to sell landowners’ land to peasants. This measure made it possible
to move from thedead point of harvesting grain for export
to the Central Powers, because it created a motive for the peasants
to sell their hidden stocks, because in this way they could get more
money for the purchase of land plots. At the same time, thanks
to these commercial transactions, paper rubles would be removed
from peasant caches and returned to circulation®.

In the note on the agrarian issue drawn up by German diplomats,
the following arguments were presented in favor of the partial sale
of the landlord’s land: “The Ukrainian government needs to point out
during the negotiations about this proposal that it helps to eliminate
the financial crisis. The country has no currency, as the villagers have
hidden them. According to the information collected from all sides,
the peasants will agree to spend their money not only to buy new
land, but also to secure their property rights, [i.e.] they are ready

% Nopuik B., JIi6 I1, Pacesuu B. Himeupka immepis Ta ABCTpo-YropiiuHa
SIK OKynmaHTu Ykpainu 1918 p. Vxpaina miose camosusnavennam ma oxynayicio:
1917-1922 poxu. Kuis : Hika-ILlentp, 2015. C. 267.

% Mamnoscbkuii 5. B. Arpapsa nomitika Ascrpo-Yropupun # HiMeuduHu
B Ykpaini (1918 p.). Censincmeo, zemusi i enaoa 6 nepioo Ypaincvkoi pesonioyii
(1917-1921 pp.). Yepxkacu, 2020. C. 184, 185.
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topay for theland they have already taken by force.
If the government agrees to such a purchase of land, then the money
will pass from the hands of the peasants to the landlords, and from
the latter (since they are at too high an economic level to hide paper
money) will pass into general circulation. Thanks to this, the shortage
of currency notes that currently exists will be eliminated, and
in addition, arich source of income will be provided for
the government, since it can, for example, impose a large tax
(10-20%) on the merchant™®’.

The funds received by the government from the sale of land,
itcould lend to the Central Powers for the purchase of grain.
Therefore, if this plan were implemented, everything would turn out
to the benefit of all interested parties: the peasants would willingly
sell grain, because they needed cash, and the Central Powers would
buy grain from them without difficulty, because they would have
the necessary cash.

Thus, at the peace talks in Brest-Litovsk in February 1918,
the delegates of the Central Powers and Ukraine agreed on the supply
of Ukrainian grain in exchange for German, Austrian and Hungarian
industrial products. Ukraine has pledged to sell at least 1 million tons
of grain within six months. After the beginning of procurement
measures in the spring of 1918, it turned out that the country was able
to fulfill these obligations — it had such a number of surpluses suitable
for export, but it was complicated by the fact that almost all grain
stocks were in the hands of peasants, who, having large sums of cash,
were not interested in selling their reserves. Having tried various
methods of seizing grain from the peasants (buying at market prices,
requisitioning at fixed prices), the representatives of the Central
Powers determined thebest way — to exchange grain for
manufactured goods. However, due to the lack of such goods
in Germany and Austria-Hungary, another option was considered

& Kpax repmanckoii okkynmauun Ha YkpauHe (Ilo mokymMeHTaM OKKyHaHTOB).
Mocksa : ['ocymapcTBenHOe u3natenberBo, 1936. C. 28, 29.
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more effective: to offer the Ukrainian government to make changes
to its agrarian policy instead of the free transfer of estate lands
to the peasants, which the government had started, to sell this land
to the peasants, so that they would have to sell the hidden grain
in search of funds to buy it.
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Ilhor Fareniy

REVOLUTIONARY YEARS OF 1917-1920:
THE REALIZATION OF THE SOCIO-CULTURAL NATURE
OF THE UKRAINIAN PEASANTRY

In the context of the revolutionary transformations, the aspirations,
moral and ethical traits, and social values of the Ukrainian peasantry
were mobilized and realized. The mass behavior of the peasantry
in 1917-1920, the deep features of the economic and political culture
of Ukrainian farmers and their ethno-cultural characteristics
determined the general background and consequences of social
processes, and determined the essence of the revolutionary
transformations in Dnipro valley, Ukraine.

In the context of the revolutionary transformations of 1917-1920,
the peasantry came to the conditions of the revolutionary changes
with economic ideas formed over a long period of time in traditional
society. The central place in them was occupied by the primordial
ways of solving economic and material issues that had been passed
down from generation to generation. In the conditions of 1917-1920,
Ukrainian farmers saw the possibility of realizing their dream ideal
of life based on their right to land, free disposal of it according
to their own ideas and the results of their work, and solving the long-
suffering problem of satisfying the food needs. The peasants saw
the transfer of landowners’ land to them as a direct way to achieve
the socioeconomic ideal.

The idea of theillegitimacy of the existence of large land
ownership by privileged classes and, at the same time, the right
of peasants to landlords’ land was formed in the historical past and
has passed through centuries of peasant history. The existence
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of small peasant-Cossack land tenure in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, during theera of the Khmelnytsky and Hetmanate,
developed a socially significant idea of land ownership and the results
of economic activity on it. M. Hrushevsky pointed out that
the peasantry at that time sought “guarantees of their personal and
estate rights, the right to land, the right to labor and its results™*. With
the change of generations of Ukrainian farmers, socio-economic
aspirations were characterized by stability, as they reflected real ways
to ensure material well-being, adequate to their cultural and technical
capabilities, and most importantly, they could not but preserve
in the social memory of the peasantry the fact that the noble landlords
owned former peasant lands-that is, lands seized “illegally”, at one
time taken away from the peasants. Therefore, in the first half
of the nineteenth century, according to O. Kryzhanivska’s research,
the peasantry had claims and encroached on landowners’ lands®.
In the second half of the same nineteenth century, a similar situation
was observed. M. Drahomanov noted the reliability of the historical
memory of Ukrainian farmers. “Until recently, there were people
in Ukraine,” the scholar wrote, ”who remembered how free people
living on lordly lands were registered as serfs, how lands with free
people were distributed to lords. And then he pointed out that “all
over Ukraine they remember that this was done by Tsarina
Catherine’™,

On the eve of the revolutionary events of 1917-1920, the mass
perception that landed property belonged to the peasantry was noted
by the empire’s law enforcement agencies. Thus, as of 1912,
according to the police, rumors about the transfer of landowners’

! I'pymeBcekuit M. Icropis Ykpaiuu-Pycu. B 11-x ku., 12-tu T1. T. VII. KuiB :
HayxoBa aymka, 1995. C. 270.

2 Kpwxanisebka O. ColjaibHi HAacTpoi Ta ysiBIeHHs ceisiH IIpaBoGepexHoi
Vkpainu y 20-50-x pp. XIX cr. Vpaincokuii icmopuunuii scypran. 2007. Ne 2.
C. 130-142.

3 lparomasoB M.  Vkpainchki cenpane B Hecrmokojui pokn  (1880-1882).
Tpomaoa. Vpaincoka 36ipka. 1882. Ne 5. C. 247-248.
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estates to peasants were actively spreading on the Right Bank
of Ukraine. At the same time, the lack of confirmation of such
expectations caused farmers to become angry with the authorities.
“...in their opinion”, one official document stated, “they alone have
theright to receive income from theland. As such ideals
of the peasantry are not realized and do not find the desired support
in the State Duma, a casual but fully expressive feeling of anger
grows against all those who ... prevent the realization of their long-
held dream™”.

Historically formed claims to landlord property were reinforced
by the traditional way of life. The dominance of the patriarchal
way of life, as stated in the scientific literature®, dictated the nature
of economic activity aimed at providing food with the help
of traditional means of labor. In such circumstances, the solution
to material problems in the peasants’ perceptions depended not
on the level of agricultural machinery, methods of soil cultivation,
plant and animal breeding, but primarily on the amount of physical
effort and land at their disposal. Such perceptions, in turn, formed
a high social value of physical labor in the peasant environment,
and thus claims to land, since it is muscle effort, according
to farmers, that only causes the appearance of food. Therefore,
only those who directly cultivate the land have the right to it.
The peasantry also used this logic to explain the absence of moral
and other grounds for the existence of landlords’ right to land
ownership, since it is not them, the landlords, who cultivate
the land and put physical labor into it.

* IlenTpanbHuil AepkaBHuil icropuunuil apxis Ykpainu y micri Kuesi (zami —
LAIAK). ®. 442. Om. 861. On. 30. 259. Y. 1. Apk. 12, 22 Ta iH.

® Muxaitmok O.  CensHCTBO ~ YKpaiHM B Tepun  AecATHNTTS XX CT.:
COLIOKYNbTYpHI  mporecd. JlHimpomeTpoBebk :  IunoBamis, 2007. 456c¢.;
[pucsoxatok 1O. VkpaiHcbke CEJISIHCTBO Hannainpstacbkol VYkpainu:
colioMeHTan bHa ictopisi apyroi momoBuan XIX — mouatky XX cr. Yepkac :
Beptukans, 2007. 640 c.

71



By the point of view of S. Kornovenko and O. Gerasimenko,
at the beginning of the twentieth century, as a result of the process of
its “self-identification”, that is, by the version of deep self-
knowledge, the peasant mass formed a spiritual and cultural quality,
which led to the emergence of a new type of peasant — the “peasant-
ideomaniac”. The latter is interpreted as “excited by ideas” — focused
on the problems of his livelihood and their solution by “returning”
the landlord’s property. Such an emotional and psychological state
of the peasant stratum led to readiness for radical actions and
revolutionary behavior®.

Anyway, in the conditions of the revolution, there were
opportunities to realize the aspirations determined by the mass social
culture of the peasantry. At the All-Ukrainian Peasant Congress,
which took place on May 28 — June 2, 1917, Ukrainian farmers
openly announced their socio-economic goals. The Peasants’
Congress opposed the existence of private ownership of land,
demanded the liquidation of landlord land ownership and the transfer
of all land areas to peasants to meet their consumer needs based on
personal cultivation of the land. The congress declared that the land
resources of the country “without redemption” will become
“the property of the whole people”, and the land “should be used ...
only by those who will cultivate it with their own hands” — that is,
only the peasants. The participants of the congress, based on the logic
generally accepted by the peasants, decided that the land area per
household “must be no less than for consumption and no more for
labor”’. The peasants-deputies of the All-Ukrainian Peasants’ Forum
regarded their vision of solving the land issue as unconditional.
Although they agreed that the final decision should be made

® Koprosenxo C., T'epacumenko O. CemsHuH-Gyntap. CelsHCbKA PEBOIIOLLS
B Ykpaini 1902-1917 pp. Uepkacu : Yabanenko FO. A., 2017. C. 4-7, 32-38, 62,
141-144 ra in.

" Xwmins 1. Tlepumit BeeykpalHChKHH censHChKMi 3°i3m (28 TpaBHS — 2 4epBHS
1917 p.). KuiB : ITonirpad. n-s [a-ty icropii Yrpainu HAH Ykpainu, 1992. C. 23-24.
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by the Constituent Assembly, they pointed out the necessity
of implementing their approach to agrarian problems. In this regard,
the resolutions of the congress stated: “The All-Russian Constituent
Assembly must approve all this”®. That is, the peasantry declared that
it would be able to put up with only those decisions of the authorities
that correspond to its expectations.

Further  revolutionary events confirmed the consistency
of the peasantry in this position. Ukrainian farmers demonstrated
the ability not only to resolve the land issue by means of peaceful
political struggle, political and legal methods, but also by force
during 1917-1920. Not recognizing the right of private property for
landlords and wealthy peasants, the peasantry aggressively claimed
land themselves. The peasantry did not distinguish between such
phenomena as ownership, possession, and use’. They saw land
in the appropriate amount as an indispensable part of a peasant
household for farming and feeding. For the peasantry, the land issue
was a matter of legal morality and the culture of economic and
material life developed in their environment — the right to the usual
way of activity aimed at subsistence. At the same time, the legal and
economic culture cultivated by the state and urban civilization was
not perceived by the peasantry and did not become a guide.

All segments of the peasantry were in favor of taking away landed
property and transferring it to the peasants. This fact has been noted
by anumber of authoritative historians, both past and present.
A participant in the revolutionary events of the first decades
of the twentieth century, historian A. Shestakov noted that not only
small-landed and poor peasants were in favor of redistribution
of landowners’ property, but also wealthy farmers. “...in many cases”,

8 Xminb I Tlepumii BeeykpaiHchkuii censHcbkui 3°i31 (28 TpaBHs — 2 yepBHs
1917 p.). KuiB : [Tonirpad. n-us Iu-Ty icropii Yipainu HAH Ypainu, 1992. C. 23.
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he noted, “the initiators of the movement were not the poor, but
middle and wealthy peasants — up to the kulaks, ... interested
in expanding land at the expense of the landlord”*®. The well-known
Soviet historian M. Pokrovsky generally believed that the idea
of transferring landowners’ estates to the peasantry and independent
management  of theland was  acharacteristic  feature
of the consciousness of all strata of the peasantry of the East Slavic
peoples for several centuries: “...the aspiration of the peasant
to become asmall independent producer...” — ‘This is the core
of the entire Russian agrarian history, starting... from the sixteenth
century, if not earlier,” he noted™.

Modern Ukrainian historians O. Mykhailiuk and P. Korinenko
ascertain the common peasant nature of the aspiration to “self-
grabbing of lands”. They note that wealthy peasants were more active
in seizing landlord property™?. However, as P. Korinenko points out,
representatives of different strata could have specific approaches
to the problem of distribution of land areas taken from landowners.
The poor peasantry believed that it was fair to divide the landlord’s
land according to the number of eaters, and wealthy owners
demanded a division according to the number of working cattle
in the household™. But in the vortex of bloody social struggle, the last
position quickly lost its effectiveness.
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Ukrainian farmers dreamed of realizing their economic aspirations
based on the decisions of the state authorities. However, the dreams
were not fulfilled, and the “agrarian passion”, as noted in 1906
by a contemporary of the events regarding the state of the peasantry,
only progressed™. According to police documents, the peasantry had
a “completely distinct feeling of embitterment*>”, which was realized
in the conditions of 1917-1920.

Obviously, it is no accident that historians characterize the socio-
psychological state of Ukrainian farmers during the revolution and
the behavior caused by it with the concepts of “social banditry”*,
“militarization of consciousness™’, “peasant-ideomaniac™®, which
in general appear to be the driving mechanism of the mass aggressive
struggle of the peasants for the realization of their vision socio-
economic justice and achievement of the ideal of economic life.

The specified psychological and emotional state, which was not
only a product of the revolutionary era, but also a long-term cultural
and ethical progress of the peasantry, and reflected in the above
concepts proposed by historians, determined the social self-
sufficiency of the peasantry in revolutionary transformations
in the field of agrarian relations, led to a completely independent
the process of sequestration of landlord land by the peasantry and its
redistribution in accordance with the desired order. In 1922,
the Central Statistical Office of the USSR conducted a special survey
to find out the circumstances of the liquidation of landlord land
ownership. It covered the inhabitants of more than 3,000 settlements
and more than a million peasant households — 24.4% of their number.

¥ Xepconerl. ArpapHsie ouepku. Yipaurckuii eecmuuk. 1906. Ne 14. C. 942.

° LUTIAK. ®. 442. On. 861. On. 36. 259. Yactuna 1. Apk. 12, 22 Ta in.

% Muxaitzok O.  CemstucrBo  YKpaiHm B mepuni  IecsTWTTS XX CT.
COILIOKYNIBTYpHI mpotiecy. J{Hinpornerposebk : InroBaris, 2007. C. 342 Ta in.
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The results of thesurvey showed that agrarian transformations
in the period 1917-1920 were carried out by the peasantry in general
in a “purely ... spontaneous situation” — i.e., spontaneously, without
control by the state authorities or an external regime in relation
to the countryside. In 27% of cases — “through individual or group
passions”. 62% — “with the help of land committees”. But the latter —
the land committees — according to the materials of the survey: “they
could not change the exciting order, but only directed it in a calmer
direction”. As aresult, theland committees only authorized
the arbitrary seizure of landowners’ estates by Ukrainian farmers™.
The economic culture of the peasantry turned out to be a sufficient
value-ideological and ethical resource for the implementation
of agrarian transformations of a revolutionary nature.

However, the redistribution of landowners’ property did not bring
radical relief. The economic culture of Ukrainian farmers had
the peculiarity that it did not rely too much on scientific knowledge,
but also on basic awareness of agriculture. On the eve of 1917,
the majority of land was already owned by the peasantry — 57%.
Landlords owned much less — only 43% of the land®.

In such a situation, there was land to distribute among peasant
farms, but the amount of land was not sufficient to enrich farmers
inafundamental way. As aresult of therevolutionary
transformations, the area of peasant land use increased by 13,193,330
desses, which were added to the 19,395,602 desses owned
by peasants since pre-revolutionary times?. Thus, the volume
of peasant land increased significantly — more than one and a half
times — at the expense of landlords. However, apparently, in practice,
having realized that the former landlord’s property was not enough,

9 Sikumanckuit B. K uroram arpapHOi pEeBOJIOLMH Ha YKpauHE MO JAHHBIM
aHkeTHOro obcnenoBanus 1922 roma. XapekoB : Twumo-nurorp. B-PC YBO
um. Opynse [1924]. C. 1-3, 25-27.

2 IMixcymku arpapHoi peBoowii Ha Ykpaini. Xapkis : 6. B., 1923. C. 2 Ta iH.

2 Ibid. C. 2.
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or because they felt capable of acquiring even more land, peasants
rushed to divide the land among themselves. According to some
estimates, approximately 4.5 million hectares were redistributed
within peasant land use. About 10% of the peasant owners lost almost
half of their land allotments in the revolutionary transformations.
As aresult, the revolutionized part of the peasantry, involved
inthe radical  redistribution of  property, acquired a total
of 19.8 million hectares, about 45.5% of Ukraine’s land area®, and
thus almost doubled its land supply. This was the result of many years
of bloody struggle, which obviously does not seem to be an adequate
price for sacrificial participation in the revolutionary bloody
cataclysm. The mass economic culture of the peasantry of those times
clearly did not exclude cruelty, social vengeance, and recklessness
in solving material problems.

However, not only primitive and archaic ideas and values
determined the behavior of the Ukrainian peasantry. On the eve
of the revolution, specialists in the field of agrarian issues noted
the emergence of a new type of peasant-owner in a cultural sense,
who showed complete commitment to modernization, the use
of the latest technology, the selection of plants and animals, and
the advanced organization of work®. This layer was not progressive,
but it was known even in the 1920s*, that is, it did not disappear
in the vortex of armed struggle of the revolutionary era. However,
the most visible manifestation of the latest modernization trends
in the countryside were cooperative forms of management.
Cooperation in Trans-Dnieper Ukraine during the revolution had
amass character, during 1917-1920. the number of members

2 Benonin M., Iapaxxa M. XapakrepucTHKa 3eMIICBIIOPSDKCHHS Ha YKpaiHi.
Vrpaincoxuii semnesnopsonux. 1928. Ne 7. C. 11.

% Jlo HoBuX x1i6opoGiB. Xmbopo6. 1911. Ne7. C.383-385; I'magueHko A.
OTuero Tak Malibl KpecThsiHCkue ypokau? FOoicroe xossaticmeo. 1914. Ne 7. C. 249.

%YyGap B. 5.  1lIsXxoM yCyCIiIbHEHHS [0 3OLIBIICHHS BPOXKaiHOCTH.
Bianosigs ToB. B. S. Uybaps Ha censHCbKi UCTH. Paosancokuti censnun. 1928, Ne 1.
C.5.
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of cooperative societies approached 7 million. Participants®, served
up to 20 min people®. According to various calculations, it provided
at least 28% or 32% of the turnover, and according to some data,
the share in the turnover even reached 40% or 46%°’. In terms of its
social composition, the cooperative generally had a peasant character.
88.7% of the most massive type of consumer cooperatives, which
accounted for 74% of the total number of cooperatives, united rural
residents®.

Cooperative farming was a form of adaptation to modernization,
commodity production, and the market economy. Participation
in the process of economic activity on a cooperative basis fostered
a commitment to innovation, a desire for commodity production,
personal responsibility for one’s actions, and at the same time
the ability to work in a team. Cooperation during the revolution was
a continuation of the cooperative progress of pre-revolutionary times.
In the context of the revolutionary upheavals, peasant cooperation not
only withstood the brutal tests of bloodshed, destruction
of its infrastructure, transportation, and the destructive policies
of various regimes, but also became a way of economic salvation.
The socio-cultural features formed by cooperative activity have
already become sustainable and were implemented in the everyday
practice of economic life. This ensured the further post-revolutionary
progress of the peasantry towards economic modernization and
cultural emancipation.

The economic culture of the peasant stratum, shaped
by the specifics of historical development, was based on mass

B enrtpanbHuil IepKaBHUI apXiB BUIIMX OpPraHiB BIAAd T4 YIPABIiHHS
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Ha Ykpaini. Kuis : Kuurocrinka, 1924. C. 64.

7 domuukuit B. Koorepauus B yenosusix HIIla. Yipaincoka koonepayis. 1923,
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perceptions of social justice. These ideas were of a general peasant
nature and did not depend on the property level of the peasants. They
viewed thelarge landed property of noble landlords, as well
as wealthy peasants, as an immoral phenomenon caused
by the confiscation of land from the peasantry in the past and the lack
of participation of large owners in labor. According to the peasantry,
only labor on the land and the need to meet food needs gave them
the right to land. The way the peasantry distributed landed property
was determined by the logic of subsistence farming and food.
The share of the landowner’s property that could be claimed
depended on the number of household members.

The economic culture of the peasantry became a value guide
in the revolutionary struggle, justifying the elimination
of landownership and leading to mass actions aimed at socio-
economic  transformation, sometimes violent and brutal,
in accordance with the economic ideals of the peasantry.

The economic perceptions of the peasantry are a product
of traditional culture. In the context of modernization trends and
the revolution, farmers implemented transformation scenarios
available to them that would allow them to adapt and provide
themselves with food in the new conditions of socio-economic life
based on commaodity-money relations, using means they understood —
expanding the area of land use. The economic culture of the peasantry
was generally not associated with aspirations for modernization, but
only with its physical preservation.

During  the revolution,  the traditional ~ economic  culture
of the peasantry, acquired over the centuries, dominated and was
implemented. However, in the tumultuous and bloody process
of realizing the most cherished dreams of material and economic well-
being, innovative segments of the economic outlook were preserved,
which  organically continued their progress and affected
the modernization of socio-economic life in the post-revolutionary era.
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A characteristic feature of the political behavior of the peasantry
during the revolutionary ~ struggle  was  the mobilization
of the traditions of the Cossack times. The connection between
the peasant uprising and the Cossacks was quite visible
to contemporaries of the revolutionary events of 1917-1920.
A participant in acongress of representatives of peasant armed
groups operating in the area of Cherkasy in the Kyiv region in 1919
noted their incredible similarity to Cossack groups. According to him,
the peasant assembly “resembled Zaporizhzhia and the council
of the Cossacks of the Sich, it had something medieval about
its weapons, people, clothes, and the whole situation; it seemed to be
a gathering of freemen discussing a plan for their raids”*.

B. Kozelsky, a high-ranking official of the political surveillance
authorities of the Ukrainian SSR, quite frankly explained the reasons
for the successful resistance of the Kholodnyi Yar peasant rebels
to Soviet rule in abook published in the 1920s by explaining
the history of theregion. “Because of its ... peculiar romance,”
Kozelsky noted, ‘woven from the remnants of the Middle Ages,
Kholodnyi Yar was an impregnable fortress for the Soviet
government,” because ‘every piece of land, every village and hamlet
is @ monument to the Haidamachchyna,” he argued®.

After the contemporaries of the revolutionary events, historians
clearly pointed to the realization of a certain behavioral tradition
connected with the historical past in the context of revolutionary
events. For example, the famous historian M. Pokrovsky drew
attention to the “coincidence of the 1905 peasant revolution and
the Makhnovist revolution in the same places”. “...those counties
of the Yekaterinoslav, Kharkiv, and Poltava provinces that were
the theater of the Makhnovist movement are the counties of the most

® Hukuit A. V3 ucropun napruzanckoii 6opb0bl Ha Uepkaruue (BocrioMunaHust
0 1919 rone). Jlemonucw pesontoyuu. 1927. Ne 2 (23). C. 9899, 101.

¥ Kozensebkuii B. 1six 3paJHUIITBA 1 aBaHTIOp (METIIOPIBCHKE MOBCTAHCTBO).
XapkiB : JlepkaBHe BUIaBHUIITBO YKpainu, 1927. C. 75.
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vivid movement of 1905... The most vivid movement of 1905 and
the Makhnovist movement took place on the same territory...”
he noted®. Modern researchers of the “peasant republics”
of the revolutionary period also note that “the same villages were
at the forefront of peasant revolutionariness in 1917-1921
as in 1902-1907%. Contemporary historian D. Archireiskyi explains
the same “Makhnovism” by even deeper origins than the events
of the first years of the twentieth century. He points out that
the settlements covered by N. Makhno’s power in the historical past
“were not lordly, and their inhabitants remembered their Cossack
lineage even in the early twentieth century”*.

According to contemporary scholarly literature, the Cossack origin
of the peasant uprising also manifested the symbolic and ritual
functions of weapons. Its character determined the status of a peasant
rebel. Weapons were used in the ritual of burying the dead. Among
the rebels, death with arms was considered a worthy death. Weapons
were exchanged as a sign of fraternization®*.

In the dissertation of V. Lozovyi, the connection between
the revolutionary struggle of the peasantry and the historically formed
culture and social practice is revealed in detail. The researcher states
that “For the peasant consciousness, the “Cossack ideal” had a special
attraction”. This "ideal" determined the socio-political behavior

* Mokposckmit M. Bucryn — Ge3s  HasBd B OGTOBOpEHHi  JOMOBini
C. M. lyopoBcrkoro «KpectbsinctBo B peBomorn 1905 r.» 20 nucronana 1925 p.
Hcmopur-maprcucm. 1926. T. 1. C. 269.

32 Kopnosenko C., BepecroBuit A., Komnanieus O., Ilaciuna 0., IT’su3in C.,
[ep6axoB M. CensiHCbKe pPecIyOIiKOTBOPEHHs Mepiony YKpaiHChKOI pPEeBOMIOLIT
1917-1921 pp. Yepkacu : Yabanenko 0. A., 2019. C. 165.

% Apxipeiicbkuii Jl. ArpapHi NepeiyMOBH MaXHOBCHKOTO PyXy (10 mpoGiemu
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of the peasants, which ignored the norms established by the state
authorities. Therefore, along with the official institutions of power,
“Councils of Peasant Deputies and Village Unions” emerged, which
“were supposed to become the main bodies of the organized
peasantry regarding the formation and control ... of all power
structures and institutions”. In the practice of solving problems
of social relations, Ukrainian farmers used “not state legal acts, but
norms of customary law”. According to V. Lozovoy, “village and
parish committees under the control of the peasants adopted illegal
resolutions, carried out arrests, carried out arbitrary actions (which
seemed fair to them from the point of view of peasant morality),
removed judges and administered justice themselves” and “were
aimed at the embodiment of ... peasant interests, not the interests
of the state and society”. For farmers, the “resolutions of peasant
congresses” were the highest norm in the regulation of social
relations, “the peasant level of legal awareness gave these resolutions
the status of local laws”, noted V. Lozovyi®.

P. Korinenko and B. Baran came to similar conclusions regarding
the political and legal culture of the peasantry during the revolution.
They noted the disregard of existing legislative norms by Ukrainian
farmers, even in the conditions of the arrangement of revolutionary
authorities. The researchers noted the “increase in illegal actions”
by villagers, drew attention to “the clear criminal character of illegal
actions by thevillagers”. In the revolutionary conditions,
the traditional ~ self-governing institutions —  the community,
the peasant east, and even rallies — became legitimate authorities for
the peasantry™.

% Jlososuii B. CraBineHHs! CelsHCTBA VYxpainu 1o Biragu B o0y LleHTpambHOi
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Obviously, this behavior of disregarding the norms and rules
of life imposed by other socio-political forces and the implementation
of one’s own rules was determined by motives of justice, as well
as the ability to carry out one’s own program of transformations
developed by tradition and creativity of the revolutionary era and
the organization of its implementation. True, the embodiment
of justice was proposed by the peasantry in a narrowly social way,
combined with ignoring the interests of other classes, and even with
their physical removal from the arena of public life.

The active striving for social justice, combined with the radical
nature of its implementation, gave birth to massive malicious
intentions and values towards others, which were also applied
to representatives of their own peasant environment. According
to the results of the research of the revolutionary era, P. Korinenko
noted that the peasants “without particularly thinking, embarked
on the path of armed struggle, committed violence against others
(often the same peasants) and took pleasure in it”. According
to P. Korinenko, the moral face of the peasantry tended to reach such
a level that “the peasants lost their sense of dignity, compassion for
their neighbor, especially if he had more property”. To denote this
social phenomenon of the peasant environment, the scientist proposed
the concepts of “politicization of consciousness™® and “militarization
of consciousness”. The bearers of this consciousness were obviously
well depicted by a contemporary in the early 1920s: “...a backward,
thuggish, but poor population”®,

The “militarization of consciousness” no longer predicted and did
not condition life at the expense of agricultural work, but provoked
the solution of all problems by seizing the property of others®.

3 Kopinenxo I1. 3eMe/bHe IMTAHHS B iCTOPHUHIiT 10 yKPAiHCHKOTO CeIHCTBA.
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Itis not by chance that a certain part of the peasant insurgent units,
according to theresearcher of the peasant movement during
the revolution Y. Kotlyar, turned “into bandit formations™*.

O. Mykhailiuk called social activity and, at the same time,
moral decay of the peasantry in the context of the revolutionary
struggle with their socio-cultural and political consequences
“social banditry”. The latter, according to the scholar, is “a living
unity of polar characteristics”*. In other words, “social banditry”
is a phenomenon that manifests both the struggle for genuine
social justice and the objective inability of a certain part
of the peasantry to remain within the limits of moral norms and
not succumb to purely criminal behavior or immoral behavior.
The process of upholding social justice is not always able to
develop, disseminate and establish a new morality in time, to
protect and multiply the expedient rules of life tested by previous
history. Some participants in revolutionary transformations, in
the face of the rejection of the old order and its norms, resort to
borrowing the already existing ethics of malice developed in
the criminal environment, which, like revolutionary morality, calls
for acting contrary to the existing legal order.

O. Mykhailiuk noted that the generally accepted meaning
of the concept of “social banditry” implies a reflection of the pre-
political worldview and behavior, the traditional culture
of the peasantry. However, in thecontext of the revolution,
the phenomenon of “social banditry” also acquired a political
character, “politicization,” as the researcher writes. At the same time,
the “politicization” of peasant behavior did not stop,

40 Kotnsp }O. I[oBcTaHChKO-TapTU3aHCHKHUN PyX yKpaiHChKuX celsiH y 1919 —
Ha mouatky 1920 pp. (Ha matepianax ITiBaast Ykpaiuu) : aBroped. auc. ... KaH[. iCT.
nayk. Opeca, 1997. C. 11-12.

* Muxaitmok O.  CenstHeTBO  YKpaiHM B mepmn  gecsTWmTTss XX CT.:
COILIOKYNIBTYpHI mpotiecy. J{Hinpornerposebk : InroBatriss, 2007. C. 342 Ta in.
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as O. Mykhailiuk points out, its “criminalization” caused
by the influence of urban civilization and the decay of the traditional
way of life in the village®.

The concepts of “politicization of consciousness,
of consciousness,” and “social banditry” obviously reflect
a phenomenon that was not an achievement of the revolutionary times
of the early twentieth century, the period of 1917-1920. It manifested
itself throughout the centuries of history, and was realized in the form
of peasant uprisings and Cossack wars, the movement of opryshkos
and haidamaks, and the Koliyivshchyna. At the beginning
of the twentieth century, a set of acute social problems that triggered
the revolutionary process once again revived the centuries-old
ideological tool of adaptation to revolutionary conditions -—
“militarization of consciousness” and “social banditry” — that is,
the willingness to radically satisfy one’s interests by force, muscle
effort, and armed force, to ignore danger and deprive opponents and
enemies of property, power, and life, and to impose social norms and
moral values favorable to oneself.

There are reasons to talk about the ideological and organizational
armament of the peasantry in the conditions of the revolutionary
struggle of 1917-1920. A conscious resource in the form
of an appropriate economic culture, mass socio-economic aspirations
and moral-psychological readiness for social transformations, which
received, in particular, a formalization in modern concepts
“ideomaniacs”, “militarization of consciousness” and “social
banditry” and the effectiveness of peasant communities create
a convincing picture of the self-sufficiency of the Ukrainian peasantry
in the revolutionary ~ struggle. At thesame time, despite
the ideological and organizational armament of the peasantry
in the conditions of the revolution, the peasantry did not show
the ability or noticeable attempts to independently form a national
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government or at least astate formation within the limits
of a respectable territorial scale. Perhaps this is due to the lack
of an effective political party that would enjoy the trust and active
support of thepeasantry. In apurely amateur mode,
the revolutionized  agriculturists managed to achieve only
the activation of the activities of rural communities and the formation
of the so-called “peasant republics”. In Dnieper Ukraine, during
the time of the revolution, the last ones count up to two dozen.
The reasons for the creation of these “republics” with a territorial
extent, as arule, from one or several villages to entire volosts and
counties, are called by researchers “self-preservation, localization ...
to survive ... in ... too changing socio-political circumstances ... and
biologically”, protection from various regimes. It is not by chance
that certain such “republics” are characterized by their “anti-
Bolshevik trend” or “anti-Denikin”*. There was also a “peasant
republic”, which modern historians call “robbery”, and another —
“banal gangster™*. That is, these “republics” became a real
embodiment of the negative version of the mentioned “social
banditry”. Both the “republics” that were built on the idea
of resistance to hostile political orders, and the “republics”
overflowing with criminal aspirations grew out of the traditional
communal foundations of the life of Ukrainian farmers, and became
areaction of the peasant system to the complexity of the socio-
political situation.

At the same time, a significant part of the “peasant republics”
maintained a clear course in support of certain forms of statehood —
the Ukrainian People’s Republic or the Soviet state®™. They should be
considered as centers of these state formations, and not only as a form

48 Kopnosenko C., BepecroBuit A., Kommnaniens O., Ilaciuna lO., IT’su3in C.,
[ep6axoB M. CensiHCbke peciyOIiKOTBOPEHHST Tepiony YKpalHChKOI pPEBOMIOLIT
1917-1921 pp. Yepkacu : Habanenko 10. A., 2019. C. 106-109, 111, 116-117, 128,
135, 143 ra in.
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of self-defense of the peasantry in conditions of armed confrontation.
in their cultural basis, both the traditional community principles
of life and the latest, as at that time, trends of public and political life
were combined, in these “republics” the true political consciousness
and political self-organization of the peasantry manifested itself.
Obviously, what has been said will also be true for Nestor Makhn’s
“Gulyajpil Republic”.

However, the territory covered by the “peasant republics”, and
thus the extent of the peasant society, the capabilities of which they
demonstrated, was insignificant®. The bulk of the peasantry remained
within  the limits of self-organization in communities and
the distribution of landlord property and was a participant, an active
subject only of the economic revolution in the countryside, and not
of the political revolution on a national scale.

The attitude of the majority of representatives of the peasantry
to the revolutionary process under the conditions of a limited resource
of political ideas had a specific and expedient-rational character.
Among the political forces that were capable of organizing state
power on a large territory, the peasantry tried to choose and support
their optimal option and set demands for such support. The latter may
appear as a lack of stable, consistent political positions and a limited
social ability to organize state power. However, in this way,
Ukrainian farmers defended their social interest in the specific
conditions of their capabilities and political reality. The researcher
of the Ukrainian peasantry, P. Korinenko, rightly pointed out that
the peasant insurgent formations “struggled against all the authorities
that limited their rights”*. It was through this that the peasantry
manifested itself as a self-sufficient revolutionary force, forced

46 Kopnosenko C., BepecroBuit A., Kommnaniens O., Ilaciuna lO., IT’su3in C.,
[ep6axoB M. CensiHCbke pecyOIiKOTBOPEHHs Tepiony YKpaiHChKOI pPEeBOMIOLIT
1917-1921 pp. Yepkacu : Yabanenko 0. A., 2019. C. 194.
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it toreckon with its interests, and, constituting the bulk
of the population, made the existing power regimes dependent on it.

The general dynamics of political and ideological sympathies
of ordinary Ukrainian farmers was studied in detail by V. Masnenko.
According to him, “...the peasants as a military and political force
were characterized by very changeable moods. They, as a rule, first
welcomed every new government that promised to resolve the land
issue in accordance with their interests, later became disappointed
with it, and finally rebelled against it.” Regarding the part
of the peasantry that was ready for armed struggle, V. Masnenko
noted that “the military actions of the armed peasantry were mainly
defensive in nature (on the principle of ‘defending their own farm’).
The localization of peasant thinking and the isolation of the “peasant
world” were evident®. With such “thinking”, peasants did not accept
their involvement in the armed formations of various state and
political entities. A. Lysenko, studying the reasons for desertion,
argues that “the majority of Ukrainian soldiers did not want
to sacrifice their lives for other people’s ideals, preferring to defend
their own homes or settlements™*.

The “localization of thinking” of the peasants could be
characterized by a lack of understanding of general political events
and, at thesame time, acompletely adequate statement about
the uncertainty of the political situation and the cataclysm of socio-
political life. Here are the memoirs of acontemporary
of the revolutionary events, a rural resident of the Chyhyryn region.
She claimed that in 1917 “Tsar Nikola was overthrown” and
“anarchy” began, which lasted until the mid-1920s. Probably,

* Macnenko B. Sk YKpaiHChKI CENITHM CTajdh BOTHAMH ([0 COLiOKYIBTYPHUX
i Mimitapuux acmektiB peBomrouii 1917-1921 pp.). Vkpaincokuii censnun. 2018.
Bum. 18. C. 57.

® Jlucenxo A. Jlesiki CyCIIBHO-TIONITHYHI NPHYMHU LE3EPTUPCTBA B POKH
rpOMaITHCBKOI BitiHK Ha Ykpaini (19181919 pp.). Vkpaina Cobopra. 2006. Bur. 4.
Towm 1. C. 150-151.
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a significant part of Ukrainian farmers perceived political reality
in this way and avoided any participation in political life.

The political outlook and behavior of the Ukrainian peasantry
during the revolutionary struggle of 1917-1920 showed different,
at first glance, even opposite trends. In their struggle and everyday
life, Ukrainian farmers realized centuries-old, apparently not fully
realized traditions of social behavior, their ideas and aspirations.
During the revolution, the achievements of social culture accumulated
by the history of the Ukrainian peasantry were mobilized, and they
were quite obvious, their manifestations did not require a deep
immersion in the content of the events to see the Cossack face
of the peasant revolution.

High socio-political activity was characterized by Ukrainian
farmers and their consistency in defending and armed struggle for
their interests. Disregard for law and order and morality that did not
agree with the position of the peasantry, readiness for radical actions,
and physical destruction of opponents were characteristic features
of the political ethics of the peasantry. The high level of organization
within rural communities and even their agglomerations and
the recognition of the status of the highest authority by the peasant
self-government  bodies are also integral  characteristics
of the political perceptions and capacities of peasants and their right-
wing culture.

The above was combined with low political awareness, localized
perception of public life, and unwillingness to participate in general
political processes at the national level.

On the eve of the revolutionary events, the ethnographic mass
of the peasantry underwent a process of ethnic self-identification and
the formation of a sense of national belonging and consciousness.
The reasons for this were the economic trends of peasant farming,
the educational and ideological work of the Ukrainian intelligentsia,
and the large-scale political events of the twentieth century.
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In theearly twentieth century, contemporaries noted
manifestations of national identity among peasant farmers who were
economically and politically independent. In 1914, the journal
“Ukrainian Life” (“Ukraine Life”) spoke of conscious Ukrainians
“from the spheres of the wealthy peasantry” who “form a class
of economically strong and politically independent farmers” — that is,
capable of defending their social and national interests at both
the economic and political levels®. According to the same magazine,
such farmers-owners “do not break their ties with either the Ukrainian
nationality or the Ukrainian language” and “as expected, Ukrainian
capital is growing in the person of the middle peasantry, which
preserves  the national  features and  national  language
of the indigenous population of Ukraine” *'.

It was not only about the preservation of host peasants as
bearers of a certain ethnic culture, but also their acquisition
of a very specific idea of their ethnic belonging and the ability to
realize their interests as representatives of the ethnic group.
Behind this was the problem of small land and the ownership of
land areas by representatives of another culture — russians and
Poles, as well as the dominance of the commodity services market
by speculators — the same Russians, Poles and Jews who first
bought cheaply and then resold the products of peasant farms.
The famous Ukrainian historian. On this occasion, M. Yavorskyi
wrote with specific categories of his vocabulary: “...the hated
Russian commercial capital and its homegrown, but worn-out, this

is the main enemy of the Ukrainian bourgeois entity”*.

%0 IpaBobepexen B. [Tonmutrka moibCKUX PYKOBOMSIIKMX cep MO OTHOLICHHIO
K Ykpaune. Yipaunckas oicusmo. 1914. Ne 12. C. 35.

*r opavenko M. Kanmranusm u pycckas KyabTypa Ha YKpauHe. Ykpaurnckas
orcusme. 1912. Ne 9. C. 21.

52 sIBopcbkuii M. TIpo6iieMa yKpaiHChKOI HAIliOHAI-IEMOKDATHYHOI PEBOMIOLT
y 1917 p., 1 icropuuni ocHoBu Ta ii pyxoBi cunu. Yepsonuu uwnsix. 1927. Ne 2.
C. 123.
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The peasant owner, called a “bourgeois entity”, felt his cultural
otherness as a result of sharp socio-economic contradictions with
the foreign environment. Obviously, for some, this otherness
remained a manifestation of traditional culture, recognition
of someone else’s ideas and behavior established in the peasant
society. However, for a certain part of the farmers, the relationship
with the non-ethnic element determined the search for their
national identity. A well-known participant in the events
of the revolution. On this occasion, D.Lebyd noted that
the protection of social and economic interests began to be
combined by the peasantry with the solution of the national
question. “Kurkul of the Ukrainian village ... felt it”, noted
D. Lebid — that the national issue can become for him the force
with which he, it may happen, will be able to preserve his kulak
well-being”*.

The Ukrainian intelligentsia devoted itself to the formation
of national consciousness among the peasant masses.
The effectiveness of its activities in this area was recognized
by the bodies of political supervision. According to the data
of the Kyiv security department in 1913, “the Little Russian
intelligentsia ... made great progress in the sense of propagating
a false doctrine about the origin of Ukraine, ... as well as ideas about
the possibilities ... of an “independent Ukraine”*.

The events of the First World War accelerated the process
of ethnic self-identification and self-awareness. The inevitability
of constant contact in army units with representatives of different
ethnic groups objectively forced farmers mobilized into the army
to think about their own identity. About 2.8 million people were
conscripted from the rural settlements of Dnipro river valley

%8 JleGenn 1. KpecTbsiHCTBO B peBoiouun. OkmsadpbeKas pegonoyusi: nepeoe
nsamuiemue. XapbkoB: ['ocynapcTBeHHOe U31aTeNbCTBO YKpauHsl, 1922. C. 78.
** [JIIAK. ®. 442. Or. 861. Ox. 36. 259. Yactuma 1. Apk. 44 38.
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in Ukraine™ and they made up the majority of the 3.5 million or,
according to other data, 4.5 million, mobilized from the territory
of the province, which covered Ukrainian ethnographic territories™.
As aresult, public associations of Ukrainians began to emerge
in the armed forces of the empire. In the fall of 1917, there were
1,337 such organizations®’.

As for to the assessment of a well-known contemporary of the era
of the revolution D. Lebed, “by the time of the October Revolution,
the peasantry of Ukraine half fell under nationalist influence”® —
that is, it identified itself by nationality and had political behavior
determined Dby this characteristic. It is not surprising that
the revolutionary events of 1917 distinguished themselves
by the declaration of national aspirations. Regional peasant
congresses — provincial and district — in Kyiv region, Katerynoslav
region, Podilla, Poltava region, Kharkiv region, Kherson region,
Chernihiv one spoke in favor of the autonomy of Ukraine®. National
problems were also considered by Ukrainian farmers in the councils
of peasant deputies®.

The First All-Ukrainian Peasant Congress, which took place
on May 28-June 2, 1917, put forward a comprehensive program
of national and political revival: state and territorial autonomy for
Ukraine, the introduction of the Ukrainian language in government
and educational institutions, and the appointment of ethnic
Ukrainians to leadership positions. The congress also

% Bonkosuucekuii B. Boiiosi ii Ha YKpaiHChbKuX 3eMisiX. [lepuia ceimosa sitina
1914-1918 pp. i Vkpaina. Yrpainceki semni y yenmpi yusinizayitinoi kpusu | ymop.
O. I1. Peenr. Kuis : Kimio, 2015. C. 28, 44.

* Ibid. C. 27.

* Ibid. C. 43.

% JleGenn 1. KpecTbsiHcTBO B peBoioun. OkmsadpbCKras pegonoyusi: nepeoe
nsamuiemue. XapbKoB : ['ocynapcTBeHHOe 3aatenbcTBo Ykpauns, 1922. C. 78.

% Bepctiok B.  YkpaiHChKuii HalliOHANbHO-BU3BONBHUN pyx (OepeseHp —
nmucronan 1917). Vkpaincoxui icmopuunuii srcypuan. 2003. Ne 3. C. 71.

80 Xwmins I Tpymsime censHerBo YkpaiHum B GoporsGi 3a Biaxy Pax Kuis
HayxoBa aymka, 1977. C. 30.
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demonstrated the peasantry’s perception of the Ukrainian
ethnographic territory and raised the issue of protecting the rights
of Ukrainians outside Ukraine®.

The support of the Ukrainian People’s Republic realized
the national feelings of the farmers. In 1917, an active part
of the peasantry saw the Ukrainian Central Rada as a national
government and expected the Provisional Government to
recognize it, opposed the Provisional Government’s instructions
that provided for the dismemberment of the territory of Ukraine,
and supported the proclamation of the UPR within nine Ukrainian
provinces®.

The peasantry participated in the armed struggle to preserve
the Ukrainian People’s Republic®. The commitment of the peasantry
to the UPR was clearly stated by its opponent, the Soviet government.
One of the latter’s analytical documents stated that as of 1919,
“if they choose any of the existing authorities, the peasants see
Petlura’s government as the least evil”®. Jan Hamarnik, a well-
known figure in the Bolshevik Party, did not hesitate to admit this
in the Soviet press: “The Kyiv region was a foothold for Petliura’s
formations and active anti-Soviet protests in 1919 and 1920”. And
he noted that “...only in 1921... did it become a Soviet province
inthe sense that the Soviet apparatus took possession...even

81 Xwmins 1. B. [epmuit Beeykpaincbkuil censtHCbKUM 3’131 (28 TpaBHSI —
2 gepsust 1917 p.). Kuis : [Tonirpad. a-us Ia-T icropii Ykpainu HAH Ykpaiuu, 1992.
C. 14, 20, 25-26, 34.

82 Kyrawes 1. Censtucbkuit pyx B Yipaini (Gepesens 1917 p. — ksitens 1918 p.)
aBToped. auc. ... kaHn. ict. Hayk. K., 2003. C. 8-9, 11.

% Hecrepor O. CelsHCbKH IOBCTAHCHKMN pyX Ha IpaBobGepekHiil Ykpaini
(1919 p.) : aBroped. muc... kaHm. icr. Hayk. Kwuis, 2001. C. 10; 3o3yas H.
IoBcrancekuii pyx Ha Cepemupomy IMomninpos’i (1918-1922 pp.) 3a crmoramamu
crapumH apmii YHP : aBroped. muc. ... xana. ict. Hayk. Yepkacu, 2018. C. 12;
Boran C. IToBcrancekuii pyx B Opechbkiii rybepnii y 1920-1923 pokax : aBToped.
Jwc. ... Kaq, ict. Hayk. Opneca, 2003. C. 15 ta in.

8 enTpanbHuil aepKaBHHH apXiB TPOMajChKHX 00 €¢aHAaHb YKpaiHu (zam —
JATO). @. 1. Om. 20. Yacruna 1. Crp. 39. Apk. 88.
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of the village”®. This means that only the conquest of the countryside
marked the victory over Petliurism. But even after the Ukrainian
People’s Republic was ousted and the Ukrainian SSR was
established, an active part of the peasantry remained committed
to the UPR. The latter’s leadership controlled the anti-Soviet peasant
movement in the 1920s®, and its collapse in 1924 was ordered
by Symon Petlura®.

In thecase of support for other regimes in Ukraine,
the peasantry demanded that they resolve the national question and
take into account the national interests of Ukrainian peasants.
In the case of support for the Soviet government, Ukrainian
peasants refused to participate in hostilities outside the territory
of Ukraine. For example, in 1919, in the Radomyshl district
of the Kyiv region, when the White Guards were approaching,
the Bolsheviks mobilized local farmers, who were sympathetic
to the idea. However, when they learned that they would have
to fight outside Ukraine, according to a letter to Lenin from
the head of the Foreign Relations Department of the Foreign
Central Committee of the Ukrainian Communist Party
(Boroborists), H. Hrynko, “...everyone ran away and spread
the news to the surrounding villages...the news that Denikin is
a few miles from our villages, and we are being taken to Great
Russia...”. During the next mobilization campaign for the Red
Army, “young people fled to the surrounding forests.” However,
the peasants did not refuse to fight, expressing a desire to join
the “Ukrainian Red Army” because they were “Ukrainian

& Tamapuuk 5. Urorn 1921 roma u Gmkaiimue 3anauu. JKypnan Kueeckoeo
2y6€éUHCK020 aKoHoMmuyeckoeo cogewanua. 1922. Ne 1. C. 4.

® Boran C. TloBcraHchkuii pyx B Opmecbkili rybeprii y 1920-1923 pokax :
aBToped. auc. ... kaHz. ict. Hayk. Oxeca, 2003. C. 15 ta in.

' KpacHocineupkuii [, AHTHOUIBIIOBHIBKHI pyX CEIsSH B IpaBOGEpexkHiil
gactuai YCPP y 1920-1924 pokax : aBroped. Auc. ... KaHA. icT. Hayk. YUepHiBIi,
2007. C. 13.
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Bolsheviks” and categorically did not want to “go to Great Russia,
because Denikin is standing ... near their villages”®.

In  turn, the Bolshevik government treated the peasantry
asacompletely nationally organized community. According
to a contemporary, a member of the foreign Central Committee of
the Ukrainian Communist Party of Ukraine H. Klunny, “the Soviet
authorities burned whole villages ... and the peasant poor” and
“shoots a member of their party (CPU) ... just because he declared his
Ukrainian sympathies”®. And already as a consequence of such
a situation, according to the information department of the Central
Committee of the CPU, Ukrainian peasants “are afraid of the arrival
of Soviet troops from russia like fire” and only “dream about their”
Bolsheviks".

The opinions of ordinary farmers regarding the fate of the national
question in the conditions of Soviet power are conveyed
by the conversation of the inhabitants of the village of Andriivka,
Poltava province, which took place in 1919. An instructor from
the provincial union of cooperatives who arrived in the village during
a conversation with the villagers slandered that the Bolshevik party
had a “dangerous view for the gains of the revolution” on national
issue, then he got the support of those present. The interlocutors
of the peasants, among them local Bolsheviks, said that the “ruling
party” is proposing something that “doesn’t suit us” and that what
the “ruling party” is striving for “it will not do”"".

National ~ feelings, national = motives in  the behavior
of the peasantry were a reality of the times of the revolution, violent
and violent socio-political struggle of 1917-1920. Determination
of the attitude to reality, participation in military actions in favor

8 [IIATO. ®. 43. Om. 1. Crp. 46. Apk. 7.

% Ibid. Apk. 1-3.

O AATO. ®. 1. Om. 20. Yactuna 1. Crp. 39. Apk. 88.

™ Paysis C. Ha xyropax (AHIpieBChKe CIIOkKHBYE T-BO JleMuiB. BosocTH ITonT.
1oB.). [lormascwxuii koonepamop. 1919. Ne 5. C. 30.
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of one or another government were also determined by the national
interests realized by the farmers. Nowadays, it is difficult to judge
how general the tendency towards a sense of national belonging was
among the peasantry. Obviously, the national awareness concerned
primarily the most socially and politically active part of the peasantry.

In the conditions of the revolution, there was a mobilization
of the historically formed worldview of the Ukrainian peasantry and
the aspiration to implement the cherished social dreams of justice into
the practice of daily life. 1917-1920 were a period of high social
activity of the peasant class, which reached the level of neglecting
the interests of other social strata and representatives of their
environment, physical destruction of opponents. The economic
culture of the peasantry was characterized by an unconditional belief
in its right to the landowner’s estates and even to the property
of socially and culturally related elements of the peasant society,
readiness to solve material problems not by economic, but by force
methods and armed forces.

The high level of social activity, determined by the ideals
of economic existence and the conviction of the legitimacy of one’s
behavior, was combined with the locality of thinking and capacity for
action in relation to general political processes, the lack of consistent
attachment to the state-political entities that existed in the period
1917-1920. Behind this was the limited outlook and low level
of awareness and education of the peasantry and its social inability
to political consolidation on a nationwide scale. At the same time,
behind such political behavior lay a completely rational and expedient
position. In the absence of government regimes satisfying their
interests, Ukrainian farmers effectively adjusted the work of their
local peasant communities or naturally avoided participation
in political life. The inability of the peasantry to form state power
on a national scale was compensated by the support of those regimes
of power that showed the potential to satisfy the aspirations
of the peasantry. The existence of “peasant republics”, which acted
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as representatives  of  certain  state-political entities, testify
to the existence of a tendency to transform the peasant society into
a segment of the political nation.

The understanding of their national affiliation by some segment
of peasantry in the conditions of revolutionary events became
animportant factor in the political process and the results
of the revolutionary struggle. The ability of certain state-political
regimes to satisfy national interests has become a criterion for their
assessment, loyalty or support from the Ukrainian peasantry.
The attitude of farmers to the authorities was a manifestation
of conscious national belonging.
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