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Agronomic Meetings as a Means of Modernization
of Agriculture in Ukraine in the Early Twentieth Century
(as Exemplified in Poltava Region)

Abstract. The aim of the research is to determine the reasons, form, content and consequences of
such a social phenomenon as agronomic meetings (the practice of which was quite common in the
southwestern regions of the Russian Empire in the early 20th century, in particular in Poltava region) for
the socio-economic development of the country. The research methodology is based on the principles of
scientificity, historicism, authors’ objectivity, regionalism, as well as the use of general scientific methods
such as analysis and synthesis, induction and deduction and specific historical ones, namely, historical-
genetic, historical-comparative and historical-systemic methods. The scientific novelty of the research
is characterized by the fact that on the basis of the analysis of little-known historical sources, the
authors for the first time in national historiography have analyzed the publications of Poltava provincial
zemstvo, as well as publications of local agricultural societies, including magazines "Khutorianyn™ and
"Bulletin of South Russian Animal Husbandry” in terms of the content and consequences of agronomic
meetings set up by local public activists aimed at the modernization of agricultural production, which
was particularly topical during the implementation of Stolypin’s agrarian reform. The importance of
the mentioned meetings was: to involve a wide range of people relating to the agrarian sector in the
discussion, among them were not only practitioners, but also well-known theorists from university
professors; to disseminate the ideas formulated during the relevant meetings in media, in the process
of consultations provided by local agronomists, lectures and conversations with the illiterate population.
Along with the analysis of the content of agronomic meetings, the authors paid attention to their socio-
economic reasons and consequences, which, above all, enables to understand this process in a holistic
way, taking into account all the circumstances that directly or indirectly affected the meetings held by
the local agricultural society and Poltava provincial zemstvo. Conclusions. As a result of the research,
it was concluded that such a method of the modernization of crop production and animal husbandry as
agronomic meetings with participation of not only public figures from among local agricultural societies
and zemstvo figures, but also representatives of central authorities of Poltava province.

Keywords: Poltava provincial zemstvo, agricultural society, crop production, animal husbandry,
agrarian sector, agronomic meetings.

Problems related to the modernization of all sectors of the national economy, inclu-
ding agriculture, were, are and will be relevant for any country. Although the process of
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market economy formation in modern Ukraine has not been completed yet, the theory
and practice of the modernization of agricultural activities in our native land after the
removal of serfdom in 1861 and the implementation of reforms in the latter half of 19* —
early 20" centuries are of great interest to those who have a direct or indirect relation-
ship to the agrarian sector of the economy. Ukrainian, as well as foreign historiographies
of agrarian relations in Ukraine in the latter half of 19 — early 20* centuries, have accu-
mulated a large amount of relevant literature, which analyzed the reasons, content and
socio-economic and political consequences of the changes in agriculture in the given pe-
riod. The fundamental works on the outlined topic belong to the following Ukrainian au-
thors: A.I.LKozachenko!, T.O.Sharavara?, P.P.Panchenko, I.H.Kyrylenko, V.A.Verhunov?,
V.M.Samorodov, S.L.Kyhym* O.M.Krasnikova®, M.A.Yakymenko® and others. Foreign
historians also contributed to the study of modernization processes in Russian Empire of
the19" — early 20" centuries, among them H.Roger”, D.Atkinson®, W.Lincoln® and others.

However, all the above-mentioned authors did not focus on the problems that were
directly related to the research topic chosen by them. In some cases they refered to
almost exclusively the socio-political and organizational and legal activities of zem-
stvos!® or publishing activities and participation of Poltava agricultural society in the
modernization of livestock industry, the intensification of land husbandry and crop
production®, or the characterization of financial and credit relations in agriculture of
Left Bank Ukraine in the latter half of 19" — early 20" century'?. The latest research
papers of national authors reveal the content and consequences of Stolypin’s agrarian
reform in Poltava region, including the aspects related to the socio-economic reasons
for the growth of agricultural efficiency in Poltava region in 1906-1917. The au-
thors of the published monograph “Agriculture of Left Bank Ukraine in the Context
of Agrarian Reforms of 1861-1917"' made a comparative analysis of the efficiency
of agricultural production in the provinces of Left Bank Ukraine and the respective
regions of the Right Bank and South of Ukraine, which gave ground to speak about
the advanced positions of Poltava province on a number of indicators in comparison
with other provinces of Ukraine (yields of rye, wheat, oats, barley, buckwheat and mil-
let). Zemstvo and Poltava agricultural society had a great merit in this. Regarding
the meaningful “Agrarian History of Ukraine” edited by P.P.Panchenko, I.H.Kyrylenko

1 Koaauernro A.I. 3emcbke camoBpsimyBauus B [lonrasebkiit ryoepHii (1864—1920 pp.). — [Tosrrasa, 2009. — 208 c.

2 Mlapasapa T.0. Pedopmu i xorTppedopmu mapyroi mosioBuHu XIX — mouarky XX cr. B Pociificbkiit iMmepil:
icropiorpadisa. — K., 2011. — 487 c.

3 Hanuewnro IL.II1., Kupunenko LI., Bepeynos B.A. ArpapHa icropisa Ykpaiuu: EBosorisi comiasbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX
BigHOCHH. — K., 2014. — 536 c.

4 Camopodos B.M., Kueum C.JI. IlosnraBchbke cliibchbKOroCIofapcbre ToBapuctso (1865—-1920 pp.): icTopis, 3BUTATH,
meprrrorocrari. — [losrrasa, 2015. — 160 c.

> Kpacrnixosa O.M. DinaHcu 1 KpeguT y clIbCbKOMY rocrogapersi JIiBobepeskHol Yrpainu (qpyra mosioBuaa XIX —
nouaTok XX CT..): ICTOPUKO-eKOHOMIUHE JocIikenHs. — [loarasa, 2018. — 232 c.

§ Arxumenrwo M.A. KpemurHa cucreMa CLIBCBKOIO TOCIIONapCTBA YKpaiHH B yMOBaxX arpapHux pedopm apyroi
nostoBunn XIX — mouatry XX cr. / Yrpainceruit icropuanuii skypsair. — 2017, — No2. — C.64-75.

7 Rogger H. Russia in the age of modernization and revolution: 1881-1917. — New York, 1983. — 323 p.

8 Atkinson D. The end of Russian land commune: 1905-1930. — Stanford (Cal.), 1983. — 457 p.

9 Lincoln W.B. In wars dark shadow: The Russians before the Great War. — New York, 1983. — 557 p.

10 Kozauenro A.I. 3emcbke camoBpsiyBauHsa B [TosrraBebkiit ry6epii (1864—1920 pp.).

1 Camopodos B.M., Kueum C.JI. [TosrraBebke clibcbrOrocmonapcbke ropapuctso (1865-1920 pp.): icropist, 3BuTsArH,
[IEPIIOIIOCTATI.

2 Kpacrikosa O.M. @inancu 1 kpenut y clibebroMy rocrmogapersi JIiBoGepeskrol Yipainu (gpyra momosuaa XIX —
mouaTok XX CT.).

1B Arxumenrxo M.A., Maxapeup C.B., Kpacrikosa O.M. Cinbebke rocmomaperso JliBoGepe:kHol YEpaiHu B yMOBax
arpapuux pedopm 1861-1917 pp. — [Tosrasa, 2020. — 250 c.
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and V.A.Verhunov, it should be noted that the absence of reference to sources limits the
format of its use as a scientific source.

The general state of the agrarian sector in the economy of Russian Empire, inclu-
ding its Ukrainian region, at the turn of 20" century drew concern among not only dogged
critics of the tsarist government from the radical parties of the time, but also among the
entourage of Emperor Nicholas II. The reason for this conclusion was a special government
commission created in 1901, the task of which was to study the state of “welfare” of the
rural population in the central chornozem provinces of the then existing state. The ob-
tained results shocked even those who for many years had praised both the essence of the
reform of 1861 and its main consequences, which, at one time, was the focus of Chernihiv
researcher V.M.Shevchenko!4. According to the published results of the work of the men-
tioned commission, it is evident that from 1861 to 1900 the area of land received by the
underprivileged estates during the reforms of the 1860s decreased more than twice: from
4,4 dessiatinas per male capita up to 1,9 dessiatinas of land for Ukraine as a whole, and
from 3,0 dessiatinas on the Left Bank and from 3,3 dessiatinas up to 1,7 dessiatinas on the
Right Bank and from 6,9 dessiatinas up to 2,7 dessiatinas in South of Ukraine'®. These fig-
ures were very far from the officially recognized norm of land provision in 5 dessiatinas for
each male person, i.e. about 15 dessiatinas to the then existing average peasant family*®.

The direct consequence of unsatisfactory land provision of the majority of rural es-
tates was malnutrition and health problems, as evidenced by the growing proportion of
army recruits who did not receive a clean bill of health, in particular from 1874 to 1883
(about 13.6%) and from 1884 to 1893 (about 17%)'”. Both in Poltava and in all other
central chornozem provinces at the turn of 20™ century the rural poor were on a level of
survival. “Sire!” the peasants of one of the settlements of the state wrote addressing the
tsar on November 23, 1905. “We have no land at all! This is our first and most urgent
need... We have to work for landlords with the whole family all summer and part of win-
ter. The product of our labor is entirely in favor of the landlord... And there is no help
for us anywhere, there is no way out of this difficult situation”®. Sympathizing with the
disadvantaged part of Poltava village, the members of the local agricultural society and
deputies of Poltava provincial zemstvo under the influence of the famous agrarian riots of
1902 and 1905 decided to intensify their activities, the ultimate goal of which was to in-
crease crop production and livestock husbandry efficiency in both large and small farms.

One of the ways to intensify agricultural production in the early 20 century was
various meetings with the participation of those who were directly or indirectly rel-
evant to this. The examples were the so-called “Special meeting on the needs of the
agricultural industry in 1902-1904” and the activities of the “Local committees” of
the mentioned meeting, where the most topical problems of a certain region were dis-
cussed with the formulation of proposals (in the relevant resolutions) for changes in
certain aspects of the agricultural policy in the country'®. Poltava agricultural society,

1 Jlleguenro B.M. Cranosuine cesssHcTBa JliBoOepesknoi Yrpainu B kinmi XIX — ua mouarky XX cr. / Yrpaincbruit
icropuuHwmii skypHAaI. — 1982. — Ne9. — C.71-78.

1> MaTepuaJsisl BeICOYAIe yupesx eHHoi 16 Hosg0psa 1901 r. kKoMuccnu 1o UCCJIeI0BAHMIO BOIIPOCA O ABUKeHNH ¢ 1861 .
1o 1900 r. 671aT0COCTOSTHUSI CEIHCKOT0 HACEJIEHUSI CPe[HEYePHO3EMHBIX I'YOePHUI CPABHUTEIBHO C JIPYTUMU MECTHOCTSIMU
Esporetickoit Poccun. — Y.1: Paspa6orano JlenapramenTom oxaagasrx c6opos. — Caurr [TerepOypr, 1903. — C.30.

16 Beicouaiinie yrBep:xnéHHOe llososkeHume o0 IlepecesieHUM MAaJIOPOCCHICKUX KA3aKOB, OJHOIBOPIIEB U IIPOYHX
Ka3EHHBIX II0CEJISTH IS TOCTyIUIeHus: B KaBkasckme Kasauyby JinHelHBle Boiicka u mosku // IlomHoe cobpanwme
3axonoB Poccuiickoit mmmepun. Cobp. 1-e. — T.VIIL. — Cankr-IlerepOypr, 1835. — Ne5630. — C.640.

17 MarepuaJisl BeIcOUaiiie yupesxaeHHoi 16 HosOps 1901 r. Komwucenu 110 mcciegoBanuio Bompoca... — C.31.

18 Poccumiickuii rocymapcTBeHHbIA ucropuuecknii apxus (PTHA). — @.408. — Om.1. — J1.34. — J1.154.

1 Tpyasl MECTHBIX KOMHUTETOB O HYIKIAX CeJIbCKoX03sicTBeHHOM mpoMbinuieHHocTu. — T.XXXII: Ilosrasckas
ry6epuusi. — Cankr-Ilerepoypr, 1903. — 830 c.
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established in 1865 and accumulated considerable experience in the practical use of
the latest achievements in agronomic and zootechnical science, focused on finding out
the most effective ways to solve the problems of the agrarian sector of the country’s
economy. During the sessions of the local committee on the needs of the agricultural in-
dustry (February 17-21, 1903) Poltava agricultural society held an agronomic meeting
devoted to the topical issues of theory and practice of crop production and animal hus-
bandry. The meeting was chaired by a member of the board of Poltava agricultural so-
ciety, a provincial agronomist P.M.Dubrovskyi, who also represented the Department
of Land Husbandry of the imperial government. Among those present were: members
of the board of the society, existing members and corresponding members of this pub-
lic organization and a group of invited persons who were not members of the society.
The total number of participants reached 43 people, among them there were 23 agrono-
mists. The participants discussed the tasks of small agricultural societies in the villages
of that time, the state of demonstration fields and the tour of Dukes of Mecklenburg-
Strelitsky’s Karlivka estate (advanced in terms of organization of production), which
had dairy and breeding cattle, as well as agricultural machinery and mechanisms,
milling, starch and oilseed processing industries®.

The meeting determined that the following measures should be urgent in connec-
tion with the modernization of agricultural production: a) opening of a trading ware-
house of various machines and mechanisms in societies; b) the opportunity to sell bread,
tobacco and other products in bulk with the help of a society; ¢) the opportunity to rent
large areas of land with the subsequent transfer of their small plots by members of a
society for a fee; d) the opportunity of societies to have rental stores of machines and
mechanisms; e) to intensify the consultative activity of agronomists among the popula-
tion, including introduction of new tools, grain seeds, garden plants, etc.?!

Meanwhile, the socio-economic situation in the empire continued to worsen, which,
in the end, resulted in the well-known anti-government demonstrations of 1905-1907.
Poltava agricultural society responded immediately to the workers’ and peasants’ upris-
ing through advancing demands on the government to solve the most pressing socio-eco-
nomic problems, namely, the need to expand political rights of the empire’s citizens and
the agrarian problem, the solution of which was demanded by millions of the rural poor?2.

The next meeting of representatives of agricultural societies was held on June 11-13,
1907, that is, during the active implementation of Stolypin’s legislation. The meeting was
chaired by the Vice-President of Poltava agricultural society and, at the same time, zem-
stvo agronomist P.P.Hanko. The participants were not only representatives of small, so-
called small-district societies, but also the government agronomist (V.Ya.Demianenko),
the inspector of agriculture of the Land Husbandry Department (V.M.Diakov), the gov-
ernment instructor of dairy farming (Ya.O.Kiper), the director of Poltava experimental
field S.F.Tretiakov and the provincial agronomist Yu.Yu.Sokolovskyi. The most critical
problem in the discussion was the assistance to small agricultural societies in land lease.
The problem was that the price of leased land was directly dependent on its area: the
larger it was, the lower the value of one dessiatina of the land was. Yu.Yu.Sokolovskyi
mentioned a positive example in this regard — the experience of Zhabkiv society in
Lokhvytsia uyezd, which had leased about 400 dessiatinas of land from a local landown-
er. To share this positive experience with other districts of Poltava region, the secretary

20 Tpyxsl TpeTbero arpoHoMudeckoro copemanus (17, 18, 21 despasns 1903 r). — [Toxrasa, 1904. — VIIIL. — C.69.
21 Tam ske.

22 Tpynst [TosrraBckoro o0IecTBa CeTBLCKOT0 X03STMCTBA TI0 arpapHOMY BOIIpocy. — 3a ceHTs10phb 1905 r. — mait 1906 1. —
Tlonrasa, 1906. — C.256.

YkpaiHcbkuii ictopuyrmii xypran. - 2020. - N°6



Agronomic Meetings as a Means of Modernization of Agriculture in Ukraine in the Early Twentieth Century... 73

of Nadezhdyn society M.P.Pysarenko proposed to work out a standard text of the leasing
agreement, but with the view to the existence of leasing agreements of various content,
the meeting rejected M.P.Pysarenko’s proposal®.

During the years of Stolypin’s agrarian reform, the local zemstvo became more
and more actively involved in the organization of agronomic meetings, and in 1909 it
also decided to hold a corresponding meeting, in which more than 60 people took part.
The reports made in the meeting testified to the strong determination of the represent-
atives of Poltava zemstvos to promote modernization processes in a particular region
of the empire in the context of new government policy on the agrarian issue. Thus, in
his report, zemstvo agronomist Yu.Yu.Sokolovskyi analyzed the form and content of
the advanced training courses for uyezd and district agronomists held in the province.
The need to hold periodic competitions in the province for the best samples of tools for
surface tillage was substantiated by a member of the provincial council V.S.Kiianitsyn
in his report, and Myrhorod uyezd agricultural scientist and active participant in the
cooperative movement M.O.Savchenko-Bilskyi shared his experience in organizing edu-
cational agricultural courses for the adult population in winter. Some speakers pitched
the idea of establishing a secondary agricultural educational institution for women in
the province (following the example of Italy) and transforming Poltava horticultural
school into a gardening training school, which was done in 1912 (later Agrarian and
Economic Professional College of Poltava State Agrarian University was founded on
the basis of the gardening training school)?.

Aiming to radically improve the training of agronomists, in 1909 Poltava zemstvo,
with the support of the local state administration, again, as in 1894, asked the government
for permission to open an agronomic institute in Poltava?. In the Russian State Historical
Archive (St. Petersburg city) we found a letter from the Chief Governor of Land Management
and Land Husbandry O.V.Krivoshein addressed to P.A.Stolypin, from which we learn
about the support of the above idea by 139 deputies of the State Duma. O.V.Krivoshein
did not deny the benefits of the agronomic institute “for South of Russia”, but due to the
fact that similar proposals had been received by the government from Kharkiv agricultural
society, Katerynoslav and Lubny zemstvos, he replied that the final decision “should not
be rushed”, although Poltava residents planned to give 80 dessiatinas of land to the agro-
nomic institute and donate 300 000 rubles for the construction of this institution?. Taking
into account that such an educational establishment had been opened only in the city of
Voronezh, the response of Catherine II to the request of Hetman K.Rozumovskyi to open
a university in the city of Baturin is mentioned in this connection. The Empress’s answer
was unequivocal, “Colonial peoples are forbidden to have universities”’.

The mentioned meeting approved the program proposed by the head of the Statistical
Bureau of the provincial zemstvo H.H.Rotmistrov on the content of agronomic cours-
es planned in the region. The proposals of the director of Poltava experimental field
S.F.Tretiakov, formulated by him in the program of further work of the institution head-
ed by him, were also approved. For Poltava region, as well as all central chornozem
provinces of the then existing state, such components of the program as tillage and soil

2 Bropoe COBeIaHWE IPEJICTABUTENIEH CeJIbCKOXO3AMCTBEeHHBIX 00mIecTs mpu [losrraBckoM 0OIIECTBE CEJTBCKOTro
xoasaiicrBa 11-13 uromsa 1907 r. — ITonrasa, 1907. — 157 c.

24 TlonraBcbka JepskaBHa arpapHa axamemis: 100 poxris 3sepmens / 3a pex. A.A.Koueprm, M.M.Omapu,
B.M.ITucapenka, B.M.Camopomosa, M.A.fAxumenka. — Kam’suens-Ilominscsrnii, 2020. — 352 c.

% Kynabro-Kopeuvruii H.I'. O6 ycrpoiictse B ropose ITosrrase Boicitero yuebuoro 3asenenus // JKypramner sacemanusa
ITonrraBekoro cenbckoxo3saiicTBeHHOro obiecTsa 3a 1894 r. — 1895, — No3/4. — C.1-15.

26 PTUA. — ©.381. — Om.47. — J1.350. — J1.22.

27 TlosnTaBebKa JepskaBHa arpapHa akagemis: 100 pokis asepurens. — C.20.
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fertilization, rotation of field plants, ways of their sowing, use of new for Poltava region
fodder plants (vetch, clover, corn, mohar, sorghum) were particularly topical. A program
of short-term agricultural courses for the population was presented to the participants;
it included such issues as general and private land husbandry, horticulture, basic knowl-
edge of the physics of human environment, the most important information in botany
and zoology?®. The 1910 census of households program was also approved in this meeting.

After receiving a number of favorable reviews on agronomic meetings of 1907 and
1909, Poltava provincial zemstvo held a regular agronomic meeting in November 1912.
The participants analyzed the state of agricultural production in the province, formu-
lating a number of new ideas, some of which received mixed reviews by such respected
agronomists as S.F.Tretiakov and Yu.Yu.Sokolovskyi. It was one of the most represent-
ative meetings, among those held not only by agricultural societies and local zemstvos of
most provinces of the central chornozem region of the empire, but also by a local state ad-
ministration body such as land management commissions of the Principal Directorate of
Land Management and Land Husbandry. Thus, the meeting was attended by: nine rep-
resentatives of the provincial administration, eight —the Department of Land Husbandry
of the Principal Directorate of Land Management and Land Husbandry, seven represent-
atives of uyezd zemstvos, 59 uyezd and district agronomists of Poltava province, three —
representatives of provincial and uyezd agricultural societies. The heads of agricultural
schools, which as of 1912 functioned in Poltava province, were also invited to discuss the
basic problems of the agricultural sector of the region’s economy. One of the key ques-
tions discussed by the participants of the meeting was the interrelation of the problem
of agronomic assistance to small peasant and Cossack farms and their reorganization on
“rational”, as stated in the relevant resolution of the meeting, principles in the context
of implementing the policy of the central government on the arrangement of individual
farms and vidrub farms (with a plot of land allocated to the peasant on the rights of per-
sonal property without dislocating the house on it)*.

It should be noted that in both national and foreign historical and economic litera-
ture there is a widespread view of the number of individual farms established in Poltava
region on the eve of the famous social upheavals of 1917, which seemed to be twenty-six
thousand three hundred and sixty-four, that is less than in Kyiv province, where econo-
mists counted 39 874 farm yards®’. This figure is based on official reports on the results
of land management in the empire as of January 1, 1917. However, authors usually do
not take into account the peculiarities of Poltava and Chernihiv provinces, the former
Hetmanshchyna, with its age-old traditions of the Cossack estate, which, according to
the relevant imperial law up to and including 1917, belonged to a separate social group
of agricultural producers. The 1906 census of households in Poltava province recorded
1 183 860 people of both sexes, or 44% of the Cossacks to all residents of the region?®!.
As for the number of farm yards, out of 9359 settlements in Poltava region in 1906, i.e.
before Stolypin’s reforms, about 90% in the census was recorded as farm yards, not vil-
lages (Agriculture of Russia in the 20th century, 1923:12). In Horoshyn volost of Khorol
uyezd, the 1910 census recorded 92 settlements, of which there were two villages and
one town, while the other 89 (96,7%) were marked as farm yards®2.

28 JypHassr arpoHoMHYeckoro cosemauus mpu l[lonraBckoit ryGepHCKoON 3eMckoint ympase 1909 r. — Ilosrasa,
1909. — C.48.

29 Oruér o mearenbHocTH IlonTaBckoro obiecTBa cebekoro xoaaicersa 3a 1912 r. — Ilosrasa, 1913. — C.31.

30 Jlocv @.€., Muxaiinox O.I. Knacosa Goporsba B ykpaincbkomy ceuti: 1907-1914. — K., 1976. — C.42.

31 Craructudeckuii eskerogquuk Ha 1915 r. — I[Tonxrasa, 1919. — C.59.

32 Oruér mo 2-My arpOHOMHMUYECKOMY YJYacTKy Xoposbckoro yesna Ilomrasckoit ryGeprumum 3a 1914 1. — Xopou,
1915. - C.11.
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When discussing the problem of agronomic assistance to small farms, the question
about the organizational principles of operation of such farms came up. The attempt of
V.Vasylenko, a member of the board of Poltava agricultural society, to propose a plan
for the organization of an exemplary land-poor farm, which was published in 1907 in
“Journals of Konstiantynohradsk Agricultural Society”, was not supported by members
of the meeting because of high cost of the project. Meanwhile, V.Vasylenko’s project
was quite interesting. In modern economic terms, it was nothing more than a business
plan, the content of which was that for four landless farms zemstvo leased 16 dessi-
atinas of land, buying 4 horses and the necessary equipment for 545 rubles. According
to V.Vasylenko’s calculations, such a farm could annually provide each member of the
society with products totalling about 100 rubles®. The desired analysis of the peas-
ant-Cossack farm was made by the economist O.Matysen in three regions of Poltava
area: north-western, central and southern. The author of the research compared the
results with similar middle-class farms in Katerynoslav province. The conclusion of
this research, published in 1914 in the magazine “Khutorianyn” in a separate brochure,
was that only the farm with 8-9 dessiatinas of land and the corresponding equip-
ment in the specific historical conditions of Poltava and a number of neighboring prov-
inces in the early 20th century could count on a deficit-free budget?.

The object of discussion was the idea of using the available funds of cooperative
credit societies to lease large areas of land. If the former agronomist did not consider
it possible to use cooperatives for the lease of agricultural land, the latter questioned
this idea, although the traditions of credit cooperatives had a long history in Poltava
region®. One of the fervent advocates of cooperative lease was the local cooperator
N.P.Stefanovskyi. “A credit society”, the speaker said, “can to some extent settle such
a pressing issue as lease”. The report of an agronomist T.P.Yeremenko aroused con-
siderable interest, he had drawn the audience’s attention to the low availability of
long-term credit for the majority of unprivileged estates, in his opinion, the efficiency
of agricultural production directly depended on this credit. Confirming his idea about
the need to take urgent measures to improve crop production and livestock husbandry,
the speaker mentioned specific facts about the state of the agricultural sector in the
Russian Empire, including its Ukrainian region: in England and Denmark, the owner
receives an average of 800 rubles from a dessiatina of land, whereas “our peasant re-
ceives 300 rubles from 6 dessiatinas”, or 50 rubles from a dessiatina®’. Answering the
audience’s questions about the priority of certain cooperative associations, a member
of the meeting V.V.Marhorin came to the conclusion about the obvious advantages in
improving the efficiency of land husbandry of agricultural associations but not credit
ones. To promote “improving the economic well-being of peasants”, said V.V.Marhorin,
the direct “participation of agronomists in the work of credit unions”® is needed.

The discussion on the activities of small cooperative credit during Stolypin’s reforms
had a significant public resonance, as evidenced, in particular, by the attention to this
problem of such a prominent scientist and civic figure as professor M.S.Hrushevskyi.
In early 1910, his note was published in the newspaper “Selo” with the eloquent title:

3 Bacunenrxo B.H. O6 opranusanum 00pasioBoro MasiodemMeabHoro xossaicrea // #Hypuansr Korcranturorpaickoro
ceJIbCKox03siticTBeHHOoro obmectBa. — Bein. XXXXXV / IV u V. — Korcrautunorpaz, 1907. — C.83.

34 Mamucer A. OIBIT y4éTa KPECThIHCKOTO XO3SMCTBA B CBS3M C €ro yJyulneHusmu. — [lonrasa, 1914, — C.52.

3 Arxumenrxo M.A. KpenurHa cucremMa ClIBCHKOIO TOCIOJAPCTBA YKpaiHM B yMmMoOBaxX arpapHux pedopm apyroi
nosiouHn XIX — mouatry XX cr. — C.64-75.

36 Jyprassr arpoHOMuYeckoro coeranus upu [losraBekoit rybepHekoi 3emckoit yripase 1909 r. — C.64.
37 Tawm sxe. — C.65.
3 Tawm sxe. — C.84.
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“From the Life of Peasant Societies”. The author admired the activities of such associa-
tions in Poltava region, so he covered in detail the work of Bohdanivskyi and Karlivskyi
loan societies. If the former focused its activities on sales on preferential terms, i.e. by
instalments for high-performance machines and mechanisms, such as triers for clean-
ing of grain, seed drills, graders and a number of other new tools, the latter acted as
an intermediary between sellers and buyers of agricultural products, not allowing buy-
er-ups of bread to “play the fool with grain farmers”. Now buyer-ups “have to pay for
peasant bread more than 2—3 kopecks per pood”s°.

A separate resolution of this meeting approved the practice of holding both general
provincial and uyezd agricultural exhibitions of various content*. In 1912, for example,
with the support of zemstvo, 5 exhibitions were held in uyezd towns of Poltava region
and 37 ones in rural settlements, i.e. closer to those for whom they were actually held,
namely: to small agricultural producers, because according to the 1897 census only 14%
of rural residents from among the privileged estates could read and write. “At exhibi-
tions”, one of zemstvo agronomists wrote in 1914, “each visitor learns about something
new, where and under what conditions it can be obtained”*'.

Thus, thanks to the efforts of agricultural societies and local zemstvos, as of 1913,
72 agronomists were already working in the province*?. Their activity on the dissemi-
nation of knowledge, together with a number of other factors, directly influenced the in-
crease in yields of major crops, as well as the quality of animal husbandry, which was
published in the magazine “Khutorianyn” in 19144, The figures on the yield of the main
grain crops before the agronomic meetings (1891-1900) and after them (1901-1910) are
quite significant in this sense. If during the first of these decades in small farms, which
gave the lion’s share of their products to domestic and foreign markets, the yield was 48
poods per a dessiatina of land, in the second decade, the yield increased by 14,6%. More
striking was the difference in the yield of large farms, which had both better soil and ad-
equate financial resources. Their yield in the second of the mentioned decades exceeded
the indicators of the first decade by 24,2%. In absolute terms, the yield increased from 62
to 77 poods*!. Comparing the yield in Poltava province with similar territorial and admin-
istrative regions of Ukraine at that time, we state that there is no significant difference
between them, which was explained, with some exceptions, by the same socio-economic
conditions of farming in the presence of similar but not identical attention to the agrarian
sector of the country’s economy from the local zemstvo. Thus, the average yield in land-
lords’ estates for 1901-1916 in Poltava region was 77 poods from a dessiatina against 76
poods in the three provinces of Right Bank Ukraine. If we talk about farms of unprivi-
leged estates, their yield in Poltava region, as well as in other neighbouring provinces
of Ukraine, ranged from 50-60 poods. It should be noted that the average yield in the
provinces of the European part of the Russian Empire was 38 poods from a dessiatina®.
On the eve of the First World War, the best samples of fodder and industrial crop seeds,

3 I'pywescorkuti M. 3 srurts censitHCbKuX ToBapucts // Ceso: YrpaiHcbka HapogHa LmoctpoBaHa ragera. — 1910. —
27 TpaBHs. — No21.

10 Wyprasbr arpoHoMuyeckoro copemanus npu [Tosrrasekoit rybepHCKoit 3emckoit yupase 1909 r. — C.85.

41 Benuenro T.B. JIyis yero yecrpauBaioTest BRICTABKH 110 céax. — [losrasa, 1914. — C.17.

42 Oruér [Tonrasckoit rybepHCkoit 3eMckoit yrpassl 3a 1911 r. — B 1. — ITosrrasa, 1912. — C.79.

4 B.H,J]. 0630p MepOIpUSTUY I10 arpOHOMUYECKOM oprauusanyu B [lonrasckoit rybeprun 3a 1913 r. // XyTopsasuH. —
1914. — No14/15. — C.440-445.

4 Crarucruueckoe 6iopo I[Tomrasckoro ryGepHCKOTO 3emcrBa: V3MeHeHWs B XO3AUCTBEHHON KU3HU HACEJICHUS
TTosrrasekoit rybepauu o qaaabeiM nepenuceir 1900 u 1910 rr. — [Tosrrasa, 1913. — C.10.

% Arxumenro M.A., Marapeup C.B., Kpacrnikosa O.M. Cinbcbre rocmomapcerso JliBoOepeskHOi YKpaiHu B yMoBax
arpapuux pedopm 1861-1917 pp. — C.131.
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as well as haymowers, harvesters, corn vans, iron plows of various modifications and even
tractors*® could be bought in the warehouses of zemstvos and agricultural societies both
for cash and on credit, the participants of agronomic meetings*’ repeatedly spoke about
that. In the early 20th century a number of events at the general provincial level was also
held to improve the quality of animal husbandry. Thus, in 1909, the “Bulletin of Southern
Russian Animal Husbandry”, edited in Poltava, published a plan of measures to improve
the conditions of cattle breeding, developed by such a well-known expert in zootechnics as
professor I.Popov. The main content of this plan was the idea of using a variety of cattle
breeds, including their Western European representatives such as Simmental and Schwyz
breeds, in the peasant-Cossack farms of the region*. The latter had been brought from
the canton of Schwyz in Switzerland. Another well-known zootechnical expert, professor
L.Kuleshov, proposed to promote the improvement of animal husbandry by expanding the
area of forage crops, the yield of which could be used for year-round keeping livestock in
stalls*®. The plan of a provincial zootechnician S.S.Dekonskyi also deserved attention, it
was focused on improving the breed of grey Ukrainian cattle by selecting the best samples
for reproduction and scientifically grounded control over the feeding of young animals®.
The publications in the collections of agricultural articles of the editorial staff of the maga-
zine “Khutorianyn” were of purely educational nature. Thus, the first collection contained
nine articles in which reputable agricultural experts published their recommendations
on quality plowing, application of organic and mineral fertilizers for relevant crops, sow-
ing density, methods of seed cleaning and more. In each issue the following rubrics were
offered: 1) How to increase the yield of cereals? 2) How to increase the amount of feed in
large and small farms? The authors gave their recommendations on the cultivation of per-
ennial grasses, annual plants and on issues related to food conservation. Also, legal con-
sultations can be found in these collections, for example, on the content of tax legislation,
which underwent a number of fundamental changes during Stolypin’s reforms®:.

However, one should not think that during the years of Stolypin’s agrarian reform,
which i1s widely praised by some scientists, the main problems in Poltava region re-
garding the efficiency of crop production and livestock husbandry were solved. Thus,
despite the eviction of about 2 million rural residents from Poltava province at the turn
of the 20 century, the intense activity of land banks and, accordingly, the expansion
of the land area of underprivileged estates, the number of peasants who did not have
farm land did not decrease, but, on the contrary, increased even more: from 59 083
people in 1889 to 70 042 people in 1910, which was about 17% of all inhabitants of
Poltava village®?. In the same way as before, animal diseases such as anthrax, malleus,
foot-and-mouth disease, rabies, sheep pox, tuberculosis, swine fever and others, which
killed thousands of animals, continued to spread in Poltava region®.

An unstandard explanation of the problems in agricultural production on the eve of
the World War I was found by T.G.Semenkova, a professor at the Academy of Finance
under the Government of Russian Federation. In her opinion, the reasons for the problems
in the agrarian sector of tsarist Russia in the era of Stolypin’s reforms were not only due to

46 Oruér mHCIEKTOPA cesIbCKOro xo3sicTa B [Tosrrasekoit rybepunu 3a 1910 r. — Cauxr-IlerepOypr, 1912, — C.33.

47 JlepskasHuii apxis I[Tonrasebkoi 0651, — @.1007. — Om.1. — Crp.1. — Apk.70.

48 [lonoe H. IlpepnmosiaraeMslii IJIaH MEPOIPUSTHNM I[I0 MACCOBOMY YJIYUIICHWIO KPYITHOIO POTAaTOro CKOTa B
TTosrrasekoit ry6epunu // BecTHuk 10:HOPYCCKOTO sKUBOTHOBOACTBA. — 1909. — Ne35. — C.698.

9 Kynewos I1. T'ocymapcTBeHHBIE 00111€CTBEHHBIE MEPOIIPUSATHS TI0 YIIyUIeHuto ckoToBoscrsa // Tam ske. — No25. — C.515.
50 Terxoncruiti C.C. O MeToax yJIydIlIeHus Ceporo yKpamHCKoro ckora B camoM cebe // Xyropstaus. — 1905, — Nel10. — C.191.
51 TlepBbrii cOOpHUK ceIberoxo3saricTBeHHBIX crareit (Kanenmaps «Xyropsiauaa» Ha 1909 .). — [Tosrrasa, 1909. — C.154—158.
52 Crarucrudeckuii eskeronauk [losrraseroro rybeprckoro semcrsa Ha 1912 r. — [Tonrasa, 1913. — C.38.

5 06a3op [Mosrrasckoit rybepunu 3a 1913 r. — [Tosrrasa, 1915. — C.7.
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the inconsistency of the policy of P.Stolypin’s government, but mainly due to the inertia of
peasants... The tragic mistake was that “Stolypin” did not taken into account the ability
of the majority of peasants to manage a household properly and work well on one operation
in a large farm, but they were unable to understand the laws of commercial farming...
Reforms were progressive in nature, but agriculture was being rebuilt in a new way ex-
tremely slowly, because it was resisted by both landlords and peasants®. The reader can
draw only one conclusion from the above idea: the tsarist government, both during and
after Stolypin’s time, was not directly related to the existing problems in various spheres
of agricultural production, including, of course, land scarcity and landlessness of the main
part of direct producers, which, according to the authors, does not line up with reality.

The conclusion is obvious: it is due to the intensification of public organizations
such as agricultural societies (325 societies in Poltava region as of 1917), state admin-
istration and local government in the early 20" century managed, in the end, to signif-
icantly affect the efficiency of agriculture. However, success under certain conditions
could have been much more remarkable. The reason for this conclusion is that the ma-
jority of latifundists (about 70%) did not run their own farms, they thought it was more
profitable to lease their land to small producers, who due to lack of adequate financial
resources continued to till the leased and not properly fertilized own and leased land
with archaic tools such as a scratch plough (oralo) or a wooden plough (sokha).

It should be emphasized that the frequency of holding agrarian meetings in Poltava
region and the content of their educational programs are impressive. Agronomic meet-
ings of other regions of sub-Russian Ukraine are not properly covered in historiogra-
phy. Considering the prospects of further research of agrarian sector modernization in
the economy of Ukraine in the late 19" — early 20 century, according to the authors
of this article, it would be advisable to make a comparative analysis of modernization
processes in the regions of Left Bank, Right Bank and Southern Ukraine in order to
clarify their specifics, which will be helpful for further generalizing papers on the his-
tory of our Motherland of that historical period of time, which some researchers rightly
call the era of free enterprise.
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ArpoHoMiyHi Hapapgum sk 3acibé MmopgepHisauii
CilbcbKoOro rocnogapcrea YKpaiHM Ha no4aTtky XX cT.
(Ha npuknaai MNontaBcbKoi ry6epHii)

AHoTauif. MeTa gocnimpkeHHs nonsrae B ToMy, Wob 3'acyBaTv NPUYMHKU NpoBefeHHs, GopMy, 3MICT Ta
Hacniakun ons couianbHO-eKOHOMIYHOTO PO3BUTKY KpalHW Takoro CycnifibHOro ABMLLA, K arpOHOMIYHI Ha-
paau, npakTuka skux byna focuTb PO3NOBCIOAXKEHOK B MiBAEHHO-3axigHWX perioHax Pociicbkoi iMnepil
noyaTtky XX cT., 30kpeMa Ha [TonTaBwuHi. MeToponorifa cnpacTbCs Ha MPUHLMMIN HAYKOBOCTI, ICTOPU3MY,
aBTOPCbKOT 06’EKTUBHOCTI, perioHaniaMy, a Takox Ha BUKOPWUCTaHHS SK 3arasibHoHayKoBumx (aHanis, cuH-
Tes, iHAYKUiA, AedyKuia), Tak i KOHKPETHO-ICTOPUYHMX (iCTOPUKO-reHETUYHWIA, ICTOPUKO-MOPIBHANBHUNA,
icTopuko-cucTeMHuit) meTomie. HaykoBa HOBM3HA. Ha OCHOBI aHanisy MasnoBiAOMWX LUMPOKOMY 3arainy
ICTOPUYHWMX O)Kepen aBToOpU BMepLue y BITYN3HAHIN icTopiorpadii npoaHanisyBanv BuaaHHs lNontaBcbko-
ro rybepHcbKkoro 3eMcTBa, a Takox nybnikauii MicLLeBOro CinbCbkorocnofapcbKoro ToBapucTea, 30kpeMa
y XXypHanax «XyTOpsiHUH», «BeCTHUK t0XXHOPYCCKOro XXWMBOTHOBOACTBA», i3 MOrNSAy 3MICTy ¥ HacnigkiB
OpraHi3oBaHMX MiCLLEeBUMW MPOMaACbKMMU aKTUBICTaMM arpoHOMIYHMX Hapap, rofI0BHOK METOK fKUX
byna MopepHi3alia CifbCbKorocnofapcbkoro BUPobHUUTBA, WO CTano ocobnnBo akTyanbHUM nif yac
3AINCHEHHS CTONMMIHCLKOI arpapHoi pedgopmu. BaxnneicTb 3ragaHnx Hapag nonsrana y 3afnyyeHHi Ao
06roBOpEHHS LLIMPOKOro Kofla LOTUYHUX O arpapHoro CeKTopy ocib, cepef akux bynu He nuLle NpakTuky,
ane v BILOMI CBOrO Yacy TEOPETUKMN 3 YMCNa YHIBEPCUTETCbKMX NpodecopiB; Y PO3NOBCIOAXKEHHI Y npeci
chopMynboBaHWX Y X0 BIAMOBIAHWX HApaA iAen, y NpoLLEeci KOHCYNbTaLiA MiCLLeBMX arpoOHOMIB, NEKLIN i
Becig i3 HeMMCbMeHHUMM BepCTBaMM HaceneHHs. [opsag 3 aHani3oM 3MiCTy arpoHOMIYHWUX Hapag, aBTopwu
NPUAINNAKN yBary BUCBITNIEHHIO COLiaflbHO-EKOHOMIYHMX NMPUYMH Ta HacMiAKiB TX MpoBeLeHHs, Lo nepeay-
CiM [la€ 3MOry YCBILOMUTM Liel NpoLec KOMMIEKCHO, 3 ypaxyBaHHAM ycix 0b6cTaBuH, ki NpsMo Yun nobiyHo
BMJIMBaAN Ha NPOBEAEHHS Hapaf, sk MICLLeBUM CiJlbCbKOrocnofapcbknM ToBapuCTBOM, Tak i [TonTaBcbkuM
rybepHcbkuMM 3eMcTBOM. BUCHOBKM. Y pe3ynbTaTi NnpoBefeHoro JochnigkeHHs 3pobneHo BUCHOBOK Mpo
Heabusike 3HaYeHHs Takoro cnocoby MofepHi3aL,il pOCMHHULTBA | TBAPUHHULTBA, K arpOHOMIYHI Hapa-
L1, B IKUX aKTVMBHY y4acTb bpanu He nuie rpoMafchbki Aisi 3 Yncna NpefCcTaBHUKIB MiCLLEBMX CilbCbKO-
rocnofapcbkyx TOBapUCTB Ta 3eMLiB, afe i NpefACcTaBHUKN opraHiB Bnagm Montascbkoi rybepHii.

Knio4oBi cnoBa: MNonTaBcbke rybepHcbke 3eMCTBO, CiflbCbKOrOCMOAAPChbKe TOBAPUCTBO, POCIMHHULTEO,
TBAapWHHWLTBO, arpapHuin CEKTOP, arpoHOMiYHi Hapaau.
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