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The experience of the events of the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921 is especially relevant
for modern Ukraine. Modern geopolitical transformations, radical changes in the domestic
political life of Ukraine, ambitious plans of the government are a chance for our state to restore
its full-fledged subjectivity in the international arena, in the domestic life of the country. An
effective mechanism of external and internal subjectivization of Ukraine, given the longevity of
agricultural culture (in a broad sense), can be agrarian policy, its effective implementation. This
implies not only a clear understanding on the part of the state of the essence of agrarian policy,
its purpose, stages and mechanisms of implementation.

The author of the article aims to propose, taking into account the agrarian transformations
of the Ukrainian revolution, a possible model of the latest agrarian transformations.

Under modern conditions, the most discussed issue is the feasibility/inexpediency of opening a
land market in Ukraine. The heated debate on this is primarily about the socio-economic and
socio-political consequences. Last but not least, the debaters in the discussions focus on only one
segment of this multifaceted phenomenon - foreign land tenure/land use/land management.
That is, they are only interested in the institution of private land ownership for foreigners on the
whole set of issues.

The main risks of opening the land market: external and internal. External: desubjectification of
Ukraine, increasing dependence on foreign capital, especially credit one, loss of status of the
granary of Europe, reduction of foreign exchange earnings to the budget, desoilization
(dechernozemization). Internal: legalization of the agrarian oligarchy, desubjectification of power,
degradation of civil society, increasing shadowing of the economy in general, agro-industrial
complex in particular, the absence of the middle class - the social basis of the state, the extinction of
the countryside, its disappearance as a socio-economic, socio-political, spiritual-cultural
component of the Ukrainian political nation, strengthening the demographic challenges, etc.

Keywords: agrarianism, Ukrainian agrarianism, peasant revolution, Ukrainian revolution,
peasantry

The peasant factor became decisive in the history of Ukraine in the early twentieth
century. It showed itself especially clearly during the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-1921.
All participants in the revolutionary events in Ukraine, without exception, considered the
solution of the agrarian issue to be the cornerstone of their domestic policy. The political
destiny of one or another political regime - a participant in the revolutionary struggle in
Ukraine, largely depended on the content, nature, and effectiveness of agrarian reforms.
The peasantry became a powerful factor determining the future of one or another form of
statehood.

* The article is written in accordance with the state budget theme «Ukrainian Revolution (1917-1921):
The peasant factor» (state registration number 0118U003864).
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The peasantry of that time declared itself as an active subject of history, the social
basis of one or another form of statehood. Revolutionary experience is more relevant
than ever in modern Ukraine. As a hundred years ago, so now, an important factor in the
subjectivity of Ukrainian statehood is the peasantry. The present and future of Ukraine’s
socio-economic development, the material well-being of its citizens depend on the
solution of the agrarian issue in modern Ukraine. In view of this, the experience of
agrarian transformations of the period of the Ukrainian revolution is a guarantee, if not
the avoidance of mistakes, then at least the mitigation of possible negative consequences
of the latest transformations in the field of land use / land tenure.

The author of the article aims to propose, taking into account the agrarian
transformations of the Ukrainian revolution, a possible model of the latest agrarian
transformations. Its content should relate to the peasant-owner with the optimal amount
of land tenure / land use for cost-effective high-tech use.

Modern geopolitical transformations, radical changes in the domestic political life of
Ukraine, ambitious plans of the government are a chance for our state to restore its full-
fledged subjectivity in the international arena, in the domestic life of the country. An
effective mechanism of external and internal subjectivization of Ukraine, given the
longevity of agricultural culture (in a broad sense), can be agrarian policy, its effective
implementation. This implies not only a clear understanding on the part of the state of the
essence of agricultural policy, its purpose, stages and mechanisms of implementation.
First of all, a comprehensive understanding and awareness of such a phenomenon as
agrarian policy is actualized, not only such its structural components as socio-economic
and socio-political, but also close ties with the land of the Ukrainian people throughout its
history (agrarian archetype of the Ukrainian political nation), identification in the
ideology of the Ukrainian (citizen) of such concepts as land = homeland = Ukraine, the
task of the modern political vector on deoligarchization and the construction of not
declared but real civil society and so on. That is, the idea of land is pervasive for the
ideology of the Ukrainian political nation. It is a pervasive ideological unifying component
for the Ukrainian political nation, a determining factor for the future. Taking into account
the above, we believe that understanding the ideology of modern agricultural policy in
Ukraine, the development of its principles is relevant.

In the modern historical and scientific literature there is a well-established opinion
that agrarianism originated in Germany in the works of G.Ruland and A.Scheffle.
Subsequently, he penetrates the territory of France, represented by the concept of ].
Melin. In the late nineteenth - early twentieth century agrarianism penetrates into
Eastern Europe - Poland, Bulgaria, Romania, the Czech Republic and Slovakia (later -
Czechoslovakia)l.

The land market in Ukraine has its own history and traditions. It is not an innovation
that is so emotionally talked about in the media, social networks, etc2. It took place, given
the moment of historicism, and in princely times, and in the Cossack era, and in the
imperial period of history, and during the Ukrainian Revolution of 1917-19213, as well as

1Tanymko K. «Xmi6opo6ebka ifeosiorisi» B. JIMTMHCBKOTO ¥ cUCTeMi cXiZJHOEBpONEHChbKOro arpapusmy
// Yxpaincekut icropuunui 36ipauk. 2000. Ne 2. C. 164-166.

2 3ocb-Kiop M., Kupuiniok €., KopHoBenko C., apwuii I'. TapaHnTyBaHHA Mpo/ioBo/ibY0i Ge3MeKu B KOH-
TEeKCTi pO3BUTKY 3eMeJibHUX BifiHOCKH. Yepkacu: ®OIl Yabanenko, 2017.

3 KopnoBeHko C., 3em3tosiHa H. PeBouttoniifini motpsicinas noyaTky XX CT.: arpapHe 3aKOHO/JJaBCTBO Kpa-
in llenTpanbHoi Ta [liBgeHHO-cxigHOT EBponu // Ykpaincbku# censsHUH. 2018. Bum. 19. C. 45-49.
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under Soviet rule during the new economic policy (1921-1928). The Bolsheviks put an
end to it in the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics / Ukrainian Socialist Soviet Republic /
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, de facto destroying first large and then peasant land
tenure/land use, introducing a state-farm-collective farm system of land management.
This was due to the fact that the socialist model a priori did not recognize the institution
of private property law, derived from which is the land market. With the proclamation of
Ukraine's independence, with changes in the socio-economic and socio-political model of
the state, with the restoration of the institution of private property, the land market
gained further development. From 1991 until now, it has had features of evolution.

Under modern conditions, the most discussed issue is the feasibility/inexpediency of
opening a land market in Ukraine. The heated debate on this is primarily about the socio-
economic and socio-political consequences. Not the least, the debaters in the discussions
focus on only one segment of this multifaceted phenomenon - foreign land tenure/land
use/land management. That is, on the whole set of issues they are only interested in the
institution of private land ownership for foreigners. Undoubtedly, this issue is important,
but not so much that missing the wood for the trees. In addition, it does not apply to the
entire agricultural policy, but only one of its components, the land market cannot be the
ultimate goal of agricultural policy, and therefore such an approach distorts the
comprehensive understanding and understanding of agricultural policy. In our opinion,
«land market» and «agricultural policy» are not identical concepts.

According to the draft law «On Land Market»4, considered by the Verkhovna Rada of
Ukraine in the first reading on November 13, 2019, «land market - a system of legal,
organizational and economic relations established in the process of trade in land based
on determining the market value of these plots».

Agrarian policy is a component of domestic economic policy that contains socio-
economic and socio-political components. The socio-economic part deals with such key
issues in the life of the peasantry as land reform and settlement of current agricultural
affairs: improving land management, improving agro-technical tillage, providing
agricultural machinery with machinery and technology, seed stock, fertilizers and more>.
The socio-political aspect concerns the forms and methods of cooperation between the
authorities and the peasantry.

Agrarian policy is sometimes equated with land policy. In our opinion, land policy is
an important component of agrarian one, but it is more about the conditions of
agricultural production than the production itself. The agrarian and land issues are also
considered to be identical. In our opinion, they relate to each other as agrarian and land
policy, i.e., the land issue - a component of agrarian, more about the forms of land
ownership than production relations. The agrarian issue is the question of forms of land
ownership, types of agricultural enterprises, laws of agricultural development, etc.

The main risks from the opening of the land market: external and domestic.

External:

1) desubjectification of Ukraine;

2) increasing dependence on foreign capital, especially credit one;

3) loss of the status of the granary of Europe;

4 [IpoekT 3aKOHY PO BHECEHHS 3MiH [0 [ieIKUX 3aKOHO/IaBYMX aKTiB YKpaiHU 111070 06iry 3eMesb Cijib-
CbKOI0CI0JjapCbKOT0 MpHU3HA4YeHHS. URL:
http://w1l.cl.rada.gov.ua/pls/zweb2 /webproc4_2?1d=&pf3516=2178-10&skl=10

5 Kopinenko II. IcTopis ykpaiHcbkoro censgHcTBa. TepHoninb, 2014. 296 c.
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4) reduction of foreign exchange revenues to the budget;

5) desoilization (dechernozemization), etc.

Internal:

1) legalization of the agar oligarchy;

2) desubijectification of power;

3) degradation of civil society;

4) strengthening the shadowing of the economy in general, the agro-industrial
complex in particular;

5) the absence of the middle class - the social basis of the state;

6) the extinction of the village, its disappearance as a socio-economic, socio-political,
spiritual and cultural component of the Ukrainian political nation;

7) aggravation of the demographic challenges, etc.

Prospects (positive) of Ukraine from the opening of the land market. Depend on the
opening mechanisms and rules of the land market. In the case of the implementation of
agrarian (peasant / pro-Ukrainian) ideology: external, internal.

External:

1) subjectivization of Ukraine;

2) reduction of dependence on foreign capital, primarily credit one;

3) improving the investment attractiveness of Ukraine for foreign investors;

4) strengthening Ukraine’s position in the European market of agricultural products, etc.

Internal:

1) de-oligarchization of Ukraine;

2) the subjectivization of power, the growth of its not a rating, but a real authority in
society;

3) citizenization of Ukraine, creation of a large middle class of landowners,
preservation of Ukrainian culture and spirituality;

4) de-shadowing of the economy in general, the agro-industrial complex in particular;

5) solving the demographic challenges in Ukraine in general, in the agro-industrial
complex in particular;

6) solving the challenge of rural depression, intensification of the agro-industrial
complex, its productization;

7) formation of modern infrastructure in the countryside;

8) saturation of the domestic market with quality domestic agricultural products;

9) accumulation of internal financial reserves, etc.

Tools for achieving positive from the opening of the land market (possible):

1. creation of a comprehensive land cadastre with online access. Until the opening of
the land market to conduct a full audit of land. Create an online resource (map) with clear
coordinates of land plots, forms of ownership and data on tenants. Data on the owner is
entered by the owner himself (authorized person, state body), he also puts a special mark
on the desire to sell the land. With the opening of the land market, first of all, allow the
sale of private land holdings (shares). Preference for the sale is given to the existing
tenant, who processes it for at least 3 years. To lease state lands through the Prozorro
system;

2.to open state lands gradually (at the first stage to be limited to rent), after
exhaustion of the already existing land market, first of all for land supply of Ukrainian
citizens. The controlling stake is state-owned. As a possible option. Sale of land to new
farmers, regardless of organizational form (LLC, PLLC, PFE), should be carried out as
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follows: first lease for 5 years, after checking the quality of land use (profitability of the
farm, soil quality is not lower than at the time of lease)) the decision to sell it is made.
Also pay attention to compliance with the conditions when concluding land lease
agreements. Limit them to 10 years and terminate them only for gross breaches of the
contract (non-payment of funds, non-fulfilment of obligations to cultivate homesteads,
etc.) to reduce the incidence of dragging shares before the expiration of the lease. If the
land is leased and not cultivated for two years, the tenant is deprived of the right to lease;

3. Amalgamated territorial community (ATC) is the regulator of the local land market;

4. the size of individual land ownership - 300-500 hectares. For example, in Hungary -
no more than 300 hectares for legal entities and individuals, Romania - no more than 200
hectares, Denmark - no more than 30 hectares. It all depends on the size of the reserves
of agricultural land in a country;

5. the size of collective, cooperative, etc. land ownership from 500 to 10,000 hectares;

6. the size of the combined (public-private, agricultural holding, etc.) land tenure from
10,000 to 50,000 hectares. With a gradual, over 5-10 years, increase in size. Increase step
-10000 hectares;

7.the share of the state in combined land ownership (public-private, agricultural
holding, etc.) should not be less than 51%.

8.for Ukrainian citizens - a triad of property rights to land, for foreigners - a
truncated triad: use and disposal without possession (as a possible option + any other).
Similar truncation of property rights to foreigners was used in the Czech Republic,
Slovakia, Lithuania, Bulgaria, and Hungary. In the US, only US citizens can buy land. Most
American farmers are not landowners but tenants. That is, it is a pan-European and
world practice both in general and at the initial stage of reform;

9. Application of the rules of pre-emptive law for Ukrainian individuals or legal entities
in the acquisition of land rights, land tenure/land use. In science (for example, V.
Makarova) there are three main types of pre-emptive rights: 1) the right of precedence in
inheritance processes, which can be given to the heir (heirs) who wants (who want) to
continue to manage the land; 2) the right of preference may be granted to one buyer over
others because he is a tenant of the land being sold, or because he is a farmer whose farm
borders the land being sold, or if the land being sold is in a common property because he
is a co-owner; 3) the right of priority belonging to the state and (or) municipalitiess;

10. Foreign persons may join the Ukrainian land market indirectly - by investing in
agro-industrial business or using land that is pledged, without the right of ownership;

11.land is the object of banking and financial, etc. operations. However, a Ukrainian
landowner is not deprived of his rights in case of land pledge. The land is pledged until
the landowner’s debt, credit, etc. is reimbursed as a result of its sublease. State
institutions - their regulators;

12. development of lease relations in the countryside. They can be attended by both
domestic and foreign business entities. The advantage of medium-term lease - not less
than 5 and not more than 25 years. Under conditions of proper management of the leased
land, further prolongation. Prolongation step - 5-10 years. Compliance with state
standards in the management of leased land for 40 years is one of the criteria for the legal
transfer of land to private ownership of domestic agricultural producers.

6 MakapoBa B. 3apy6i>xkuuil ocBif GyHKLiOHYBaHHS PUHKY 3eMeJb CiJIbCbKOTOCIOAAapPChbKOro MpU3Ha-
yeHHs. URL: http://www.rusnauka.com/21_DNIS_2009/Economics/49110.doc.htm
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Thus, the land market is a structural component of agricultural policy. Accordingly, the
concept of agricultural policy is broader, absorbing the concept of land market. Therefore,
the identification of the land market with agricultural policy is insignificant. At the same
time, it is insignificant to consider these concepts without the unity of their relationship.
The discussion should concern a much broader category - the ideology of agrarian policy.
The development of the latter involves recourse to European and national experience in
this area.

The agrarian issue on the European continent has always been relevant. This applies
to both the past and the present. Different countries of Europe at different stages of
historical development have chosen different ideologies of agricultural policy. One of
them during the XIX - first third of the XX century in Europe there was agrarianism.

In the late nineteenth - early twentieth century agrarianism, which originated in
Germany in the works of G. Ruland and A. Scheffle?, represented in France by the concept
of J. Melin, penetrated into Eastern Europe - Poland, Bulgaria, Romania, the Czech
Republic and Slovakia (later — Czechoslovakia). Among the reasons for the emergence of
agrarianism, researchers agree that it was due to the following factors: first, the agrarian
nature of the economies of Eastern European countries; secondly, the severity of the
agrarian issue in these countries; third, the numerical dominance of the peasantry over
other segments of the population of Eastern European countries; fourth, the increased
interest of society in agricultural issues in general and the peasantry in particulars.

In our opinion, in addition to the above, the reasons for the emergence of agrarianism
were as follows. First, the conflict between industrial and agrarian civilizations under
modernism.

Secondly, the development of the political culture of agrarian nations. The political
cultures of Polish, Bulgarian, Czechoslovak, Romanian, Ukrainian, and other peasants
underwent value modernization. There was a significant socio-cultural shift in the
collective and individual political culture and consciousness of the peasants - the transi-
tion from indifferent political culture and consciousness to activist.

Third, the objective laws of the development of the actual agrarian civilization, the
formation in its bowels of a qualitatively different peasantry. In the case of Ukraine, the
peasant-ideoman - the active subject of history. The unifying value was the «Idea of the
Land», its distribution on fair, in their understanding, principles.

In our opinion, in a broad sense, Eastern European agrarianism of the first third of the
twentieth century - a holistic socio-cultural phenomenon, a phenomenon of Eastern
European history of the first third of the twentieth century, due to objective-subjective-
subjective factors that are the object of knowledge. In a narrower sense, Eastern
European agrarianism is a system of peasant-centric ideas of various subjects of the
socio-cultural space of Eastern Europe in the first third of the twentieth century and their
practical implementation. Concretizing a narrower understanding of Eastern European
agrarianism of the first third of the twentieth century, we state that it is a system of ideas
about peasants, peasants about themselves, about the peasantry as an active subject of
history, capable of independent state-building; component of domestic economic policy

7 Josef Harna. Materialy k politickym, hospodafskym a socialnim déjinam Ceskoslovenska v letech 1918-
1929. / Spoluautoii: Zdenék Deyl, Vlastislav Lacina. Praha: Ustav éeskoslovenskych a svétovych déjin
CSAV, 1981.S.101-108.

8 KopHoBeHko C., 3em3tosiHa H. PeBouttoniifini noTpsicinHsa noyaTky XX CT.: arpapHe 3aKOHO/ABCTBO Kpa-
in llenTpanbHoi Ta [liBgeHHO-cxigHOT EBponu // Ykpaincbkui censsHUH. 2018. Bum. 19. C. 45-49.
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aimed at solving the agrarian/peasant issue; as the peasants’ self-awareness of
themselves, as the peasants’ political culture and political consciousness, as the
realization in practice of the peasants’ hopes and ideas about their just future; component
of socio- and party-political thought®.

Ukrainian agrarianism reflected the agrarian character of Ukrainian society. Ukrainian
agrarianism witnessed the transition from the indifferent political culture and
consciousness of the Ukrainian peasantry to the activist, agrarian character of the
emerging Ukrainian nation10.

Ukrainian agrarianism was represented, first, by the peasant-centric opinion of public
figures; secondly, peasant-centric party-political thought; third, domestic economic policy
aimed at resolving the agrarian/peasant issue; fourth, the peasants’ self-awareness of
themselves as a peasant's political culture and political consciousness, as the realization
in practice of the peasants' own hopes and ideas about their just future.

Regarding the first. In the Ukrainian public and journalistic discourse in the early
twentieth century. the peasant-centric view of Ukrainianness, the peasant character of
the Ukrainian nation, the separateness of the city and the village, the urban and rural
worldview and way of life was finally established. In the ideas of public and cultural
figures (M. Drahomanov, S.Podolynsky, B. Hrinchenko, I. Franko, O.Rusov, S. Yefremov
and others) it was considered axiomatic to identify such concepts as «Ukrainian
peasantry», «Ukrainian nation», «Ukrainian people». Thus, there are enough reasons to
talk about formed during the second half of the nineteenth - early twentieth century
Ukrainian peasant-centric public-publicist discourse as one of the manifestations of
Ukrainian agrarianism.

Regarding the other. The ideology of Ukrainian agrarianism is presented in the
program provisions of the Ukrainian Democratic Agrarian Party, the Ukrainian People's
Community, the All-Ukrainian Union of Agrarians-Owners (Peasants), and the Ukrainian
People’s Party. At the heart of their state ideology was peasant-centrism. They connected
the socio-political and socio-economic future of Ukraine with the peasantry. They
understood it as an active subject of history, a source of nation-building.

Regarding the third. Ukrainian agrarianism was represented by the agrarian policy of
P.Skoropadsky and P.Wrangel. Their agrarian reforms were aimed at satisfying the
socio-economic interests of the peasantry, strengthening its legal status. In both cases, the
peasantry was considered the social basis of statehood, its interests were understood as
state interests1.

Regarding the fourth. A characteristic feature of Ukrainian agrarianism was that it
became the political culture of the peasantry, a reflection of their socio-economic and
socio-political ideas. The embodiment of Ukrainian agrarianism as a system of peasant
ideas about themselves were the peasant republics of the period of the Ukrainian
Revolution of 1917-1921, some of which lasted until the second half of the 1920s.

Agrarian reforms in Poland, Bulgaria, Romania, and Czechoslovakia were implemented
on the basis of agrarianism in the 1920’s. They were effective and ensured the sustainable
development of these countries in the interwar period. Leaders of Bulgarian agrarianists

9 KopHoBeHko C. Cy6’eKTHUH CK/IaJIHUK arpapHOro NUTAaHHSA K OJHA 3 IepesyMoB YKpaiHCbKOI peBo-
monii 1917-1921 pp. // YxpaiHcbku#t icTopuaauil xxypHaJs. 2017. Ne 4. C. 83-94.

10 Tanymko K. «Xsi6opo6ebka ifieosorisi» B. JIMMUHCBKOrO y cUCTeMi CXiZTHOEBPONENHCHKOr0 arpapusMy
// Yxpaincekut icropuanui 36ipauk. 2000. Ne 2. C. 164-200.

11 Ckoponagcbkui I1. Cioragu. Kuis: ®inagensdis, 1995. 493 c.
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0. Stamboliyski and Czechoslovak M. Hodza headed the governments of their countries.

In the latest Ukrainian realities, agrarianism is a peasant-centric ideology of agrarian
policy (as one of the aspects of this phenomenon)!2. Accordingly, the peasant-owner is an
active subject of nation-building, the basis of the Ukrainian political nation as a socio-
cultural phenomenon, the bearer of Ukrainian culture and spirituality.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy in the socio-
economic sphere is the formation and development of high-commodity/high-tech
agriculture, the numerically dominant stratum of the middle-class peasant-owner
(middle class of Ukraine), modern rural infrastructure.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy in the socio-
political sphere is the formation and development of an active subject of Ukrainian state-
building, a subject of the Ukrainian political nation - the peasant-owner (citizen). In this
way, instead of decentralization (a destructive phenomenon for the state that denies its
subjectivization), a model of citizenization/subjectivization of Ukraine is built: peasant-
citizen - rural community - civil society - Ukraine. The existence of an agrarian oligarchy
will be impossible.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is the idea that
latifundism, large landholdings - a dead end branch of development of the agro-industrial
complex of Ukraine, as it determines the agrarian oligarchy. High-commodity/high-tech
medium-sized land tenure (300-500 ha) is a prospect for the development of modern
agro-industrial complex of Ukraine, as it creates competition in the industry, makes it
impossible to oligarchize agro-industrial complex. At the same time, a reasonable balance
between the number of small/medium and large landowners, their agricultural
production is optimal;

The basic ideologeme of agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is the creation and
effective functioning of the State Land Bank. At one time such an institution was the bank
«Ukraine». Its main functions:

1) valuation of land to be sold;

2) distribution of lands that will be transferred to the bank's land fund;

3) determination of the maximum and minimum sizes of plots that peasants can buy
from a bank, etc.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is the creation
and effective functioning of the exchange of agricultural products. In this way the risks of
shadowing of the agro-industrial complex are minimized. The producer of agricultural
products will have a personal opportunity to sell agricultural products without
unnecessary intermediaries.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is the
development of a methodology for land value. As an option. The basis can be taken to
determine the net yield of a hectare of agricultural land for 3-5 years, which is capitalized
in a certain percentage. The calculations made in this way can correlate regional market
land prices. At the same time take into account soil fertility. On the basis of statistics on
yields for the last 3-5 years to deduce averages. Then multiply the average firm food
prices by the average yield, this will be the average gross profitability per hectare.
Subtracting from this indicator the costs associated with tillage, purchase of seed funds,

12 Kornovenko S., Pasichna Y. Eastern European agrarianism. Ukrainian intellectual space in the late 19th
and early 20th centuries // Ykpaincekuii censstHuH. 2019. Bumn. 22. C. 24-29.
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etc., we obtain a net return on land, and by capitalization - its value.

Another option. The value of the land is calculated as follows: the owner must receive
for the land such an amount of money that is not less than the rent that he would have
received for 5 years for renting it.

Such approaches will reduce the risk of abuse in price formation practices.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is socially
responsible agro-industrial business. The tool is to amend the Tax Code. In particular, the
agricultural entity pays taxes at the place of business, not the registration of an
individual/legal entity. In practice, the farmer has to pay taxes to the ATC in which he
rents, regardless of the place of registration. 50% VAT after payment must be returned to
the special account of the agricultural manufacturer. For this amount he buys fuels and
lubricants, plant protection products, basic mineral fertilizers. The other 50% should be
transferred to the special account of the ATC and spent on the maintenance of
educational institutions and socio-cultural sphere of the village in the territory where the
agricultural manufacturer cultivates the land. For livestock, the ratio should be 75% to
the farm and 25% to the village.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is ecologically
and technologically responsible agro-industrial business, not consumer-predatory. The
subject of agricultural activity, regardless of the forms of land tenure / land use, is obliged
to comply with state standards of agriculture, crop rotation, etc. Fertility and soil quality
should be checked by authorized state authorities, experts at least once every three years.
For reduction of quality indicators to apply penalties up to deprivation of the right of rent.
Pesticides used by an agricultural manufacturer must be registered in Ukraine, and the
owner or tenant must report annually on the application of pesticides and agrochemicals
with the obligation to provide supporting documents for their purchase. Sales should
only be made by sellers who have a state license to sell and the appropriate infrastructure
for their storage.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is interest-free
loans, and in some cases — non-repayable loans: for the purchase of land on the secondary
land market, land reclamation, the use of advanced agricultural technologies, rural
business development, construction, education, health care and more. Provision of state
and commercial loans to peasants, primarily mortgage lending. Such measures, first, will
expand the range of potential domestic buyers of land; secondly, to some extent
contribute to the recovery of the credit and financial system; thirdly, they will promote
the commodification of agricultural production on the basis of the latest technologies. At
the same time, lending should be smart, one that encourages development, not corrupts
the agricultural manufacturer.

The basic ideologeme the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is the development
of agricultural cooperation: consumer, credit, processing, and so on. Agricultural
cooperation is an effective and priority form of economic activity in agriculture. One of
the forms is MTS, service of agricultural machinery, etc.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is to stimulate
the development of individual, cooperative, collective farms by attracting domestic and
foreign investment, tax benefits, legal protection of agrarian business and land
tenure/land use by the state, etc. First of all, the creation of a legal framework that would
prevent raiding, unfair leases, and so on.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is to create
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favourable conditions for the development of small and medium-sized agricultural
industries. Transition from the raw material model of agro-industrial complex to
commodity with a full cycle. Development of transport infrastructure: tracks, water
transport, road transport. Development of a network of storage and processing
enterprises: elevators, mills, canning meat and dairy, etc. medium-power complexes.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is the
development of the socio-cultural sphere: educational and cultural institutions in the
countryside, modern medical institutions, the provision of the full range of modern
medical services and more.

The basic ideologeme of the agrarianist by its content agrarian policy is measures to
rejuvenate the countryside, stabilize the demographic situation in the countryside, the
beginning of its positive dynamics. Training for agro-industrial complex, socio-economic
incentives for employment in agro-industrial complex. Measures to implement the
program «Return of workers to Ukraine». They leave on the best terms of payment, social
and living conditions, prospects, etc. Their presence in the Ukrainian agro-industrial
complex will stop the outflow of youth, stop the demographic decline, contribute to the
rejuvenation of the countryside.

Thus, the land market is a structural component of agricultural policy. Accordingly, the
concept of agricultural policy is broader, absorbing the concept of land market. Therefore,
the identification of the land market with agricultural policy is insignificant. At the same
time, it is insignificant to consider these concepts without the unity of their relationship.
The discussion should concern a much broader category - the ideology of agrarian policy.
The development of the latter involves recourse to European and national experience in
this area.

REFERENCES

Halushko, K. (2000). «Khliborobska ideolohiia» V.Lypynskoho u systemi skhidnoievropeiskoho
ahraryzmu [«Agricultural ideology» by V. Lypynsky in the system of Eastern European agrarianism].
Ukrainskyi istorychnyi zbirnyk, 2, 164-200 [in Ukrainian].

Josef, H. (1981). Materidly k politickym, hospoddi'skym a socidlnim déjindm Ceskoslovenska v letech 1918-
1929. Praha: Ustav ¢eskoslovenskych a svétovych déjin CSAV [in Czech].

Korinenko, P. (2014). Istoriia ukrainskoho selianstva [History of the Ukrainian peasantry]. Ternopil [in
Ukrainian].

Kornovenko, S. & Pasichna, Y. (2019). Eastern european agrarianism. Ukrainian intellectual space in
the late 19t and early 20t centuries. Ukrayins'kyy selyanyn, 22, 24-29. DOI: 10.31651/2413-8142-
2020-23-28-30.

Kornovenko,S. & Zemziulina, N. (2018). Revoliutsiini potriasinnia pochatku XXst.: ahrarne
zakonodavstvo krain Tsentralnoi ta Pivdenno-skhidnoi Yevropy [Revolutionary Disturbances in the
early XX century: Agrarian Law of Central and South Eastern Europe]. Ukrainskyi selianyn, 19, 45-49
[in Ukrainian].

Kornovenko, S. (2017). Subiektnyi skladnyk ahrarnoho pytannia yak odna z peredumov Ukrainskoi
revoliutsii 1917-1921 rr. [Subjective component of the agrarian question as one of the preconditions
of the Ukrainian revolution of 1917-1921]. Ukrainskyi istorychnyi zhurnal, 4, 83-94 [in Ukrainian].

Makarova, V. Zarubizhnyi dosvid funktsionuvannia rynku zemel silskohospodarskoho pryznachennia
[Foreign experience in the functioning of the agricultural land market]. Retrieved from
http://www.rusnauka.com/21_DNIS_2009/Economics/49110.doc.htm [in Ukrainian].

Skoropadskyi, P. (1995). Spohady [Memories]. Kyiv: Filadelfiia [in Ukrainian].

Zos-Kior, M,, Kyryliuk, Ye., Kornovenko, S. & Sharyi, H. (2017). Harantuvannia prodovolchoi bezpeky v
konteksti rozvytku zemelnykh vidnosyn [Guaranteeing food security in the context of land relations
development]. Cherkasy: FOP Chabanenko [in Ukrainian].



102 EMIHAK

Cepeiii KopHogeHKoO

(Yepxacbkuil HaLioHaIbHUH YHiBepcuTeT iMeHi borgana XmenbHuipkoro, M. Yepkacy, Ykpa-
iHa)

e-mail: s-kornovenko@uKkr.net

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

ArpapHa noJsiiTMKa B YkpaiHi nepiogy HanioHanabsHo-aeMoKpaTU4HOI peBoJsonii 1917-
1921 pp.: AOCBiA /151 CyYaCHUX arpapHUX lepeTBOPEHb

Jocsin noxit Ykpaincbkoi peBouitonii 1917-1921 pp. € 0co6JIMBO aKTyaJbHUM AJIs1 Cy4ac-
Hol Ykpainu. CydacHi reonosiiTu4Hi TpaHcopmMauii, JOKOpiHHI 3MiHU y BHY TPIIIHbOIOMTi THY-
HOMY KHUTTi YKpaiHu, aM6iTHI N/IaHu BJIaJIU € IIAHCOM JJIs1 HAlloi JilepKaBH BiJHOBUTH ii MOB-
HOL[iHHY Cy6’€KTHICTh Ha MiXKHApPOAHIN apeHi, y BHyTpilIHbOMY KUTTi KpaiHu. /lieBuM Mexa-
Hi3MOM 30BHILIHBOI Ta BHYTPIlIHBOI Cy6’'€eKTHBI3anii YKpaiHy, 3BaXKar0ur Ha TATJIICTb 3eMJie-
pO6CBbKOi KyJIbTYpH (Y ILMPOKOMY CEHCi), MOXKe CTaTH arpapHa MoJIiTHKa, 1l epekTHBHA peaJti-
3auis. lle nepes6ayae He JyiviIe 4iTKe PO3yMiHHSA 3 6OKY Zilep>KaBU CyTHOCTI arpapHoi MoJiiTH-
KY, Il MeTH, eTalliB i MexaHi3MiB 3allpOBaKeHHS.

ABTOp cTaTTi CTaBUTh 32 MeTY 3alPONOHYBAaTH, 3 ypaXyBaHHAM arpapHUX NepeTBOpPEHb
YkpaiHcbkoi peBoJIIOLiT, MOXKJIMBY MO/JieJIb HOBITHIX arpapHUX [IepeTBOPEHb.

3a cy4acHMX YMOB HAaWOOTrOBOPIOBAHILIMM € MUTAHHS JAOLIJBbHOCTI/HeAoLiIbHOCTI Bif-
KpPUTTA B YKpaiHi pUHKY 3eMeJib. ['0cTpi Ae6aTH CTOCOBHO IIbOI'0 TOYATbCS HAacaMIepes Ha-
BKOJIO COL{ia/IbHO-€KOHOMIYHUX i CyCNiJIbHO-NOJIITUYHUX HacaiAKiB. He B ocTaHHIO 4epry au-
CIOYTAaHTH y JHUCKYCifiX QOKYCYIOTbCS JIMIIE HAa OJHOMY CErMeHTi I[bOro 6araTorpaHHOro
SIBUIIA - iHO3eMHe 3eMJIEBOJIO/IiHH S /3€MJIEKOPUCTYyBaHHS1 /3eMJIepo3nopsipKkeHHs. To6To, iX
i3 yCbOro KOMILJIEKCY IMTaHb LIKaBUTh JIMLIE iIHCTUTYT NIPUBATHOI BJIACHOCTI HA 3eMJIIO A
iHO3eMHUX 0cCib.

OCHOBHI PU3UKH Bifj BIAKPUTTA PUHKY 3€MeJib: 30BHILIHI Ta BHYTPilIHbONOJITHYHI. 30B-
HilIHi: Aecy6’eKTUBI3alis YKpaiHH, MOCUIeHHS 3a/IeXKHOCTI BiJi iHO3€MHOr0 KaliTaJly, HacaM-
nepej KpeJUTHOrO, BTpaTa CTAaTyCy »KUTHHUL EBPONY, 3MeHUIEHHs BaJIOTHUX HaJAXOJKeHb
Jl0 OI0/DKETY, erpyHTHU3allis (AedopHo3eMi3alis). BHyTpilnHi: y3akoHeHHs arapHoro oJiirap-
XaTy, Aecy6’eKTHBI3allia Baajy, Jerpajjallis rpoMaiIsHCbKOTO CYCHiJIbCTBA, OCUJIEHHS TiHi-
3auii eKOHOMIKH 3arajioM, arpapHoO-IIPOMHUCJ0BOr0 KOMIIJIEKCY 30KpeMa, BiJiCYyTHICTb cepej-
HBOT'0 KJIaCy — COLjiaJIbHOI OCHOBH JiepKaBy, BUMUPaHHA ceJia, HOro 3HUKHEeHHH 4K ColjiaJb-
HO-€KOHOMI4YHOr0, CyCIIiJIbHO-IIOJITUYHOI'0, JYXOBHO-KY/JIbTYPHOI'O0 KOMIIOHEHTY YKPalHCbKOI
MoJIITUYHOI Hallii, mocuieHHs AeMorpadivHoi mpo6JieMH TOIIO.

Kiro4oBi cs1oBa: arpaprsM, YKpalHCbKHM arpapusM, CeJHCbKa peBOJIOLIf, YKpaiHCcbKa
peBOJIOLLifl, CEIAHCTBO
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