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INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION OFAGRICULTURAL PUBLIC
ORGANIZATIONS OF UKRAINIAN PROVINCES OF THE RUSSIAN
EMPIRE (EARLY 20TH CENTURY)

The purpose of the article is to study the international cooperation of
agricultural societies and its impact on the modernization of Ukrainian provinces.
The author used comparative, chronological, problem and analytical research
methods. On the basis of archival documents and the press of that time the author
described and systematized new materials about the international activity of
agricultural societies of the Ukrainian provinces. The author proves that it took
various forms and contributed to the borrowing of useful foreign experience.

It was found that international activities had developed from personal ties to
mutual cooperation. The publics tasks include holding numerous events. The author
reconstructs the process of participation of members of agricultural organizations
in various international events, including exhibitions. It was emphasized that these
contacts were of mutual interest. They provided an opportunity for members of
voluntary associations to learn from foreign experience. It is important that the
experience was taken consciously.

Considerable attention is paid to the initiatives of individuals — members of
agricultural societies. The trips contributed to positive changes in society and the
modernization of the region in general. The article examines the issue of conducting
tours, practices for local landowners abroad by agricultural associations. The
expediency of such forms of cooperation was realized by members of agricultural
societies. The public understood the need for change.

We drew attention to a wide range of countries with which representatives
of agricultural societies cooperated. The public of the Ukrainian provinces was
interested in foreign governmental and public institutions in the field of agriculture.
There was a search for new forms of work, among which is the creation of the so-
called American agency.

Foreign relations of Volyn hop growers should be called indicative. The joint
work of representatives of the Volyn Hop Society was carried out together with
government experts, foreign partners, including Ukrainian cooperatives in London.
The initiative of agrarian public organizations received government assistance,
and export chambers were established. Agricultural societies became their active
participants and co-founders.

1t is concluded that the adoption of foreign experience and contacts with foreign
organizations and professionals have contributed to qualitative changes in society.
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Ukraine had its own traditions of functioning voluntary associations. Their
appearance testified to the emergence of elements of civil society, the gradual transition
from traditional to modern community. It is important and urgent to study the historical
experience of agricultural societies, including international cooperation.
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The period of the second half of the 19 —early 20 centuries became a transition
for the history of the Russian Empire in general and the Ukrainian provinces in particular.
There were changes in lifestyle, values, relationships between people. Public associations
laid the foundation for cooperation between representatives of different strata, the
center and the regions. The small cosmopolitan elite has given impetus to transformation
both in individual regions and in the Empire as a whole. This movement created necessary
conditions for reforming all spheres of society “bottom-up”.

The object of the study are public organizations, which were called agricultural
societies, and the subject of the study — the directions and forms of international
cooperation of these voluntary associations.

The chronological boundaries of the article cover the period of the early
20th century, when international cooperation was actively developing. Territorial
borders: nine Ukrainian provinces that were a part of the Russian Empire during
the period under study.

The methodological basis of the article is the generally accepted principles
of historicism, objectivity, systematics and complexity. As for research methods,
we used methods of analysis and synthesis, critique of sources, thematic, problem-
chronological, etc.

The research topic has received some development in historical science. Literature
on social and socio-economic issues can be divided into three stages: 1) pre-
revolutionary; 2) the Soviet period; 3) modern. During all stages of the publication we
refer to: a) summaries on the history of the Russian Empire and Ukraine; b) from the
history of economics, in which agricultural companies were mainly covered earlier; c)
works on the history of public organizations, culture, education; d) personalities of
figures; e) works specifically on the history of agricultural societies.

Pre-revolutionary historiography consisted of works by members of agricultural
societies, written at different times which revealed important problems of socio-
economic and socio-political nature [ 1]. The activities of agricultural societies were to
some extent covered in pre-revolutionary encyclopedic publications [2].

Despite the significant number ofissued works published in the late 19th and
early 20th centuries, their value mostly lies in the large amount of factual material
presented. The authors of these publications were not only theorists, but mostly
practitioners and activists of agricultural societies. This was the reason for the one-
sidedness ofthe historical material they represented. They did not set themselves the
task ofa comprehensive scientific analysis of this area of social activity.

Ofparticular importance in Soviet historiography of the problem were the works
of A. D. Stepansky, published in the 1970’s — early 1980’s. The author considered
agricultural societies as voluntary associations of Imperial Russia. For the first time in
Soviet historical science, he classified and evaluated the activities ofagricultural societies
[3]. He wrote that «bourgeois-landlord» organizations were divided into representative
(which included only the owners) and support types. A. D. Stepansky attributed
agricultural societies to the former.

The vast majority of Soviet researchers assessed the role ofagricultural societies
in the 19th and early 20th centuries positively, although they were forced to admit in
connection with the existing ideological orientation that in the conditions of tsarism and
the dominance of large landownership, these societies could not significantly influence
the socio-economic and political situation in the country. [4]. Scientists mainly studied
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the activities of industry associations of all-Russian scale (Free Economic Society and
Moscow Agricultural Society) [5]. At the same time, some regional societies,
especially those operating in the Ukrainian provinces, were not considered at all.
Their public activities were not studied. In general, the historiography of the Soviet
period on the study of voluntary associations of the 19 — early 20 centuries. is
quite impoverished and one-sided.

After 1991, the latest stage of the study of the society of the Russian Empire
began. Its main features are the absence ofideological taboos, publicization ofissues
not only of political and socio-economic development in the national dimension, but
also thorough elaboration of events, processes, phenomena at regional and local levels,
humanization of history, overcoming stereotypes that emerged in the Soviet era.
Historians began to study not only public policy but also society, its formation and
influence on the development of both the empire as a whole and individual regions.

O. P. Reyent and O. V. Serdyuk analyzed the situation in agriculture and the
food market of Ukraine and the world [6]. The approach to the study of the country’s
development through the prism of modernization is implemented in general works on
the history of the Russian Empire [7], monographs, which explore and analyze the
process of modernization [8].

The most significant phenomenon in this context was the appearance of a
number of works by B. M. Mironov. He focused the interaction of the state on
society in the Russian Empire, beginning in the late 18th century and up to the
revolution of 1917, and gave an original judgment about the mental, socio-
psychological types of certain groups ofthe population, the peculiarities of the origin
and functioning of public organizations [9].

The works of Ukrainian historians V. V. Kravchenko, D. M. Chorny
demonstrate thorough achievements in covering economic, urban and nation-building
processes in the Ukrainian provinces of the empire in the second half of the 19th —
early 20th century [10].

Thus, modern Ukrainian historians take the studies of their predecessors quite
seriously. Their work features a new methodology aimed at getting rid of outdated
stereotypes. This concerns, first of all, the shift of attention from the central imperial
societies to the provincial ones, the search for local differences in the activities of
branch associations. The concepts put forward by Ukrainian researchers expand the
idea of the place ofagricultural societies in the development of agricultural science,
education and social life of the second half of the 19 — early 20 centuries. The main
attention of historians is focused on the characteristics of government policy, qualitative
changes in the agricultural sector, the demonstration of educational and research activities
of individual agricultural societies in Ukraine.

Modern Russian researchers also study the activities of agricultural societies of
the Russian Empire in the 19th — early 20th century. For example, the publications of
the 1990s and 2000s concerned either a single agricultural society or branch societies
of'the empire or its particular region. Published scientific research by O. O. Kuryonishev,
S. A. Kozlov on Moscow Agricultural Society, V. V. Sviridov — on agrarian
associations of the Tambov province [11].

In the second half of the 1990s — beginning ofthe 21 century due to the growing
interest ofresearchers in the formation of the foundations of civil society and the rule of
law in the Russian Empire, scientific studies have appeared that examine the history of
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pre-revolutionary public organizations. It is especially worth noting here a number of
meaningful works by A. S. Tumanova, devoted to the activities of public organizations
of imperial Russia, government policy towards them[12]. Articles and a monograph
by Russian researcher O. Yelina attract attention with original approaches to covering
the problem [13].

Scientists ofthe diaspora and abroad study the general processes of the history
ofthe Russian Empire, for example, the American historian R. Pipes gave a new vision
of'the problem of formation of Russian statehood, its main principles, as well as the
specifics of socio-political processes of the Russian Empire in comparison with Western
Europe [14]. The works of the French historian D. Beauvoir reveal the causes and
essence of the Ukrainian-Polish-Russian conflict during the late empire [15].

As part of the study of the history of Russia, public organizations of the
country are studied. In particular, J. Bradley considered agricultural societies more
scientific societies than production and marketing. The works of Theodore Shanin,
devoted to the peasantry or the “uncomfortable class”, are relevant to the subject
of'the study [16].

Thus, the historiographical analysis of the literature on the research topic showed
that the published works do not comprehensively reveal the main aspects of the
activities of voluntary agrarian associations ofthe Ukrainian provinces of the Russian
Empire. Researchers did not pay attention to such issues as the influence of public
organizations on the modernization of the agricultural sector, their international
cooperation, the participation of landowners, scientists and entrepreneurs in the public
life ofthe Ukrainian provinces.

The study uses different types of sources, shows the features of their use. These
include: 1) archive documents; 2) legislative acts; 3) reference documentation; 4)
statistical and reference publications; 5) periodicals; 6) sources of personal origin; 7)
visual sources.

The basis of the study are the documents of the archives. The author has
processed the archival funds of several institutions. We were guided by the idea of the
need to study the regional and central archives of the country, which once housed the
councils of provincial agricultural societies. Thus, the author covered the following
archives of Ukraine. Headquarters in Kyiv: Central National Historical Archive of
Ukraine. Among the regional archives, we conducted work in Kharkiv, Odesa,
Zaporizhia and Zhytomyr.

The activity of agricultural societies is thoroughly covered in reference pre-
revolutionary publications, which expressed the official government position on the
activities of these organizations and performed primarily a cognitive function, in contrast
to special scientific publications [17].

In addition to general reference books, industry reference books also appeared in
the Russian Empire, among which we single out S. M. Bogdanov’s. It contains an analysis
ofthe activities of agricultural institutions established before 1893, including societies [ 18].

A significant place in the source analysis of our study is occupied by central and
local periodicals that cover various aspects of the formation and operation of agricultural
societies, their social, professional and personal composition, relationships with
government, the public and other societies.

In general, the characteristics of the source base give reason to conclude that it
is sufficient to study the above topic.
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The purpose of the article is to study the formation of international cooperation
ofagricultural societies of Ukrainian provinces and its impact on the modernization of
Ukrainian provinces.

The American historian R. Pipes insisted that in the Russian Empire «there
were no incentives to improve agriculture. Only external conditions, such as trade
relations with other countries or significant scientific and technological innovations
could help» [14].

We believe that one important clarification should be accepted with this statement:
the public, gathered around agricultural societies, understood the need for cooperation.
However, for a long time it was hampered by insufficient financial capacity, in particular
the poverty of the majority of the population. For a long time, foreign trips could be
made mainly by nobles. They were the most educated, well-off. Under the influence of
foreign experience, landowners gradually changed their judgments and views. Studying
the achievements of Europe, the nobles thought about similar processes abroad and at
home. Eventually, these relationships between individuals and organizations became
not sporadic but permanent. The circle of people who for various reasons (business
affairs, rest or treatment, training) were abroad has expanded. At the turn ofthe 19-20
centuries the public began to pay special attention to economically developed countries,
especially Europe and the United States. International activities gradually became
relevant for public organizations.

Relations with foreign members of public associations, institutions and
organizations have become an important aspect of the work ofagricultural societies.
This cooperation manifested itself in various forms. For example, agricultural societies
sent their members for internships, participated in international exhibitions, later
established business contacts, opened branches. Moreover, foreign experience has
shown the significant impact of such public associations on society and the economy.
There were changes in the consciousness and worldview of the public, which became
a characteristic feature of modernization of society.

Isolated examples of the stay of agricultural workers abroad were observed in
the second halfofthe 19th century, in particular by the landowner of Poltava province
L. V. Kochubey. However, it acquired a systemic character in the early 20th century.
At the same time, the direct participation of agricultural societies in exhibitions abroad
were becoming widespread. In particular, the Odessa Agricultural Society successfully
exhibited its goods at the World Exhibitions in Paris (1867) and Vienna (1873) [19,
om. 1. cmp. 253. apk. 37; crip. 271. apk. 406]. At the Paris Exhibition in 1900, the
Kharkiv Agricultural Society presented a collection of agricultural products produced
in the Kharkiv province in significant quantities that were of interest to Europe as an
export item. Data on the Kharkiv province were placed in the pavilion of the Kharkiv
Agricultural Society: agricultural map, meteorological cartogram, etc. It provided
assistance and support to individual owners, taking care of the delivery and placement
of'exhibits at the exhibition. To participate in the exhibition, the company received a
zemstvo subsidy of 2,500 rubles [20, ¢.304. om. 1. cmp. 390. apk. 1-2].

International activities were part of the task and were carried out by all agricultural
societies, especially provincial ones.

The Podolsk Agricultural Society also maintained ties with foreign entrepreneurs,
including British ones. For example, at a meeting of the Society’s Council on January
27, 1912, the chairman, Count O. M. Tyszkiewicz, announced that a group of British
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capitalists had sought to establish a network of elevators in order to improve the quality
of grain exports from Russia to Great Britain. The meeting called for the construction
of granaries and elevators to be «a very desirable and urgent need» [21, IIpoToxoun
3acenanus copera [lomonbckoro oOmiecTBa CEIbCKOTO XO3sAHCTBA OT
27 suBapsl912 roma. 1912. Ne 1. C. 5-9].

The Kyiv Agricultural Society maintained ties with the German Bacteriological
Institute and the US Department of Agriculture. First of all, they were interested in
the control of harmful agricultural insects and animals [22, om. 1. cmp. 8. apk. 15].
The Agrarian Association, through the Kyiv Society of Western Zemstvos and the
Kharkiv Agricultural Society (its branch of the American Agency), purchased
agricultural machinery and seeds for the western provinces [23, on. 1. cip. 138.
apk. 320]. Agricultural societies of Ukrainian provinces conducted two excursions
oflandowners to Great Britain [24, Bropast sxcrieauius pycCKUx X03s€B B AHIVIHIO.
1902. 28 despamns. C. 2-4].

Until 1908, there was a North American agency under the Ekaterinoslav Provincial
Zemstvo. It was a representative office in the United States that performed various
functions. In particular, relations were maintained with institutions that could deliver
seeds, tools, and fertilizers. Cultural work was also carried out — acquaintance of
Russian farmers and agronomists with the establishment of agriculture in America, in
particular with governmental and public institutions for the rise of the agricultural sector
in the United States [20, ¢.237. om. 1. cmp. 9. apk. 5].

The activities of the American agency were not only educational, it
concerned trade and marketing. For specialists of the Ukrainian provinces it
was necessary to study the methods of cultivation of land, plants important for
cultivation in the Ekaterinoslav region. Measures to establish agronomic aid in
the United States were studied, especially the methods and techniques of
establishing links between American research institutions and the general
population. Ways to obtain meat products and information about breeds of cattle
were studied. It was necessary to monitor the success of agricultural engineering.
Representatives of agricultural societies were interested in many other issues, in
particular, they tried to describe the American methods of arrangement and repair
ofroads, water management, irrigation and drought control [25, om. 1. cmp. 9.
apk. 7]. In general, this corresponded to the modernization process taking place
at that time in the Ukrainian provinces.

For various reasons, the American agency ofthe Ekaterinoslav Provincial Zemstvo
in 1908 was transferred to the Kharkiv Agricultural Society. An agent of the American
agency began to be appointed in America on behalf of the Kharkiv Agricultural Society.
In 1910 he was I. B. Rosen — a specialist with higher agronomic education and fluency
in English. He was paid a salary of 10,000 rubles [26, om. 1. crip. 275. apk. 146—
147]. The agent reported on his progress every October.

The Kharkiv Agricultural Society, through its American agency, organized a
trip of landowners from Ukrainian provinces to the United States. The author
could not find the report on the trip itself, but the plan of the event itself deserves
attention. The draft of the trip indicated that first of all it was necessary to visit
areas similar in climate to the local ones. When getting acquainted with the economy
ofthese states, it was worth paying attention to the impossibility of full borrowing
and transfer of the norms developed by them to local conditions. It was proposed
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to pay special attention to the work of research stations [24, Bropas skcnieauiiust
pycckux xo3sieB B Auruio. 1902. 28 gespais. C. 2]. It was rightly believed
that future improvements in the field would be associated with advances in science
and cooperation with scientific institutions.

At the same time, landowners were advised to look at several farms in the
states of New England with a highly intensive economy. «There Russian owners
would have the opportunity to get acquainted with the organization of intensive dairy
farming, poultry, horticulture and other industries. In addition to individual sectors of
the economy, it would be desirable to find out the features of the organization of
both small farms and large farms in different areas. In addition, not only highly
specialized, but also more versatile, suitable for Russian conditionsy [ 24, Dkckypcust
B Amepuky. 1910. 14 despainsa. C. 17].

Of particular interest is the tour-acquaintance with the organization in America
of special unions (livestock and others), as well as general unions, enterprises and
institutions for the sale of bread and livestock products — cooperatives, elevators,
shops, credit and agronomic assistance to the population were also be included in the
tour program. It was desirable to visit exhibitions and congresses. Thus, in the list of
tasks we find the study of community service in America [24, Dkckypcus B AMEpUKY.
1910. 14 pespans. C. 18].

Therefore, the tour should (according to the members of the Council of
the Kharkiv Agricultural Society) focus on getting acquainted with the economy
of the states, close in natural conditions with the southern provinces of the
Russian Empire. With the organization of assistance to this economy by the
government, society and cooperatives. Representatives of the Kharkiv
Agricultural Society hoped that local farmers would benefit from learning from
the positive experience.

«The route ofthe future tour was imagined as follows. The road from Hamburg
to New York. Across America from New York to New England to Chicago, from
Chicago through Wisconsin to Minneanopolis, from there through Dakota,
Nebraska, Kansas to St. Louis and New York» [24, Dxckypcusi B AMEpUKY.
1910. 14 despans. C. 19]. The event provided an idea of the scope of the Kharkiv
Agricultural Society and its practical orientation. Thus, the provincial society could
maintain international relations.

Landowners of Ukrainian provinces adopted the experience of other nations.
For example, the owner of the Ekaterinoslav province, Ivan Shintur, studied agronomic
science and practice in the modern Czech territory and Moravia, as mentioned in the
two-week journal of the Ekaterinoslav Agricultural Society [27, Otuer UBana
[nHTYyps 0 moe3nke B Yexuto 1 MopaBuro 11 H3y4EHHUs CENBCKOIO XO351CTBA B
1914 romy. 1914. Ne 1. C. 11-16].

Foreign specialists also worked in the Ukrainian provinces. Incidentally, a
lot was written about the experience of the Czechs not only in the press but also in
journalism. In the newspapers you can find feuilletons about specialists from Austria-
Hungary. They were reproached with their bad work, accussed of being low-skilled
experts who came to the Ukrainian provinces for high salaries; they often changed
Jobs, deceived the public and zemstvos [24, ®enbeToH.Yexu B pyccKoil arpoHOMUHU.
1913. 19 cenTab6psa. C. 6-11]. However, highly qualified and honest workers, in
particular F. I. Heyduk, were dedicated to the work of foreign specialists. He worked

11
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in the Poltava Agricultural Society and contributed to the development ofrelations with
landowners of Poltava and Kharkiv provinces. This is what our article is about'.

Atthe same time, the practices of individual trips abroad and jomt business trips of members
ofagricultural societies weer developed. In the early 20th century they became more numerous.
The state largely funded foreign events, especially exhibitions and research activities.

Members ofagricultural societies were sent on business trips abroad on various
issues. Inparticular, in 1911 B. K. Enken from the Kharkiv breeding station (which
was structurally part of the Kharkiv Agricultural Society) went to get acquainted with
the case in Germany. Kharkiv Agricultural Society has allocated 1,000 rubles for the
trip [25, om. 1. cmp. 8. apk. 47]. B. K. Enken visited a brewery exhibition in Berlin.
In one of the correspondences for «HOxHOPYCCKO# CENTbCKOX03AHCTEHHOM Ta3eTh»
he emphasized, «there is a big difference between our Russian and German exhibitions.
There is nothing superfluous here. There are not even the usual exhibition decorative
props, because the exhibition is not intended for the general public and not for
entertainment, but for business. Everything is arranged to the extreme simplicity from
the outside, but very thoughtful and convenient in terms of content» [24, Enken b.
[Incema n3-3a rpanunel. [V bepnunckas nuBoBapeHHas BeicTaBka. 1911, 22
Hosi0pst. C. 11-12]. This situation is explained by the different level of business
development in both countries and the needs of the public. Using such opportunities,
agricultural societies taught domestic experts to modernize the whole range of issues
related to agricultural production in rural areas.

Some representatives of agricultural societies went abroad on their own to learn
the necessary experience, but not all had such an opportunity. In particular, a member
ofthe Kharkiv Agricultural Society I. K. Grishchenko, owner of the multidisciplinary
farm «Ykpainka» and a brewery, traveled to Germany every year. There he observed
the technological process of beer production, adopted the latest technological
mnnovations. In general, I. K. Grishchenko tried to make their enterprises meet modern
standards in production at that time. However, this example cannot be called typical.

On the other hand, representatives of voluntary associations of Ukrainian
provinces cooperated with similar organizations in other regions of the Russian Empire,
in particular «Pycckoe 3epHo». Together, they had better internship opportunities in
exemplary farms. This information is covered by us in another article’.

Hop growers actively supported international relations. In the south-western
Ukrainian provinces this was done with the help ofthe Volyn Hop Society. Among the
countries that bought Volyn hops, we should mention France, Great Britain, the
Scandinavian countries, Japan, and the United States. Before «conqueringy the market
of each country, the company advised to use an individual approach. For example, in
the United States, Volyn hops were sold through the American agency of the Kharkiv
Agricultural Society®. In the UK, hops were sold through Ukrainian cooperatives in

! JTucernko M. C. ArpapHa MonepHi3aiis XapKiBchKoi rydepHii: momis g iHozemis (1860-ti
pp.). Bicnux Xapkiscvkoeo Hayionanwnozo yHisepcumemy imeni B. H. Kapasina. Cepist: «Icropis
VYkpainu. YkpaiHO3HAaBCTBO: icTOpUYHi Ta (inocoderbki Haykm». 2017. Burm. 25. C. 41-45.

2 Lysenko M. S. «Russian Grain» and the Agrarian Organizations in the Early XX Century.
Bicnux Xapriscokoeo nayionanvrnoco yuisepcumemy imeni B. H. Kapasina. Cepis: «Ictopis
VYkpainu. YkpaiHO3HAaBCTBO: icTOpuYHi Ta (inocodcrbki Haykm». 2018. Burm. 27. C.36-41.

3 The Kharkiv Agricultural Society had its representative office (agency) in the United
States, which performed various functions.
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London®. The hops were traded with France through the Russian-French Chamber of
Commerce. Commercial relations with foreign countries were undoubtedly one of the
most important factors in the success of commercial, industrial and financial enterprises
of the Russian Empire. Significant progressive development of foreign trade in the
early 20th century showed that merchants understood the importance of international
trade for them and how they could benefit from it. France was one of the most
interesting markets. Political motives had some influence on the development of
trade relations between the two countries. In addition, the French merchants, who
were distinguished by their creditworthiness and meticulousness in business, were
desirable buyers. Branches of the Russian-French Chamber of Commerce were
established in Moscow and Warsaw. They were in constant contact with the central
government. Their task was to study all issues of commercial and industrial nature.
Volyn hop growers carried out trade operations through the Warsaw branch of the
Chamber of Commerce. Employees of the Volyn Hop Growing Society and
personally instructor 1. [. Zasukhin corresponded and kept in touch with
international companies [28, om. 1. ciip. 27. apk. 5].

With the outbreak of World War I, hop growers faced serious problems. The
State Duma passed a law banning the consumption of vodka, including beer. The war
led to a general economic decline due to hostilities on the territory of Ukraine, the
sequestration of hop plots by German colonists. In 1918-1919, the situation stabilized
in the sense that the ban on the production of vodka was lifted. However, the general
economic situation, low purchasing power of the population did not bring the industry
to pre-war levels. International cooperation lasted until 1919.

Extensive and direct relations with foreign markets were fully understood by
the public ofthe Ukrainian provinces ofthe Russian Empire. The task of creating a
central body for exports was raised by different meetings and congresses, in particular
the Odessa Trade and Industry Congress. During the three years (1907-1910), the
following chambers of commerce were established on the initiative of interested
persons to facilitate trade: Russian-English, Russian-Belgian, Russian-Slavic [20,
om. 1. crip. 2732. apk. 11].

The Russian Export Chamber was established in 1910 to centralize the business
and assist public organizations in relations with foreign institutions and partners. Its
tasks included: to study foreign markets, as well as export business, to assist individuals
and institutions in the development of Russian exports on the right basis, to report
conclusions on exports to government, public institutions and individuals; collect, develop
and disseminate statistical and other information related to trade in Russia and other
countries. Organize readings, reports, publish books, brochures, bulletins, periodicals
and all kinds of printed materials on Russian exports; to organize congresses, museums
on the history of trade, exhibitions in Russia and abroad with proper permission, to
organize Russian departments at international exhibitions, etc. The Export Chamber
was divided into departments: grain trade, perishable products (meat, butter, eggs,
fish, poultry); forest; factory. Later, an information bureau was established. Zemstvos
made a membership fee to the Russian Export Chamber in the amount of 200 rubles.
New departments ofthe Export Chamber were opened in 1912 - flour and handicraft.
Provincial agricultural societies were considered full members ofthe Russian Export

* This refers to cooperatives founded by Ukrainians from Galicia in London.
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Chamber. Some ofthem, for example, the Kharkiv Agricultural Society were
members of the Russian-American Chamber of Commerce (1916) [25, om. 1.
cmp. 23. apk. 50].

Thus, agricultural societies were actively engaged in international activities.
Gradually, they moved from individual contacts to mass ones. International cooperation
consisted of several areas. Participation in international exhibitions, excursions to
intensive farms of other countries became useful. A new form of work was the
establishment of branches and representative offices abroad, in particular, the American
agency of the Kharkiv Agricultural Society. International relations were maintained
through partners and the public abroad. Some tasks were solved by the state at the all-
Russian level by establishing the necessary institutions, including export chambers.
Agrarian associations also became members of export chambers.

Prospects for further exploration in this direction may be a study of agricultural
societies of Ukrainian provinces with Ukrainian cooperatives in London.
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_MDKHAPOIHE CINBPOBITHUIITBO AT'PAPHUX T POMA ICBbKX OPTAHIBALIIN
YKPAIHCBKUX T'YBEPHIN POCIMCBKOI IMITIEPH (ITOYATOK XX CT.)

Memoro cmammi € 8u8UeHH s MIZCHAPOOHO20 CRIBPODIMHUYINGA ASPAPHUX MOBAPUCTE [
11020 6NAUBY HA MOOEPHI3aYi0 YKPaiHCbKUX 2ybephiil. 3 ’sc08ano, wo MidCHApOOHA OSLIbHICMb
Ppo38usanacs 8i0 0cooucmux 36’ s3kie 00 6a2amocmoporHezo cnigpooimuuymea. /o 3a60ans
2POMAOCHKOCMI 6apmo GiOHeCmU NPOBedeH s YUCTEHHUX 3aX00i8. A6mopom 8i0meopeHo npoyec
yuacmi uneHie azpapHux opeaHu3ayin y pisHux MisCHapOOHUX 3ax00ax, 30Kpema GUCTHABKAX.
ITiokpecneno, wo yi konmaxmu manu 0ooninvHull ikmepec. Bonu Hadasaiu ModICIUSICIMb UileHam
000posibHUX acoyiayill nepeimamu 3apyOincHUl 00C8io.

3nauny ysacy npudineno iniyiamueam oKpemux ocib — 4ieHi8 CLlbCbKO2OCNOOAPCbKUX
mosapucme. Y cmammi uguene numanusi nPOGeOeH sl aspapHumu 06 €OHAHHAMU eKCKYpCill,
NPAKMUK 0151 MiCYesUx 3eMAeBIACHUKIB 3a kKopoonom. Hamu 36epnyma yeaca na wupoxe Koo
Kpaiw, 3 AKUMU CRIBNPAYIosanu npedCmasHuKu azpapHux mogapucms. Iniyuamuea azpaphux
2POMAOCHKUX OpeaHizayitl ompumana 0onomozy ypsaoy, Oyau 3acHO8aHi eKCnOpmHi NAlamu.
CinbCbk020cno0apcvKi mogapucmea Cmaiu ix akmueHUMU Y4aCHUKAMU MA CRIB3ACHOGHUKAMU.

3pobaeno sucnosok npo me, wo nepeunamms 3apy0idcHo20 00C8i0y I KOHMAKmMu 3
[HO3eMHUMU OP2AHI3AYIAMU I Paxi8ysIMU CRPUSLIU AKICHUM 3MIHAM Y CYCHIIbCMEL.

Knrouosi crosa: Pociticoka imnepisi, YKpaincoKi 2ybepHil, 2pomadcbka opeanizayisi,
CLIBCLKO2OCNOOAPCHKI MOBAPUCEA, CLIbCbKE 20CN00APCMB0, MINCHAPOOHE CRIBPOOIMHUYMEO.
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