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The purpose of this study was to investigate the role of rural entrepreneurship
in Right-Bank Ukraine as an important factor in accelerating the socioeconomic
modernization of 1861-1914.

Under the influence of the reforms of the 1860's and 1870's, especially the

abolition of serfdom and Stolypin agrarian reform, rural entrepreneurs in the
Kyiv, Podillia, and Volyn provinces increased the output of rural production em-
ploying the natural climatic conditions of the region, land resources, minerals,
wood, entrepreneurial income, and capital. The regional basis of the economic
development was enterprising landowners and wealthy peasants who applied the
most profitable types of economic activity, such as growing grain crops, sugar
beets, potatoes, hops, and processing them at their enterprises as close to raw
materials as possible. The most profitable industries were sugar, distillery, and
flour production. In the late 1800’5, sugar production accounted for more than
half of the total factory production. The region, which included Kyiv, Podillya,
and Volyn, became one of the leaders in producing and exporting sugar to for-
eign markets. Families of Tereshchenkos, Khanenkos, Symyrenkos, Bobrynskies,
Pototskies, Branytskies, Balashovs, Sangushkos, Brodskies, Yaroshynskies, and
many other represented multi-field business activities. Integration of Poles, Jews,
Germans, and Czechs into a system of economic relations with governorates of
the Right bank territories had positively influenced the future development of ag-
riculture, industry, trade, and business.

Keywords: entrepreneurship, modernization, agriculture, industry, profit.
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Y emammi 3a mamepianramu Ilpasobepesichoi Ykpainu docioxceno pons Cib-
CbKO20 NIONPUEMHUYMBA AK BANCIUB020 YUHHUKA NPUCKOPEHHS COYIATbHO-EKO-
Homiunoi mooepnizayii 1861-1914 pp.

Memoodonoeis docniodcenns 6a3yemvcst Ha NPUHYURAX ICIOPUMY, 8CEOIUHO-
cmi, bazamopaxmoprocmi ma mixcoucyuniinaprocmi. Ilpunuunoso-naciiokogi
CKAO08I CibCbKO2O NIONPUEMHUYMEA 8 KOHMEKCMI 2TUOUHHUX NepemBopeHy
1861-1914 pp. posensdanucy sik KOMNAEKCHI, 3yMOBJIEHT ICHMOPUYHOIO JOIKOIO.

Hayxosa nosusna. Ha ocrhosi neonyonikoganux 0dicepei ma HAsiGHOT icmo-
pioepagiunoi 6asu dosedeno, wo y Kuiscokitl, [lodinbcokii ma Bonuncwkit 2y0.
Y 00CHiOACy8anull nepiod CKAAIUC NepedymMosu 0Jisk PO3GUMKY NPUSAMHOT iHiYi-
amusu, NOWUPIOBANUCS PUHKOSI 8BIOHOCUHU MA CLIbCbKe NIONPUEMHUYMBO, NO-
KA3aHO y4acmo CLIbCbKUX NIONPUEMYIB Y COYIANbHO-EKOHOMIYHIL MOOEPHI3ayii
peziony, ocobnugocmi ix OistnbHocmi, hopmu epexmusHo20 20CHO0APIOBAHHS,
HaunpuoOYymroeiui 2any3i 8 00CII0NCYBAHUX 2YOepPHIsX.

Bucnoexu. I1io eniusom pegpopm 1860—1870-x pp., ocobnuso cracysamns Kpi-
naymea ma CMoIUniHCyKoi azpaphoi pegpopmu, came cinbewvki nionpuemyi y Kuis-
cokitl, [lodinbcokiil | BonuncoKiil 2y0., GUKOPUCMOBYIOUU NPUPOOHO-KIAIMAMUYHI
YMOBU Kparo, 3eMebHi pecypcu, KOPUCHI KONATUHU, 0epesUuHy, NIONPUEMHUYbKIL
Xucm i Kaniman, 3HAUWTY WIAXU 1 Memoou 30L1bLeHHsL 00¢s2i6 BUpOOHUYMBA Ha
centi, npubymrooeo eocnodaprosanist. OCHOBOI eKoHOMIUH020 po3eumky Kuiscwkoi,
Tooinvcwvroi | Bonuncwvkoi 2yd. 0yno 3eMieon00inHs RIONPUEMTUBUX NOMIUUKIG
[ 3aMOJICHUX CESIH, SIKI 3ACMOCO8Y8ANU HAUBULIOHIULE BUOU 20CNO0APCHKOL Oislib-
HOCMI — BUPOWYBAHHA 3EPHOBUX KVIbINYD, YYKPOBUX OVDAKIS, KApMON.i, XMenw
ma ix nepepoOKY HA GIACHUX NIONPUEMCTNBAX AKOMO2A OIUNMCHE OO CUPOBUHHUX
pecypcie. Hatigueioniwumu eany3samu 6yau yyKposea, UHOKYPHA ma 60POUHO-
menvha. [lpodykyis yux eanyseii cmanosula HaubLIbuy Yacmuty 8 3a2a1bHOMY
00CA31 RPOMUCTI06020 BUPOOHUYMBEA. A 8UupoOHUYME0 YYKpY Hanpukinyi XIX cm.
CMAHOBUNO Oibte 8I0 NONOBUHU 3A2ATIbHO20 (PADPUUHO-3AB00CHKO20 BUPOOHIU-
ymea. Pezion, y sikuil 6X00uu 00CIioANCcy8ani 2ybepHii, cmag nOmysiCHUM GUPOOHU-
KOM [ eKcnopmepom YyKpy Ha 3aKOpOOHHI putku. 3pasku 6azamonpoqhineHoi nio-
npuemnuybkoi distonocmi — Tepewenxis, Xanenxis, Cumupenkis, boopuncokux,
Tomoywrux, bpanuyvkux, Caneywxis, bpoocvkux, Apowuncokux ma bazamvox
IHUUX 20CNOOAPI8 MOJICYMb CIYAHCUMU NPUKIAAOOM | Ot CYUACHUX NIONPUEMYIS.
To3umusHo énauHyIa Ha NOOAILWIUTL PO3BUMOK CLTLCLKO20 20CN00apcmed, npo-
MUCTO080CHI, MOP2IBIL Ul NIONPUEMHUYLKOT QISLIbHOCII IHMe2Payisi 8 CUCIEMY
eKoHoMiuHUX 8IOHOCUH 2y0OepHiu TIpasobepedicoicst nonsiKie, €8peis, HiMYIB, Yexis.

KurouoBi cioBa: mignpueMHULITBO, MOJIEpHi3allisl, CLIbChKE TOCHIONAPCTRO,
NPOMHUCIIOBICTh, TPHOYTOK.

The significance of agricultural entrepreneurship and organic production, as
well as socioeconomic development of rural areas, in the context of globalization
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of the food markets and the intensification of international competition has become
clear. In the post-Soviet context, where the collective farms and state farms were
reorganized and the previous ownership structures were destroyed, the development
of agricultural business and creating conditions for its efficient functioning has
become an urgent task. It seems relevant to research and understand entrepreneurship
during the period of socio-economic modernization, when the significant results in
industrial and agricultural production in rural areas were achieved. At the end of
19" — beginning of 20™ century, Ukraine (which was the part of the Russian Empire)
became a powerful producer and exporter of agricultural products.

Rural entrepreneurship of the indicated period has not been the subject of
a comprehensive historical study in Ukrainian historiography. The functional
features and organizational forms of entrepreneurship, the activity of entrepreneurs
in the industrial and social spheres remain underinvestigated. The entrepreneurship
in Ukraine had its own territorial peculiarities. The entrepreneurs in Donbass
played a key role in the development of heavy industry (coal mining, metallurgical,
metalworking, chemical industries). Entrepreneurs in the South of Ukraine, having
access to the Black Sea ports, developed commercial grain farming and fine-wool
sheep breeding. In the Right-Bank Ukraine, in particular, in the Kyiv, Podillia and
Volyn provinces rural entrepreneurs became the driving force of socioeconomic
modernization. They increased production volumes and raised profitability of
farming in agriculture, livestock breeding and processing industry.

In the pre-revolutionary period, special studies devoted to the development
of the agricultural market and rural entrepreneurship were not published. Only
at the end of 19" — beginning of 20" century, the peasant question is discussed
from the scientific perspective. In particular, L. Khodskyi made an analysis of the
economic essence of the peasant reform of 1861 in his work “Land and Farmer.
Economic and Statistical Research”. He provided statistical information regarding
the distribution of land ownership on the basis of the investigation carried out
in 18781879 in 49 provinces of the Russian Empire (Xoackuii, JI. 1891). The
problems of economic development of the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn provinces were
studied by A. Yaroshevych (SIpomesny, A. 1914), M. Tolpygin (Tonmsirun, M.
1910) and M. Novynskyi (HoBunckwuii, M. 1915).

During the years of the Soviet rule, the history of entrepreneurship in
Ukraine was presented mainly in the context of oppression, exploitation of hired
workers by the owner. However, such one-dimensional vision of this economic
phenomenon did not reveal its complexity. Rural entrepreneurship was banned
by the state, therefore the peasants who became united in the collective farms lost
their economic independence. All of this led to the disappearance of the topic of

“entrepreneurship” in the scientific-historical and economic literature.

Although during 1930’s — 1980’s the research of entrepreneurship was not

in priority, during this period a number of works devoted to entrepreneurship
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appeared. Such studies covered the development of market relations during
the implementation of the peasant reform of 1861 and Stolypin’s agricultural
reform. The main achievements of the historical science of the post-war period
was the shift of emphasis from statement of facts to their analytical processing,
the significant development of the source base, and the changes in the assessment
of individual events and phenomena. Owing to the works of I. Gurzhiia (I'yp-
xiid, 1. 1968), V. Teplytskyi (Terumnupkuii, B. 1959), P. Telychuk, (Tennuyk, I1.
1973), O. Nesterenko, (Hectepenko, O. 1962), a large part of the actual material
concerning the state of agriculture and rural industry was introduced into the
scientific use.

In the context of independent Ukraine and the development of market relations,
the problem of scrutinizing the historical experience of entrepreneurship has
received more attention. The scientific findings of O. Reient (Peent, O. 2003),
T. Lazanska (JIazauceka, T. 1999), N. Temirova (Temiposa, H. 2003), O. Donik
(Tonik, O. 2007) and O. Tkachenko', V. Pavliuk?, V. Kolesnyk (Konecuuk, B.
2007), O. Lobko®, V. Pererva (Tlepepsa, B. 2010) provide unique investigations
regarding the efficiency of economic management executed by Tereshchenko,
Branytskyi, Pototskyi, Sangushki, Yaroshynskyi and others.

Improving conditions for a better life has always been the ultimate goal of the
humankind. Entrepreneurship (ability to obtain benefits and make profit) became
one of the ways to gain money by improving the life of other individuals. The
formation and development of entrepreneurship took place due to a number of
prerequisites. Firstly, objective economic conditions (the development of crafts,
agricultural and industrial production, trade) nurtured entrepreneurship. Secondly,
external and internal political factors played their role. Economic connections
with foreign states, adapting of their experience, the abolition of serfdom in the
Russian Empire opened the ways for the development of market relations and the
implementation of a number of further reforms. Thirdly, social and psychological
motives were also important — every subject of entrepreneurial activity tried to
withstand a competitive struggle, because their family welfare and the success of
their business depended on the wise participation within the existing exchange
relationships.

Introduction of entrepreneurship in the Ukrainian provinces of the second
half of 19" — the beginning of 20" century occurred under the influence of the
reforms of the 1860-1870’s, in particular, the Stolypin agricultural reforms. The
basis for regulating the agricultural relations in all provinces was presented as

! Tkauenko O. B. IlifnpremMHuIpKa Ta MelieHaTChKa JisuibHICT poannu TepeuieHkis B VkpaiHi
(1861-1917 pp.). uc. ... xaun. ict. Hayk: 07.00.01. Kuis, 1998.

2 Tlasmok B. B. Brums muisxerchkux poitiB BoimHi Ha coriabHO-eKOHOMIUHHUIT Ta KYJIBTYPHHIT po3-
BUTOK Kpato B XIX cr. [luc. ... kauz. ict. Hayk: 07.00.01. 3anopixoks, 2000.

3 Jlo6ko O. A. Iomiumipki MaeTku [IpaBoGeperxoks B yMOBaX COLIaIbHO-eKOHOMIYHOI TpaHChopMa-
wii 1831-1917 poxis (3a marepianamu Bonogins rpadis [lotouskux). duc. ... kauz. ict. Hayk: 07.00.01.
Kuis, 2008.

76




CTOPIHKH ICTOPII: 35IPHUK HAYKOBUX ITPALIb © ISSN 2307-5244 . . o oo oo .. BUITYCK 52

a series of unified legislative acts of the Russian Empire, issued on February 19,
1861. At the same time, there were three specific laws for the Ukrainian provinces,

“Local Provisions on the Land Arrangement of Peasants”, which were applied to
the regions of a different socioeconomic structure. These documents resolved the
main issues related to the abolition of serfdom: the elimination of the individual
dependence of the peasants on landlords, peasants’ release and the establishment
of peasant self-government bodies; giving land to peasants and put peasants in
charge of the given land.

Based on the key principles of classical economic theory, the basis of
entrepreneurship is private property and its qualitative indicator. In agriculture,
in particular, the ground for entrepreneurship is the possession of the main means
of production — land. During the end of 19" century, landlords-noblemen had the
best conditions for the development of entrepreneurship. With some exceptions,
the legal norms of the documents of the reform in1861 served the interests of the
landlords, and they retained the right to possess all the land belonging to them.

The complex of reforms initiated by the tsar’s decree on November 9, 1906
continued the modernization processes that started in the middle of 19" century.
The Stolypin’s agricultural reform emphasized the entrepreneurial skills of the
peasants, their personal initiative, which contrasted the values of traditional
community. The complex of these reforms aimed at intensifying agriculture as
the consequence of private ownership of land implementation, increasing the
level of marketability of agricultural products.

Despite all the negative sides of the reform of 1861, the abolition of serfdom
was the factor that encouraged adaptation to new realities, promoted the
transformation of economic thinking, and started the restructuring of the esssense
of economic activity and the formation of a new social stratum — entrepreneurs.
The laws of 1863, 1865 and 1898, unlike the previous period, introduced the
principle of equality for representatives of all strata of the population in the
entrepreneurial activity, formalised the legal status of entrepreneurs. In the context
market economy emergence, the hierarchical constraints disappeared and the
population was gradually divided into new social strata — entrepreneurs and
representatives of wage labor.

Due to the natural, climatic and socioeconomic factors, the investigated region
of Ukraine (Kyiv region, Podillia and Volyn region) was the most suitable for
cultivating crops and developing livestock breeding. Available mineral deposits,
forests and water resources contributed to the development of iron production,
woodworking, glass, porcelain and faience, cement, and paper industries. Unlike
the other regions, during the second half of 19™ — the beginning of 20" century
rural entrepreneurs played a key role in increasing of the production volumes
and raising profitability of farms in the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn regions. These
were landlords and wealthy peasants who managed to use landownership to make
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the double advantage and made profits both through agricultural production and
through industry. This, in turn, testifies the intensification of entrepreneurship, the
demand for acquiring the novel entrepreneurial skills under the new economic
conditions, the expansion and development of market environment, which made it
possible to establish the production of the most profitable products. The main field
of their economic activity was the cultivation and processing of the agricultural
products, local minerals and wood.

The emphasis of of economic management and entrepreneurship was to a
large extent, the introduction of organic production in landlords’ and peasants’
farms. The main goal of agricultural practitioners was not only obtaining the
high profits but, first and foremost, maintaining the high quality of agricultural
products. For this purpose, the families of agrarians learned and applied various
agricultural techniques and, in particular, organic ones, which ensured the
continual improvement of soil fertility and the provision of safe and healthy
products.

Rural entrepreneurs in the second half of 19— the beginning of 20™ century
introduced the best technologies for cultivating crops, improved equipment, used
organic fertilizers, seeds of better quality, improved fodder and livestock breeding.
The foundation for organic production laid in the farms of landlords and peasants.
For instance, the structure of territory and the rules of annual crop rotation were
determined by the specialization of the economy depending on climatic conditions
and soil fertility; the structure of acreage and the system of crop rotation with
perennial grasses were introduced; the crop production and livestock sectors
were combined, which ensured the possibility of introducing organic fertilizers
and increasing crops; products were manufactured using mainly the substances
of natural origin.

The specialization of the studied region was described in one of the editions
of 1914 “The Whole South-West Region. Reference and Address Book of the
Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn Provinces” which was prepared by the Southwestern
Department of the Russian Export Chamber with the participation of Professor
M. Dovnar-Zapolskyi and edited by A. Yaroshevych, a teacher of the Kyiv
Commercial Institute. “Sugar beet and winter wheat dominate in the crop
husbandry and all in all give products worth 80-90 million rubles; besides, these
products are the main commercial agricultural products. In addition, they serve
as raw materials for the local industry — sugar beet and flour mills, giving 2/3
of the total productivity. Taking into account the significance of these facts, the
South-Western region can be called a beet-wheat productive environment” (Spo-
mesuy, A. 1914).

The economic basis for the development of market agriculture and the
processing industry, and hence entrepreneurship in the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn
regions were, first of all, large landholdings of enterprising nobles who managed
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to create profitable commercial farms based on their estates. The peculiarity of the
landlord tenure was the presence of large latifundia. Their average size in Volyn
province was 790,1 dessiatines (2135 acres), in Kyiv province 538,6 dessiatines
(1455 acres), in Podillia 505,8 dessiatines (1367 acres). On the Left Bank, the
average size of large land holdings was significantly lower: in Chernihiv province
it amounted to 101,4 dessiatines (274 acres), in Poltava 111,4 dessiatines (301
acres), in Kharkiv 367,1 dessiatines (992 acres) (Jloch, ®@. & Muxaiinuk, O. 1976).
Thus, the large landowners like Tereshchenko, Branytskyi, Bobrynskyi, Pototskyi,
Sangushko, Radziwill and many other entrepreneurs with smaller land holdings
found the most profitable types of economic activity — cultivation of cereal
crops, sugar beets, potatoes, hops and processing them at their own enterprises
in their estates. Entrepreneurs also achieved significant volumes of production
in woodworking, glass, porcelain, paper, and cement industries.

The experience of entrepreneurship and patronage of the Tereshchenko dynasty,
three generations of which had significantly improved production, is essential.
They found the most profitable sphere of their activity — sugar production. Being
originally from the lower classes, the Tereshchenko family became successful
and prosperous thanks to hard work and entrepreneurial spirit. In particular, the
founder of the dynasty Artemii and his sons Mykola and Fedir received titles
of nobility. After the reform of 1861 the Tereshchenko family actively bought
and leased the estates of the landlords. After acquiring land tenure, they created
competitive farms, built sugar factories and other industrial enterprises.

The estates of brothers Mykola and Fedir Tereshchenko were marked by
high farming standards, the introduction of multiple-field crop rotation, the use
of machinery and the ability to combine crop and livestock industries. Due to
intensive farming, they received significant profits'. Apart from the production
of agricultural products, the Tereshchenko family invested in the most profitable
industries. The combination of agricultural production with its industrial processing
in their own estates, extensions of the product range and penetration into new
industries provided the owners with high efficiency of economic management.
Diversified entrepreneurial activity enabled the Tereshchenko family to receive
permanent profits.

The main business interest of Tereshchenko family was the production of
sugar. In 1870, “The Society of the Tereshchenko Brothers Sugar Plants” was
founded. It included 5 enterprises, and the remaining 6 factories were in the
private ownership of the brothers. The initial capital was 3 million rubles; by
1900 it reached 8 million rubles. In addition to the head office in Kyiv, it had
14 representative offices in the largest cities of the Russian Empire, which sold
the final products internally and abroad. The Society received significant profits

! Lentpanpuuii leprxasuuit icropuunuii apxis Ykpainu y M. Kuesi (mani LJIIAK Vkpainn). . 830.
Om. 1. Crip. 445. Apk. 2, 7; Cnp.834. Apk. 5-9.
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annually (JIazanceka, T. 1999, c. 215). In terms of the fixed capital and production,
it was the largest in the sugar industry of the Russian Empire'.

Advanced technologies of that time were also used by Bobrynskyi in the
sphere of agriculture and processing industry at the farm households. In particular,
O. Bobrynskyi introduced the innovative methods of soil cultivation and sugar
beet crops tending. He invented a lot of agricultural advances, which contributed
to the high yields of sugar beet of higher quality. O. Bobrynskyi was one of the
first to introduce technical modernization of sugar production. The use of steam
engines, vacuum devices, centrifuges — the transition from fire to steam plants
provided higher labor productivity, reduced production costs. The amount of sugar
produced at the enterprises belonging to O. Bobrynskyi was almost three times
bigger than in other factories (Tonmsirun, M. 1910, c. 164). At the beginning of
20" century, Bobrynskyi owned 5 sugar factories in the Kiyv province (Smila,
Balaklia, Hrushkivka, Kapitanivka)®.

Large landowners, such as counts Branytski, were famous entrepreneurs as
well. Improving farming standards, the introduction of crop rotation, the use of
quality seeds and sufficient amount of fertilizers enabled the owners to obtain
high yields. Grown products were processed at their own enterprises, which
provided permanent profits. In particular, if three-field crop rotation was the most
widespread in the Kyiv region, most villages of Branytski’s estates used nine-field
system, which was rare in these regions. The multiple-field system was especially
widespread in Vasylkivskyi district, where “31 estates out of 92 used multiple-
field crop rotation” (Ilepepsa, B. 2010, c. 46). Counts Branytski were owners of
big terrories of land; as of 1913 they owned 7 sugar plants, 2 distilleries and 8
steam mills in the Kyiv and Podillia provinces.

According to modern estimates, as of the last quarter of 19— the beginning
of 20™ century, the landed property of the Pototskyi family on the Right Bank was
about 150-160 thousand dessiatines. In particular, in Kyiv and Podillia regions it
was 65 181 dessiatines, in Volyn 77 417 dessiatines. Along with the agricultural
production, the Pototskyi family developed sugar production, distillery and flour
milling, which brought significant profits. One of the largest estates belonging to
the Pototskyi family in the Right-Bank Ukraine, the Teplytsko-Sytkovets estate,
was located along the Southern Bug in the Haisyn district of the Podillia province
and in Lypovets district of the Kyiv province (the modern territory of the Haisyn,
Nemyriv and Teplytskyi districts of the Vinnytsia region). The total area of this
estate was 26 285 dessiatines. At the end of the 19" century, the Pototskyi family
had enterprises in this territory. These were 2 sugar plants (Sobolivskyi and

! COOpHIK cBE/ICHH I 0 IeHCTBYIOMX B POCCHH aKIIMOHEPHBIX O0IIECTBAX M TOBAPHILECTBAX HA MAsIX.
CII6., 1911. C. 50-51.
2 dabpuuHo-3aBozcKue npeanpusitus Poccniickoit umnepun / nox. pea. @. A. lloGep. [2-e u3n.].
IMerporpan, 1914.
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Sytkovetskyi), 3 distilleries (Pchelnianskyi, Bubnovetskyi, Sokalskyi), 9 mills,
a brick factory, 24 taverns, etc.!

The owners with average incomes were also involved in entrepreneurial activity
during the market reforms. Archival and statistical materials contain numerous
examples of their profitable economic management. Thus, the total land in the
estate of Berestiaga F. Zakrzewski (Podillia province, Haisyn district) was 1677,6
dessiatine. The household received the main profit from agriculture, from the
cultivation of wheat and sugar beets. The estate used mainly a ten-field crop rotation:
1) steam with fertilizer; 2) winter wheat; 3) sugar beets; 4) spring crops; 5) steam;
6) winter wheat; 7) sugar beets; 8) steam; 9) winter wheat; 10) spring crops. As for
livestock breeding, there were 90 horses and 150 oxen in the household?.

We introduce an example of the farm “Konelski Khutory” from the materials
of the agricultural and economic research of the farms of the Kyiv province. This
farm was owned by M. Galenzovskyi; it was located on the land of the villages
Konelski Khutory and Medovatka. Total land area was 252,5 dessiatine, of which
on 75 dessiatine a ten-field crop rotation was used: 1) steam with fertilizers (75
cartful); 2) winter rape; 3) winter wheat; 4) sugar and fodder beets; 5) oats or
barley with sowing clover; 6) clover in two cuts; 7) clover and steam; §) winter
wheat; 9) beets or legumes (peas, beans, lens); 10) oats, barley, millet. On the
other 48,6 dessiatine, a 9-field crop rotation was applied®. Basically, the owner
received a profit from the cultivation of wheat and sugar beets.

The farmers of the 3™ Krasniansk Society of Rogachiv volost, Novohrad-
Volynskyi district conducted economic activities effectively. This Society included
12 farms, which were mostly owned by former peasants who leased land and
bought farms for themselves, or for their sons. Among them, we provide a
description of the economic management of Ya. Kaminskyi. He owned an area
of 9 dessiatine as well as the vast majority of farmers. The crop rotation was
three-field: rye, barley, buckwheat, oats, potatoes. Soil cultivation was carried
out with simple implements, and mould was used for fertilization. But the owner
focused on the quality of seeds, and due to this there was enough harvest for their
own needs and for sale*.

The experience of the processing industry in Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn provinces
is worth investigating. Entrepreneurs developed the processing industry in rural

! JIo6xo O. A. Iomimuupki Maetku [IpaBoOeperxiks B yMOBaxX COLIaTbHO-eKOHOMIYHOI TpaHChOopMa-
mii 1831-1917 poxis (3a marepianamu Bonomins rpadis [Toronsknx). [uc. ... kaun. ict. Hayk: 07.00.01.
Kuis, 2008.

2 MarepHaJisl 110 arpapHO-3KOHOMHYECKOMY HccienoBanuto FOro-3amnaanoro kpas (YMaHCKHI,
Jlunosenknii, 3Bernroposckuit 1 Tapamanckuit yespl Kuesckoii rybeprnn u I'aiicunckuii yesn). Iaii-
cu, 1909. C. 30, 31.

* MarepuaJsl 110 arpapHo-3KOHOMHYECKoMy HccienoBannio FOro-3anaanoro kpast (YmaHCKkuii,
Jlunosenkuit, 3BeHuroponckuii u Tapamanckuit yesapl Kuesckoit ryoepuuu u Iaiicunckuii yesn). [aii-
cuH, 1909. C. 53.

4 JlepskaBuuii apxis JKutomupebkoi 061 (depxapxis JKuromupeskoi 06i.). @. 226. Om. 1. Cup. 7.
Apk. 394.
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areas as close as possible to the place of raw materials production. In the absence
of convenient communication lines and the necessary vehicles, the processing of
the products (grain, sugar beets, potatoes, mineral deposits) which are difficult to
relocate into more transportable products (flour, sugar, alcohol, glass, porcelain,
etc.) directly on-site was economically justified.

Using archives and statistical sources, the author calculated that the volumes
of industrial production in the investigated provinces increased in almost 15,5
times during 50 years, 1. e. from 25 275 453 rubles in 1861 to 391 319 127 rubles
in 1911, mainly owing to agricultural processing industry. Production generally
increased at the expense of sugar, distillery, and flour milling industries, which
were the most profitable for production activities in the context of the region.
Output of sugar, distillery and flour milling industries accounted for the biggest
share in the total volume of industrial production in all provinces (78,2% or
19 786 061 rubles in 1861, 81,6% or 164 539 774 rubles in 1901 and 93,2% or
364 941 448 rubles in 1911). Sugar production accounted for more than a half of
the total industrial production during the investigated period'.

The most important shifts that had changed the nature of production, awarding
it with the features of a large capitalist industry took place in these sectors and,
especially, in the sugar industry. Labor productivity increased remarkably. New
organizational forms of production activity appeared. These were the creation of
share societies, stock companies, monopolies, which diversified entrepreneurial
activities. From the mid-1860’s, entrepreneurs in the sugar industry began to create
share societies to increase their capacity and survive in a competitive struggle.
In 1887 a sugar syndicate was created at the convention of sugar manufacturers
in Kyiv. According to the author’s estimates, in 1913—-1914, 93 sugar plants out
of the 148 that operated in the investigated provinces (almost 70%) and were
owned by societies.

The ability to constantly search for economic benefits was typical for the
societies who owned several sugar factories. Entrepreneurs who managed to create
powerful mechanized enterprises by introducing a more progressive technology
for production made significant profits. Thus, according to the data of 1913, the
Koryukiv Society of Sugar Plants had large production. This Society included
Lebedynskyi sugar plant in the Kyiv province, Koriukivskyi and Orlovsko-
Spasskyi in the Chernihiv province and Zalyvanshchynskyi in the Podilia
province. The Oleksandrivka Society of Sugar Plants consisted of Matusovskyi
and Raigorodskyi sugar plants in the Kyiv province, Novoseletskyi in the Volyn
province, Starynskyi in the Poltava province, and Odeskyi in the Kherson province.

! Pociiicekuii {epxaBuuii icropuunnii apxis y M. Cankr-Ilerep6ypsi (nami — PIIA y m. Cankr-Ile-
TepOyp3i). @. 1281. Om. 6. Cnp. 16.; PIIIA y m. Canxr-IlerepOypai). ®@. 1281. On. 6. Cnp. 28.; P/IIA
y M. Cankr-IlerepOyp3i). @. 1281. Om. 6. Cmp. 61; [TamsaTHas kamkka Kuesckoii rybeprnn Ha 1913 1
K., 1912. 448 c.; O630p ITononbekoit rybepunu 3a 1911 . Kamenen-ITononsckuii, 1912. 171 ¢.; O630p
Bomnbinckoii rybeprnn 3a 1911 . XKutomup, 1912. 102 c.
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S. Rafalovych, A. Frenkel, A. Pokotilov, A. Goldberg and A. Dobryi were board
members in both societies. In the Podillia province, the Societies of Khrenovetskyi,
Vendychanskyi, Trostianetskyi, Mohyla Sugar Plants, each of which owned
two plants, as well as the Society of Yaltushkovskyi, Gnivanskyi, Horodotsky1,
Krasnosilkivskyi Sugar Plants received large capitals in sugar production. The
board members were M. Zaitsev, L. Frenkel, A. Brodskyi'.

Cultivation of cereal crops and the necessity to meet the constantly growing
needs of population in flour and cereals created conditions for the development of
flour milling industry, which became rather profitable for entrepreneurs. The mill
in Kyiv belonging to the Stock Company was the biggest. The board members
included L. Brodskyi, A. Brodskyi, A. Goldenberg. The board members of the
Stock Company J. Waldenberg and 1. Berman provided the efficient operation of
the steam mill in Pogrebyshche of Berdychiv district. About 600-800 thousand
poods (one pood equals 16 kilograms) cereals were milled annually: in the Kyiv
province — N. Golovchynera (Turbovo of Berdychiv district), K. Krasnomovyd
(Krasnomovyd of Berdychiv district); in the Podillia province — S. Averbukha
(Sokolets of Bratslavskyi district), N. Orzhevska (N. Chortoryia of Novograd-
Volynskyi district)’. A large number of small mills, which used water and wind
energy as well as living pulling force, continued to work along with the large
mills equipped with steam machines.

Sugar-beet sowing and sugar refining was beneficial for households located
in the forest-steppe zone, while distilleries and growing potatoes were the most
suitable for the Polissia region with low-fertilile, sandy soils. Distilleries brought
the farms the greatest profit. It was a simple and practical way for the processing
of the products that are difficult to transport in more portable and more valuable
products, especially in the absence of convenient means of communication. Unlike
the sugar industry, the distillery sector had a large number of small enterprises.
Profitable plants (average in size, employing 20-45 workers) were created in the
Kyiv province by K. Balashova (Baibuzy of Chernihiv district), L. Kutsenogyi and
M. Spilberg (Ivanky of Uman district), F. Rostsyshevskyi (Kosary of Chygyryn
district), S. Mering (Ovechache of Berdychiv district). In the Podillia province
they were founded by M. Shcherbatova (Nemyriv of Bratslav district), A. Altman
(Ladyzhyn of the Haisyn district), O. Orlov (Chechelnyk of Olgopolskyi district),
K. Rally (Brailiv of Vinnytsia district)’.

The study of archive documents shows that in the second half of 19" cent. —
early 20" cent., distillery, sugar and flour-mill industry were the most essential.

! ®abpuumo-3aBoackue npeanpusitust Poccniickoii nmmepun / mox. pen. ©. A. Ilo6Gep. [2-¢ u3m.].
Ilerporpan., 1914.
2 DabpuuHo-3aBozicKue peanpustust Poccuiickoit umnepuu / nox. pexa. @. A. [lo6Gep. [2-e uzn.].
ITerporpan., 1914.
3 MabpuuHo-3aBojckue npeanpustst Poceniickoit mmnepun / nox. pea. ®. A. lo6Gep. [2-e u3n.].
Terporpan., 1914.
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At the same time, based on the specific conditions of each province, there was
the development of entrepreneurship in other branches of production. There were
more ironworks and mechanical plants with larger volumes of annual production
in the Kyiv province than in other provinces. Underground phosphorite extraction
was peculiar to the Podillia province. In the Volyn province, large volumes of
production were achieved in the woodworking, glass, porcelain, cement, paper
and brewing industries.

Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn regions represent rich experience of ethnic aspects of
entrepreneurship. These provinces were multi-ethnic in their national composition,
which determined the diversity of economic and cultural life of the region. The
role of ethnic groups in a wide range of entrepreneurial activities was different,
ambiguous and dependent on the state policy. Russian tsarist government
controlled the process of colonization, adjusting it with laws on private land
ownership, its lease, etc. Therefore, periods of encouragement of foreign colonists
for the resettlement shifetd with certain restraining measures. However, integration
of the Germans, the Czechs, the Poles and local Jews into the system of economic
relations in the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn provinces positively influenced the
further development of agriculture, industry, trade and entrepreneurship. It is
not deniable that local peasants adopted colonists’ crop rotation, began fertilize
organic soil, started to make new types of agricultural inventory, and borrowed
more productive breeds of cattle.

In order to reduce the influence of Polish landowners, the Russian government
carried out an intensive russification of the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn provinces.
Government officials, nobles and landlords of the central Russian provinces
were granted with preferential terms for the acquisition and lease of land in this
region. Thus, the Russian landowners Balashovs owned more than 500 thousand
dessiatines of land. In particular, K. Balashova was the owner of two largest
estates — Shpykivskyi (11,8 thousand dessiatine), the best sugar plant in the
Podillia province and Moshnogorodyshchenskyi (43,6 thousand dessiatine) in the
Kyiv province, which she inherited from her uncle S. Vorontsov. The development
of the houshold was facilitated by the high profits received from 2 distilleries, 2
brick plants, sawmills, breweries and a sugar factory built in 1876. Cheap labor
force of the land-poor peasantry was used at the enterprises and estates, which
was enough in these areas'.

K. Balashova’s entrepreneurship is proved by a number of operations carried
out in the sugar-beet industry. Thus, in 1910, K. Balashova leased Mariinskyi sugar
plant for a term of 24 years to the Stock Company Marino-Horodyshchenskyi
Refinery. At the same time, she made an agreement with this Stock Company that
during the entire lease of the Mariinskyi sugar plant, she takes the commitment to
grow sugar beets on her lands (1400-1500 dessiatine) and to hand over the entire

! lepxaBruit apxiB Kuicskoi 0611 (Jepikapxis KuiBcbkoi 06m1.). @. 1556. Om. 1. Crp. 45. Apk. 43.
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harvest to the Mariinskyi plant. In the same period, in 1910 K. Balashova leased
Burtiansko-Viazivskyi estate of colonel Ivashchenko in Cherkassy district (6739
dessiatine) for 14 years with all buildings, lands, lease and labor-rent articles, and
also was obliged to grow sugar beets on the leased land of this estate (700-800
dessiatine) for the Mariinskyi plant'.

Russian nobility of foreign origin took an active role in the economic life of
Ukraine in the second half of 19" — the beginning of 20" century. These were
San-Donato, Wittgenstein, Gutten-Chapskyi, Broel-Pliater, Shembeky, Nirod,
Geiden, Morstin, Shteinhel, Wrangel, Mass, Meka and others. They mainly had
land tenure and the most common types of entrepreneurial activity in their estates
were distilling and grain milling.

During the investigated period there was a problem of relations between the
Russian authorities and Polish nobility. It was particularly manifested in solving
issues concerning its legalization, redistribution of land ownership and various
restrictive measures. However, despite prohibitions and repressive measures, the
share of the Poles in entrepreneurial activities in the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn
provinces remained significant. Polish landowners occupied a significant place
among the owners of sugar plants, distilleries and mills. These were Branytski,
Pototski, Sangushki, Yaroshynski, Radzyvily, Liubomyrski. The work of the
well-known industrialists and public figures in the Podillia region such as
K. Bushchynskyi, S. Dersevilia, E. Mankovskyi, O. Tyshkevych, A. Urbanskyi,
T. Grokholskyi, Z. Grokholskyi was a multi-faceted activity.

The Volyn province provided a lot of information about the entrepreneurship
of the Poles. Half of the entire Polish population of Ukraine resided in that
territory at the end of 19" century. Despite the oppression the system of Polish
land tenure rooted firmly in the Volyn province. The high intensity of production
was illustrative of the estates owned by count Y. Pototskyi (70 876 dessiatine)
located in Novograd-Volynskyi, Starokonstiantyniv and Zaslav districts, also by
R. Sangushko (65 213 dessiatine) in Lutsk and Rivne districts, and by counts
Liubomirski (15 692 dessiatine) in Rivne district?.

Along with the production of agricultural products, Polish landowners developed
distillery and flour-milling in their estates, which brought them significant profits.
Thus, in the late 70’s of 19™ century, Poles owned about 48% of industrial enterprises
in the Volyn region (Klemantowicz, D. & Ziomek, W. 2004, s. 44). In particular,
large distilleries belonged to countess S. Chatska in village Koniukhy of the
Volodymyr-Volynskyi district, count I. Olizar on the farm Leonivka, K. Krasytskyi
in village Kholoniv, count I. Tyshkevych in village Bilka of Zhytomyr district.
Two plants were owned by F. Radzyvil in Dubny district, in the city of Belgorod,

! Nepsxapxie Kuiscekoi 0611, @. 1556. Om. 1. Crip. 46; Crp. 47.
2 CHHMCOK 3eMIIEBNIaIeNbLEB 1 apeH/1aTopoB BosibIHCKOM ryOepHIH, BO BIaIeHHH KOTOPBIX HAXOIUT-
cst He MeHbIne 50 nec. semmu. XKutomup, 1913. 270 c.
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in villages Tsvetosi and Mykhli of the same district; three factories belonged to
R. Sangushko; the distillery of S. Liubomyrskyi produced alcoholic drinks in village
Kolodentsi of the Rivne district. The distilleries in the Volyn province also belonged
to such counts as V. Grokholskyi (village Grytsev, Zaslav district), L. Ledokhovskyi
(village Matviivtsi, Kremenets district), L. Liadukhovskyi (village Korostova,
Starokostyiantyniv district). Polish entrepreneurs made a notable contribution to the
development of paper, glass, porcelain and other industries of the province. Later
the great landowner R. Sangushko (65 212 dessiatine of land) founded 4 paper and
2 cloth factories. Such products (paper, cardboard, cloth) were in demand on the
market. G. Stetskyi, the owner of the estate in Romaniv of Novograd-Volynskyi
district (14 420 dessiatine) founded a glass factory in 1903.

In the context of restrictions of the economic activity of the Poles, numerous
facts of the skillful economic management of small rural commodity producers
are worth mentioning. According to the All-Russian Census in 1897, out of 184
thousand Poles in the Volyn Province, the majority constituted a group of farmers
(60,8%). The Russian state encouraged colonization of low-fertility lands in the
Volyn province by the Poles. Most of them received their shares in areas with
waterlogged or sandy soils. However, even in these circumstances, the colonists
managed to make their newly-founded farms profitable. The settlers used the land
under tenancy; the most enterprising of them bought out that land in the future.

In particular, many settlements were founded by colonists in the Novograd-
Volynskyi district at the beginning of 19" century. Among them there was a village
of Dorogan and a village of Kopilyanka. At the beginning of 20™ century, those
who leased land were permitted to buy out their land for private ownership. In
1903 with the help of the Volyn Land Bank, they created the Doroganske Society,
which included 16 households'.

In 1908, the first peasant association of Yosyp, Frants, Anton, and Volodymyr
Vyslotski was formed in village of Kopelianka. They bought out 20 dessiatine
of land from the owner M. Muraviov with the help of the Peasant Land Bank.
In 1909 there was another peasant society of two householders who bought out
9,3 dessiatine of land?.

27 Polish families who founded the colony of Yadvypol in Rivne district can
serve as an example of more advanced land use in comparison with other peasant
households. The colonists leased land plots ranging from 9 to 15 dessiatines for
a fixed fee for 30 years from Radzyvil. They introduced a five-field crop rotation
in agriculture. They practiced grass growing such as clover, vetch and timothy, as
well as sowed fodder beets and carrots for cattle in the summer. Due to the lack of
grazing, livestock were fed with hay, clover, root crops and straw in the summer®,

! Nepxapxis XKuromupceskoi 061, @. 182. Om. 1. Cmp. 1539. Apk. 2.
2 Tonsebki nocenensst XKuromnpuman / [Bino6poseus O. M., [lenucesnd B. ®., Kongparrox O. I1.,
IMoneraes I'. B.] XKuromup, 2011. C. 55.
3 JlepxxapxiB XKuromupepkoi 06m. @. 226. Om. 1. Crp. 47.
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Apart from agriculture, Polish settlers developed glass, porcelain, woodworking,
iron-mining, pitch, potash production. To this day, the names of many “Polish villages”
keep memory about the occupation of their inhabitants. In particular, some toponims
reflect the type of production that were present in the village, for example, the places
where iron was extracted from bog ore (Rudnia Gatskivka, Rudnia Kamin, Rudnia
Kropyvenka, Rudnia Gorodyshche, Nova Rudnia), the places where the glass was
produced (Guta Yustynivka, Guta Shyietska, Guta Isakivka), etc. The village of
Adamivka was founded in the middle of 19" century as a settlement of gentry for hot-
glass production. It was a part of the Sokolovskyi estate owned by countess Ya. Stetska.
As of 1858 it had 38 inhabitants, in 1911 already 608'. Marianivka, which was founded
at the end of 17" century also belongs to the “Polish villages”. Due to the presence of
significant reserves of quartz sand, starting from 1700, the glass factory worked there?.

Despite the fact that the Russian tsarism restricted human rights and economic
opportunities of the Jews, representatives of the Jewish ethnic group showed
remarkable entrepreneurial activity. Brodski, who owned large capital and a
number of highly productive enterprises, became well-known entrepreneurs. In
the Kyiv region, tobacco factories were owned by Kogeniv (Kyiv), A. Zarytskyi
(Cherkasy), Kh. Marianovskyi (Uman), N. Grobivker (Berdychiv). The majority of
representatives of the Jewish ethnic group owned sawmills and other woodworking
enterprises in the Volyn province. The author estimated that at the beginning of
20™ century out of 45 sawmills that existed in the province 28 belonged to the
Jews (60,9%). Thus, Kh. Gottesman owned 4 sawmills, his brother, Ya. Gottesman
along with the son were the owners of plants in Ovruch and Zhytomyr districts;
2 sawmills in Zhytomyr district belonged to A. Grafman®.

German colonization of the provinces in the Right-Bank Ukraine, especially
Volyn, in the second half of 19" century took place mostly in the sphere of
agriculture, although a number of the Germans were also employed in industry.
The massive resettlement of the Germans to the territory of the region was
facilitated by the considerable privileges provided by the tsarist government,
which was determined by the hope to weaken the Polish economic influence. The
predominant form of land tenure of the Germans was land lease, although they did
their best to purchase land for ownership. The area of German land tenure grew
rapidly, which forced the authorities to adopt appropriate legislative restrictions.
However, these attempts did not give the desired result.

At the beginning of 20" century, German land tenure was in the third place
after Polish and Russian. According to the statistics of that time, the land plots

! Tombenki mocenentst XKuromupminnu / [binooposens O. M., Jlenncesuu B. @., Konapariok O. I1.,
Toneraes I'. B.] XKuromup: 2011. C. 31.
% Tlonbebki nocenenns XKuromupuman / [Binodposens O. M., lenucesuu B. ®., Konapariok O. I1.,
Toneraes I. B.] XKuromup: 2011. C. 35.
3 MabpuuHo-3aBojckue npeanpustust Poceniickoit mmnepun / nox. pexa. ®. A. lo6Gep. [2-e u3n.].
Terporpan., 1914.
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of German owners were up to 50 dessiatines. There were few German people
among the large landowners of the province. The Arndt family were wealthy
landowners; they owned 3 507 dessiatines in Zhytomyr and Novograd-Volynskyi
districts. G. Rhein owned 3579 dessiatines in Ostroh district, F. Banautu 6 601
dessiatines in Rivne district. A little earlier, in the second half of 19 century,
most of the estates in different districts of the province belonged to V. Rau with
a total area of 22 387 dessiatines'. German farms were distinguished by better
technical equipment, sound use of land, advanced technologies in agriculture
and livestock breeding.

In the context of the region, the role of the Germans was noticeable in the
development of forestry, woodworking, cloth, paper, flour mill, and brewing
industries. The enterprising Germans engaged in timber logging, founded sawmills
and various woodworking enterprises utilizing the existing forests. In particular,
V. Rau owned 3 sawmills in villages Kozyn, Orshiv and in town Stepan of Rivne
district; A. Kendau was the owner of a sawmill in village Ploska of Dubno district;
merchant Albrecht had the same plant in village Kasarevi of the same district.
A large woodworking enterprise of the German firm “Wolf German” was located
near Romaniv of Novograd-Volynskyi district>. The manufactured materials were
sent to Danzig. It is clear that such massive timber logging left considerable areas
of the forest cut down by the Germans, which, without further reproduction, had
complex consequences for the forest resources of the Volyn region.

In the post-reform period, the Russian tsarist government took a number of
measures to resettle the Czechs to the Volyn, Podillia and Kyiv region. Czech
colonists, mostly engaged in agriculture, quickly developed craftsmanship and
trade. Their economic management was at the highest level; it was considered a
this model is considered to have been by the local peasantry. The economic activity
of the Czechs, as well as favorable natural and climatic conditions, contributed to
the intensive development of hop growing which started in the 1870’s, especially
in Volyn. In 1882, 10—14 years after the organization of the first plantations in
the province, up to 5 poods of hop were produced, later in 1887 — 37 thousand
poods, in 1891 — 45 thousand poods. From 1910, average production volume
reached 120 thousand pounds a year. (3acyxun, U. 1910, c. 23).

The cultivation of hop facilitated the development of brewing, which became
a profitable industry, where many enterprising people worked. From the middle
of 19" century, there was a rapid process of creating breweries in Novograd-
Volynskyi, Rivne, Goroshky (now Volodarsk-Volynskyi), Myropil, Kodnia and
others. In particular, in 1878 Y. Makhachek and T. Yansa founded a brewery

“Slovianskyi”; it produced beer of different brands, which was in great demand.
In 1903 1. Albrecht opened a brewery “Volyn”, which was located in the suburbs

! TlentpaibHuii fepskaBHuii icropuusmii apxis Ykpairu B M. Kuesi (LIIAK Yipaian). ®. 575. Om. 1. Crp. 2.
2 IIAK Yxpainu. @. 575. Om. 1. Cop. 2.
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of Zhytomyr at that time; this brewery produced high-quality beer, which was
awarded rewards at foreign exhibitions'.

The last decade has seen the creation of large Ukrainian business groups
with agricultural, industrial and financial profile. This is linked to the formation
of a new Ukrainian elite — representatives of “big business”. The issue of
ownership changes of large and strategic state-owned enterprises and increase
of the efficiency of the management of Ukraine’s agricultural property are still
not resolved (Chugaievska, S. & Wista, R. & Nowosad, A. 2020, p. 32).

The share of the agricultural sector in the Ukrainian economy in the early
1990’s was close to 25% (in Gross Domestic Product, GDP), while the industrial
processing sector accounted for a total of 80% of the stream of GDP produced.
Between 1995 and 2001, the share of agriculture fluctuated between 14,5% and
12%; in 2007, it fell to its lowest level in Ukraine’s history (6,6%). The period
2008-2015 manifested a consistent marked increase in the share of agricultural
production in GDP (an increase of 5,5% points). In 2017, this share was 10,1% in
the Ukrainian economy (Wista, R. & Chugaievska, S. & Nowosad, A. & Turanli,
U. 2020, p. 46).

Conclusions. Rural entrepreneurship became an important factor in accelerating
the economic development in the Kyiv, Podillia and Volyn provinces in the second
half of 19" — the beginning of 20™ century. The most profitable areas were the
cultivation of cereal crops, sugar beets, potatoes, hop, and also sugar, milling
and distillery industries. The driving force of economic modernization and the
intensification of production were rural entrepreneurs, mainly landowners and
wealthy peasants. The basis of economic development was the large land tenure
of enterprising landlords, who mastered the effective method of management —
a combination of agricultural and industrial production. At the beginning of 20™
century, a significant part of the products on the market were produced at peasant
households, which were mastering the wisdom of competition and the ability to
make profits.

Examples of multi-industry entrepreneurial activity of Tereshchenko,
Khanenko, Symyrenko, Bobrynskyi, Pototskyi, Branytskyi, Balashov, Sangushko,
Brodskyi, Yaroshynskyi and many other householders can serve as an example
for modern entrepreneurs. Integration of the Poles, Jews, Germans, and Czechs
into the system of economic relations in the Right-Bank provinces had a
positive influence on the further development of agriculture, industry, trade and
entrepreneurship.

In the realities of that time, these were rural entrepreneurs who managed
to find ways to intensify their production in rural areas, to conduct profitable
economic management, using the climatic conditions of the province, land
resources, mineral deposits, timber, capital and entrepreneurial ability, which is

! TMamsitHas kHikka Bonbrackoii rydepanu Ha 1913 1. XKutomup, 1912. C. 10.
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so relevant today. Although owners of land resources and enterprises achieved
an increase in profits, along with other factors and at the expense of the cheap
labor of the impoverished rural population, we regard the entrepreneurship of
that period as a positive phenomenon that facilitated economic modernization
and intensification of production in Ukraine.
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Hayionanenuti icmopuxo-emuoepagpiunuii 3anosionux «Ilepesciasy
O. Zham

National Historical and Ethnographic Reserve «Pereyaslavy

AIAJIBHICTD IIEPEACJTABCBKOI'O 3BEMCBKOT'O
CKJIALY 3EMJUIEPOBCBKHUX 3HAPAADb I MAILIUH Y
1892-1915 PP. BA MATEPIAJIAMUA TIOCTAHOB
I3BITIB IEPEACJTABCBKUX 3EMCBKHUX 350PIB)

Pereyaslav Depot of Agricultural Equipment and Mashines
in 1892—1915: Based on the Materials of Regulations
and Reports of the Pereyaslav County Administration

Ha ocnosi mamepianie nocmarnog i 36imie [lepesicnagcokux nogimosux 3emMcbKux
300pis, [lepesiciascvroi 3emcokol Ynpasu ma inwiux ddicepen npoaHanizoeano ic-
mopiio cmeopenns Ilepescnascvkoeo 3eMcbKo2o CKAAdy 3emMaAepooCcoKUxX 3HApaob i
Mawun ma tioeo Oisiiviicmyv y 1892—1917 pp. Oxapaxmepuzosano acopmumerm
CLILCKO20CN00APCHKO20 PEMAHEHMY CKAA0Y, OCHOBHI HANPAMKU MA MEXAHI3MU 11020
peanizayii. Biosnaueno, wo 3ax00u nepesciascobKo2o 3eMcmad wooo 3a6e3neueHHs
HACENEeHHSL CITbCbKO2OCIOOAPCLKUM PEMAHEHNOM CRPUSIU NIO8ULYEHHIO MEXHIUHOT
0a3u Micyeso2o CibCbKo20 20Ccn00apcmea, NOKPaueHHIO azpoKyIbnypu 8 Peioi.

Karouogi ciioBa: [lepesiciaB, ckiiaj 3eMIepoOCEKUX 3HAPSIIL 1 MAIIKMH, 3€M-
CTBO, KPEAUTYBaHHS, (hiHAHCYBAHHS.
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