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Abstract

The article deals with the land issue in the works by M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii in a historical
context. It shows the peculiarities of the development of the agricultural sector and its main dif-
ferences from the industry and focuses on the fact that agriculture is developing according to its
specific laws that differ from laws that exist in the industry. The author points out that the process
of production in the agricultural sector is influenced by climatic conditions. While exploring the
peculiarities of agricultural production, the author reveals the features of small-scale agricul-
tural production. The article determines the features of large-scale and small-scale land use and
identifies the benefits and disadvantages of these forms of management. M.1. Tugan-Baranovskii
made a significant contribution to studying many political and economic issues. He paid special
attention to small-scale agricultural production, identified its problems and prospects for devel-
opment. The author agrees with most conclusions made by M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii and thinks
that the results of his scientific research remain relevant at the present stage of development and
can be used by economists in the process of designing the overall strategy on the development of

the state with a view to achieving sustainable development of the country.
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Introduction

Agrarian relations have always been the object of close attention at all historical stages of their
development. So, according to the researcher L.I. Dmitrichenko, "the rise and decline of the Ro-
man republic is connected with the history of land ownership. Therefore, literature on the agrarian
question is of great scientific interest" [Dmitrichenko, 1999, 15].

The development of agriculture up to the period of the crisis of ancient Rome is reflected in the
treatises of Cato, Varro, Columella, as well as the agrarian reform of the Gracchi brothers. According
to L.I. Dmitrichenko, Cato in his treatise called "Agriculture" advocated a natural economy and con-
sidered agriculture an honorable and noble occupation. Columella in his tract "On Agriculture" reflect-
ed the state of this industry in Rome during the crisis of the slave system and considered the declining
fertility of the soils to be the reason for the impoverishment of agriculture. The Gracchi brothers in
their writings represented the interests of the landless peasants. The national heritage on this issue is
represented by the works of K.R. Kacharovskii, M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii and other scientists.

It should be noted that narodnik K.R. Kacharovsky writes in the work "Russian Community":
"The right to work presumes that the capitalist owners do not cultivate the lands themselves, and
therefore they do not have the right to either it or its product, and those who process it have this
right. The right to work states that capitalist land property violates the uniformity of distribution
between people of the basic material comforts needed for their life and requires an equal distribu-
tion of it according to the equal right of all people" [Kacharovskii, 1906, www].

One of the outstanding researchers dealing with the problems of the agrarian sector is the dis-
tinguished scientist-economist M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii. His scientific legacy includes such works
as "The Russian Factory in the Past and Present", "Land Reform", "Foundations of Political Econ-
omy", "Methodology of Political Economy", etc. In his works he studies the theory of land rent,
the essence of food rent and its features; labor movement and legislation on labor protection, the
essence and forms of cooperative enterprises, the peculiarities of agricultural cooperation and so
on. He pays special attention to the peculiarities of agriculture and the role of small-scale produc-

tion in the process of the formation of the agricultural complex.

The land question in the works of M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii

In M.1. Tugan-Baranovskyii's opinion, the issue of land relations is a poorly-studied economic
science in comparison with the industry. He proves this argument by the fact that in the sphere
of industry the economist feels much more common than in the sphere of agriculture, where we
should take into account an external nature that is not a subject well-known to economists. In addi-
tion, a number of natural factors operate in agriculture, as a result of which the patterns of develop-
ment of the agricultural sector, unlike industry, do not obey the laws of the material environment.

This leads to the fact that economics prefers to study industry, not agriculture.
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M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii believes that the conclusions of economists regarding the regulari-
ties in the development of the agrarian sector are based on the fact that they replace independent
research of the features of the functioning of agrarian relations by the spreading of laws governing
them in industry. According to him, the most inclined were those economists who did most of all to
turn political economy into an exact science, for such a science could arise on the basis of studying
the relations of industry only. He argues that, for example, Marx never studied any agrarian rela-
tions carefully. The agrarian relations were of little interest to him, and the amount of his actual
knowledge in this area was very limited, as the third volume of "Capital" shows, the scientist says.
In his view, the main error of K. Marx is the fact that he extends conclusions made on industry to
agriculture.

The views of M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii are based on the fact that the agricultural sector has a
number of differences from industry and therefore it is impossible to extend the patterns of indus-
trial development to agriculture. According to him, agrarian relations and agrarian development do
not fit into any single type and are highly individual and unique.

We should note that M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii paid enough attention to the agrarian question,
first of all, to small-scale land use. In his work "Fundamentals of Political Economy", he not only
revealed the features of the development of the agricultural sector and its main differences from
industry, but also investigated the advantages of small-scale agricultural production in front of a
large-scale one thoroughly.

In his view, small-scale agricultural production outstrips the big capitalist in many respects.
The main foundation for the stability of small-scale farming is not its economic advantages over
large-scale one, but the essential circumstance that large-scale farming is carried out in the form of
a capitalist enterprise of the council of profit and rent, and small one aims to ensure the existence
of the producer itself. He argues that the peasant continues to farm even when the economy does
not give him nothing more than an average wage, while a capitalist economy whose income would
cover only the wages of an employee should, if necessary, cease. Therefore, a small rural economy
can exist and develop with a much smaller gross and net income than a capitalist large farm.

M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii criticized the views of Kautskii; in his work "The Agrarian Question"
he recognizes the possibility of sustainable development of small-scale agriculture, but still does
not believe in the possibility of peasant economy to reach the technical level of capitalist agricul-
ture.

The scientist inclines to the opinion that peasant farming, as a rule, does not concede to large-
scale agricultural production, but, on the contrary, it tends to push out the latter. The analysis of the
scientist's views makes it possible to reveal the features and advantages of small-scale agricultural
production in comparison with the large-scale one.

Thus, M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii tends to the opinion that land development develops accord-
ing to its own specific laws, which differ from the laws of industry. According to him, a specific

natural law of falling productivity of agricultural labor operates in agriculture. This law is that,
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by increasing the thoroughness of cultivating the land, it is impossible to increase the amount of
agricultural products produced accordingly. This is due to the fact that the process of production
in the agricultural sector is affected by natural and climatic conditions of farming. Thanks to these
specific features in agriculture, unlike industry, large-scale capitalist production is considerably
inferior to small in many respects [Krylatykh, Strokova, 2002, 62].

It should be noted that the conclusions of the scientist regarding the fact that large-scale capi-
talist production of agricultural products is much inferior to small-scale production remain relevant
at the present stage of development. So, according to the modern economist A.M. Onishchenko,
the economy of the population (in particular, we mean personal peasant farms) will play an impor-
tant role in ensuring the food security of our state for a long time. Therefore, it is desirable to in-
crease attention of the relevant state structures, as well as scientists, to personal peasant farms that
produce more than half of the country's gross agricultural output, but, like in the Soviet era, among
the agricultural producers they are still seen as something unimportant [Onishchenko, 2003, 61].
The validity of such conclusions is confirmed by statistical data.

However, we note that in large-scale agricultural production there are some advantages, which
primarily include their ability to sell and buy large amounts of products, to use a loan, etc. M.1L.
Tugan-Baranovskii argues that this advantage has no decisive influence due to the fact that a small
agricultural producer can also sell, buy, and use a loan through cooperation.

As a cooperative enterprise, he understands a business enterprise that joined several people
voluntarily, which aims not to receive the greatest profit on capital spent, but increase, due to the
general management of the economy, the labor incomes of its members or to reduce the latter's
spending on consumer needs. According to him, the main purpose of cooperatives is to increase
labor incomes or reduce the costs of its members. The features of the cooperative enterprise in-
clude voluntary creation and community management. We emphasize that in order to improve the
state of small-scale agricultural production this mechanism can be used at the modern stage of
development.

The scientist notes that for agricultural entrepreneur, who owns large areas of land, on the one
hand, it is unprofitable to constantly keep a large number of wage workers due to the seasonality
of work, and on the other hand, he cannot use the services of urban workers. So the capitalist agri-
culture needs, along with itself, the existence of peasant economy that would supply the capitalist
rural workers for agricultural work. However, in the developed capitalist countries, the number
of agricultural workers is declining due to resettlement in cities. At the same time, according to
the scientist, the most intelligent and enterprising workers leave the village. In the village, mostly
children and the elderly remain. We emphasize that with the development of industry this situa-
tion was observed in Ukraine. But this was caused not by the desire of the peasants to work in the
factories, but by the compulsory actions of the government.

This is evidenced by the research of M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii. In the section "Labor Movement

and Legislation on Labor Protection in Russia", the scientist argues that due to the fact that capital-
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ist production required labor, at the beginning of the 20th century a policy of gradual weakening of
the peasant's interaction with the countryside was pursued. However, whenever possible, there was
areverse pull from the city to the village. Many factory workers began to return to their allotments
and tried to return to agriculture.

As we see, M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii studied the features of the functioning of agricultural pro-
duction thoroughly and discovered the features inherent in small-scale production of agricultural
products. We share his view that:

— the agrarian sector has a number of differences from industry and therefore it is impossible
to extend the patterns of industrial development to agriculture;

—small-scale agricultural production has significant advantages over large-scale capitalist pro-
duction;

— small-scale agriculture, unlike the large one, is almost independent of fluctuations in prices
for agricultural products [Tugan-Baranovskii, 1894].

Note that the views of the famous economist M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii on the development of
small-scale agricultural production remain relevant even at the present stage of agricultural devel-
opment. Unfortunately, despite the weighty arguments in favor of small-commodity production, it
happened in our country that small agricultural producers who owned some land were destroyed.
In order to identify the reasons for this situation, we should turn to events almost a hundred years
ago. The historians of modernity emphasize the fact that collectivization resulted in the fact that
the performer appeared in the agriculture instead of the master. In some cases, it was a disciplined
and conscientious performer, while in others it was lazy and prone to drunkenness and deceit, lack-
ing the mastery of initiative and responsibility.

Thus, in the process of collectivization, the most skillful and wealthy masters were destroyed.
The lack of a link between earnings and the end result led to the fact that the peasant's invaluable
ability to be the master of the land, which takes into account a large number of conditions while
performing his activities, and that is a necessary condition for the stable growth of agriculture, was
left unused [Berdichevskii, 2002].

It should be noted that Ukraine's land resources were used irrationally almost all the time. Ac-
cording to historians, negative trends in agriculture, for example, in the 1970s, were due to the fact
that "the mechanization of agriculture was in fact reduced to supplying low-quality machinery to
collective and state farms; there was a pollution of land with agricultural chemicals; and melio-
ration led to the destruction of fertile lands and the violation of the ecological balance. This sad
picture was supplemented by the extremely low efficiency of using human resources in agriculture
and the backward system of processing and storage of agricultural products; in the result, the an-
nual yield losses reached more than 30% for some products" [Lanovik, Lazarovich, 2001, 555].

The shortcomings of the centralized management system also had a significant negative im-
pact. The planned administrative system of agricultural management led to a crisis in agriculture,

and Ukraine is experiencing today its consequences [Berdichevskii, 2002].
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Since gaining independence, Ukraine got opportunities for independent development. Accord-
ing to S. Kulchitskii, in the post-Soviet space there was a unique social and economic situation,
formed by all the experience of reforms accumulated by mankind [Lanovik, Lazarovich, 2001].
After long struggle for independence, Ukraine finally had the opportunity to make independent de-
cisions in all spheres, including agriculture, but it lost the peasants' ability and desire to dominate
the land. Therefore, at the present stage, developing a system of measures for the effective use of
agricultural potential becomes urgent.

Conclusion

Summarizing, we can say that M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii contributed significantly to the study of
many political economy issues. In our opinion, his study of land relations, as well as features and
characteristics of agricultural production, is of a great interest.

In the works of the scientist, small-scale agricultural production is thoroughly studied in com-
parison with the large-scale one; its problems and prospects are determined. We note that we agree
with many conclusions of the scientist and believe that the research of M.I. Tugan-Baranovskii
remain relevant at the present stage of agricultural development and can be used by economists
when building a general strategy for the development of the state in order to achieve sustainable
development rates.

Thus, this study determines:

— the nature of the influence of small-scale agricultural production on the country's economic
growth and its national security (including economic, environmental, social and food security);

— the role of small-scale production of agricultural products in the process of solving the main
problems of our time;

— some possible ways and strategies for the development of agriculture at the present stage.
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AHHOTaNUA

B cratbe paccMOTpeHBI OCOOCHHOCTH 3€MeNbHOTO Bompoca B Tpyaax M.U. Tyran-
bapaHOBCKOrO B MCTOPMYECKOM KOHTEKCTe. B paboTe pacKpbIThl OCOOEHHOCTH Pa3BUTHS
arpapHOro CEKTOpa U OCHOBHBIE €70 OTIIMYMSI OT IPOMBILIUIEHHOCTH, I0CTATOYHO TIATEIBHO
WCCJIEIOBAHBI MPEUMYIIIECTBA MEJIKOTO CEIBCKOX03HCTBEHHOIO MIPOM3BOACTBA NEPE] KPyIl-
HBIM. AKIEHTHPYeTCS BHUMaHHE Ha TOM, YTO 3eMJIEJENINe PAa3BHBAETCS MO CBOMM OCOOBIM
3aKOHaM, KOTOpPbIE OTJIMYAOTCS OT 3aKOHOB, JACUCTBYIOIIMX B IPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH, B CBSI3U C
JIEICTBUEM NPUPOIHOTO 3aKOHA IaJarolled MPON3BOAUTEILHOCTH 3€MJIEIETIBIECKOIO TPY/a.
Taxxe OTMEUEHO, YTO Ha IMPOILECC MPOU3BOJICTBA B arpapHOM CEKTOPE BIMSAIOT MPUPOAHO-
KJIIMMaTU4YECKHE YCIOBHSI BECHUS X031 CTBa. J|0CTaTOYHO TIIATENBHO UCCIIEJ0BAHBI 0COOEH-
HOCTU (PYHKIIMOHUPOBAHMS CEIIbCKOXO35HCTBEHHOTO MPOU3BOJICTBA U OOHAPY)KEHBI YEPTHI,

IIPUCYIIE MEIKOMY IIPOU3BOJCTBY CEIBbCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHON MHpoaykuuu. Takke ompenene-
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Hbl OCOOEHHOCTH KPYMHOTOBAPHOTO M MEJIKOTOBAPHOTO 3eMJENoib3oBaHus. OO03HAYEHbI

NpeuMynieCcTBa U HEAOCTATKH 3THUX q)OpM BCICHUA XO3SIUCTBA.
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11I0TO, B3I B Oyayiuee // «benble nsaTHa» poccuiickoit 1 MupoBoii uctopun. 2018. Ne 1-2.
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