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The article is devoted to the study of the unique historical experience of agricultural development in
South Ossetia during the implementation of the new economic policy of 1920-1930. The authors focus on the
problems of collective farm construction and agricultural cooperation in South Ossetia, as well as new mech-
anisms of state management in the agricultural sector of the economy during the study period. It is shown
that since agriculture was not directly subordinated to the state by 1920, it was very difficult to coordinate the
labor and economic activities of peasant farms, as well as to manage their innovative development; in addi-
tion, the situation was extreme and did not allow the use of administrative methods of management. The only
thing that the state could afford during this period was to increase the efficiency of management of this in-
dustry by economic methods. Thus, there were new incentives for peasant farms to expand the volume of
commodity production. As a rule, the agrarian-industrial transformation corresponds to the free market, es-
pecially in agriculture, but this was not typical for Russia attempts at market transformations in the agricultur-
al sector were stopped for the first time by the revolution of 1917. As for the new economic policy, it was an
effective market regulator that takes into account the current economic situation in the country, in particular,
in the period under study- the reluctance of farmers to sell grain below the market price, and buy essential
goods at prices several times higher above their cost, which in any reforms severely limits the amount of sav-
ings. In this situation, people only try to consume, not invest, because of distrust of the financial policy of the
state. Using the successful experience of agricultural reforms during the NEP period can help solve the prob-
lems of sustainable rural development in South Ossetia in the XXI century.

Key words: South Ossetia; agricultural reform; collective farm-state farm system; personal household
plots.

[U.K. Oxuoeea, J1.K. l'ypueea, A.B. Texoe lNocypapcTBeHHasa nonutuka KOxHom OceTtunm B nepuopn
BOCCTaHOBNEHUSA cenbCKoro xosancrea B 1920-1930 rr.]

CraTbsa nocssiLeHa NccregoBaHMI0 YHUKANbLHOMO No MCTopuyeckuM macwTtabam XX Beka onbiTa pas-
BUTUS CenbcKkoro xossncrea B KOxHonm OceTum B nepuod peanvsauum HOBOW 3KOHOMWYECKOW MONUTUKK
1920-1930 rr. OcHOBHOe BHMMaHue ygensietca npobnemam KONXO3HOro CTPOMTENbCTBA WM Koomnepauun
cenbckoro xosancrtea B KOxHonm OceTun, a Takke HOBbIM MexaHW3MaM roCygapCTBEHHOro yrnpaBrneHus B
arpapHOM CeKTope 3KOHOMUKM 3a uccnenyemblid nepuog. MNMokasaHo, YTO NOCKOMNbKY CenbCKoe XO3SIUCTBO K
1920 r. He NOAYMHANOCH HaNPSMYH rocyaapCTBY, KOOPAMHMPOBATL TPYAOBYIO U 3KOHOMUYECKYHO AeATerlb-
HOCTb KPECTbAHCKMX XO3SAWNCTB, a TaKkKe PYKOBOAUTb MX MHHOBALMOHHLIM pas3BUTUEM ObINIO OYEHb CMOXHO;
NOMUMO 3TOrO, cuTyaums Obina 3KCTpPeMarbHOW U He NO3BONSAMNa NPUMEHSATb aAMUHUCTPATMBHbIE METOAbI
pykoBoacTBa. EguHcTBEHHOE, UYTO MOrno cebe nNo3BONUTbL rOCY4apCcTBO B 3TOT NEpUos — 3TO 3KOHOMUYe-
CKMMM MeToAamMu MoBbIaTh 3PAEKTUBHOCTb YyNpaBneHUs 3TOW OTpacribio. Tak BO3HUKaNM HOBblE CTUMYIIbI
ONsl KPECTbSAHCKMX XO3SWCTB B paclumpeHns obbema ToBapHOro npoussBoactea. Kak npaswno, arpapHo-
WHAOyCcTpranbHas TpaHcgopMaLmnsa COOTBETCTBYET CBOOOOHOMY PbIHKY, OCOGEHHO B CEJIbCKOM XO3SICTBE, HO
anst Poccun 310 He ObINOo CBOWCTBEHHO, MOMbBITKM PbIHOYHBIX NMpeobpa3oBaHuin B arpapHOM CekTope Obinm
npeceyeHbl B NepBbin pa3 pesontoumen 1917 roga. YUto KacaeTca HOBOM 3KOHOMUYECKOW MOSIUTUKKM, TO 3TO
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cultural sector as a factor in improving the standard of living and migration attractiveness of the Republic of
South Ossetia."
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ObIn APPEKTUBHBIN PErynsaTop pbiHKa, KOTOPbIA YYUTLIBAET CYLLECTBYIOLLEE SKOHOMUYECKOE MONOXeHne B
CTpaHe, B YaCTHOCTMW, HeXernaHuWe KpecCTbsiH npodaBaTb 3€pHO HWMXKE PbIHOYHOW LEeHbl, a TOBapbl NepBON
HeobxoOMMOCTY NOKyNaTb B pasbl Bbille UX CeB6eCTOMMOCTU, YTO Npu NobbIX pedopmax CUNBHO OrpaHUyn-
BaeT pa3Mepbl HakonneHuda. B Takon cuTyauumm noam nbiTaloTca TOMNbKO NOTpebnaTh, a He MHBECTUPOBaTb
n3-3a HeoBepusa K PUHAHCOBOW MONUTUKE rocydapcTBa. Micnonb3oBaHue ycneLwHoro onsita peopM cenb-
ckoro xo3sancTtea B nepuog HIOI moxeT cnocobcTBOBaThH pelleHnto NpobnemM yCTOMYMBOrO pas3BuTUS Cerflb-
ckont mecTtHocTu B KOxHom OceTun B XXI Beke.

KrntoueBble cnoBa: cenbckoe X03siMcTBO HOxxHoM OceTun; pbiHOYHbIE NMpeobpa3oBaHUsl; HOBAsl SKOH-
Mu4Yeckasi NONUTUKa; a¢pPEKTUBHOCTL yNpaBrieHus.
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LDkuoesa VipuHa KoHcmaHmuHo8Ha — KkaHOUdam 3KOHOMUYECKUX Hayk, doueHm, FOeo-OcemuHckul 2ocy-
OapcmeeHHbill yHugepcumem, e. Lixurnean, Pecrniybnuka FOxHass Ocemusi.

l'ypuesa Jlupa KoHcmaHmuHoO8Ha — OOKMOop 3KOHOMUYECKUX Hayk, npogeccop, Cesepo-OcemuHcKuli 20cy-
OapcmeeHHbIl yHugepcumem, e. Bnadukaekas, Poccutickas ®edepayusi.

Texose Anbbepm Bacumnbesuy — kaHOUOam 3KOHOMUYECKUX Hayk, doueHm, KOzo-OcemuHckuli eocydap-
cmeeHHbIl yHusepcumem, 2. Lixunean, Pecnybnuka KOxHas Ocemus.

The policy of "war communism" began to take shape in Russia already during the civ-
il war of the 20™ century. Its economic inefficiency, scientific lack of thought and complete
failure forced for a certain period to interrupt this peculiar method of management and
make a transition to a new economic policy, which contributed to the maximum use of the
economic incentives of the Soviet transformation period. As a rule, the agrarian-industrial
transformation corresponds to a free market, especially in agriculture, but this was not typ-
ical for Russia; attempts at market reforms in the agrarian sector were thwarted for the first
time by the revolution of 1917, and the second time after the curtailment of the New Eco-
nomic Policy (NEP). Peasant resourcefulness, enterprise, skills were practically not used
here.

One cannot but agree with the opinion of scientists: V. Danilov, R. Manning, L. Viola
that the consequences of the tragedy of the Soviet countryside should be explained by the
fact that for two or three centuries Russia was doomed to catch-up development, which
was growing as the density population, exacerbation of the struggle for resources. In addi-
tion, as these authors rightly believe, the world wars for the redivision of the world in the
20th century inflicted the hardest blow on Russia. The entire burden of losses and prob-
lems after each war fell on the shoulders of the peasants as the bulk of the country's popu-
lation [11].

In her work "State and Economy" Bystrova I.D. notes how one of the young Bolshe-
viks, at the VIII Congress of Soviets in 1920, put forward the idea of "planned” sowing.
This proposal was supported by the party leadership, but it was implemented decades lat-
er with the help of political instruments of Stalinist collectivization, during which, according
to the author, one of the main directions of the policy and tactics of the ruling party mani-
fested itself - the dominance of the political component over economic forecasting [1].

During the period under study, the restoration of agriculture was a paramount task,
without which it was impossible to develop industry. Analyzing the directions of develop-
ment of the tax system in the period under study, one cannot fail to notice that they led to
an increase in the norms of alienation of labor, a lack of interest in the quantity and quality
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of products. In the post-war years, economically developed farms were transferred to the
tax obligations of farms, which they never fulfilled. With the constant increase in the vol-
ume of work performed by MTS (Machine and Tractor Station), the prices of their services
were constantly increasing, which also laid a heavy burden on grain farms. The increase in
income tax also had a negative impact on the economy. To force peasants to work on col-
lective farms, they began to reduce the area of personal plots, in addition, they increased
the rates of agricultural taxes on personal subsidiary plots. As a result, there was a de-
crease in the tax base and the amount of tax revenues to the state budget. In order to sof-
ten such a blow to the country's economy, agricultural tax rates were increased.

One of the most important measures of the Soviet government in Georgia, which
contributed to the restoration and development of agriculture, was decree No. 17 of April 6,
1921 on the nationalization of the land, according to which all land was declared state, or
universal national property [9]. In accordance with this decree, the number of small farms
both in Russia and in Georgia increased quite significantly, since almost all land-poor
peasants and farm laborers were provided with allotments of land after the liquidation of
landlord ownership. According to the research of the famous Georgian scientist D. Koridze
[2, p. 143] for the period 1921-1927 in Georgia, the number of farms increased from 321
thousand to 414 thousand units, but at the same time, given the fact that it was difficult to
cultivate small land plots with agricultural machinery, only 100 tractors worked in the whole
republic, primitive agricultural implements had to be used, the situation became more diffi-
cult the fact that most of the peasants did not have draft animals, which contributed to a
decrease in labor productivity and low yields.

The policy of industrialization contributed to the progressive development of the en-
tire economy of the USSR, where already in 1927 the main indicators of the economy ex-
ceeded the level of 1913. The socialist sector of the economy was developing very active-
ly, its share in 1927 was 86%, and Georgia was no exception, whose industrial output in
1927 amounted to 74.3 million rubles. There was an increase in cooperative production,
but there were certain problems in agriculture, although the total agricultural production in
Georgia exceeded the level of 1913, but such industries as the production of grain crops
and a number of other agricultural sectors lagged significantly.

According to most authors studying the period of collectivization of agriculture in the
Soviet Union, the funds for industrialization were acquired through the ruthless robbery of
the peasantry by unreasonably lowering the purchase prices for agricultural products
through the underestimation of other types of income of the population working in rural ar-
eas.

In addition, a huge flow of peasants who moved to the city provided industrialization
with cheap labor. Due to the shortage of goods, a mechanism for the excess of demand
over supply arose, and with unchanged retail prices, latent inflation arose, free money
through savings banks was used by the state. According to the 1917 census in South Os-
setia, 10,099 peasant farms had 23,588 tithes, or 58% of convenient land. One farm had
only 2.2 tithes of land [3, p. 322].

By the time of the establishment of Soviet power — the Soviet Union was formed on
December 30, 1922 — in South Ossetia, the region's economy as a whole was character-
ized by excessive backwardness. The main production tools were a plow, a hoe, a wooden
plow and a harrow. In 1923, according to the agricultural census, in peasant farms in
Georgia there were (in thousands of units): plows — 63.0, wooden plows — 7.4, iron plows —
1.78, wooden harrows — 54.8 and iron harrows — 3.0. In South Ossetia itself, which was
part of Georgia, there were only 10,099 peasant farms, which had 23,588 tithes or 58% of
convenient land. One farm had only 2.2 acres of land [1, p. 322]. Iron arable tools to their
total number accounted for only 9%. The number of farms without arable implements
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reached 54%, and without transport equipment 60% [7, p. 52]. Of the 12651 farms in
South Ossetia, 27% were without arable implements, and 50.2% were without arable im-
plements. Iron arable tools accounted for only 3.5% of the total number of agricultural tools
[6, p. 256].

To carry out land reform in South Ossetia in 1923, 86 land committees were orga-
nized, which carried out work on the registration and distribution of the confiscated land of
landowners among the peasants.

As a result of the land reform, 1526 tithes of arable land, 50 tithes of orchards and
vineyards were confiscated from 19 landowners, of which all 1526 tithes of arable land and
7 tithes of orchards were transferred to landless and land-poor peasants. Thus, 1796
households with a population of 12.5 thousand people were satisfied with the land. The
remaining 43 tithes of orchards and vineyards were left for the organization of cultural
demonstration farms at the People's Commissariat of Agriculture of South Ossetia. But this
amount of land was not enough, because in 1923, as a result of severe landslides, a large
number of peasants were deprived of their previously owned plots. In this regard, it be-
came necessary to accurately record all land areas, and from the surplus found to form a
resettlement fund. In parallel with this, it was planned to gradually relocate landless peas-
ants to these lands [6, p. 202].

Table 1. Dynamics of agricultural land in South Ossetiain 1921-1927 (tithes)

Years | Arable land Gardens Vineyards Hayfields Lands Vegetable
gardens

1921 4211 130 150 500 500 30
1922 8643 135 160 1274 550 40
1923 15288 138 195 1556 572 50
1924 18784 195 315 2111 572 58
1925 20155 187 226 2425 560 86
1926 23102 199 298 3289 576 108
1927 46900 299 379 3289 625 113

The table is compiled for the restoration and development of the national economy
of South Ossetia. Collection of documents and materials (1921-1929). Volume 1 p. 256.

In accordance with the statistical data, it can be determined that the dominant posi-
tion in the agriculture of South Ossetia is field cultivation and livestock breeding closely re-
lated to it.

Field cultivation in the region was carried out mainly in the foothill and plain zones. In
the mountainous area, due to the difficult climatic conditions, only vegetables were grown
for their own consumption. In the study period, there was a deficit of grain crops up to
35%, and it was replenished at the expense of other regions. This was due to the lack of
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land and irrational economy management, in particular: sowing the same crops for a long
time in the same area, ineffective tillage, sowing unsorted seeds, lack of fertilizers [6, p.
291].

As for the availability of tools for agriculture at the beginning of the recovery period, it
was extremely insufficient, and it was absolutely primitive. Agricultural implements began
to be allocated to peasants on preferential terms since 1924. These were iron plows, har-
rows, winnowers, triers, hand mills, corn crushers, etc.

We consider the following archival material, which concerns the quality of products,
to be quite relevant: “[...] the advantages of plows manufactured by Selmash, the All-
Russian syndicate of agricultural machinery, were quickly taken into account. These plows
turned out to be of a higher quality than foreign ones. And at a price of 16 rubles cheaper,
which for the peasant plays a big role in his meager budget. The demand for overseas
plows fell sharply. In the reporting year, 47 plows of the Eckert brand of a foreign company
and 127 Russian plows were sold, the demand for which is growing every day” [6, p. 247].

In South Ossetia, such an important branch of agriculture as vegetable growing
lagged behind, and the demand for the production of vegetables grew, since, with the de-
velopment of industry, the number of the urban population began to increase. And, since
1921, there has been a gradual increase in the area under vegetable crops. In 1921, the
area for vegetable crops in the entire region was only 30 hectares, and in 1925 it had al-
ready reached 113 hectares or increased by 3.7 times. This growth of vegetables was ini-
tiated by the organization of the first state farms in Akhalogor, Tskhinvali and Java. In
1928, in these state farms it was planned to sow vegetable crops on an area of 22 tithes,
including 14 tithes in the Akhalgori state farm, 6 tithes in Tskhinvali and 2 tithes in the Java
state farm. These crops were initially indicative and agitational. They were visited by peas-
ants and collective farmers of newly organized collective farms with the aim of acquainting
and exchanging experience in the cultivation of vegetable crops. In this regard, the most
organized was the vegetable farming of the Tskhinvali state farm, the sown areas of which
were located on the territory of the present-day city of Tskhinval and occupied its western
part. In the spring, the population could buy here seedlings of tomato, cabbage and other
vegetable crops, which were grown in the greenhouses of this state farm [4, p. 345]. De-
spite the shortcomings, the collective farms in the pre-war period made a significant con-
tribution to the development of agriculture in the region [5, p. 88].

As a result of the Menshevik riots, the area under crop in South Ossetia after 1917
decreased by 31.6%. In the future, the it began to increase and by 1939 they were dou-
bled.

Table 2. Area under crop of South Ossetia for the period 1917-1939 (ha)

Years Area under crop 1939 as a % by 1917
1917 19000 100,0
1921 13000 68,4
1931 32577 171,4
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1933 35000 184,2
1937 36690 193,1
1939 393776 209,3

The table was compiled according to V.D. Abaev. Economic development of South Ossetia. Part 3. p. 88.

Due to land scarcity in the very first years of Soviet power, the Georgian government
was forced to allocate land plots in the Gori region for the population of South Ossetia.

Significant changes have taken place in the needy strata of the peasantry and in the
provision of livestock. In 1923, according to the census, the number of farms without any
livestock was 14.3%, and in 1929 it was already 6.7%. The number of farms without draft
animals also decreased from 31.2% to 11.5%, and the number of dairy cattle from 44 to
24.7 [10, pp. 120-121].

It should be noted that this most important branch of agriculture was backward and
did not contribute to the development of the country's national economy. In the period
1929-1933. there is a decrease in the number of livestock. Almost all the authors whose
works we studied in the course of the research claim that the kulak agitation for the
slaughter of cattle, which had fertile soil during the years of complete collectivization, is to
blame, and this situation was observed in all regions of the country. By 1940, this situation
improved to some extent, and compared to 1930, the total livestock population increased
by more than 19 thousand heads [5, p. 368].

Considering these historical events from the standpoint of the modern time period,
one can give them another explanation. The peasants did not want to go to collective
farms; most of them were hard-pressed to violent agitation and threats. Transfer your live-
stock to public property i.e. they did not want to go to collective farms and put up every
possible resistance to universal collectivization, burned collective farm property, destroyed
livestock, of course, these were the costs of collectivization, but the costs were also the
fact that the livestock that was transferred to collective farm use most often died due to
lack of proper care.

In the archives of South Ossetia there is no data on the percentage of kulaks, middle
peasants and poor peasants, there is also no data on the deliberate destruction of live-
stock, on the opposition of peasants to the Soviet regime. This can be explained by the
fact that there was no big differentiation in the income of the rural population, since after
the Menshevik pogrom of 1920 everything had to be lifted from the ruins and almost the
entire population was in the same distress, and only with the advent of Soviet power in
South Ossetia did it become possible to raise the standard of living population.

From the archival data and the study of scientific works of scientists studying this pe-
riod, it follows that by April 1923 the peasants of South Ossetia were given 1,096 tithes of
arable land. The first agricultural partnerships organized by this time showed the ad-
vantage of collective farming through the use of agricultural machines and new methods of
labor.

However, due to the poor harvest in 1921-1922, which covered almost the entire
country, South Ossetia, due to the implemented institutional reforms and the radical mod-
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ernization of agricultural production, managed to cope with the difficulties and get out of
the food crisis [6, p. 6].

To combat hunger, in February 1922, the South Ossetian Regional Committee for Aid
to Famine was organized, which had its branches in the districts and villages. Through this
network, state aid was provided to the starving with money, seeds and food grains [6,
c.272]. Subsequently, peasant committees of public mutual assistance were created,
which existed until the period of collectivization of agriculture. There were over 10 peasant
committees in the districts; their activities were directed by the regional peasant commit-
tee, which was located in the city of Tskhinval. Peasant committees in South Ossetia
worked to restore the destroyed economy, provided assistance to the poor and, especially,
to the emerging cooperative organizations.

Based on the results of the study, the following conclusions can be drawn:

1. Errors in government management during the period of War Communism, the ill-
conceived process of conducting food appropriation in rural areas caused discontent
among the entire population of the country, which forced the Bolshevik government to
switch to a new economic policy, which at that time was more flexible and combined vari-
ous forms of ownership.

2. In South Ossetia, agriculture in the recovery period, as before, tended to develop on
the basis of small peasant farms, but the attitude to property changed radically, since the
land was nationalized and transferred to the ownership of peasants, and, therefore, with-
drawn from commodity circulation.

3. The historical analysis of the results of the new economic policy allows us to con-
clude that it is possible to take them into account for the sustainable development of the
agricultural sector of the South Ossetian economy in the near future, since in modern con-
ditions the effective use of market incentives in combination with state regulation of agri-
culture can contribute to the rapid development of the agricultural sector of the economy. ,
become a factor in improving the living standards of the country's population and contrib-
ute to the growth of the migration attractiveness of the Republic of South Ossetia [1]. This
requires not only technological, market and product innovations (introduction of new agri-
cultural production technologies, growing new agricultural products, entering new external
markets), but also the use of new methods of organizing the management of rural areas.
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