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@®opMHUpOBaHUE HANMOHAJIBLHOM MO/Ie/IM MOJEPHU3AIUM B YCJIOBUAX HOBOM
ykoHoMu4YecKod mouTuKu B BCCP B 1920-¢ 1T

Xoaun C.H.
benopyccruii cocyoapcmeennwiii ynusepcumem, Munck

THonamue «cosemckas MOOEpHU3AYUAY ABNAEMCA OOHUM U3 CAMBIX OUCKYCCUOHHbIX. Bmecme
Cc mem, oYepuueas CO8eMCKUil nepuoo, ciedyem 6uoemsv He MONbKO PAa3Iudus 6 NOJUMmuKe
enacmetl, HO U 8 OMHOULEHUU HACENeHUS K GIACMHbIM CIPYKIMYPAM, CMpPeMIeHUU K USMEeHeHUAM
U JHce K COXPAHEHUIo mpaouyuoHHbIX opm dxcusHedesmensHocmu. B smom acnekme naubonee
UHMeEpeCHbIM NpeoCcmasnsaemcs oobpaujenue K nepuoody «HOB0U IKOHOMUUECKOU HOAUMUKUY,
KOmMopas CcnocooOCmeosana 603MONCHOCMU (OPMUPOSAHUS U  peanu3ayuu HAYUOHATbHOU
KOHYenyuu (Mooeiu) MoOOepHU3aAYUU.

Llenv cmamvu — onpedenrumsv NPeONOCHLIKU GOPMUPOBAHUS, OCOOEHHOCMU U CYWHOCHb
HAYUOHATILHOU MOOenu co8emcKol mooepruzayuu 6 berapycu ¢ 1921-1928 ee.

Mamepuan u  memoodvl.  Paccmampuearomcsi  803MOINCHOCMU — UCHONb308AHUS
MOOEPHUBAYUOHHOU  NaApaouemvl Ol  UCCAE008AHUS NOJUMUKU U  MPAHCHOPMAYUOHHBIX
npoyeccoe 8 0enopycckou cogemckol oepesre. Ha ocnose ananusza HOBbIX OOKYMEHMANbHBIX
KOMNIIEKCO8, 8 MOM UUCIe a2PAPHO20 3AKOHOOAMENbCMEd, NPUMEHEHUs KOMNAPAMUEHO20
Memooa U CMpPYKMYPHO-QYHKYUOHATLHO2O AHAIU3A A8MOPOM  YCMAHOGIEHbL PA3IUYUS 8
nooxooax Kk mooepuuzayuu ¢ 1920-e ze.

Pesynomamer  u  ux oocymcoenue. Cucmema HOB0U IKOHOMUHECKOU  NOIUMUKU,
Gopmuposasuwasca na npomsaxcenuu 1921-1924 2e., nepexo0d Kk nonumuxe compyoHuyecmeaa ¢
KPEeCmbsAHCMEOM U MOMUAyuu K mpyoy HA OCHO8E MOBAPHO-OCHEHCHBIX, DbIHOYHBIX
OMHOWEHULL 8 YCNIOBUAX NOUCKA COMPYOHUUECMEd ¢ KPeCMbsSHCIMEOM, d COOMBENCMEEHHO C
npeobnadaroweti uacmoio Hacerenusi BCCP,  cnocobcmeosanu yKkpenienuro 0Oenopycckou
C0BemCKOllL 20CYy0apcm8eHHOCMU.

3axknwuenue. Cnoocuswyrocs 6 1920-e ce. ¢ BCCP modenb mooepruzayuu cieoyem
paccmampusams  Kax opeanuyeckyro, pegopmucmckyro. Ee peanuzayus 0cHO8vb18A1ACH HA
COOCMBEHHbIX NPUPOOHBIX U  COYUATbHO-IKOHOMUUECKUX pecypcax, yueme mpaouyui u
ocobenHocmell ucmopuueckoeo passumus benapycu, mpyoa kaxk 6az06020 npunyuna
cnpaseonugocmu,  mpaouyull.  2pomaosbl U OMPUYAHUU  VYPABHUMENbHO20 N00X00d 8
3eMIeNONb306AHUL,  UHMEZPaAYUU  KOJLIEKMUBHBIX U  UHOUBUOYATbHBIX — XO3AUCME  uepes
MHO20YPOBHeBble KOONePAamuebl.

Knrouesvie cnosa: denopycckas oepesHs, KpecmbsiHCME0, 00WUHA, 2pOMA0d, KOONepayus,
HO8as IKOHOMUYECKAS NOIUMUKA, MOOEPHU3AYUS, COBEMCKASL MOOEPHUZAYU.

Formation of the National Model of Modernization in the Conditions of New Economic
Policy in the BSSR in the 1920s
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The concept of «Soviet modernizationy is one of the most controversial. At the same time,
outlining the Soviet period, one should see not only differences in the policies of the authorities,
but also in the attitude of the population to the authorities, the desire for change, or the
preservation of traditional forms of life activity. In this regard, the most interesting seems to be
an appeal to the period of «new economic policy», which contributed to the possibility of the
formation and implementation of the national concept (model) of modernization.



The purpose of the article is to determine the prerequisites for the formation, features and
essence of the national model of the Soviet modernization in Belarus in 1921-1928.

Material and methods. The possibilities of applying the modernization paradigm to the study
of policies and transformation processes in the Belarusian Soviet village are considered. Based
on the analysis of new documentary complexes, including agrarian legislation, the application of
the comparative method and the structural-functional analysis, the author investigated the
differences in approaches to modernization in the 1920s.

Findings and their discussion. The system of new economic policy that emerged during
1921-1924, the transition to the policy of cooperation with the peasantry and motivation to work
on the basis of commodity-money, market relations in the context of the search for cooperation
with the peasantry, and accordingly with the majority of the population of the BSSR, contributed
to the strengthening of the Belarusian Soviet statehood.

Conclusion. The developed in the 1920s in the BSSR modernization model should be
regarded as organic and reformist. Its implementation was based on own natural and socio-
economic resources, taking into account the traditions and peculiarities of the historical
development of Belarus, labor as the basic principle of justice, the traditions of the community
and the negation of the leveling approach in land use, integration of collective and individual
farms through multi-level cooperatives.

Key words: Belarusian village, the peasantry, community, gromada, cooperation, new
economic policy, modernization, Soviet modernization.



